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1 Buj1 NpakTHKH, THII, C1oco0 U GopMbI eé nmoBejeHUs

Bup npakTuku — [Ipou3Bo/jCTBeHHAas1 MPAaKTUKA

Tun npakTuku — [Ipor3BOACTBEHHAs MPAKTHKA: HAyYHO-UCC/Ie/IoBaTe/IbCKasi paboTa (HayuHo-
rccieioBaTebCkuii cemuHap) / Research Internship2 (master thesis tutorial2)

Cnoco6 npoBegenns — CraiyioHapHast

®opma npoBeseHus — PaccpesoToueHHast

2 IlepeueHb MJIAHUPYEMbIX Pe3y/IbTATOB 00yUeHHs MPH MPOX0KAeHUH MPAKTHKH

2.1 Bujg u THO DpaKTHUKH oOecrneunBaer ¢GopMHpOBaHHe C/IeyHOIIMX KOMIETeHI[UH WU
UHJUKATOPOB UX JOCTHKeHUS

KO].I, HAdUMEHOBaHHE KOMIIeTEeHIIUHN

Kop uHAMKaTOpPa KOMIIETeHIIMU

OITK-5 CriocobeH 060011]aTh ¥ KDUTHUECKH OLIEHHUBATh
HayuYHbIe UCC/IeZIOBAaHUS B MEHEPKMEHTEe M CMEXKHbIX
06/1aCTSIX, BBIMOJHATh HAYUYHO-UCC/IeI0BATE/TbCKUE

OIIK-5.3, OIIK-5.4

TIPOEKTBL
2.2 B pesy/bTaTe NPOX0XK/AEHHUs NMPAKTUKH Y 00yUYarOIUXCs J0/DKHBI GbIThH
copmupoBaHbI
Kop Pe3yibTaThl 00y4YeHHUs IPH
CopepxaHue HHAUKATOPA
WHAUKaTOpa NPOX0XK/IeHNH MPAKTHKH
Ymetb: cobupath, KpUTHYECKU
Ha ocrose 0696U49H”ﬂ u OLIeHUBATh ¥ CUCTEMATU3UPOBATh
KPUTHIECKOM OLIEHKH UH(POPMALIMIO O BBITOJHEHHbIX
OTTK-5.3 MCC/II0BAHNM NPEACTABIIACT | ppoekTaX C UCMO/Mb30BAHUEM
PE3y/IbTaT B BUAE CTATEU W | ha3jgHBIX KOIMYECTBEHHBIX U
MHOT'O Hay4HO- KaueCTBeHHBIX METO/0B
UCCIEA0BATE/IHCKOTO TPy/id Bnajerb: HaBLIKaMU pa3paboTKU
IPOrpaMMbI SMITMPUUYECKOTO
YCCIe[OBaHUs
OIIK-5.4 [To pe3ynbTatam NpuK/IaJHOTrO

Wy (pyHZaMeHTaIbHOr0
yccieoBaHus POpMYJTUpyeT
BBIBO/IbI U JJaeT peKOMeH/1alny,
ripe/iCTaB/IsieT pe3y/ibTaThl B
BU/Ie CTaTbU WUJIU UHOTO Hay4YHO-
WCCreoBaTe/IbCKOTO TPyZa

YMeTb: 0Cyl[eCTB/ISITh TOCTAHOBKY
Hay4HOM 1po6ieMbl, 000CHOBAThH ee
aKTyasbHOCTb, aHaJTM3UPOBATh
CYIIeCTBYIOIIIIE€ METO/IbI PelleHHsI
JTAaHHOM MPO0OJIeMbI, KpUTUYECKU WX
OLIEHUBATh

Bnaaers: BiaseTs: meTojamu,
METOZAMKAMU, TEXHOIOTUSMH,
TO3BOJISFOIIMMU PEIUTh BbISBIEHHYIO
Hay4HY0 rpobieMy; MeTojaMu
aHa/mM3a ¥ 000011IeHNsT 0TeYeCTBEeHHOT O
Y MEXXyHapO/HOTO OMbITa
HCCJIeJOBAaHUM B COOTBETCTBYHOILIEH




| o6nactu

3 Mecto npakTuKHu B cTpYKType OOII, eé 0056M 1 mMpPo/j0/DKUTETBHOCTD

[1pomo/DKUTENIBHOCTD
OObEM | TIpPaKTHKH (KOJMYECTBO
ITepuop ®opmMma

dopmMma MPaKTUKH He/iesb/ o
MpOBeleHUst TPOMEKYTOYHOU

00yueHuUs (BET) aKaJeMuueCcKriX 4acoB

(Kyp C/CEMECTp ) (odun akademuueckuli yac aTTeCcTaliun
coomeemcmeyem 45 MUHymam
acmpoHOMUYECK020 Yaca))

OyYyHasg 1 xypc / 2 cemectp 6 4 vepenu / 216 yacos 3auer C OLIeHKOM
OYHast 2 Kypc / 3 cemecTp 6 4 vepenu / 216 yacoB 3aueT C OLleHKOU

4 CojpeprxaHue NPaKTUKHU

CO,E[EP)K&HI/IE 3TArloB IpUBeAEeHO B TaﬁJII/ILIe HWXe!:

Ne n/m Ortan Copep>xaHue pador
1 Business research as a https://el.istu.edu/mod/resource/view.php?id=398974
part of scientific research
/ ViccnemoBanune
JleJI0OBOU Cpefibl Kak
YacTb HAYYHOTO
WCC/IeIOBaHUS
2 Literature review / Literature review and observation / C6op iuteparypsl 1
O630p MUTEpaTypHI ee 0030p
3 Research Proposal / preliminary topic / npefBapuTenbHasi TeMa
[TogroroBka rnpoekra Research aim / 1jesb ucciegoBaHust
WCCJIel0BaHUsA Research questions / ucciefoBaTe/ibCKKie BOMPOCHI
Object and Sibject / mpeaMeT ¥ 00BEKT
Methods / meTozbI
Preliminary results / iiaHupyemble pe3y/ibTaThl
4 Paper development / Academic paper structure / CTpyKTypa Hay4HOM
[ToaroroBka cTaTbu nyOMKaLyu
5 Scientific presentation / | How to deliver the PPT of research results / Kak
[Ipe3eHTalysi HAYYHOTO | TIPe/CTaBUTh pe3y/IbTaThl CC/Ie0BaHus B (hopmaTe
HCCIieIOBaHUS rpe3eHTalUU
6 Thesis and its structure / | How to develop the relevant thesis structure / Kak
CrpykTypa pa3paboTaTh NPaBUIBHYIO CTPYKTYPY MarruCTepCcKoi
MarvucTepcKou JuccepaTLin
JuccepTaLun




