ME MSc Graduation Community

Journey Session 1

“Am | prepared for the graduation project?”

ME Academic Counsellors: Lourdes Gallastegui Pujana & Mia Verstraeten
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Graduation Project: Explore

e What’s in the project?

 On what grounds will you be graded?

* What are you good at?

 Which skills do you feel insecure about?

e Which resources are available?
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Programme of this session

09.00 - 09.45 Phases, Rubrics, Skills
09.45-10.15  Strengths, Challenges, Resources
10.15-10.30 More Resources & next Steps
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Phases of the graduation project

1. Literature review
2. Research/design thesis project
e research methodology
e simulation
e experiments & data analysis
e programming
¢ .7
3. Writing thesis report and final presentation

4. Defending thesis
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Rubrics in academics

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

“In the realm of US education, a rubric is a "scoring guide used to evaluate the
quality of students' constructed responses" according to James Popham.1l |n
simpler terms, it serves as a set of criteria for grading assignments. Typically
presented in table format, rubrics contain evaluative criteria, quality definitions
for various levels of achievement, and a scoring strategy.ltl They play a dual role
for teachers in marking assignments and for students in planning their work.!2l

Components of a Scoring Rubric
A scoring rubric typically includes dimensions or "criteria" on which

performance is rated, definitions and examples illustrating measured attributes,
and a rating scale for each dimension.”
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rubric_(academic)#cite_note-Popham_1997-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rubric_(academic)#cite_note-Popham_1997-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rubric_(academic)#cite_note-2
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Rubric MSc Literature Review for Engineering Students
Learning Objectives

The student is able to:

* Search, select, evaluate, and synthesize representative scientific sources for the topic from
several perspectives (for example, economic, ethical- environmental, -and health) relevant
to the topic;

* Apply best practices for conducting methodological searches in the literature review;

* Write a comprehensive and balanced, opinionated literature review that deeply explores
the issues in the area of study, leading to new insights in academic language;

e Clearly define the purpose and objectives of the literature review;

* Draw conclusions related to the literature research problem and give recommendations
towards new research opportunities, applications and consequences for the field;

* Argument a statement using the information from literature, including counter arguments;

* Manage the individual learning process, including time management and adequate planning
(minimally exceeding allotted time).
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Rubric: M5c Literature Review Student name: Student number: Diate: Course code:
Lewals Excallant Good Satistactary Poor Insufficient
Criteria j1o-3] [=] H| [ €]

Comt of wiitte n mpoe 5%

Structure and Sryke (105

Trasalerabie shills | 55

CriTers a strong, clear, and thoroush, yet concss,

overdiew of the resesnch probiem lesding bo &
bpacfic, clear, and answerable ressanch question.
[esribes the soismtific, practioal [=ngineering) and
pecial redeyenioe mnd sdds 8 susstantisl mew

parspeciive or insizit to the fiald The ralassncoe is
described exceliant from seversl perspectives e
= oonomic, aifical, erdnonmentsl, socisl, mesdical,
=8 lth] end techinolosics| developmenis

u Clear, and thoroush, yet oondse, oweniss of

resaarch probiem keading to a spedfic, ciear, and
rEwEranks res ol queshion. Describes the soenbs
enEineering] and socisl relevance and acds & new
pective orinsight to the fieid. The relavsnoe is
from severs| parspectives |, sconomic,
|, arvsironmentsl, socdal, medical, heakth] and
Ei:lI'Icl:lEi-l:ul I:IIE'I.EII:IFTIEH'I:

= concize and CTeCt overviey of the
[problem leading to & spedfic, dear, and
swErable resesrch question. Desoribes the
enEineering| soentific and socal relevance.
EvancE is described from several parspectives
i:u:rnpln, econoemic, Ethicel, emdronmental,
. hesfth, perspectives] and technological
lopmenks, but misses some exsenkial

resort indudes all relevant parts of the: resesnch
eid, has excelent foous, is up to date. The review is
oazac on & thoroush, welk-oocument=d seanch
Etratmry in scentific papers, Sook chaptesrs, theses, or
patents and it is cearty and thoroush y doocumented.
restescany date oF tools required to replicate the
are cleardy provided.

