
PHD CANDIDATE INTERVIEW EVALUATION FORM


	Notes: 
· Each school/department can refer to this form as a template and add internal criteria and requirements (if any).
· Please attach a passport size photo along with the submission of this application form. 

	



	SECTION I: Details of PhD Candidate
	

	Full Name 
(As per NRIC/passport)
	
	

	Gender
	Male / Female / Prefer not to say 
	Chinese Name (if any)
	

	NRIC/passport number
	
	Date of Birth 
	

	Current Education Level
	
	Nationality
	

	Email Address
	

	Programme of Interest
	

	Name of Proposed Supervisor
	



	SECTION II: Overall Evaluation of PhD Candidate

	Academic Qualification Marks (60 %)
	Interview Evaluation Marks (40 %)
	Total Marks (100 %)

	Academic Achievement (40 %)
	Professional Background (10 %)
	Scientific Research Potential (10 %)
	Language Proficiency (20 %)
	Comprehensive Quality (20 %)
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
Scholarship / Research Allowance: YES / NO

Comments:
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	SECTION III: Recommendation by Interviewers

	1) Interviewer 1

	
Support / Not Support

Notes/Comments (if any): 




					
Name and Official Stamp:


Date	:

	Academic Achievement 
	/40

	
	Professional Background
	/10

	
	Scientific Research Potential
	/10

	
	Language Proficiency
	/20

	
	Comprehensive Quality
	/20

	
	Total Marks
	/100

	2) Interviewer 2

	
Support / Not Support

Notes/Comments (if any): 




					
Name and Official Stamp:


Date	:

	Academic Achievement 
	/40

	
	Professional Background
	/10

	
	Scientific Research Potential
	/10

	
	Language Proficiency
	/20

	
	Comprehensive Quality
	/20

	
	Total Marks
	/100

	3) Interviewer 3

	
Support / Not Support

Notes/Comments (if any): 




					
Name and Official Stamp:


Date	:

	Academic Achievement 
	/40

	
	Professional Background
	/10

	
	Scientific Research Potential
	/10

	
	Language Proficiency
	/20

	
	Comprehensive Quality
	/20

	
	Total Marks
	/100





	SECTION IV: Approved by Dean/ Head of Department/ Head of Programme

	
Support / Not Support

Notes/Comments (if any): 


Approved by 
(Dean/ Head of Department/ Head of Programme),



					
Name and Official Stamp:


Date	:




	SECTION V: Acknowledgement by Postgraduate Studies Unit

	
Support / Not Support

Notes/Comments (if any): 


Approved by 
(Postgraduate Studies Unit),



					
Name and Official Stamp:


Date	:







Suggested Evaluation Index and Grading Rubrics

Part 1: Composition of Marks

	Academic Qualification Marks (60 %)
	Interview Evaluation Marks (40 %)
	Total Marks (100 %)

	Academic Achievement (40 %)
	Professional Background (10 %)
	Scientific Research Potential (10 %)
	Language Proficiency (20 %)
	Comprehensive Quality (20 %)
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



Part 2: Grading System

[bookmark: _Int_SUq75miu][bookmark: _Int_2ucxZuDg]Academic achievement examines the average grade of the students in their earlier education such as Bachelor’s and Master’s degree. 

	Marks
	GPA 4.0
	GPA 5.0
	Grades
	EU Grading System Remarks
	Final Degree Classification
	Reference Marks

	90-100
	3.5-4.0
	4.5-5.0
	A
	Excellent
	First Class
	40

	80-89
	3.0-3.4
	4.0-4.4
	B
	Very Good
	Second Class Upper
	32

	70-79
	2.5-2.9
	3.0-3.9
	C
	Good
	Second Class Lower
	24

	60-69
	2.0-2.4
	2.0-2.9
	D
	Satisfactory
	Third Class
	16

	50-59
	1.0-1.9
	1.0-1.9
	E
	Sufficient
	Pass
	8

	0-49
	0.0-0.9
	0.0-0.9
	F
	Fail
	Fail
	0



Professional background examines
1. academic background and research interest of the students; 
2. [bookmark: _Int_6AmUbOGl]mastery of the professional knowledge and skills of the students; and
3. [bookmark: _Int_PgEmTuxm]ranking of the students’ earlier university and discipline.

	Classification
	Reference Marks

	Excellent
	10

	Satisfactory
	5

	Fail
	0



Scientific research potential examines
1. research publication of the students;
2. achievements and awards received by the students;
3. the students’ participation in scientific research activities or conferences; and
4. [bookmark: _Int_ZDLMmmKC]the students’ professional skills, qualification, or certification, etc.

	Classification
	Reference Marks

	Excellent
	10

	Satisfactory
	5

	Fail
	0




[bookmark: _Int_09sj8vp3]Language proficiency examines the students’ language comprehension and communication skills. 

	Description
	Reference Marks

	[bookmark: _Int_jR2JxXxS]Can express themselves fluently on several topics, with clear thinking and complete structure, on par with native speakers.
	20

	Have a good understanding of the questions asked, can make basic responses to topics in the subject area, and express fluently.
	15

	Have a basic understanding of the questions asked and able to give brief explanations on familiar and interesting topics.
	10

	[bookmark: _Int_ZI9zPCcA]Able to make simple communication when the questions are asked slowly and clearly, as well as help is provided. 
	5

	[bookmark: _Int_cq702yxH]Having difficulty in making simple communication although the questions have been asked slowly and clearly, as well as help is provided. 
	0



[bookmark: _Int_7m6aP2uA]Comprehensive quality examines the students’
1. understanding of the university;
2. understanding of research plans; and
3. personal interests such as hobbies, etc.

	Classification
	Reference Marks

	Excellent
	20

	Good
	15

	Satisfactory
	10

	Pass
	5

	Fail
	0




Notes: Each school/department can refer to this form as a template and add internal criteria and requirements (if any).
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