
   

 Appendix 2: 
Grading of a Master Thesis  

 

Grading scheme: The grading ranges from best (1.0) via satisfactory (4.0) to failed (F). A 
“passed” is assigned, if at least 50 % of the maximum possible points (pts) have been achieved 
(<31 pts: F, 31-34 pts: 4.0, 35-37 pts: 3.7, 38-40 pts: 3.3, 41-44 pts: 3.0, 45-47 pts: 2.7, 48-50 pts: 
2.3, 51-54 pts: 2.0, 55-57 pts: 1.7, 58-60 pts: 1.3, >60 pts: 1.0).  

 
Student name: 

Title of the Master Thesis: 

++ very good: 2 pts 
+ satisfying: 1 pt 

- inadequate: 0 pt 

Title page:  
Important information (name of the author, university, study 
programme, matriculation number, date of submission) provided? 
Title representative for the content? 

 
++ / + / - 

 
++ / + / - 

Table of contents:  
Layout 
Meaningful structure 

 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 

General layout of text and figures: 
Consistent format (1,5-line spacing, margins of 2,5 cm, justified 
alignment, page numbers: bottom and right) 
Orthography, grammar, proper use of language 
~14,000 words without title page and the different lists 

 
++ / + / - 

 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 

Abstract provided? + / - 

Figures and tables: 
Graphical quality and information content 
Figure captions and table headings provided? 
Meaningful and self-explanatory labelling of axes? 
Figures and tables referenced in the text? 

 
++ / + / - 

+ / - 
++ / + / - 

+ / - 

List of references: 
Quantity of references, ca. 1 per text page excl. references from www 
Quality of cited literature (relevance, type of source, up-to-date)? 
Uniform citing that follows a common method? 

 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 

Citing in the text: 
Use of a common citation system in the text? 
Figures and tables with references? 

 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 

Introduction: 
Meaningful introduction to the topic? 
Research question elaborated and introduced? 

 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 

Main text: 
Methods described completely and comprehensible? 
Basic (rawdata only) or advanced (evaluation with statistical tools) 
    data processing 
Red thread and content stringency 
Critical evaluation and discussion of own results with literature 
Verbal skills and use of scientific terms 

 
++ / + / - 

 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 
++ / + / - 

Summary and outlook 
Summarising results and providing an outlook 

 

++ / + / - 

Obtained grade:  

 

Bremen,                 Name of examiner 
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