4.1. CBopHbIe  JAHHBbIE o CO/iepIKaHHIO0 QyJAUTOPHBIX  3aHATHM Hay4HO-
HCCIe0BaTe/IbCKOro CeMHMHAPaA
Cemectp Ne 2
Ne HaumeHoBaHnue HEKLII/II/IB“ALI KOHT;;;(; HoR paﬁOTIIZIIB (CEM) CPC dopma
n/n PasAe/a ¥t TeMbI Kon. Kon. Kon. Kon. TeRymero
AMCHHILTHHDE Ne UYac. Ne UYac. Ne UYac. Ne UYac. KORTPOJI

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Business research
as a part of
scientific research /

1 I/ICCJ'IE,E[E)BaHI/IE 1 1 4 1 80 TBOpuecko
JleJIoBOM cpefibl e 3a/laHue
KaK 4acTb
Hay4YHOT O
WCC/IeJOBaHMS

5 Literature review / 5 5 6 5 80 O630p
O0630p /IUTEPATYPHI CTaTbu
Research proposal

3 1/ Ilporpamma 3 3 6 3 40 ITnucemeHHa
WCCrIeJOBaHUs s paboTta
(Bapuanr 1)

ITpomexxyTouHas 3auer ¢
aTTecTalys OLIeHKOH
Bcero 16 200
Cemectp Ne 3
Ne HaumeHoBaHue HEKLII/II/IB“ALI KOHT;;;(; HoR paﬁOTIIZIIB (CEM) CPC dopma
n/n PasAe/a ¥t TeMbI Kon. Kon. Kon. Kon. TeRymero
JAUCLHHUILTHHBI Ne Yac. Ne Yac. Ne Yac. Ne Yac. KOHTPOJIA

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Research proposal

4 2 / Ilporpamma 4 1 4 2 60 ITncemeHHa
WCC/IeJOBaHMs s paboTta
(BapuaHT 2)

Paper development TTHCbMeHHa

5 / Pabora Hap 5 2 8 1 70

N N s1 pabota
Hay4YHOH cTaThei
Scientific
presentation /

6 [IpesenTanus 6 3 4 3 70 TBOpuecko
pe3y/bTaToB e 3a/laHue
Hay4YHOT O
WCCieloBaHUs
IIpomesxyTouHas 3auer ¢
arrecrauus OLIeHKOM
Bcero 16 200

4.2 KpaTkoe cofep)kaHue ayAUTOPHbBIX 3aHATHI

Cemectp Ne 2

Ne

Tema

Kpartkoe cogepxaHue

Business research as a
part of scientific
research / VicciiefioBaHue

CTyJIeHT BBIMO/HSIET 0030p UCC/IeJOBaHUH,

CBSI3aHHBIX C MHTePeCyHolleli ero TeMaTHKOM.
Heobx0/11Mo 10Ka3aTh JOCTH)KEHUS U pa3pbiBbl. Ha
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JleI0BOM Cpefibl Kak OCHOBe pa3pbIBOB CJie/IaTh TPeNosioxKeHHe 00

YaCTb HAYYHOI'O aKTyasbHOCTU TeMbl Oy Ty1I[ero UcciefjoBaHus,

VICC/IeJOBaHUS MPOBOJMMOI0 B paMKax MOATOTOBKU MarvCTepCKOn
JccepTanuu

2 Literature review / O630p | CTyZieHT TOTOBUT JIUTEPATyPHLINA 0030p, HUCITO/Ib3YS
JIUTepaTypsl MUHUMYM 20 MCTOUHUKOB JIUTEPaTyphl. JJaHHBIH

JUTepaTypHBINA 0030p TpeAicTaB/sieT CO00i YepHOBUK
T1epBOM IJlaBbl MarMCTePCKOM JIMccepalvu.

3 Research proposal 1/ HE0OXO0/IUMO TIO/[TOTOBUTH MEPBBIN BapUaHT
[Iporpamma WCCJIe/|0BaTe/IbCKOT0 TIPOEeKTa, C/ieys Ipe/iaraeMou
WCCaeloBaHUs (BapUaHT | CTPYKType
1)

Cemectp Ne 3
Ne Tema Kpartkoe copep:xaHnue

4 Research proposal 2 / opaboTaHHBIN BapUaHT UCC/IeJOBaTeTHCKOTO
[Iporpamma TpoeKTa
yicCie[0BaHus (BapyuaHT
2)

5 Paper development / [ToaroToBKa yepHOBMKA HayYHOW CTaTbU WU
PaboTa Haji Hay4HOM MaTepuasoB [ijisl y4acTvsl B KOH(MepeHLUU
CTaThbeu

6 Scientific presentation / [ToaroToBka rnpe3eHTaly, OTPaXKaroOIe pe3y/bTaThbl
[Ipe3enTanus KaOMHeTHOr0 MCC/ieIoBaHUs
pe3yJIbTaTOB Hay4YHOT' O
YCC/IeIOBaHUs

