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faculty of science and 
engineering 

education support centre 

Please return original form to: 

 

 

MASTER RESEARCH ASSESSMENT FORM  

Biology, Ecology & Evolution, Marine Biology, Molecular Biology & Biotechnology  

PART 1: TO BE FILLED IN BY THE FIRST EXAMINER 

Student number 

Name 

Programme 

Track/specialisation 

Title  project 

Date of thesis 
submission 
Research group 

Name 1st examiner

Name 2nd assessor

Automatic calculation of the grade : (0.3 x A) + (0.2 x B) +
(0.1 x       C)+ (0.4 x        D)= 

Note students can only pass if all partial grades are graded*  ≥5.5 
(if one of the partial grades is <5.5 please note a F(ail) as final grade) 

Final grade Master’s project: 
Please round grade to the nearest 0.5 

Note:  5.5 is not allowed 

Number of ECTS (whole number) 

*The master research project is graded according to the assessment framework handbook (Staff Portal).
In case a the final grade is <6.0 and/or one or more partial grade(s)  is <5.5, the student is offered a
remediation plan after which a second assessment will take place.

Education Support Centre 
Administration Office 
Bernoulliborg, room 141 
Nijenborgh 9
9747 AG GRONINGEN

Right of Inspection: See Teaching and Examination Regulations (OER). Appeal: Board of Examiners and/or the Central 
Portal for the Legal Protection of Students Rights at http://www.rug.nl/education/laws-regulations-complaints/ 

Please note: 
- You can use Adobe Reader to fill in the form.
- The signature of the first examiner must be

an original on the  printed form.
- The final grade will only be registered in

Progress once the report is uploaded in the
Repository
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Name:   Name:   Student  number:   

A. Scientific quality of Research (theoretical skills)  

  
Unsatisfactory Satisfactory More than 

satisfactory 
Good Excellent 

Definition of hypothesis           

Research approach or design concept           

Critical analysis and interpretation 
of results 

          

Placing research in scientific context           

Familiar with pertinent literature           

Ability to improve after feedback           

            

Grade (A) default 30%      

Student’s strengths: 
 

  
  
 

Future points of improvement  

 

B. Management of Research (practical work) 

  
Unsatisfactory 

  
Satisfactory 

  
More than 
satisfactory 

Good Excellent 

Commitment and planning           

Quality of experimental work           

Initiative / independence           

Self-critical attitude in the collection 
of data 

          

Quality and accessibility of data 
(data management) 

          

Social skills (interaction with 
colleagues and supervisor) 

          

            

Grade (B) default 20%      

Student’s strengths: 
 
 

  
  
 

Future points of improvement  
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Name:  Name:  Student  number:  

C. Final presentation

Unsatisfactory Satisfactory More than 
satisfactory 

Good Excellent 

Contents 

Technical aspects/presentation 
materials 

Discussion skills/ability to answer 
questions 

Critical analysis and interpretation 
of results 

Clarity of expression/expression 
skills 

Grade (C) default 10% 

Student’s strengths: 

Future points of improvement 

D. Report

Unsatisfactory Satisfactory More than 
satisfactory 

Good Excellent 

Presentation of data 

Presentation of conclusions 

Structure of report 

Argumentation skills 

Use of references 

Writing/expression skills 

Grade (D) default 40% 

Student’s strengths: 

Future points of improvement: 

Justification and final remarks on assessment 1st examiner: 

Date of grading: Signature 1st examiner: 
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Name:  Name:  Student  number:  

PART 2: TO BE FILLED IN BY THE 2ND ASSESSOR 

Justification and final remarks on ssessment: 

Rik has worked meticuously and with a lot of commitment. He completed the experimental work well. The 
image analysis part he experienced as very difficult and that also started therefore very slowly. In the end his 
dataset is very interesting and his conclusions are fine. His presentation was rather clear although in the 
discussion he struggled a bit in answering the questions.
Overall well done and 'more than sufficient'...