Liferpbure ret syl
documansation

bodyliterehare symthess isan exozlently oritcal
and in-depth’ eaalustion of the lib=ratuns, whids is
echnically comect. The interpretation of the
berburs is conwindng, comprehensive and balanced,

opiriorated that desply axoloras the issuss in tha

x murml:l'f. rm-:i'Eturrurin:iEm:.

disoussion is an excelient critical and in-gepth
ction om the findings, integrating the new
dirys with Ehe urrent state of [bechrical]
pian ovaledse vy wiell, and corresponds with the

e iquestion. The results are disousssd imthe
izhit of the res=arch prodlem. Escelient depth of the
coartribution achieved making use of the eusting
teraburs with resw insishis, new models, snd

poki disoersed. Recommendations are to-the-
point and welHinked to the findings; the formulated

nrch plan follows losioally snd consistently from
the jsiven conchusions and recommendetions.

line of reasoning is e=sy to follow and Supported
by the skmucture and follows the gemenc iiterature

ey structure. Consist=rtly makes wel-informead
and rational dedsions abouwt the content and
Etructune of the wiiting, showing a high level of
jcriticail thinking and seif-vwareness.

Body [ liberahane synthesis

Discussion | conclusions S

Strschure and reasaning

reEsort inchusdes relevant parts of the nessarch
d, has & good foous, is up to.date. The review is
on A thoroush, dooumented search strabery in
ific papers, book chapters, thesss, or patents
nd it is weli~doosmented with approoriabe

nices and dtations. Howewer, Bere may be

data required to renlicate Bhie review may not b
Iy provides.

jan of the Fermture with scoeptable techmicl
nl'u"mmun The imt=rpretation of the iterature is
Comprehensive and balanced,

ed that d=ephy axolores the issuss in the
res of study, lesding to new insights in academic
T

disnuzesion is 8 oitical and in-depth refleckion on
findings, imtagrating the rew fincings with the
renk state of [bechnical] krowiedse well, and
with the reseanch question. The nesulks
re discussed in e lizht of the reseanch probi=m.
insighis, new models, and hypotheses are

. Recommensdations ane linked to the

the Torrd isted resesrdh pam follows

[The line of neasoming is dear. The: stnuchure Sapparts

fche bezibility of the text and follows the generic

i P review structhure. Sanemlly, makes wall-

Enmmmﬁm diegisions about the contenk
i struchure of the wiiting, demonstrating critical

fehinkire and sef-asmrenzss well.

minor =Aps in the docurrentation or some tools

by literabure sysvthesis is & critical and in-depth

ture, and the ressarch prodiem misses foous.
Mquuﬁ-m'suﬂmr.

introduction offers a limited selaction of relevan]The introduction dioes rot offer a seleddon of

jrejevant iterature and the reseanch probiem
Imisses. The reseanch question i unsnseesmble
missing.

rEnort Corers relevent parts of the: resssnch
with 8 foous that is suiTicent. The reviews is

sed on A dooumentsd ssarch strategy in soentific

pers, book chapters, theses, or patents snd it is
equately dooum ented, with approonate
nees and otations. Howewer, thene may be
EAps in the docurrantation that malke it

cult: o Pully replicate the: review.
[Thie. body itErature synthesis is & suTicently

joriticnl evaiusstion of the Fermture with ssbistschory
kechnical informmation. The interpretation of the

is convindng, comprehensive and
Imnoed, cpiniorated and desoly Expicres the
:l.E:intheuru-unl'sb..l-:ly. lE-Bd-I'I:EtI:I n:ﬂlqﬂ:

[Thee dizoussion is & refiaction on the fndings and
joomresponids wikh the resesnch question but has
room for impnovement. Intesrating rew findings
the currant state of [technical knowiedze iz
The= resufts are disossed inthe Bght of
research probiem. Hew insizhis, new models,
d hypotheses ane disouessed. Fieoomimendations
link=d to the findings; the formulatsd resesrch
an follows from the Siven conclusions snd
encakins.

