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Report No 1 
of the meeting of the Evaluation Committee for the Student Mid-term Evaluation of the Doctoral School of Exact and Natural Sciences of the UL in the academic year…./….



The Evaluation Committee, appointed by the Director of the Doctoral School of Exact and Natural Sciences of the UL (SDNSiP) on ……………………, in the following composition:
Chairperson – ……………………
Members:
1. ……………………
2. ……………………

acting pursuant to Article §8(9, 9a) of the Regulations of the SDNSiP, and Resolution No. 1/2026 of the SDNSiP Council of 4 March 2026, conducted the mid-term evaluation of Ms/Mr*

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..,

preparing a doctoral dissertation in the discipline:

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

topic:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
After reviewing the documentation and the outcomes of the implementation of the Individual Research Plan and conducting the examination interview with the student, the Committee evaluated the degree of completion of the tasks planned in the Individual Research Plan at ……… /100*.

Based on the framework criteria for the mid-term evaluation in the Doctoral School of Exact and Natural Sciences

The Committee issues a positive / negative evaluation**

Detailed comments and recommendation of the Committee
	1. Strong points of doctoral students’ work
	

	2. Areas requiring improvement or further development
	

	3. Committee’s recommendation
	

	4. Other comments
	





A representative of the doctoral students, Ms/Mr ………………, did / did not** participate in the Committee’s meeting as an observer. 

The meeting of the Evaluation Committee was held in on-site / online / hybrid* format.**


Committee Chairperson

Łódź, date ……………………..	………………………………………
signature

*  insert percentage level of completion of tasks in the Individual Research Plan
** delete as appropriate

Notes on preparing the report:
1. The Committee’s detailed comments and recommendations contained in the report should provide substantive feedback to the doctoral student regarding the manner in which they have carried out their research tasks and academic activities. This feedback should: 
- highlight the strengths of work of the doctoral student to date, 
- identify areas requiring improvement or further development, 
- contain recommendations concerning, for example, the improvement of research methodology, work organisation, the quality of the research being conducted, and publication and conference activities.
2. In Annex No. 1 to the Report, the Committee presents a general justification of the assessment, referring to the scientific activities included in the IPB as well as to the timeliness and quality of their implementation. The justification should be concise and must not contain any sensitive data.
3. In the event of a negative assessment, the report from the evaluation committee’s meeting should include a detailed description of the assessment process and the reasons for the decision.
4.The report must be submitted to the Director of the UL Doctoral School of Exact and Natural Sciences within three days of evaluation.
5. An attendance list confirming the participation of all Committee members in the mid-term evaluation must be attached to the report.
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RESULT OF THE MID-TERM EVALUATION


MID-TERM EVALUATION OF Ms/Mr* …………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

EVALUATION RESULT – POSITIVE / NEGATIVE*

JUSTIFICATION:
degree of completion of tasks planned in the Individual Research Plan – …….. /100**

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………






 *delete as appropriate
** insert percentage level of completion of tasks in the IRP
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