Date of grading:

8 dec 2021 

Signature 2nd assessor:

Eize J. Stamhuis 


	Programme: MSc Biology
	Trackspecialisation: 
	Title  project: Origin-dependent schooling behaviour in three-spined sticklebacks (Gasterosteus aculeatus).
	Date of thesis submission: 12 October 2021
	Research group: Conservation Ecology & Ocean Ecosystems
	Name 1st examiner: Marion Nicolaus
	Name 2nd assessor: Eize Stamhuis
	UnsatisfactoryDefinition of hypothesis: 
	SatisfactoryDefinition of hypothesis: 
	More than satisfactoryDefinition of hypothesis: 
	GoodDefinition of hypothesis: x
	ExcellentDefinition of hypothesis: 
	UnsatisfactoryResearch approach or design concept: 
	SatisfactoryResearch approach or design concept: 
	More than satisfactoryResearch approach or design concept: 
	GoodResearch approach or design concept: x
	ExcellentResearch approach or design concept: 
	UnsatisfactoryCritical analysis and interpretation of results: 
	SatisfactoryCritical analysis and interpretation of results: 
	More than satisfactoryCritical analysis and interpretation of results: x
	GoodCritical analysis and interpretation of results: x
	ExcellentCritical analysis and interpretation of results: 
	UnsatisfactoryPlacing research in scientific context: 
	SatisfactoryPlacing research in scientific context: 
	More than satisfactoryPlacing research in scientific context: x
	GoodPlacing research in scientific context: x
	ExcellentPlacing research in scientific context: 
	UnsatisfactoryFamiliar with pertinent literature: 
	SatisfactoryFamiliar with pertinent literature: 
	More than satisfactoryFamiliar with pertinent literature: x
	GoodFamiliar with pertinent literature: 
	ExcellentFamiliar with pertinent literature: 
	UnsatisfactoryAbility to improve after feedback: 
	SatisfactoryAbility to improve after feedback: 
	More than satisfactoryAbility to improve after feedback: 
	GoodAbility to improve after feedback: 
	ExcellentAbility to improve after feedback: x
	Students strengths Future points of improvement: Rik listens very good to advices and can greatly improve after feedback. he understands concepts rather quickly.

The major struggle for Rik is literature reading. It is something he knows and tries to overcome. As a result, the description of scientific context is a bit shallow
	UnsatisfactoryCommitment and planning: 
	SatisfactoryCommitment and planning: 
	More than satisfactoryCommitment and planning: 
	GoodCommitment and planning: x
	ExcellentCommitment and planning: x
	UnsatisfactoryQuality of experimental work: 
	SatisfactoryQuality of experimental work: 
	More than satisfactoryQuality of experimental work: 
	GoodQuality of experimental work: 
	ExcellentQuality of experimental work: x
	UnsatisfactoryInitiative  independence: 
	SatisfactoryInitiative  independence: 
	More than satisfactoryInitiative  independence: 
	GoodInitiative  independence: 
	ExcellentInitiative  independence: x
	UnsatisfactorySelfcritical attitude in the collection of data: 
	SatisfactorySelfcritical attitude in the collection of data: 
	More than satisfactorySelfcritical attitude in the collection of data: 
	GoodSelfcritical attitude in the collection of data: 
	ExcellentSelfcritical attitude in the collection of data: x
	UnsatisfactoryQuality and accessibility of data data management: 
	SatisfactoryQuality and accessibility of data data management: 
	More than satisfactoryQuality and accessibility of data data management: 
	GoodQuality and accessibility of data data management: 
	ExcellentQuality and accessibility of data data management: x
	UnsatisfactorySocial skills interaction with colleagues and supervisor: 
	SatisfactorySocial skills interaction with colleagues and supervisor: 
	More than satisfactorySocial skills interaction with colleagues and supervisor: 
	GoodSocial skills interaction with colleagues and supervisor: 
	ExcellentSocial skills interaction with colleagues and supervisor: x
	Students strengths Future points of improvement_2: Rik is very critical with data collection. He showed commitment and dedication to the practical part of his project. he took initiatives in videos analyses. data have been organized and managed very well.