4.3 IlepeueHb NPAaKTHYeCKUX 3aHATHH

Cemectp Ne 2

. Ko/1-Bo akajieMmuuecKux
Ne TeMbI NPpaKTHUECKHUX (CEMHUHAPCKHX) 3aHATHI 4acoB
Business research understanding and
1 implementation / ViccnefoBHYe /1e/I0BOM Cpe/IbI: 4
TIOHWMaHUe U MOAXO0/bl
7 Literature review development / [TogroroBka 6
0030pa IMTepaTyphl
3 Research proposal developmet / Pa3paboTka 6
TIpOrpaMMbI KCC/IeIOBaHusI
Cemectp Ne 3
. Koi-Bo akajeMuueckux
Ne Tembl NpaKTHUeCKHX (CeMHUHAPCKHX) 3aHATHI 4aCOB
1 Research proposal upgrading 4
2 Academic writing and paper development 8
3 Scientific presentation understanding and 4
development

4.4 CamocrosiTe/IbHasi padoTa




Cemectp Ne 2

Ne Buj CPC Ko/1-Bo akageMuuyeckux
4acoB
1 AHanm3 HayYHBIX MyOIUKaIMMA 80
2 Harnmcanue pedepara 80
3 IToAroTOBKA IJIaHa HAYYHOM pabOTHI 40

Cemectp Ne 3

Ne Buj CPC Ko/1-Bo akajjieMmuuecKux
4acoB
1 Hanucanue otyera 70
2 [ToAroToBKa Ij1aHa HAYYHOU paboThI 60
3 [ToaroroBka rpe3eHTanu 70

5 @opMa OTUETHOCTH T10 MPAKTUKe
I[To pe3ynbTaTam MPOX0XK/AE€HUS MPAKTUKK 00yUarOIUIACS T0/DKEH MTPeJOCTaBUTh:

¢  CriMCOK NpOoaHaIM3UPOBAHHBIX HAYUHBIX MTyO/TUKaLIHiA;
¢  [lnaH HayuHOU pabOTHI;
* HayuHyio CTaThiO, TMOJTOTOBJEHHYI K MyO/IMKalMU B peLeH3UpyeMOM HayuHOM
W37IaHUH, TIPOBEPEHHYI0 HayUHbIM PYKOBOJAWTE/IEM;
®  Pe3ysbTaThl B3aUMHOU OLIeHKU HAayYHBIX CTaTell MarucTpaHTaMu;
I[Tpe3eHTanMI0 pe3y/IbTaTOB HAYYHOU PabOTHI;
List of analyzed scientific publications;
Research plan;
Research article prepared for publication in a peer-reviewed scientific journal,
reviewed by the supervisor;
e Results of peer review of research articles by master's students;
e  Presentation of research results;
TpeboBaHUsi K COZIepP’KaHUIO U OPOPMJIEHUIO OTUeTa O MPOXOXK/IeHUU MPAKTUKU, YUUTHIBAsT
crieLjuUKy HampaB/IeHUs NIOATOTOBKU:

6 OueHouHbIe MaTepUasIbl M0 MPAaKTHUKeE

6.1 OneHouyHble CpeACTBa /i IPOBeJAeHUA TeKyIlero KOHTPOJIs
6.1.1 cemectp 2 | TBOpueckoe 3aiaHme

Onucanue npoueaypsbl.

The student must independently identify five examples of completed business research. Their
results must be analyzed using the following parameters:

1. Research objective

2. Data collection methods

3. Research questions

4. Results and their interpretation

KpuTepuu onjeHUBaHM.



Transition from description to analysis: The student doesn't simply describe data or facts, but
analyzes them: identifying trends, causes, consequences, relationships, and contradictions.
Use of data and evidence: All conclusions are supported by research data—quotes, figures,
graphs, and examples.
Critical thinking and originality: Assessing the strengths and weaknesses of the business
processes under consideration, offering their own reasoned interpretation rather than repeating

the obvious.
Practical focus: The analysis is conducted with an eye toward practical application: what threats
and opportunities does it identify for the business?

Excellent (5 points): The analysis is in-depth and critical, and all conclusions are supported by
data.

Good (4 points): The analysis is present, but there are descriptive elements, and not all
connections are revealed.
Satisfactory (3 points): The description predominates, but the analysis is superficial.
Unsatisfactory (0-2 points): The analysis is absent or extremely weak.

6.1.2 cemectp 2 | O630p cTaTbu
Omnucanue npoueaypsl.

The purpose of this literature review is not simply to list existing sources, but to critically
analyze, synthesize, and evaluate the current state of knowledge on your specific topic within the
overall scope of the course. You will demonstrate research skills, identify key trends and
research gaps, and build a sound basis for further (possibly your own) research or practical
business decisions.

In this process, you will:

» Identify relevant sources: Systematically select scholarly articles, books, and authoritative
industry reports.

» Critically analyze: Evaluate the strength of the arguments, methodology, and conclusions of
each source, rather than simply summarize them.

» Synthesize knowledge: Integrate ideas from different sources to identify key themes, debates,
controversies, and trends.

» Identify gaps: Determine which issues in your chosen field remain unresolved or understudied.
* Formulate conclusions: Summarize the current state of knowledge and its implications for
theory and/or practice. Your paper should contain the following sections:

o Relevance: Why is this topic important for business and research?

o Review Objective: What do you plan to achieve with this review?

o Objectives: Specific steps to achieve the objective (analyze, compare, evaluate, etc.).
0 Where and how did you search for sources? (Databases: Scopus, Web of Science, Google
Scholar, library catalog).
o What keywords and their combinations did you use?
o What inclusion/exclusion criteria did you apply? (For example: publications within the last 10
years, peer-reviewed journals, focus on the B2B sector).
o Total number of sources found and analyzed.
o Do not list sources individually ("Smith (2020) said this, and Jones (2021) said that").
o Organize the content by thematic clusters or key discussion points. For example:
2.1. Definition and Key Concepts (of digital transformation, business resilience, etc.)
2.2. Key Factors Influencing [your topic]: Technological, organizational, human.
2.3. Existing Models and Strategies (their advantages and disadvantages).
2.4. Identified Contradictions and Unresolved Issues in Research.

