
Criteria for assessing a Master’s thesis (scale 1-5) 
 
ASSESS
SESS-
MENT 
CATE-
GORIE
S1 

 
 
ASSESS
SESS-
MENT 
CRI-
TERIA 

1.  Purpose, plan-
ning and problems 
of the thesis 
- choice,  specifica-
tion and justifica-
tion of topic 
- definition and 
usage of concepts  
- presentation of 
problems and 
hypotheses 
- scientific signifi-
cance, novelty 
value and innova-
tiveness of the 
thesis 

2.  Familiariza-
tion with litera-
ture 
- knowledge of 
the subject area 
and critical use 
of sources 

3. Research methods 
- choice of research 
approach 
- data collection 
- suitability and use of 
methods 

 
 

4. Research results 
- presentation 
- use of tables and 
figures 

5. Discussion and 
conclusions 
- evaluation of the 
strengths and weak-
nesses of the re-
search 
- research ethics 
 

6. Structure and 
coherence of the 
thesis. Linguistic 
form and final 
polishing of the 
text 

7. Student’s 
learning process: 
studying and 
working methods, 
self-direction 

Suffi-
cient 
1 

The purpose of the 
study is unclear or 
the topic has been 
insufficiently speci-
fied. The justifica-
tions for topic 
choice are insuffi-
cient. The research 
problems or hy-
potheses have been 
insufficiently de-
fined. 

The literature is 
limited, secondary 
or only partly 
relevant. Limited 
use of scientific 
publications. 
Familiarization 
with the literature 
is insufficient or 
superficial, and 
source synthesis2 

is missing.  Defi-
nition of concepts 
is insufficient or 
their use inconsis-
tent. 

The suitability of the 
research frame and 
methods in relation to 
the purpose of the 
study is weak. The 
methods have been 
described inaccurately. 
Their use is insufficient 
and inconsistent. 
Ethical research factors 
have not been consid-
ered or considered 
superficially. 
*The chosen qualita-
tive method is not 
wholly suitable for the 
purpose of the study, 
and the choice of 
method is insufficiently 
justified.

The way of present-
ing results is limited, 
and relevant results 
are not distinguished 
from irrelevant. Pres-
entation is somewhat 
unclear and unorgan-
ized. There are tech-
nical limitations in 
e.g. tables and fig-
ures. The interpreta-
tion of results is nar-
row, superficial, and 
only answers some of 
the research prob-
lems.  
 

Discussion and con-
clusions are narrow 
and superficial. The 
research problems are 
not exactly answered. 
Discussion is not in 
line with the results. 
Comparison of the 
results to previous 
research data is insuf-
ficient. Critical 
evaluation of the 
study is missing or 
superficial. 
Ethical research prob-
lems have not been 
discussed or discus-
sion is superficial. 
 

The content of the 
study is mainly 
unorganized. The 
text is illogical, 
contains lots of 
colloquial expres-
sions, and is hard 
to read. The fin-
ishing of the work 
is insufficient.  

To some extent the 
student lacks ini-
tiative in his/her 
own work 

  



Satis‐
factory 
2 
 

The purpose of the 
study is clear, but 
the justifications for 
topic choice are 
superficial and 
partly illogical. The 
research problems 
or hypotheses are 
intelligible. 

The sources have 
been chosen in 
line with the 
topic, and some 
scientific publica-
tions have also 
been used as 
source materials. 
Critical use of 
sources and 
source synthesis2 
are partly insuffi-
cient.  
The essential 
concepts have 
been defined.

The methods used are 
basic, and the volume 
of data is limited in 
relation to the purpose 
of the study. The de-
scription of methods is 
intelligible. 
Ethical principles have 
been presented superfi-
cially. 
*The choice of re-
search method and 
research frame is 
mechanistic and the 
justifications superfi-
cial.

The results provide 
solutions to research 
problems, but their 
presentation is nar-
row and partly un-
clear and formulaic.  
*In a qualitative 
study, it is difficult to 
follow the relation-
ship between inter-
pretations and au-
thentic material. 

Discussion is superfi-
cial but mainly in line 
with the results. The 
results have been 
discussed, to some 
extent, in relation to 
previous literature. 
The study makes an 
effort to critically 
evaluate the results. 
Ethical discussion is 
not related to the 
author’s own re-
search theme. 
 

The structure of 
the work is illogi-
cal in places and 
contains partly 
unfinished text.  

The student is 
active but not able 
to sufficiently 
utilize the supervi-
sion provided for 
him/her. 

Good  
3 

The purpose and 
problems of the 
study are clear and 
justified. The topic 
has been success-
fully specified. The 
study is primarily a 
thesis, and does not 
significantly con-
tribute to the field. 