Rik tends to focus too much on small details which can sometimes slow down or impair his work. He should learn to take a bit of distance to not loose track on the bigger goals.
	UnsatisfactoryContents: 
	SatisfactoryContents: 
	More than satisfactoryContents: 
	GoodContents: x
	ExcellentContents: 
	UnsatisfactoryTechnical aspectspresentation materials: 
	SatisfactoryTechnical aspectspresentation materials: 
	More than satisfactoryTechnical aspectspresentation materials: 
	GoodTechnical aspectspresentation materials: x
	ExcellentTechnical aspectspresentation materials: 
	UnsatisfactoryDiscussion skillsability to answer questions: 
	SatisfactoryDiscussion skillsability to answer questions: 
	More than satisfactoryDiscussion skillsability to answer questions: x
	GoodDiscussion skillsability to answer questions: x
	ExcellentDiscussion skillsability to answer questions: 
	UnsatisfactoryCritical analysis and interpretation of results_2: 
	SatisfactoryCritical analysis and interpretation of results_2: 
	More than satisfactoryCritical analysis and interpretation of results_2: x
	GoodCritical analysis and interpretation of results_2: x
	ExcellentCritical analysis and interpretation of results_2: 
	UnsatisfactoryClarity of expressionexpression skills: 
	SatisfactoryClarity of expressionexpression skills: 
	More than satisfactoryClarity of expressionexpression skills: 
	GoodClarity of expressionexpression skills: x
	ExcellentClarity of expressionexpression skills: 
	Students strengths Future points of improvement_3: Rik's final presentation was clear and well structured. He implemented all the feedback given during his practice talk(showing again a great ability to improve after feedback). Tempo was good.

Clarity of answers can be improved
	UnsatisfactoryPresentation of data: 
	SatisfactoryPresentation of data: 
	More than satisfactoryPresentation of data: 
	GoodPresentation of data: x
	ExcellentPresentation of data: 
	UnsatisfactoryPresentation of conclusions: 
	SatisfactoryPresentation of conclusions: 
	More than satisfactoryPresentation of conclusions: x
	GoodPresentation of conclusions: x
	ExcellentPresentation of conclusions: 
	UnsatisfactoryStructure of report: 
	SatisfactoryStructure of report: 
	More than satisfactoryStructure of report: 
	GoodStructure of report: x
	ExcellentStructure of report: 
	UnsatisfactoryArgumentation skills: 
	SatisfactoryArgumentation skills: x
	More than satisfactoryArgumentation skills: x
	GoodArgumentation skills: 
	ExcellentArgumentation skills: 
	UnsatisfactoryUse of references: 
	SatisfactoryUse of references: 
	More than satisfactoryUse of references: 
	GoodUse of references: 
	ExcellentUse of references: 
	UnsatisfactoryWritingexpression skills: 
	SatisfactoryWritingexpression skills: 
	More than satisfactoryWritingexpression skills: x
	GoodWritingexpression skills: 
	ExcellentWritingexpression skills: 
	Students strengths Future points of improvement_4: Rik demonstrates high motivation and dedication to complete his report 

Writing the report (together with reading papers) was definitively the biggest struggle for Rik. But at the end we found out that defining small goals to reach on weekly basis worked quite well. A system to keep in next assignments
	Justification and final remarks on assessment 1st examiner: Rik told me at the start of his project that he had some concentration issues that impaired his reading and writing. It has been indeed a challenge. But I have been impressed by the very high motivation and determination of Rik to overcome his issues. He has been very receptive to help and suggestions, showing great improvements after feedback. He further showed that he could collect high quality data independently and was always critical on data collection. He functioned very well in a team. So, I think Rik can be proud of his achievement and working with him remained a very positive experience
	Date of grading: 04-11-2021
	Justification and final remarks on assessment: 
	Date of grading_2: 
	Automatic calculated grade: 7.25
	Round grade: 7
	Total number ECTS: 30
	Student number: S2721678
	Name: Rik Nienhuis
	A: 7
	B: 9
	C: 7.5
	D: 6.5