7



o In each section, compare and contrast the perspectives of different authors, showing the
evolution of ideas.

o Synthesis: What are the main conclusions that can be drawn from the reviewed literature as a
whole? What is the consensus, and what is the subject of debate?

o Practical and Theoretical Significance: How can this knowledge be applied in business? What
does it offer for the advancement of science?

o Research Gaps: What should future researchers pay attention to? This is the key outcome of a
good review.

o Conclusion: A brief summary of the work done and its main findings.

2. References

o Only sources referenced in the text are cited in a standard format (APA, Harvard, GOST). A
minimum of 15-20 high-quality sources, the majority of which are peer-reviewed scientific
articles, are included.

Kputepuu onieHUBaHMA.

1. Depth and relevance of source selection (25%): Quality, relevance, and diversity of sources.
2. Critical analysis and synthesis (40%): Ability to compare, evaluate, and integrate ideas, rather
than simply describe. A logical thematic structure.
3. Clarity and consistency of presentation (20%): Structure, style, literacy, and adherence to plan.
4. Quality of conclusions and identification of gaps (10%): Depth of conclusions, practical focus,
and clear identification of the research gap.
5. Technical formatting (5%): Accuracy of citations and bibliography.

6.1.3 cemectp 2 | [IncbMeHHas padora
OnucaHue npoueaypbl.

You must prepare a text describing your intentions in preparing your master's thesis.

1. Title

2. Introduction and Background

. Content:

Broader research field and its importance.

General topic area and the specific niche you will address.

Identification of the existing gap in knowledge (what is missing from current literature?).
) Clear statement of the problem your thesis will tackle.

3. Problem Statement and Research Objectives

Define the specific focus and boundaries of your study.

. Content:

) Problem Statement: A precise description of the issue, why it matters, and whom it
affects. (e.g., "There is a lack of understanding about how factor X influences phenomenon Y in
context Z, leading to ineffective policies.").

0 Primary Research Question (RQ): One overarching question.

) Research Objectives: Active, actionable statements (e.g., "To identify...", "To analyze...",
"To compare...", "To develop a framework for...").

4. Research Design

© O O

. Content:
) Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, or Mixed-Methods. Specify the type (e.g.,
case study, experiment, survey, discourse analysis).
) Data Collection:

Sources: Primary (surveys, interviews, experiments) and/or Secondary (datasets,
archives).

Tools: Questionnaires, interview protocols, lab equipment.
8



0 Data Analysis: Specific techniques you will use (e.g., thematic analysis, statistical
regression, content analysis, software like NVivo or SPSS/R).

5. Expected Contributions and Significance

) Practical/Political Contribution: What are the implications for policy, practice, industry,
or society?

6. Preliminary Chapter Outline (Thesis Structure)

. Purpose: Show you have a plan for the final document.

. Content: List tentative chapters.

7. Timeline (Gantt Chart or Table)

. Purpose: Demonstrate feasibility and project management.

. Content: A month-by-month or semester-by-semester plan from literature review to final

submission, including data collection, analysis, writing, and revision periods.

8. References (Preliminary Bibliography)

. Purpose: Show foundational reading and use of academic conventions.

. Content: 15-25 key scholarly sources (books, journal articles) cited in the brief, formatted
in your department's preferred style

Kpurepumu oneHuBanus.

Criterion Excellent (9-10 points) Good (7-8 points) Satisfactory (5-6 points) Unsatisfactory (0-4
points)

1. Relevance and Rationale The problem and research gap are clearly articulated, and their
significance is compelling. The problem is clear, the gap is identified, and its significance is
demonstrated. The problem is identified, but the gap and significance are described superficially.
The problem is unclear, and there is no rationale for the need for the study.
2. Questions and Objectives The goal, objectives, and RQs are clear, focused, and flow logically
from the rationale. The goal and objectives are clear, and the RQs are articulated. The goal and
objectives are present, but vague. The RQs are too broad or not related to the goal. The goals and
objectives are absent, or they are wunachievable. The RQs are missing.
3. Theoretical Framework The conceptual framework is clear, the theoretical foundation is
relevant and skillfully integrated. Key concepts are defined, and the chosen theory is appropriate.
Concepts are mentioned, but the theory is poorly described or not fully relevant. The theoretical
basis is absent or irrelevant to the topic.
4. Methodology: The design and methods are perfectly aligned with the RQs, described in detail
and professionally, and justified. The design and methods generally correspond to the RQs and
are described in sufficient detail. The design and methods are described schematically, the
connection to the RQs is unclear, and there are errors. The methodology is not described or
described in a way that makes implementation impossible.
5. Feasibility and Ethics: A realistic schedule, in-depth analysis of constraints, and
comprehensive coverage of ethical issues. The schedule is present, and constraints and ethics are
mentioned. The schedule is unrealistic, and constraints and ethics are addressed fragmentarily.
Feasibility and ethical issues are completely ignored.
6. Formatting and Style: Impeccable structure, language, and formatting. Good structure, minor
errors in style/formatting. The structure is broken, and there are errors in language and reference
formatting.

6.1.4 cemectp 3 | TBopueckoe 3aianue
Omnucanue nponeaypel.

The student is required to prepare a presentation outlining the current progress of their master's
thesis.



A good presentation is a blend of clear content, compelling delivery, and thoughtful design.

1. Core Content and Structure (The Foundation)

. Clear Purpose: What is the one thing you want the audience to know, feel, or do after
your talk?
. Strong Narrative Arc: Don't just present data; tell a story. Structure it with a clear:

Opening: Hook (question, surprising fact, story), agenda, and stakes.

Middle: Logical flow (problem — solution, past — present — future, idea — evidence).
Closing: Powerful summary of key takeaways.

Audience-Centric: Tailor content to their knowledge level, interests, and needs.

Key Message Discipline: Have 3-5 key conclusions maximum.

* O O O

2. Slide Design (The Visual Aid)

. Less is More: Slides are a visual aid, not a teleprompter. Use minimal text (6 words per
bullet max, 6 bullets per slide max is a good guideline).

