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Document to be completed and submitted on ADUM by the PhD candidate before
any new registration. It is mandatory to use this form and it is forbidden to
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Part | (to be completed by the PhD candidate)

Date: ......cccceeeeeeeeen.

Members of the committee: ......................

NAME/surname of the PhD candidate: ......................

Registration year n°.............

Thesis title .....

Laboratory: ......ccciinennncsnininnnnnnssnssnsseens

Supervisor(S)
Name: ....cccceverveunnnns
Rate of supervision:

REPORT (2 page max.)

Summary of the main results: strengths/weaknesses
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Perspectives for the coming year*

Describe the steps to be completed, their order and the expected duration and time.
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Work plan (To be completed from the second year of the thesis)

Steps still to be completed Period

Study still to be completed

Analysis and interpretation of the results:

Bibliography :

PhD valorization:
Congress
Articles

Manuscript redaction:
Part A
Part B

Proofreading of the manuscript:
Part A
Part B

Estimated date of PhD defense (mandatory)

I confirm that I have read and consider this plan as realistic

Signatures Date :
PhD Candidate PhD supervisor PhD co-supervisor
Scientific expert Lab representative ED388 representative
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o Partll (to be completed by the doctoral school representative with the
assistance of the committee)

AT THE END OF THE PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION, THE COMMITTEE MAKES THE FOLLOWING

ASSESSMENT:

CRITERIA

ADVICE
oo | # +

COMMENTS

1 | Quality of the report

2 | Quality of the oral presentation

3 | Skills of the candidate

4 | Progress of the PhD work

5 | Identification of work packages, specific

aims and project flow

6 | Number of publications

7 | Number of communications

8 | Doctoral training

O : weakness / +: strength

Conclusions/recommendations:

» The committee members recommended / do not recommend* the registration in

...... year. (*in case the doctoral school representative is invited to contact the doctoral school).

Signatures

Date :

PhD Candidate

PhD supervisor

PhD co-supervisor

Scientific expert

Lab representative

ED388 representative
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	…… year.    (* in case the doctoral school representative is invited to contact the doctoral school).

