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RESEARCH & RECOGNITION COMMITTEE (ALL FACULTIES)
Assessment Report of Research Proposal/Synopsis Evaluated by RRC

Name of the Research Scholar:
Research Supervisor :
Research Centre : Subject :

Title of the Research Proposal/Synopsis :

The Research Proposal/Synopsis to be evaluated on the characteristics/criteria as listed below: -
Evaluation of the Research Proposal/Synopsis
[With reference to Ord. No. 1 of 2016 and course work syllabus]
Research Scholar must write Page number and highlight the place/location in the Table below,
where exactly the specific criterion occurs in his/her synopsis and submit that Copy to the RRC.

S. Characteristic/Criterion To be filled in by Remark by

N. Research Scholar (Mark Supervisor
Yes or No, and if Yes, (appropriate
provide page or to be revised)

no. of Synopsis, where
exactly it is available)

1. | Title Title is clear and concise with appropriate
variables (shows accurately the subject/focus
area & scope of study through important
“keywords”)

2. | Research area Whether mono Disciplinary /
Interdisciplinary

3. | Issues for Concise and clearly defined
Research area

4, | Research Problem in the Research area clearly
Problem identified and described

5. | Significance of Problem is significant and clearly stated,
Research under properly narrated and justified
consideration

6. | Literature Relevance of Literature used
Review

Critical Review of the reported literature
(Rigorous Analysis & Evaluation of many
credible sources ofliterature on a specific
topic)

Gaps/limitations in existing/current
knowledge/research/literature:
unresolved issues

Review of literature is efficiently
summarized

7. | Objectives Research objectives (specific,
measurable, achievable, realistic, time
constrained)

8. | Hypothesis Clear, corresponding to objectives and
testable. Derived from residue of review
of literature

9. | Importance/ Topic of the research proposal / synopsisis
Impact critical in the discipline

The aim of the proposed research work isyet
unexplored or underexplored

Importance/Justification of the proposed

work

10. | Work plan Methodology

11. | Outcome Expected research outcomes with
beneficiaries

12. | Action plan Suggested plan of action for utilization of
expected research outcome from the
proposal

13. | References Credibility of Sources of literature: Journals

used in the literature review areindexed in
the UGC-CARE Group-Il (SCIE/ SSCI/ A&HCI/
SCOPUS Source List/MLA) or UGC-CARE List
Group-I.

References/ bibliographies are listed in
uniform standard style (APA, MLA, Chicago,
IEEE, MHRA, and Harvard)

All references are referred to in therunning
text?

Seminal research articles included in the
reference?

Reference style used uniformly and
correct to the discipline
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14. | Originality/New Originality of Research Proposal /New
Knowledge Knowledge Creation in the proposal
15. | Language Clarity in expression and concise in
presentation
16. | Resource/facilities | Resources/Facilities accessible to executethe
proposal
17. | Expertise Review of expertise available with
Supervisor(s)/Department in the subjectof
proposal
18 | Patent/ Copyright/| The outcome of the conducted research in
Publication doctoral program is likely to be patented

and/or publishable in the journals indexed in
SCIE/ SSCI/ A&HCI/ SCOPUS Source List/MLA in
the quartile 2Q3 of JCR or SCOPUS.

Signature of Research Signature of Supervisor
Scholar

[Only to be assessed by Research & Recognition Committee)

Information furnished by the Research Scholar and endorsed by the Supervisor is found to be

Please Check and tick
V Appropriate

a.

Correct

b. Needs Minor

Revision

c. Needs Major

Revision
d. Rejected
Pro-VC Dean BOS Chairman | Expert Expert
(IntraUniv.) (OtherUniv)
Signature

In the light of the above, decision of the RRC is as follows. (Please check V the appropriate option)

(a)
(b)

(©

(d)

Approved without any changes (Approved): The research proposal is approved in its original form.

Approved with minor revisions (Conditional Approval): The proposal is approved provided that the candidate makes
small corrections and resubmit the same after incorporation of the revisions and corrections. The resubmitted proposal
shall be placed before the ensuing RRC meeting in order to ensure that the research scholar has indeed incorporated all
suggested corrections and revisions, meticulously. In such a case, research scholar need not attend the meeting. After
verification and confirmation, the RRC may approve the proposal without affecting the date of registration of the
research scholar.

Revise and resubmit (Conditional Rejection): The proposal is approved provided that the candidate makes major
changes and revisions and resubmits the revised proposal through RAC after incorporation of the major revisions and
corrections. The revised proposal shall be placed before the ensuing RRC meeting for evaluation. The candidate has to re-

defend his/her research proposal before the RRC. Depending on the quality of resubmitted proposal incorporating major
corrections/revisions as well as the performance of the candidate during the oral presentation, the RRC shall take
appropriate decision.

Reject the proposal (Outright Rejection): The proposal is rejected due to non-compliance and disagreement of the
Evaluation Criteria as well as inability of the candidate to defend the Research Proposal/Synopsis during oral
presentation.

Additional Remarks, if any (A separate Report may be submitted, if required)

Pro-Vice

Chancellor

Dean Chairman Expert (Intra- Expert (Other
(Board of Studies) University) University)

Date : ..../....../2023




