

Template for PhD project description

This template has been approved by the PhD committee at the Department of Pharmacy. All PhD project descriptions should adhere to the template, effective from January 10th 2025.  

The PhD thesis is an independent, scientific work that meets international standards regarding academic level, method, and ethical requirements.

The PhD programme at the MN Faculty is a supervised study requiring a project description for admission to the PhD programme. The project description is a joint proposal to be approved by the PhD candidate and the supervisors. By signing the application for admission to the PhD programme, the doctoral candidate and supervisors also approve the content of this project description.

The main purpose of the project description is to ensure that the project has scientific relevance, a suitable workload for the project period and clear milestones. The project description should be detailed enough for the PhD Committee at the Department of Pharmacy and the MN Faculty to assess research goals, scientific challenges, incremental milestones and the project plan. It also forms the baseline for the third semester evaluation and any later evaluations. 

The project description should be 6-8 pages, and should contain the following elements:

1. Project title

2. Research field (for example “pharmacokinetics”)

3. Key words. Please provide ≤6 key words.

4. Summary of the project. Present the main objective(s) and relevance of the project, and a brief summary explaining how you intend to attain your goal(s) (<0.5 A4 pages).

5. Project background and scientific basis. Provide a brief survey of existing research efforts and scientific basis, with references to scientific literature. If your project is a part of a larger research effort requiring coordination, explain specifically your planned contributions within the larger framework. Please be aware that this should be readable also for researchers from other fields (<1.5 A4 pages). 

6. Research questions and scientific challenges. Outline your scientific hypothesis, research questions, and scientific challenges, both for the broader thesis and for each planned publication(s). Explain their scientific foundation and your approach to address them. Describe your ambitions of reaching beyond the state-of-the-art and how to reach these goals (<300 words).

7. Scientific method. Outline your method for reaching your scientific goals. Describe how you are planning to use empirical, analytical and/or other methods for your research. Please state how these methods relate to the expected scientific contributions of the thesis. If applicable, describe the source of your data. If a research stay abroad is planned, please state how this stay will contribute to the project.  (<2 A4 page)

7b) Feasibility. The feasibility of the project should be addressed clearly, either as a separate paragraph or along with the methods description (point 7). Please indicate whether the project involves methodologies that are new to the supervisors or research group, the extent of method development in the PhD work, and strategies for managing these challenges. Please identify high-risk elements, critical points and milestones, along with appropriate mitigation plans. 

8. Expected impact. The description should address impact of your research on 
1. your field of science
2. methodology
3. environment 
4. society
If your project does not have any impact on one or more of the points above, this shall also be stated.

9. Research ethics. Research takes place under a high grade of freedom and trust and thus also entails a significant degree of personal responsibility for the individual researcher. As a PhD candidate at the University of Oslo, you are responsible for conducting your research according to recognized scientific and research ethical norms. This requires a high degree of awareness of the ethical aspects of the research. We expect you to familiarize yourself with the following research ethical guidelines, norms, and institutions at the University of Oslo: 
a. Standard for Research Integrity at the University of Oslo 
b. The National Research Ethics Committees General guidelines, and any particular guidelines relevant to your project
d. The Vancouver criteria (in particular section II, part A.2-3) 
g. Use of generative artificial intelligence in the PhD thesis at the MN faculty
e. The Research Ethics Committee 
f. The Science Ombud 

Please confirm that you have familiarized yourself with the above, by using the following text or similar: “I confirm that I have familiarized myself with the following research ethical guidelines, norms, and institutions at the University of Oslo: The Standard for Research Integrity at the University of Oslo, The National Research Ethics Committee General guidelines. I further know the relevant guidelines for my project: [List the relevant ones]. 
I further confirm that I have familiarized myself with the Vancouver criteria (Recommendations for the Conduct, Reporting, Editing, and Publication of Scholarly Work in Medical Journals) and the recommendations for the use of generative artificial intelligence in the PhD thesis at the MN faculty.  
I understand the roles of The Research Ethics Committee and The Science Ombud.”

Describe any ethical challenges related to your research and (potential) ethical issues of the impact of the results of your research on the society. Reflect on research integrity in the context of your project. You can relate this to principles of reliability, honesty, respect, and accountability and topics such as co-authorship, referencing, openness and the use of generative AI as relevant. Check if your project requires ethical approval(s) or notification to the Norwegian Agency for Shared Services in Education and Research, and state whether this has been obtained; alternatively provide a plan to obtain such approval if required. Candidates doing fieldwork abroad should check if they also need approval from applicable authorities, and if the collected material is intended for scientific work follow the requirements of the Nagoya protocol. 

10. Project timeline. The project timeline will be used in connection with the third semester evaluation and must include verifiable milestones. Outline a research plan for each semester including (for example)
· course-work
· scientific contributions
· planned publications (preferably indicate publication channel(s) as well)
· mandatory/teaching duties (25%; when applicable)
· planned visits to other research institutions (national or international; when applicable).


11. Project organisation and cooperation. The principal supervisor should provide an overview of knowledge, expertise and role of each supervisor. Before the project starts, it should be clearly defined how each supervisory team member will contribute, how they collectively cover the academic field of the project, and how the members of the team will cooperate. If a research stay abroad is part of the candidate’s project, please state how this is coordinated, supervised, and how it is supposed to be financed. One should also describe how the support of the candidate will be maintained if one of the members has to vacate her/his post and therefore has to be replaced. Finally, the robustness of the research group is to be addressed, i.e., how other academic staff and their PhD candidates/projects support the new project and how the new project fits into the ongoing research activity. 

12. Cooperation with external parties. Some projects have significant contributions from non-UiO partners, like partial external supervision of the PhD candidate, or part-time employment of the candidate by an external partner. For each external partner, the required standard agreement concerning the completion of PhD education in cooperation with an external party has to be signed by the external party and UiO and submitted as part of the PhD application. The agreement includes a list of specific contributions committed by the external party. The project description may contain further details about the planned cooperation, e.g., potential for innovation for the external party.

13. References 
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