line of reasoning, is mostly clear. The structure
Dports the legibility of the t=xt and Tollows the

nanic iterature revies struckurs in a satisfactony
. Kiakes informed and retional dedsions

bioist the combent and structuns of the wiiting out
demorsirate limited ortical thinkine and s=i-

report oovers Soime relesant parts but slso lacks
themes. The review is handly based ona
search and it is poorty documented,
imcompdete o inconsistant referenoes and

hiowis. Thie documrentation miay be difficult to
low and may not prowide enough information to
Ity renlicate the revies.

£ displey of the t=rture. The critical
esis of information is poorty opiricnated and
qplones issues in the area of study. The

infarmation is poar.

the disnsssion, conrections with findings from the
ture synthesis an: handly made and & link o the
question is not established. New [technical)
dings are hardly integratec, Recommendations a
oririvial. The formulsted resesnch olan doss
folicw logically from Bhe jgven conciusions and
meemdations; the formulsbed res=arch plan
niot follow lomically and consistently from the
jyee conCiusions ard recommendekions.

[The line of reasoning is unclesr, and the paper is
oadly structuned Makes fow wel-informed and

writing, demonstrating little critical thinking or
5o - TWarene ss.

[Thi= report does not oover neleyent parts but also
|mciks main themes. The nevisy is not based on a
jdooumentesd search and it is completedy lacking in
jdooumentation or refsrencss It is impossible o
jreplicate the review bassd on the information
|proided.

Absent displery of the Fteretune. A oritical synthesis
ot infoermmation with an =aplormtion of ssues inthe
E-:rrstuuy is missing, proper tedhmical

som 5. PSS

[The disoussion is missing. The resufts are not
ldiscuszed, Recommendations ane missing and the
abed reseanch plan does not follow from the
"2 CONCAISIoNS and ECommendatons. The
iscuszion, concusion and recommendetions miss
imkezration of any rew Tindings with the
current state of technical] inowiecge.

[The line of reasoning is absent, and the paperis
hoery badly structured. Makes no wel-informed or

Sonial diacisions about the content ard structure of fadonsl dedsons about the osbent snd structures

ot the writing, showing ro ritical thinking or seif-
B ranass.,

L . [Citstiorz are independenthy sdjusted to e dominant
Citations and referencs B5E by o phe field? ane consistent, complets snd
jconrect in an academic shyle. Citations and neferenoe
ist inclsde all resounces cbed in e revies and
ponds perfectly with the acsdemic annotation-

hent use OF academic lsnguage, the use of

jCitations are correct, consistent, and complets and
jcorrect in an acadamic style. Ditations and reference
Jlist imchude =l resounces citesd in e revies and

Froficent use of academic lanzuapge, the use of

n:rmq:vnnzlsnllwi’m e momS i almul:h:niblrle

Citations in the teet sre not shaays inthe Aeht
piace, uzed consistentty and commectly throughout
khe review. Citations and reference list are property
formetted in an amademic annotation-style .

Froficient use of academic lsnguage, the use of

[The ctabons in e text are incomecty cted. An
miic format for citations snd the referenos list
s Lmard pOarly.

sivenCed use of aoademic anguages, the use of

[The dtwbions im the text are sbsant or inoormectly
et An scademic forrrat for distions and e
rafmrance list Fis rot baam use