. High-Impact Visuals: Use high-quality, relevant images, charts, and graphics.

. Data Clarity: Charts and graphs should be instantly understandable. Label directly,
simplify, and highlight the key insight.

. Large, Readable Text: Font size should be readable from the back of the room (typically

24pt minimum for text, 36+ for titles).

3. Delivery and Performance (The Connection)

0 Voice: Vary your tone, pace, and volume. Avoid monotony. Practice speaking with
passion.

0 Body Language: Stand confidently, use open gestures, make eye contact with individuals
across the room.

0 Movement: Move with purpose, don't hide behind the podium.

0 Rehearse out loud, multiple times. Time yourself.

) Practice transitioning between slides and points smoothly.

0 Know your material so well you can present without slides if needed.

The "Perfect" Presentation Checklist:

. Clear, single message.

. Clean, visual slides that support, don't repeat, your words.

. Confident, passionate delivery with eye contact and vocal variety.
. Respect for the audience's time and intelligence.

Ultimately, a great presentation transfers your idea into the minds of your audience in a way that
is memorable, persuasive, and easy to understand.

KpuTepuu onieHUBaHM.

Criteria Excellent (9-10 points) Good (7-8 points) Satisfactory (5-6 points) Unsatisfactory (0-4
points)

1. Structure and Logic: A clear, engaging narrative from problem to conclusion. Ideally balanced
sections. Logical structure, all key elements present, clear transitions. Structure is present, but
the balance is off (too much theory, too few results). Logic is sometimes lost. The structure is
chaotic, there is no clear problem or conclusion.
2. Content and Research: Focus on the main points, perfect precision, in-depth answers to
questions. The content is clear, key points are highlighted, answers are to the point. The content
is superficial or overloaded with detail. There are inaccuracies. Answers are vague. The content

10



does not reflect the research, there are serious eITorS.
3. Visual Support: The slides are visual, informative, and perfectly legible. The graphics are
excellent. Slides are clear, text is kept to a minimum, and graphs are clear. Slides are overloaded
with text, graphs are illegible, and there are formatting errors. Slides are illegible, and visuals are
missing or inadequate.
4. Presentation Skills: Excellent audience rapport, fluent and confident delivery, excellent pace,
and on time. Good rapport, confident delivery, limited reliance on notes, and timed presentation.
Frequently looks at slides/notes, monotonous speech, and possible timing errors. Reads from a
notepad, lacks audience rapport, speech is slurred, and the presentation timeline is seriously
violated.

5. Overall Impression: Completely professional, convincing, and in keeping with the highest
standards of scientific communication. Leaves a positive and competent impression. Neutral or
uneven impression, with some questions about professionalism. Negative impression, not
commensurate with the level of a master's student/researcher.

6.1.5 cemectp 3 | [IncbMeHHas padorta
Omnucanue npoueaypsl.

While conducting their own research, a master's student presents their findings in the form of a
research article (abstract). The research seminar supervisor provides methodological support in
preparing the article, and the academic advisor provides substantive guidance.

B xope coGCTBeHHBIX MCC/e/JOBaHWM MaruCTPaHT Tpe/iCTaB/sieT pe3y/bTaThl CBOel paboThl B
¢dopme HayuHOM cTaThM (aHHOTaLMK). HayuHblll pyKOBOAWTE/Ib HAYYHOTO CeMUHApa OKa3bIBaeT
MeTOAMUECKYIO TO/ZIeP>KKY TIPY TIOATOTOBKE CTaThH, a HAYYHbIM PYKOBOJUTE/Tb IPe/I0CTaBIsieT
cofiep>KaTesibHble peKOMeH/laL[uu.

KpuTepuu oneHUBaHMA.

Criterion Excellent (9-10 points) Good (7-8 points) Satisfactory (5-6 points) Unsatisfactory (0-4
points)

1. Novelty and Significance: Clear research gap, compelling novelty, high significance. Gap
identified, novelty present, significance demonstrated. Gap and novelty poorly defined,
significance unclear. Novelty absent, problem not formulated.
2. Theoretical Framework: In-depth critical analysis, up-to-date sources, clear conceptual
framework. Literature reviewed, sources relevant, framework defined. Analysis descriptive,
sources outdated or insufficient. Review absent or irrelevant to  topic.
3. Methodology: Methods well-founded, described in detail for replication, limitations
considered. Methods relevant to purpose, clearly described, sample justified. Methods
schematically described, weak connection to purpose, errors present. Methodology not described
or incorrect.
4. Results and Conclusions: The results are presented systematically, interpreted in depth, and
the conclusions are substantiated and significant. The results are clear, with an interpretation, and
the conclusions are consistent with the objective. The results are described superficially, and the
conclusions are poorly supported by the data. Conclusions are inconsistent with the results or are
absent.

5. Structure and Style: The formatting is impeccable according to IMRaD, with academic
language and logical argumentation. The structure is maintained, the style is good, with minor
errors. The structure is disrupted, the language is not academic, and there are formatting errors.
The text is unstructured, and the formatting does not meet standards.
Kputepun: Otmrundo (9-10 6ammoB) Xoportto (7-8 6annoB) Y goenerBopurenbHo (5-6 6aioB)
HeyznoBneTBopuTeIbHO (0-4 Gasna)
1. HoBu3Ha ¥ 3HAaUMMOCTb: UeTKO BBIpa)KeHHBIN HCC/eI0OBaTebCKUM mpobest, ybeauTenbHas
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HOBH3HA, BBICOKash 3HAYMMOCThb. I[IpoOen BbIsAB/IEH, HOBH3HA TMPUCYTCTBYeT, 3HAUMMOCTb
npoZieMoHcTprpoBaHa. [Ipoben ¥ HOBH3HA IJIOXO OIpefie/ieHbl, 3HAUMMOCTh HesicHa. HoBHu3Ha
OTCYTCTBYET, nipobema He copmypoBaHa.

