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Grading Criteria - Thesis at Bachelor’s level

Course content

The course consists of an independently conducted research task or investigation/inventory,
formulated in collaboration with a supervisor at the Department of Physical Geography. The work
shall be presented in the form of a scientific paper and an oral presentation.

Learning outcomes
After taking this course the student must be able to (numbers refer to the grading criteria on the next

page):
o Set the project in its scientific context (or in the case of an investigation or inventory in the

perspective of a current application) and relate it to the area's current state of knowledge (4)
)

o from an initial idea develop, concretize, design and plan a research task or investigation
(inventory) with the application of relevant methodologies (1)

o collect, process, analyze, present, and critically interpret a data set (1) (3)

o present and discuss the results and conclusions in the perspective of a larger context or
application (2) (1) (3)

e write a scientific, structured essay or report in accordance with accepted standards (4)

e carry out a project within the assigned time frame (6)

e present the project orally in a seminar (5)

Examinations
The course is examined with regard to the written report and the oral presentation. The quality of

the written essay is weighed higher than the oral presentation. The oral presentation is examined
and wrapped up with an oral feedback by the examiner. This part is a minor part of the final grade.

In addition:
¢ Belated submission will automatically render one step lower grade (but not lower than E) than
the thesis otherwise would have received.
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