s venCed U se Of B dermic anguase, the use of

Use of academac anguage thsu“{smﬂsﬂntn&n‘fﬁuﬂn‘h}:ﬂm’ lish iis maostly consistent in wse of ssther Britishior  [English is mostly consistent in use of sither British  |English is not consisbent in use of sither British or  |Emglish is mostly consistent in use of either British
n English. The use of [technical| snguseee is ican Englishe The use of [technical] lsmmeege is  jor Amencan English. The use of [technical] Isnsussssmenioan English. The use of (bechnioal] lsngueEe is  jor American English. The wuse of [tedhmical]
cientific, nuanced, logical, and clear. Languaszs sty scientific, nuancec, logical. and cesr. masthy schentific, nusnced, iogical, and cear. soertific, puanced, ksical, and clear, Rasyler  |SPELESE IS ROt soentiic nuanced, iogicl, and
=rrors, soeling mistakes/srammetical emors are =ors, speling mistakes Erammaticl = few lanzuaze ermoes, spelling mrguage errors, sosling mistakes/ prammaticel cizar. & ot of languazs ermors, speding
e ocephionally rare. = Br= FAre. mireekical ermors. 5. mistakes mrammatical smors.
. TI‘ESI:UI:I-ErI'tH:I:I'I.Hll raises critical questions and shudent raises mitical questions snd sugrestions shudent critically refiecks on questions and studient critically reflects on questions and [The student is not able to be oritical and reflective
Soemtilic sttitude : ard integrates suszestions, idess and rd intzgrates suyzpestions, idess anc soiutions of the intesrbes suzpections, ideas and soiutions of the rabes sumsestions, ideas and sobstions ofthe  |and refies on superdizor's instructions only.
ons of the supendizor, demonstrating fexbility r, demonstrating flexibility and adaptability r, demonstrating fevibility and perdisor, demonstrating Redbility snd adaotabiity
ol sdaptability to changing resesrch questions, o changing research questions, prionties, or sources uphh'i't','tu changing research questions, changging research guestions, priofities, or sources
, OF sources of informetion. information. , Of sources of informetion. Informestion.
. lizpt manasement of the individual leaming nag=d the individual l=aming process well, nazed the individual ksaming process razed the individual lesming process poory, rape the individusl lesrming prooess
wu[ﬁ!ﬂ- irchuding ime marasement and aceguets  ncisdine e mansssment and adeguats SERRRE Esfsctory, incuding tme manssement and inix time manazeTient =nd inaceguats , inchsding tme manssemient and
learning] process anping [not excesding allotted time]. Chanzes to ot exceeding allothes time). Cranges bo soope ane jent planning (not exoesding alotbes time): [=xc=sding milotted time with 1 -4 cays) ,inaceguate planming [sncscing alotted

e

uskified.

SCODE O reguest ERAMInEr,

changed poorty after naguest ExEminer,

ime: with = 3 days): scope not changed afber
Erations on request sxaminer.




Grading criteria of literature review

* Introduction

* Literature retrieval / documentation

* Body / literature synthesis

* Discussion / conclusions & recommendations / research plan
e Structure and reasoning

* Citations and reference list

 Use of academic language

* Scientific attitude

« Management of individual learning proces
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Grading criteria of literature review
Content of written report (65%)

* Introduction: clear, thorough, concise overview of the research
problem, leading to a specific, clear and answerable research
guestion.

It describes the relevance (from several perspectives) and adds new

insights to the field.
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Grading criteria of literature review
Content of written report (65%)

Literature retrieval / documentation: report has good focus, is up to
date. Review is based on thorough, documented search strategy, with

appropriate references and citations.

10
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Grading criteria of literature review
Content of written report (65%)

Body / literature synthesis: critical and in-depth evaluation.
Convincing, comprehensive and balanced interpretation, leading to

new insights in academic language.

11
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Grading criteria of literature review
Content of written report (65%)

Discussion / conclusions & recommendations / research plan: critical
and in-depth reflection on the findings, also integrating new findings,
and corresponding with the research question. The formulated
research plan follows logically and consistently from the given

conclusions and recommendations.

12
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Grading criteria of literature review
Structure and style (10%)

Structure and reasoning: clear line of reasoning. Well informed and
rational decisions about the content and structure, demonstrating

critical thinking and self-awareness.

13
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Grading criteria of literature review
Structure and style (10%)

e Citations and reference list: correct, consistent and complete citations,

in an academic annotations style.

14
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Grading criteria of literature review
Structure and style (10%)

Use of academic language: consistent use of either British or American
English. Scientific, nuanced, logical and clear use of (technical)

language. Very few spelling mistakes or grammatical errors.

