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	Innovative description (write up to 5 items, each of which does not exceed 100 words, and mark the corresponding thesis chapter)




	Name
	
	Specialty
	

	Thesis Title
	

	The following content should be filled out by the reviewer with a carbon pen

	Please rate the self-evaluation of degree applicants on the innovation points of the thesis in the "Self-evaluation Form" (Evaluation level: very strong innovation is "A"; strong innovation is "B"; certain innovation is "C"; no innovation is "D")

	
	Evaluation level
	A brief description

	Innovation 1
	
	

	Innovation 2
	
	

	Innovation 3
	
	

	Innovation 4
	
	

	Innovation 5
	
	


Doctoral Dissertation Evaluation Opinion

	Thesis Title: The Construction of a Curriculum for Engineering Technologist on High Speed Machining Technology

	Application subject, Major: Pedagogy (Machine design and manufacturing education)

	Submission date
	  Year   Month   day
	Review date
	Year   Month   day

	No
	Project

level
	A (Excellent)
	B (good)
	C (qualified)
	D (Failed)
	Evaluation

	1
	Thesis Title
	Have more important theoretical significance or application value.
	Have important theoretical significance or application value.
	Have a certain theoretical significance or application value.
	The theoretical significance and application value are not obvious.
	

	2
	Literature review
	Extensive reading, strong overview ability, comprehensive understanding of academic dynamics in this field at home and abroad, the main direction is clear
	Read the main literature in this field, have a strong ability to summarize, understand the academic dynamics in this field at home and abroad and have your own main direction of attack.
	Achieve the necessary reading, comprehensive analysis, and can propose problems to be solved.
	The amount of reading is small; the ability to summarize is poor, only the information is listed.
	

	3
	Academic levels
	There is a rigorous theoretical analysis, clear arguments, and detailed arguments.
	There is a more rigorous theoretical analysis, the arguments are more clear, and the arguments are more detailed.
	With theoretical analysis, the arguments are basically clear and the arguments are basically correct.
	Lack of theoretical analysis, unclear arguments, and unreasonable arguments.
	

	4
	Thesis outcomes
	He has unique new insights and outstanding results.
	New insights, better results.
	There are certain new insights, and the results have certain significance.
	The concept is vague and no meaningful results have been achieved.
	

	5
	Dissertation writing
	The structure is reasonable, the organization is clear, the structure is clear, the writing is fluent, and it is in line with the standard of thesis writing.
	The structure is reasonable, the structure is clear, the level is clear, and the writing is better, which is in line with the writing standards of the degree thesis.
	Have a certain writing ability, basically in line with the dissertation writing standards.
	Poor writing ability, there are many places that do not meet the specifications.
	

	Comprehensive

Evaluation
	A (Excellent)
	B (Good)
	C (Qualified)
	D (Failed)
	

	                           Reviewer's signature:


Note: Please fill in the level (A, B, C, D) in the evaluation column, and the specific evaluation should be further explained in the review comments.

	Reviewers' comments on the overall review of the paper: (please evaluate the innovation, academicism, questions and opinions of the paper)
(Insufficient to fill in can add pages)

                                          Reviewers’ signatures:

	Evaluation result: (please mark √ in the corresponding box)

□ The thesis meets the requirements of doctoral dissertation and agrees to defend
□ The thesis meets the requirements of the doctoral dissertation, and it will be defended after   

   minor revisions
□ The dissertation basically meets the requirements of the doctoral dissertation. After major  

   revisions are required, reapply for the defense

□ Dissertation does not meet the requirements of doctoral dissertation


	Paper reviewer’s profile table

	Name (signature):

Professional technical position:            

Specialties and research directions:

Familiarity with the content involved in this doctoral dissertation (please mark √ in the corresponding box)

□ Very familiar □ More familiar □ General □ Not familiar enough



- 7 -