2. Teopetnueckass OCHOBa: YT/yO/ieHHbIA KPUTWYECKWM aHanW3, akKTyalbHble HCTOUHHKH,
yeTKasi KOHL|eTNTyasbHasi OcHOBa. O630p sMTepaTyphl TpPOBe/ieH, WCTOYHUKU DeJieBaHTHBI,
CTPYKTypa ormpe/iesieHa. AHanu3 OnucaTe/bHbl, UCTOYHMKW YCTapeayd WM HeJO0CTaTOYHBI.
0O630p OTCYTCTBYET 15017 He uMeeT OTHOILIEHHUS K TeMe.

3. Metoposnorusi: MeTto/ibl 060CHOBaHbI, MOAPOOHO OMUCAHBI AJIi BOCIIPOW3BE/IeHUs], YUTeHBI
orpaHnyeHusi. MeTo/[bl COOTBETCTBYIOT 1ie/IM, YeTKO OIMCAHBI, BBIOOPKAa 000CHOBaHA. MeTo/bl
OTMCaHbl CXeMaTuueckd, ciabasi CBs3b C Liefbio, TIPUCYTCTBYIOT OLIMOKWA. MeTojosorus He
orucaHa W HeBepHa.

4. Pe3ymbratel ¥ BBIBOABL: Pe3ysibTaThl IpeACTaBle€Hbl CHCTeMAaTHYeCKH, TIyOOKO
VMHTeprpeTUpPOBaHbl, a BBHIBOAbI O0O0OCHOBaHbBI W 3HAUMMbI. Pe3y/ibTaThbl SICHBI, CO/l€p’KaT
VHTeprpeTalyio, a BbIBOZbI COOTBETCTBYIOT Liesid. Pe3ysbTaThl onMcaHbl MOBEPXHOCTHO, a
BBIBOJbI C/1ab0 TOAKpervieHbl JaHHbIMU. BBIBOABI TMPOTHBOpeYAT pe3ysbTaTaM WU
OTCYTCTBYHOT.

5. Ctpykrypa u ctuib: ©opmaTtrpoBaHue 6e3ymnpeuHo B cooTBeTcTBur ¢ IMRaD, ncnonb3yercs
aKaJleMUUeCKUW sA3bIK U Jlornyeckasi aprymeHTanusi. CTpyKTypa coOXpaHeHa, CTH/Ib XOPOLLUWH, C
He3HauUTe/IbHBIMH OIMOKaMy. CTPyKTypa HapyllleHa, si3bIK He aKafleMHUUeCKHid, TPUCYTCTBYIOT
ombku popmaTupoBaHusi. TeKCT HeCTPYKTYpUpOBaH, a (opMaTHpOBaHHE He COOTBETCTBYET
CTaHZApTaM.

6.2 OneHoyHbIe cpe/CTBA /I IPOBe/ieHHsl IPOMEXyTOUHOM aTTecTalui

6.2.1 Kputepuu u cpeicTBa (MeToJbl) OlleHUBAaHNS HH/UKATOPOB A0CTIIKEeHHS
KOMIIeTeHI[UH B PaMKaX NMPOMe)XyTOUHOM aTTecTanuu

CpeactBa
(MeToapBI)
NupaukaTop AoCTHIKeHUs
KOMITeTeHIH KpuTepuu onjeHMBaHus OLIeHUBAHUA
NMPOMe)XXyTOUYHOH
arTecTanuu
OIIK-5.3 [IpencraBnsieT pe3ynbTaThl KpUTUUE- Cnmcok
CKOT0 aHaJii3a ¥ pa3paboTaHHYO TIPO- TpoaHaIM3uPOBaHH
rpaMMy UCCJIeZlOBaHUs BIX HayUHBIX
ny6mKanui
[Tnan HayuHOU
paboThI
OIIK-5.4 OnuceiBaeT MoZesib poOieMHOM Hayunas ctaTtbs
CUTYaL1H, BBISB/ISIET €e COCTaBJISIOIINe U | (Te3UChI),
CBSI3b MEXXJY HUMU, COOUpaeT 1 MO/IrOTOBJIEHHAs! K
cucTeMaTU3upyeT WH(OPMALIMIO 110 nyO/M-Kaluu B
nipo6sieMe B cdepe rpodeccroHaIbHOM Hay4YHOM U3[aHUU
JlesITeTbHOCTH (cbopHUKe)
PesynbTaThl
B3aWMHOM OLIeHKHU
HayUHbIX CTaTeu
MarucTpaHTamMu
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[Ipe3enTanus
Hay4HOM pabOThI

6.2.2 TumnoBbIe OI|eHOUYHbIE CPeACTBA MPOMEXXYTOYHOM aTTecTaliu

IIpomexyTouHas arrectanusi — Cemectp 2, nuddepeHIIMPOBaHHBIM 3aueT

TunoBble orjeHOYHbIe cpejcTBa: Research proposal (BRIEF) / KpaTkoe orvicaHue

rccaenoBaTesbckoro npoekra (BPU®)

6.2.3 Onucanue nponeaypel 3a4eTa

3auet npoBoguTcsa B popme 3amura / Presentation.

The student's personal presence and full answers to questions are required / JInynoe

MNPpUCYTCTBUE CTYHEHTA U IIPpe10CTaB/IEHHWE TTOJTHBIX OTBETOB Ha BOTIPOCHI 00s13aTe/IbHLI.

6.2.4 Kputepuu orjeHUBaHHS

OT/MuHO

Xopouio

Y poBerBopuTe/IbH
0

HeypoBieTBopuTe/1bHO

A brilliant "story,"
with perfect timing
and a strong
emphasis on
novelty and
significance.
Deep, detailed
answers
demonstrating a
thorough mastery of
the topic and related
fields.
Brilliantly defends
the choice of
methods,
recognizes and
analyzes
limitations, and

Logical and clear
presentation,
timely, key points
highlighted.
Confident and
precise answers to
most questions,
good understanding
of his work.
Reasonably defends
his methods and
acknowledges
limitations.
Responds
appropriately to
comments and
supports discussion.
JlornyHoe U scHOe

The presentation is
overloaded with detail
or, conversely,
superficial. The rules
are violated.
Responses are
superficial, require
clarification, and there
are difficulties
explaining certain
aspects.
Difficulty justifying
choices, restrictions
are not well thought
out, and the defense is
weak.