15
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Grading criteria of literature review
Transferable skills (25%)

Scientific attitude: The student raises critical questions and
suggestions and integrates suggestions, ideas and solutions of the
supervisor, demonstrating flexibility and adaptability to changing

research questions, priorities, or sources of information.

16
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Grading criteria of literature review
Transferable skills (25%)

Management of (individual learning) process: Managed the individual

learning process well, including time management and adequate

planning (not exceeding allotted time). Changes to scope are justified.

17
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ME Master Thesis Grading Rubric

Excellent (9-10) Good (8) Satisfactory (7) Sufficient (6) Insufficient (<6)
| 10 |
Theoretical Has independently collected, processed and Understands and can reproduce directly | Understands and can reproduce directly | Understands and can reproduce with Does not understand and cannot
knowledge integrated theory from different fields or relevant theory at the level of MSc relevant theory at the level of MSc some guidance relevant theory at the reproduce directly relevant theory at
sources textbooks and scientific literature textbooks level of MSc textbooks the level of MSc textbooks
Generation of Rigorously proven and well-structured Well-structured development of new Well-structured development of new Basic development of new theory No new theory through the use of

new knowledge

development of new theory through the use
of advanced mathematical, numerical or

theory through the use of advanced
mathematical, numerical or

theory through the use of standard
mathematical, numerical or

through the use of standard
mathematical, numerical or

standard mathematical, numerical or
experimental methods has been

2l experimental methods experimental methods experimental methods experimental methods developed
'E Development of Rigorously validated and well-structured Well-structured development of a new Well-structured development of a new Basic design approach is poorly The developed design does not meet
9 pew design development of a new design, or design design, or design method, through the | design, or design method, through the | structured or it is scarcely proven that the design requirements or is otherwise
'E method, through the use of advanced design | use of advanced design methods and use of standard design methods and the design is a solution to the problem clearly flawed
8 methods and analyses analyses analyses
Creativity, skills Very creative researcher, demonstrates a Creative researcher, demonstrates a Some creativity, demonstrates a Limited creativity, shows little aptitude Not creative, is lacking any aptitude for
very high level of aptitude for the research or | good level of aptitude of the research reasonable level of aptitude for the for the research or design area the research or design area
design area or design area research or design area
Research/design Results can be published in a journal Results can be published in a journal Results can be published in a Results can function as a basis for a Results cannot be used as is, and
significance publication or can be incorporated in the publication or can be incorporated in publication or can be incorporated in publication or for the design in the perhaps only after significant
intended application the intended application, with some the intended application, but only after | intended application, but only after improvement or modification
improvement or modification significant improvement or modification | significant improvement or modification
Quality and Excellent report in terms of contents, Report is free of scientific errors and Report fulfills most requirements in Report only fulfills basic requirements in | Report does not fulfill basic
usefulness of structure, referencing and clarity fulfills all requirements in terms of terms of structure, referencing and terms of structure, referencing and requirements or contains scientific
c report structure, referencing and clarity clarity and only has minor shortcomings | clarity and has several shortcomings errors
O Quality of Very clear presentation, very well organized, | Clear presentation, well organized, Appropriate presentation, sometimes Basic presentation, hard to follow, too Speaker does not present information
'-E presentation and very good selection of information, very good | good selection of information, good eye | hard to follow, somewhat too many or many or too few details, very little eye and findings clearly, misses introduction
Q interaction with eye contact, very clear voice, very clear contact, clear voice, clear answers too few details, little eye contact, contact, answers often unclear or conclusion, no eye contact, no
': audience answers answers not always clear structure, answers unclear
=  Handling Offers new insights during discussion, in- Deals with advanced questions Is able to deal with part of the Is able to deal with basic questions, Is hardly able to deal with the most
£ questions in depth argumentation, leading to a very efficiently and comfortably, interacts advanced questions, rarely depends on | depends on supervisor for advanced basic questions, is hardly able to
£ defense interesting scientific meeting, detailed well with questioners, detailed supervisor, provides detailed questions, is able to provide basic provide basic arguments
8 argumentation for all questions argumentation for most questions, argumentation only for a limited set of | arguments, absence of detailed
interesting scientific meeting guestions argumentation
Level of English Excellent English writing and speaking skills Good English writing and speaking skills | Satisfactory English writing and Sufficient English writing and speaking The English writing and speaking skills
speaking skills skills have to be improved considerably
Contact with Regular meetings, discussions on relevant Regular meetings, discussions on right Regular meetings, discussions on Irregular meetings, discussions on Very irregular and untimely meetings,
supervisor and challenging topics initiated by the topics initiated by the student; good standard topics initiated by the standard topics initiated by the discussions on standard topics initiated

