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Form Ds2/ Mentor’s Annual Progress Report


[bookmark: _Hlk169622038][bookmark: _Hlk213409619]MENTOR’S ANNUAL PROGRESS REPORT
	NAME OF THE STUDY PROGRAMME

	     



	1. MENTOR

	1.1. Mentor

	Title, first and last name
	Institution, country

	     
	     

	1.2. Co-mentor

	Title, first and last name
	Institution, country

	     
	     

	1.3. First and last name of the student

	     

	1.4. Student ID number

	     

	1.5. Report for the academic year

	     


	
	2. STUDIES PROGRESSION

	2.1. Has the work plan been developed and has the student achieved progress according to plan?
(please check the box)

	The work plan has been developed
	|_| yes                                  |_| no

	Progress has been achieved according to plan
	|_| yes                                  |_| no

	2.2. If you have checked “no” in the previous question, explain why and provide suggestions on how to improve it.

	     

	2.3 On a scale of 1 to 5 rate the quality of progress of student’s scientific work on the proposed topic of research and/or accepted doctoral thesis topic (since the last report)

	|_| 1 - insufficient       |_|   2 - sufficient       |_|   3 - good      |_|   4 – very good    |_|    5 - excellent

	2.4. If you have chosen 1 or 2 in the previous question, please explain why and provide suggestions on how to improve it.

	     

	2.5. Comment on the student’s progress since the last report

	     



	3. EVALUATION OF THE STUDENT

	3.1. Please rate on the scale of 1 to 5:
(1 – insufficient,2 - sufficient, 3 - good, 4 – very good, 5 - excellent)

	Student readiness for the consultations
	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|
1	2	3	4	5

	Planning and executing annual research activities and professional training
	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|
1	2	3	4	5

	Progress in mastering the scientific research methodology 
	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|
1	2	3	4	5

	Writing and publishing of scientific papers
	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|
1	2	3	4	5

	PhD student’s overall attitude towards the study program
	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|	|_|
1	2	3	4	5

	3.2. On a scale of 1 to 5 rate the overall quality of the PhD student’s scientific research

	|_| 1 - insufficient       |_|   2 - sufficient       |_|   3 - good      |_|   4 – very good    |_|    5 - excellent

	3.3. If you have chosen 2 in the previous question, please explain why and provide suggestions on how to improve it


	     

	3.4. Comment on the PhD student’s overall scientific research quality

	     



	4. OPINION ON THE CANDIDATE’S COMPETENCE FOR THE CONTINUATION OF THE STUDIES

	

Can the student continue the study? 
	a) |_|   Yes.
b) |_|   Yes, with certain conditions.
c) |_|   No.

	If you have chosen b) or c) in the previous question, please explain why.

	     

	Other remarks and mentor’s opinions
(if needed)

	     



	Place, date and signature

	Rijeka, dd/mm/yyyy
	Signature
(Mentor’s first and last name)
 

	
	Signature
(Co-mentor’s first and last name)
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