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Evaluation Criteria for Theses in Graduate School of Health Sciences
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As a prior condition to apply for a diploma, candidates must satisfy all the requirements for the
degree that are specified by the university and the Graduate School of Health Sciences.
Candidates are required to conduct their scientific research in accordance with ethical standards.

BT EIHRE FPURNBEEESE

AR ST, BOIMTT e E £ NAEL TR HFEE A Il GaBliio s
DHIVTWZRITIULZe D7, Fiz, B GwakrESE O FIE D 5 FLTNDD HDHN
X, MR BRI AE RO R E R T Y7 A IE HE & A, 30, LU O MR
iy O QA N P - e

Evaluation Criteria for MA Theses

Theses must be written by the applicants for the degree, and consist primarily of logical
descriptions of research conducted by themselves. Theses shall have academic value, including
universality and demonstrability, include appropriate general information to suggest the
achievements of the applicants in each academic field, and comply with the following
guidelines:
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1. Research purpose: An appropriate purpose must be set with clear awareness for results
of previous research.

2. Research methods: Research plan and methods in analysis or presentation must be
convineing.

3. Ethical considerations: Ethical consideration must be made for the research methods or
objective people.

4. Logical consistency: The concept of the analysis must be clearly and logically
developed.

5. The Master’s Thesis should meet the required length and conform to the appropriate
format.
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(Evaluation System)

The faculty meeting shall establish a thesis review committee; it shall be comprised of one main
examiner and two or more sub-examiners. The thesis review committee shall conduct the thesis
review, examination and consultation.

An academic advisor is not permitted to be the main examiner.
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(Evaluation Method and Items)

After the confirmation that the thesis has been written in accordance with the thesis guidelines,
the thesis review committee shall conduct a final examination by the oral defense (public
presentation), based on the above guidelines.
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Evaluation Criteria for Doctoral Dissertations

Theses must be written by the applicants for a doctorate, and consist primarily of descriptions of
research conducted by themselves. Theses shall have originality, novelty, and demonstrability,
and be significantly logical and of academic value. The authors of theses shall appropriately
evaluate or quote the results of previous and related studies. Theses are evaluated according to
the following guidelines:
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1. Research purpose: A unique and meaningful purpose must be set with abundant
knowledge for specific research field and clear awareness for results of previous
research.



2. Research methods: Research plan and methods in analysis and presentation must be
convineing.

3. Ethical considerations: Ethical consideration must be made for the research methods or
objective people.

4. Social significance: The doctoral dissertation must illustrate originality, scientific
significance and contribution to the society.

5. Logical consistency: The concept of the analysis must be clearly and logically
developed.

6. The Doctoral Thesis should meet the required length and conform to the appropriate
format.
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(Evaluation System)

The faculty meeting shall establish a thesis review committee; it shall be comprised of one main
examiner and two or more sub-examiners. The thesis review committee shall conduct the thesis
review, examination and consultation.

An academic advisor and coauthors of thesis are not permitted to be the main examiner.
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(Evaluation Method and Items)

After the confirmation that the thesis has been written in accordance with the thesis guidelines,
the thesis review committee shall conduct a final examination by the oral defense (public
presentation), based on the above guidelines.