Process

student; excellent time, excellent content

time, good content

supervisor; satisfactory time,
satisfactory content

supervisor; sufficient time, sufficient
content

by the supervisor; too little time, too
little content

Responsibility in
work and writing,
time management

Was project manager of the research project,
initiated new related projects and initiatives,
report was written independently, excellent
time planning

Was project manager of the research
project, report needed limited
corrections by supervisor, good time
planning

Showed satisfactory responsibility for
the proper progress and completion of
the project, report needed important
corrections by supervisor, time planning
could be improved

Showed sufficient responsibility for the
proper progress and completion of the
project, report needed significant
corrections by supervisor, time planning
should be improved

Showed no responsibility for the proper
progress and completion of the project,
is not able to write a report without
significant support of the supervisor, is
not able to make a time planning

Performing Exceptional practical Good practical (experimental/computer/ | Could improve on practical Should improve on practical Should improve considerably on
experiments/ (experimental/computer/data acquisition) data acquisition) skills; works safely, (experimental/computer/data (experimental/computer/data practical (experimental/computer/data
simulations (if skills; is always aware of safety issues, very carefully and precise acquisition) skills, but is always aware acquisition) skills, but is aware of safety | acquisition) skills; is hardly aware of
applicable) careful and precise of safety and operates accordingly and operates accordingly safety and how to operate accordingly
Critical attitude Excellent critical attitude towards own Good critical attitude towards own Satisfactory critical attitude towards Sufficient critical attitude towards own Has hardly any critical attitude towards

results, literature and specialists

results, literature and specialists

own results, limited critical attitude
towards literature and specialists

results

own results

Open mindedness

Is actively seeking for criticism to improve
him/herself

Can handle criticism in a positive way

Responds to criticism, but in a
defensive way

Less responsive to criticism or responds
to criticism in a defensive way, loses
motivation by criticism

Non-responsive to criticism or responds
to criticism in an aggressive way, gets
demotivated by criticism

18
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Grading criteria of ME Master Thesis
Content

* Theoretical knowledge

* Generation of new knowledge or development of new design

* Creativity, skills

Research/design significance

19
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Theoretical
knowledge

Generation of
new knowl/ledge

Development of
new design

Good (8)

Understands and can reproduce directly
relevant theory at the level of MSc
textbooks and scientific literature

Well-structured development of new
theory through the use of advanced
mathematical, numerical or
experimental methods

Well-structured development of a new
design, or design method, through the
use of advanced design methods and
analyses

Creativity, skills

Research/design
significance

Creative researcher, demonstrates a
good level of aptitude of the research
or design area

Results can be published in a journal
publication or can be incorporated in
the intended application, with some
improvement or modification

20
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Grading criteria of ME Master Thesis
Communication

* Quality and usefulness of report

* Quality of presentation and interaction with audience

Handling questions in defense

Level of English

21
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Good (8)

Communication

Quality and
usefulness of

report

Report is free of scientific errors and
fulfills all requirements in terms of
structure, referencing and clarity

Quality of
presentation and
interaction with
audience

Clear presentation, well organized,
good selection of information, good eye
contact, clear voice, clear answers

Handling
questions in
defense

Deals with advanced questions
efficiently and comfortably, interacts
well with questioners, detailed
argumentation for most questions,
interesting scientific meeting

Level of English

Good English writing and speaking skills

—

22
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Grading criteria of ME Master Thesis
Process

