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Research Title
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Please select the most appropriate score for each criterion:
	1-2 Poor
	
	3-4
Fair
	
	5-6
Satisfactory
	
	7-8
Good
	
	9-10
Excellent
	



	Evaluation Criteria
	Score Awarded
	Average Score (for Chairperson only)

	A. Background of study

	· The research title is reflecting scope of research study
· Candidate’s ability to describe the background of study
	
	

	· Candidate’s ability to describe the problem statement and research gap
· Candidate’s ability to describe research objectives and questions.
	
	

	B. Literature review

	· Candidate’s ability to critically analyze the literature and to propose research framework.
	
	

	C. Research methodology

	· Candidate’s ability to determine related materials and study design to be used and to justify how the research conceptual frameworks: research methodology and/ or data analysis method can solve current research gap.
	
	

	· Candidate’s ability to describe procedure / technique / experimental set up and to confirm the validity and reliability of the research methodology deployed.
	
	

	D. Expected Result

	· Candidate’s ability to interpret result and to organize his/her research throughout the study (Gantt chart).
	
	

	  E. Presentation

	· Candidate’s ability to deliver reports in writing and verbal, with     confidence using appropriate audiovisual aids.
	
	

	· Candidate’s ability to comprehend questions and respond accordingly.
	
	

	  F. Proposal write up

	· According to format
	
	

	· Language and clarity
	
	

	  G. Sustainable Development Goal’s Contribution

	· Candidate demonstrates a clear understanding of how the research aligns with one or more SDG’s
	
	

	· Candidates is able to articulate the relevance and potential societal impact of the research in the context of sustainable development.
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