The discussion is
difficult, the defense

The presentation is
chaotic, doesn't capture
the essence of the
proposal, and ran behind
schedule.
Unable to answer basic
questions about his work
and demonstrates a lack
of understanding of the
methodology.
Unable to explain the
logic of methodological
choices and fails to
recognize limitations.
Doesn't engage in
discussion, doesn't
understand criticism,
and his answers are off-

proposes solutions. U3/10)KeHue, is rigid, or, topic.
Conducts CBOEBpeMeHHOe conversely, the [Tpe3eHTarus
constructive V3J/I0KeHUe, speaker agrees with | momyuuaack XaOTUUHOM,
dialogue, BblZle/ieHUe any comment without He OTpa)kaeT CyTH
productively KJTFOUeBbIX argument. TIpe/iJIO’KeHUs U OTCTasa
utilizes feedback, MOMEHTOB. oT rpadukKa.
and offers YBepeHHbIe U 416 He MoXeT OTBeTUTh Ha
alternatives. TOUHbIe OTBEThI Ha [Tpe3eHTawys 3/IeMeHTapHbIe BOTIPOCHI
bnectsias OO/BIIMHCTBO rieperpyskeHa 0 CBOe# pabore u
«HACTOPUSI», BOIIPOCOB, XOpolliee JleTanssMu Wi, JeMOHCTPUpPYeT
nzieabHO TOHMMaHUe CBoel Haobopor, HeroHMMaHue
BbIBEDEHHas 110 paboTHI. TIOBEPXHOCTHA. MeTO/0JIOTHH.
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BPEMEHHU U C
CWIbHBIM aKI[eHTOM
Ha HOBU3HY U
3HAUHUMOCTb.
Cny6okwue,
Mo/IpoOHbBIe
OTBETHI,
JeMOHCTPHUPYIOLIHe
ryiyboKoe 3HaHHe
TEMbI ¥ CMEXXHBIX

Pa3ymHo 3atuiiaer

[TpaBwsia HapyIIeHHI.
OTBeThbI
TTOBEPXHOCTHBI,
TpeOYIOT MOsSICHEeHUH,
Y BO3HUKAIOT
TPY/IHOCTH C
00BSICHEeHUEM

He Mo>xeT 00bSICHUTD

obnacreii. CBOU METO/Ibl U HEKOTOPBIX acTeKTOB. JIOTWKY BbIOOpa
bnectsie MpU3HaeT TpyzaHO 060CHOBATH MeTO/|0/IOTHUYEeCKUX
000CHOBBIBAET OrpaHUYeHUsI. C/leJIaHHBINA BBIOOp, | pellleHWi U He 0CO3HaeT
BbIOOp METO/I0B, AJieKBaTHO OrpaHUueHUs T7I0XO0 VX OrpaHUYeHHUH.
MpU3HaeT U pearupyeT Ha MPOJyMaHbI, U He yuacTByeT B
aHa/IM3upyeT KOMMEHTap1u 1 3arura ciaba. JIMCKYCCUH, He
OrpaHUueHusi U No/i/Iep>K1BaeT O6cy>xaeHue MOHUMaeT KPUTHUKH, a
rpejijiaraet JIMCKYCCHIO. CJIOXKHOE, 3allyTa €ro OTBEeTHI He TI0 TeMe.
pelieHusl. JKecTKasi, Wiy,
Bepget HaobopoT,
KOHCTPYKTHUBHBIU BBICTYTAIOLUN
Jliarnor, COTJ/IallaeTcsi C
MPOJYKTUBHO MOOBIM 3aMeYaHreM
VICTIOJIb3YeT 6e3 aprymMeHTOB.
o0paTHYy0 CBsI3b U
rpejijiaraet
a/IbTePHATUBBI.

IIpomexyTouHas arrecranusa — Cemectp 3, quddepeHIIMPOBaHHbBIN 3aUeT

Tunosskle orjeHoOUHBIe cpeAcTBa: draft of the paper / pabounii BapyaHT (U€PHOBUK)

nmy6MKaru

6.2.3 OnucaHue nponeaypel 3ayera

3auet npoBoutca B popme The text of the article and the review of the scientific

supervisor must be submitted to the head of the scientific seminar / TekcTt cTaTtbu u

PeneH3UA HAYYHOT'0 PYKOBOJUTE/IA NO/DKHbBI OBITH npeacTraB/IeHbl PYKOBOAUTE/THO

HAYYHOI'o céeMHHApAd..

Receives credit if a positive review of the article is submitted by the supervisor (and if the article

has already been published, then a review is not required) / 3aueT rosaraeTcsi, eC/i HayYHbIH

PYKOBOAUTEJ/Ib MTPEAOCTABUT T10JIO>KUTEeMbHBIN OT3bIB Ha CTaTbIO (ECJII/I CTaThbA yXKe

ory0/IMKOBaHa, TO pelieH3UpOBaHue He TpedyeTcs).

6.2.4 Kputepumn oLieHUBaHUA
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OT/IMuHO

Xopomo

Y poBieTBOpHUTE/ILH
0

HeypoBiieTBopuTe/16HO

A scientific article
was prepared in
accordance with

generally accepted
requirements for

structure and
content. The
article's originality
level is at least
75%. The article
describes existing
methods and
technologies for
solving the
identified scientific
problem, confirms
their
ineffectiveness, and
proposes alternative
solutions. The
necessary statistical
information was
collected for the
study and analyzed
in the article.
Hayunas craTbs
MO/ITOTOB/IEHA B
COOTBETCTBUH C

A scientific article
has been prepared
with minor
deviations from
generally accepted
requirements for
structure and
content.