Contact with supervisor

Responsibility in work and writing, time management
Performin experiments / simulations

Critical attitude

Open mindedness

23
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Process

Contact with
supervisor

Responsibility in
work and writing,
time management

Performing
experiments/
simulations (if
applicable)
Critical attitude

Good (8)

Regular meetings, discussions on right
topics initiated by the student; good
time, good content

Was project manager of the research
project, report needed limited
corrections by supervisor, good time
planning

Good practical (experimental/computer/
data acquisition) skills; works safely,
carefully and precise

Good critical attitude towards own
results, literature and specialists

Open mindedness

Can handle criticism in a positive way

24
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Skills for a succesful graduation journey

Effective communication (with daily supervisor, professor, company supervisor, peers)
Progress and meeting reporting

Time management (setting up planning, following schedule, maintaining overview...)
Knowledge of research methodologies

Autonomy, responsibility, taking initiative, ownership

Giving and receiving feedback

Scientific writing and presenting

Dealing with expectations of yourself and the supervisor

Managing stress and anxiety

Maintaining motivation

...?

25
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Intermezzo

Which groups are here today?
Is every student part of a group?

Get to know each other better!

26



Skills: Reflect, share and discuss

5 min: Individually reflect on your strengths, challenges and
resources.

20 min: Share in the group and reflect together. Also share resources
that you use or may use to tackle these challenges.

[On template provided]

Strengths Challenges Resources
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Skills: Reflect, share and discuss

10 more minutes!

It’s time to wrap up the discussion and make plans!
Some ideas:

* Which challenges are you going to give attention first, and how?
* What will be your next step? Prioritize, make a plan and share in the group.

* Find a buddy for support!

28
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Skills: Reflect, share and discuss

* Any new strengths you were not aware of?

* Which challenges are the most common in the group?

* Interesting resources? Let us know!

* Complementary strengths/challenges in the group? Help each other!

* Sharing the same challenge? Make a plan and do it together!

29
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Resources (1)

* Brightspace page(s) for your MSc track or for the thesis project
* Rubrics and forms on the ME student portal

* Writing Centre TU Delft
* Information literacy programmes TU Delft Library:

v" Information Skills MSc

v’ Searching Resources

* Learn from your peers: attend presentations and colloquia, do
some benchmarking, find students working on related projects

* Make the best use of your supervisors: ask questions, prepare for
meetings and keep notes
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https://www.tudelft.nl/en/student/me-student-portal/education/related/student-forms/msc-forms
https://www.tudelft.nl/en/tpm/itav/writing-centre
https://ocw.tudelft.nl/programs/master/information-skills-msc/
https://tulib.tudelft.nl/searching-resources/resources/
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Resources (2)

* Workshops and courses by C&CS (Career & Counselling Services)

* Via Studentportal > “Academic and Career Counselling”

Monthly mailing with flyer and information
* E-health Tool and 1-on-1 consultations with psychologist or career counsellor

e Studentportal > Well-being and Study Support, Tips, Tools & Activities

* ... Add your own personal resources here! Please share!

* Upcoming Journey Sessions in this programme
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https://www.tudelft.nl/en/student/counselling
https://www.tudelft.nl/en/student/counselling/awareness-self-management
https://www.tudelft.nl/en/student/well-being-and-study

10:00 -11:30 10:00 -12:00

S Apr 28 May
Refresh your Literature Presentation
Search Skills HUOSLEY Paracetamol*
11:00 -12:45 1 May
20 Mar How to Plan a
Me & My Supervisor Research Project
=== ®-——g---@----———- -8B 8->
Am | Prepared for the Speed Reading” What after
Graduation Project? | Tﬂ/ﬁk 2H April Graduation?*
7 Mar CMW’?W b 10:00-130 " Dealing with Anxiety ~ 12June
14 May
10:00 - 11:30

*Session open to all ME graduation communities; not limited to your graduation community
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The Graduation Journey

What will be your next steps after this session?
Which challenges are you going to tackle first? Prioritize!
Share your plans and find support in your group

Inspire yourself and others!
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Journey Session 2
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