
Trento, 5 May 2016 

Towards the dissertation 



The Doctoral Thesis 
�  The thesis is the core of the PhD programme 

�  The Doctoral Thesis should be a work of original research. 
�  It should be supervised by a member of the Doctoral School Committee or of 

the External Faculty (Internal Supervisor). 

�  The formal appointment of the internal supervisor comes together with the 
approval of the Thesis proposal by the Faculty. 

�  A Co-supervisor could also be chosen either among the Faculty of the 
Department of Economics and Management of the University of Trento or in 
other Universities. 

�  The task of both supervisors is to follow the candidate's research progress, to 
supervise the writing of the thesis, to counsel him in the choice of academic or 
professional career. 



How to define the subject and find a 
supervisor 
�  You are not constrained by the proposal presented for the admission (except for 

students with a dedicated grant) 

�  Look at the fields of your interest 
�  If you have already in mind one or more professor that can supervise you, talk with 

them.  Then, interact with the Co-ordinator 
�  If you have no idea, talk with the Co-ordinator: he can suggest you someone 

�  Check: 
�  If data are needed: where can I find data? How can I build a new dataset? 
�  If data have to be collected (through survey, experiments, or there is the need of 

buying datasets): check if there is money enough.  
�  The research should be feasible and a research plan must have a budgetary plan (for 

research, travel etc., and, if needed, for and extension of the grant) 
�  Can your supervisor support you with research founds? 

�  Are there open calls for research projects funding? 



�  The thesis consists usually of three substantial papers, plus an Introductory 
chapter. Usually the three papers tackle with different aspects of a debated issue 

�  The three substantial chapters have to present original research results in the 
form of a scientific working paper 

�  The Introductory chapter must give an overview of the common problem, and 
discuss the contribution that each chapter gives to the debate. It has to 
demonstrate that the candidate has a broad view over the problems she/he 
tackles with 

�  At least one paper must be single-author. For co-authored papers, the 
contribution of the Candidate should be clear and substantial. We suggest to 
avoid papers co-authored by more than two people (the Candidate and a second 
one) 



When to start to work for the thesis 
�  Immediately after the end of first year courses. The schedule is tight. The first 

best would be to finish before November, third year, in order to be fully 
covered by the three years grant. Not many students reach this goal, but you 
should focus on this deadline 

�  Major deadlines (Academic year starts in November): 
�  December y2: presentation of the thesis proposal 
�  September y2: presentation first major paper  
�  April-June y3: presentation second major paper (during the PhD Day) 

�  There are two dates for final exams: December t; April t+1 



The Thesis proposal 
�  The proposal text should be between 4000 and 5000 words (15 to 20 double-spaced 
pages, excluding references) and includes the following: 

o  an abstract of not more than 200 words 
o  an introduction that specifies the importance and background of the topic 
o  a literature review that provides a critical assessment of the key theoretical 
and empirical sources 
o  a researchable problem stated in terms of questions, hypotheses, or models 
as appropriate 
o  a research design that includes a rationale for the method(s) selected and a 
detailed discussion of the source(s) of data 
o  a list of references (i.e. a list of works cited in the text) or a bibliography (i.e. 
a broader selection of texts) that demonstrates familiarity with the relevant 
literature(s) 
o  additional issues and sections—ethics, feasibility and budgetary issues, chapter outline, 

work program—as negotiated with the student’s supervisor and advisor(s) 



�  Research proposals should 
o  be concise, precise, and feasible 
o  exhibit a strong “chain of reasoning” linking theory, methods, and data 
o  be professional in appearance 

�  The proposal presentation should be no more than 20 minutes in 
length. It should 
o  provide an overview of the written text 
o  be well-balanced between necessary background information and the 

key components of a research proposal 
o  be carefully planned and skillfully executed, using visual aids such as 

PowerPoint as appropriate 
�  Following the student’s presentation, there will be up to 30 

minutes of discussion of the proposal. Students may subsequently 
be asked to re-think aspects of their proposals and make revisions 



First and Second Paper presentations 
�  Since this year: 

�  First paper will be presented  
�  Second paper: presented during the Venice-Trento Doctoral Colloquium (this year: 5 

July, 2016 in Trento; next year in Venice) 



Deadlines for final exam 
Final: December t Final: April t+1 

An advanced version of the 
thesis presented to start the 
procedure and name the 
Referee committee 

June, 15, t October, 15, t 

Thesis sent to the Referee 
Committee.  

July, 15, t December, 15, t 

Referee reports and 
discussion 
 

September, 30, t January 31, t+1 

Final Committee named October, 30, t March, 1, t+1 

Revised thesis November, 20, t March, 31, t+1 

Referee on revisions December,  1, t April, 10, t+1 

Final Exam December, 15, t April, 30, t+1 



The referee committee and the examination 
committee 
�  The referee committee is composed by three people, two external to the 

University of  Trento, one internal member, not the supervisor. None of them 
can be co-author 

�  The examination committee must be composed by at least three members 
�  Until the 28th cycle, two of them external to the University of Trento 
�  After: non restrictions 



The discussion with the referee committee 
The goal of the examination is for the candidate to defend her/is thesis. The 
members of the commission will check that:  

�  the candidate has a comprehensive understanding of the academic literature in 
the field in which s/he has undertaken research; 

�  that the thesis is the candidate’s own work; 

�  that it gives an original contribution to the academic literature; and 

�  that the student understands and is able to explain the research. 

Examinations will not exceed three hours. They will not normally be shorter than 
ninety minutes. Examinations will normally take place in English. Exceptionally, by 
mutual consent of the candidate and all members of the sub-commission, another 
language can be used additionally or alternatively 



At the end of the examination, the commission will make a recommendation. They 
must choose from the following: 

a) The candidate is recommended for the award of the degree of Ph.D. without 
further conditions. 

b) The candidate is recommended for the award of the degree of Ph.D.subject to 
s/he making minor corrections to the thesis. 

c) The candidate is recommended for the award of the degree of Ph.D.subject to s/
he making substantial corrections to the thesis, within six months 

d) It is recommended that the candidate should not be awarded the degree of 
Ph.D. 

The Chairman of the commission will inform the candidate of their 
recommendation, and whether minor or substantial corrections are required. 



�  Within seven days, the commission will produce an agreed final report explaining their 
recommendation. In cases in which the commission seek either minor or substantial 
changes to the thesis the report should detail the changes required. The commission may 
agree to produce a single document undersigned by the Chairman, unless each examiner 
wishes to draw her/is personal report. 

  
�  The Chairman of the commission will send the report(s) to the Director of the 

Programme who will forward them to the candidate. 
  
�  In cases in which the examiners have requested minor or major changes prior to 

recommending award of the Ph.D., the candidate will complete these changes and 
communicate them to the examiners. The Chairman on behalf of the commission (or 
each single examiner in case of individual reports) should confirm in writing that these 
changes have been made and that the candidate may now be awarded the degree of Ph.D. 

  
�  Revisions and final approval should be concluded within two weeks from the date of the 

next Award Session (usually end of November and end of April each year). In cases in 
which the major revisions required are unlikely to be completed in due time, the 
Director of the Programme may suggest to the candidate that s/he withdraw from the 
Award Session and resubmit the thesis for the following Session 