The source mate-
rial is relevant to 
the topic, fresh, 
and the majority 
of the sources are 
scientific publica-
tions. The work 
demonstrates 
some source criti-
cism and source 
synthesis2. The 
background the-
ory sufficiently 
justifies the pur-
pose and prob-
lems of the study. 
The use of con-
cepts is fluent and 
consistent. 

Suitable basic methods 
have been chosen for 
the research problems, 
and they have been 
used duly. A sufficient 
amount of research 
material has been used 
in relation to the re-
search task. The re-
search process has been 
implemented fault-
lessly. Ethical issues 
have been considered 
sufficiently. 
 

The results have been 
presented clearly but 
conventionally. Ta-
bles and figures are 
faultless and support 
the interpretation. 
*Qualitative data has 
been comprehen-
sively analysed. The 
results have been 
presented in an or-
ganized way and on 
the basis of authentic 
material. 
 
 

The discussion and 
conclusions are an-
chored to the main 
results. Discussion 
may still contain 
some incomplete and 
unorganized parts. 
The results are pre-
sented in relation to 
earlier literature and 
theoretical view-
points, but argumen-
tation is mainly de-
claratory. The ethical 
viewpoints essen-
tially related to the 
study have been dis-
cussed sufficiently. 

The structure is 
clear and consistent, 
and the research 
process is easy to 
follow. The text is 
written with an 
appropriate aca-
demic style and 
register. 
 

The student has 
been active and 
committed to 
his/her work.   

  



Very 
good  
4 

The research topic 
is significant for the 
discipline. The 
research task and 
problems are clear 
and carefully justi-
fied. 

The source mate-
rial is based on 
scientific and 
original publica-
tions and is ap-
propriate to the 
theme of the re-
search task. The 
use of sources 
demonstrates 
familiarity with 
the studied phe-
nomenon. The 
background the-
ory has a strong, 
logical connection 
to the research 
task and prob-
lems, as well as to 
the method choice 
and methodologi-
cal solutions.

The reliability of the 
method has been 
evaluated on the basis 
of previous studies. 
The research methods 
are challenging and 
have been used suc-
cessfully. Ethical issues 
have been carefully 
examined. 

The results have been 
presented in an or-
ganized manner, 
faultlessly and illus-
tratively. The essen-
tial results can be 
found easily. Figures 
and tables support the 
interpretation of 
results particularly 
well.   
*Qualitative data has 
been carefully ana-
lysed and the synthe-
sis is convincing. The 
interpretation of 
results is credible 
and easily traceable 
to authentic material. 

Discussion is a har-
monious, well-
justified entity, in 
which the main re-
sults are clearly high-
lighted. The results 
are presented in rela-
tion to previous stud-
ies in a versatile 
manner. The 
strengths and weak-
nesses of the work 
have been evaluated 
in a critical way that 
develops the author’s 
own work. 
 

The structure is 
clear and logical, 
and the research 
process is easy to 
follow.  The text is 
written with a 
fluent academic 
style and register 
and is easy to 
read.  
 

The work process 
has been self-
directed and flu-
ent. 

Excel‐
lent  
5 

The study is inter-
esting and signifi-
cant for the disci-
pline. The topic is 
exceptionally chal-
lenging. The work 
contributes signifi-
cantly to the field. 

The literature is 
essentially related 
to the theme of 
the research task 
and problems, and 
it consists of high-
level scientific 
and original pub-
lications. Litera-
ture is also evalu-
ated and analysed 
with regard to the 
degree of reliabil-
ity in the studies 
and the observa-
tions made in 
them3. 

The research methods 
are reliable and have 
been evaluated by the 
student. The methods 
are demanding and 
have been successfully 
mastered in the work.  
 

The results have been 
presented in an inter-
esting, clear and 
organized way. The 
text and figures/tables 
constitute a harmoni-
ous entity, which 
allows a more pro-
found interpretation. 

Discussion, as well as 
the entire work, re-
flects scientific 
thought and a critical 
insight into the mat-
ter. The strengths and 
weaknesses of the 
study have been dis-
cussed from the per-
spective of scientific 
criteria. Ethical dis-
cussion takes into 
account different 
value bases and is 
versatile and pro-
found. 

Language in the 
study is of a high 
quality.  

The student has 
demonstrated 
initiative in his/her 
work, and the 
process represents 
a critical and per-
sonal view of 
developing one’s 
own scientific 
working. 

1The requirements provided for the lower levels also apply to the higher levels. 
2 Source synthesis refers to the critical evaluation of the sources used in the work, and comparing, concluding and interpreting the data in them. 
3 In systematic literature reviews, this is paid attention to even in the lower grades. 


