Department of Computer Science
     
First Year Report & Viva  - Feedback Form 

This form should be completed by Assessor and 2nd supervisor immediately after the 1st yr viva.  Complete electronically and send to the candidate, the 1st supervisor, the PhD Tutor (Anthony Hunter) and Postgraduate Administrator  (Sarah Turnbull)
Supervisors: after being notified of the outcome of your student’s viva please make sure that they update their Research Log.

Name of candidate:

Preliminary PhD Title:

Starting date:

Date of Report:

Date of Viva:

1st Supervisor:

2nd Supervisor:

Assessor:

1. Chosen research topic

Is the proposed research topic PhD-worthy? If not, how could it be changed to make it that?

Is the research timely?

Is the candidate aware of ongoing research developments relevant to their research?  If not, please state which ones they need to be aware of.

2. Literature reviewed

Has the candidate reviewed all relevant literature?  If not, please state which areas and/or specific publications should be added to the literature review.

Is the literature review structured?  Should the structure be changed?

Is the candidate presenting a critical review of the literature – i.e. have key publications been identified, and has candidate identified strengths and weaknesses of literature reviewed?

3. Conclusions from literature review

Does the candidate identify “state of the art” in their chosen research area?  

Are conclusions drawn by the candidate correct?  If not, please identify those that are not.    

4. Proposed contribution

Is it clear what contribution the proposed research will make? 

Will the contribution be significant and timely?

Is the research direction and plan grounded in results of literature review?

5. Scope of the thesis

Is the scope of the thesis right – i.e. if the proposed work is not enough, or too much for a PhD, please state how it should be changed.

6. Research activities

Have all necessary research activities been identified?  If not, state which are missing.

Are the proposed activities methodologically sound, and practical?

Are the proposed timescales for the proposed research activities realistic?

What are the risks for the proposed activities?

7. Training proposed/ discussed and intended benefits

Please ensure that the department administrator is made aware of any training need that is not already provided by UCL to allow training to be organised 

8. Validation

Has the candidate identified a valid “test” for the validity of the contribution? If not, please suggest how contribution should be validated.

8. Timetable
Is the timetable realistic – if not, please suggest how it should be modified.

9. Written presentation

Please provide any comments you have on the written presentation of the report:

Structure

Clarity

Expression

What should be added or improved in future reports?

10. Viva feedback 

Was the candidate able to explain the research problem and proposed contribution?

Was the verbal presentation of adequate?

Did the candidate understand questions put to them?

Was the candidate able to explain and defend his work to date and research plans?

11. Summary
Should the candidate pass the 1st-Year viva?

If yes, do you have any advice or comments for the candidate that might help with their future research?

If not – what course of action do you propose? 

Is the supervision arrangement working?  If not, what is needed?
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