The article's
originality level
ranges from 65% to
75%.

The article presents
differences between
existing methods
and technologies
for solving the
identified scientific
problem and those
proposed, and/or
the collected
statistical
information
necessary for the
research is analyzed
in the article.
HayuHnas crates
TMO/ITOTOBJIEHA C

The research results
are presented as a
scientific article.

The scientific article

has been prepared, but
violates generally
accepted requirements
for structure and
content.

The article's
originality level is
between 55% and

65%.

The article presents a
description of existing
methods and
technologies for
solving the identified
scientific problem
and/or
the collected
statistical information
necessary for the
research is analyzed
in the scientific
article.
Pe3ybTaThl
WCCIIeIOBaHUS

OOIIeNPUHATBIMU | He3HAUWTEbHBIMU | TIPeZICTaBJIeHbI B BU/E
TpeGOBaHUSIMH K OTK/IOHEHUSIMU OT HayuYHOU CTaThbH.
CTPYKType U OOIIeNTPUHATHIX HayuHnasi cTaTes
COJZlepyKaHUIO. TpeboBaHM K TOZIrOTOBJIEHA, HO
YpoBeHb CTPYKType U HapylaeT
OpWUTMHAIbHOCTH COJlep>KaHUI0. oO1LIeTIpUHSIThIe
CTaTbU COCTABJISIET YpoBeHb TpeOoBaHUs K
He MeHee 75%. B OPUTHMHA/IBHOCTU CTPYKTYype U
cTaThbe CTaTbU COCTaBJISI€T COZlep’KaHUI0.
OMMUCBHIBAOTCS oT 65% 1o 75%. YpoBeHb
CyLeCTBYIOLL1e B cratbe OPUTMHATbHOCTU
MeTO/Ibl U Trpe/iCTaB/IeHbl CTaTbU COCTAaBJISIET OT
TEXHOJIOTUU pas/ivuuus Mexzny 55% no 65%.
pelleHus CyLLeCTBYHOLUMH B cratbe
BbISIB/IEHHOM MeTO/IaMU U Trpe/CTaB/eHo
Hayu4HOU TeXHOJIOTUSIMU OonucaHue
nipo0J/1eMbI, pelieHust CYILLeCTBYIOLLIUX
TIO/ITBEPIKAeTCs UX BbISIBJIEHHOU MeTO/IOB U
He3(PPeKTUBHOCTb | HAyYHOH MPOO/IEMBI | TEXHOJIOTHH peleHust
Yl Ipe/|/1aratoTcsl | U Mpe//Io’KeHHbIMY, | BbISIBJIEHHOM Hay4YHOM
aJibTepHaTUBHbIE W/ 1po0JIeMbI W/UH

Unable to prepare a
review scientific article
on existing methods and
technologies for solving

the problem.

He ynanocs
MIO/ITOTOBUTE 0030PHYIO
Hay4YHYIO CTaThIO O
CYILIeCTBYIOIINX
MeTOZaX U TeXHOJIOTHSIX
pelieHus: JaHHOU
TIpO0OJIeMBI.
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perenust. st B Hay4YHOU CTaTbe
TpoaHaIM3UpOBaHa
WCCIe/I0BaHMS aHA/TM3UPYeTCs
cobpaHHast
Obl1a cobpaHa 1 cobpaHHast
CTaTUCTHYECKAsT
NpoaHaIM3MupOoBaHa CTaTUCTHYeCKast
vH(popMaLus,
HeoOxoaMMast uHpopMaLys,
HeoOXoauMast J1Jist
CTaTUCTHYeCKast HeoOxoMMast JJist
WCC/IeJOBaHMUSI.
vHbopMalusl. HCCJIeJOBaHUSL.

7 OcHOBHas y4yeOHas MTepaTrypa

1. Sword H. Stylish academic writing / Helen Sword, 2012. - 229.

[Caiit] — URL: http://elib.istu.edu/viewer/view.php?file=/files3/er-34340.pdf
2. Strongman L. Academic Writing / L. Strongman, 2013. - 147.

[Caiit] — URL: http://elib.istu.edu/viewer/view.php?file=/files3/er-34614.pdf

3. Prinz P. The Art and Architecture of Academic Writing / P. Prinz, B. Arnbjornsdottir, 2021. -
311.

[CaiiT] — URL: http://elib.istu.edu/viewer/view.php?file=/files3/er-39647.pdf

4. To make the best better... (How to create an effective visual presentation) : MeTogUueckue
yka3anus / IpKyT. roc. TexH. yH-T, 2011. - 27.

[Caiit] — URL: http://elib.istu.edu/viewer/view.php?file=/files/er-1678.pdf
8 lonostHUTE/TbHAsI yueOHas U CIPaBOYHas IMTepaTypa
9 Pecypcol cetu VIHTEepHeT

1. http://library.istu.edu/
2. https://e.lanbook.com/
3. ScienceDirect

4. Google Scholar

10 IpodeccuoHanbHBIE 0a3bl JAHHBIX
1. http://new.fips.ru/
2. http://www1.fips.ru/

11 ITepeyeHs H(POPMALMOHHBIX TEXHOIOTHH, TUL€H3MOHHBIX M CBOOOHO
pacnpocTpaHsieMbIX CIleHa/TU3MPOBAHHBIX MPOrPaMMHBIX CPeACTB, HH(OPMaLOHHBIX
CIIPaBOYHBIX CUCTEM

1. CBoboiHO pacripocTpaHsieMoe rporpaMMHoe obecrnieuenre Microsoft Office

12 MaTepMaJ’[bHO-TEXHI/I‘-IECKOE obecrneueHue NMPAKTUKH
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1. MarepuansHO-TeXHHUUECKOe obecrieueHre MPAKTHKHY BK/IIOYAeT ayJuTOpHbIN (onp VP-
HUTY, obopyaoBaHHbI! HEOOXOUMBIM KOMITBFOTEPHBIM U MYJIbTUMEJUMHBIM 000pyi0BaHEeM
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