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Introduction

The evaluation of the doctoral program by the doctoral students of the Babes-Bolyai
University is carried out annually, in May, according to the dedicated procedure (PO - AC -
19), developed in March 2024. For this assessment the Qualitas Center developed an online
questionnaire in collaboration with the ISD of the BBU, available in Romanian, Hungarian,
English and German, distributed through the QuestionPro platform, managed by the Qualitas
Center. The questionnaire was completed over a four-week period, prior to the evaluation of
the PhD students' annual activity report. Data were analyzed along four dimensions and six
fundamental fields of science.

Out of the 1,042 doctoral students in the 31 doctoral schools of BBU, 297 completed
the questionnaire. Of the completed questionnaires, only 283 were validated, the rest were
rejected due to double or partial completion (less than half of the evaluation items). Thus, the
response rate at institutional level was 27.2%, 22.4% among first year doctoral students and
29.7% among those in their second year and older.

Of the 283 respondents, 81 are first year PhD students and 41 are international students.
The countries of origin of international PhD students are:

» EU: Croatia, France, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Portugal, Poland, Spain and
Finland;
» non-EU: Canada, Chile, Israel, Japan, Moldova, Morocco, Serbia, Switzerland and USA.

The distribution of the respondents by socio-demographic characteristics indicates that
almost 90% are funded from the budget, 84% are enrolle in full-time education studies, and the
proportions between men (43%) and women (44%) are almost equal. In terms of citizenship,
87.3% of respondents are Romanian. Ethnically, 65% are Romanians, 15.9% Hungarians, 1.5%

Germans and 0.7% Roma.

General Results

By the fundamental field of science to which the Doctoral School subscribes, the
response rates range from 10.5% in the field of Sports Science and Physical Education to 100%
in the field of Engineering. Nearly half (48.8%) of the doctoral student respondents who are
enrolled in UBB Doctoral Schools conduct their studies and research in the fundamental field

of Science Humanities and Arts (SUA). The fewest respondents are found in the fields of Sports
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Science and Physical Education (SSEF) - 0.7% and Biological and Biomedical Sciences (SBB)
- 1.8% (Table 1 and Table 5 in the Annex).

Table 1. Distribution of BBU doctoral students by Doctoral Schools and fundamental fields of science

Fundamental Field of Science (DFS) Il i AU S EE Response rate
students respondents
N % N % %

Sports Science and Physical Education 19 1.8 - 0.7 10.5
Mathematics and Natural Sciences 170 16.3 34 12.0 20.0
Humanities and Arts 439 42.1 138 48.8 31.4
Engineering Sciences 24 2.3 24 8.5 100
Social Sciences 360 34.6 80 28.3 22.2
Biological and Biomedical Sciences 30 2.9 - 1.8 16.7
Total UBB 1042 100.00 283 100.00

Note: Cells marked with '-' mean very small number of respondents (5 or less).

The average completion time for the questionnaire across UBB was 9 minutes and 32
seconds. For first-year PhD students, the average was 9 minutes and 4 seconds, while for those
in advanced years, it increased to 9 minutes and 39 seconds. International students took the
longest, with an average completion time of 12 minutes and 5 seconds.

The evaluation of the doctoral program indicates that doctoral students are generally
satisfied with the relationship with their coordinator (score of 4.3 for dimension D2), compared
to the learning environment (score of 3.99 for dimension D1) and the resources available at the
university. The lowest score was obtained for item 15, related to the opportunities to work in
scientific research teams or projects (3.68), while the highest scores (4.59) were given to items
8 and 9, which assessed the support and feedback from the supervisor in expanding knowledge
and improving scientific performance for the writing of the PhD thesis.

The analysis of the individual ratings indicates a general average for all items (1-23) of
4.24, close to the average of the ratings for the item 24 on the overall assessment of the quality
of the teachers/researchers' approach to their work (4.23). The highest score (4.59) was
obtained for items 8 and 9, which assess the positive contribution of the PhD supervisor, in
terms of support and feedback, on enriching perspectives in the field of study and improving
performance in the development of the scientific component of the thesis. The lowest score
(3.68) at the institutional level was given to item 15, on opportunities to work in scientific
research teams or projects (Tables 7 and 8 in the Annex). The means and variance at the UBB

level on each item can be found in Table 6 in the Annex.



Qualitas Centre,
September 2024

By dimension, the lowest score was recorded for dimension D1 - learning environment
(3.99), while dimension D2 - mentoring relationship obtained the highest score (4.56) (Figure
1). Doctoral students in Sport Science and Physical Education (SSEF) and Engineering (SI)
provided positive ratings for all items. In contrast, the Doctoral Schools in Mathematics and
Natural Sciences (MSN) had the lowest scores, falling below the average of each of the four
dimensions: D1 - learning environment, D2 - mentoring relationship, D3 - research project

progress and D4 - related activities (Figure 2).
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Figure 1. Means and variance on the four dimensions at BBU level
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Figure 2. BBU-wide average scores for the four dimensions, overall assessment and total fundamental
fields of science (DFS), by Doctoral Schools' fundamental field of science

Note: The Likert-type scale on which the scores were calculated has values from 1 to 5. For this figure, the
minimum reference point has been changed from 1 to 4 in order to be able to visualize the differences in scores
on each type of average score.
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For the aggregate item international experience and the general evaluation of the
Doctoral Program, the Doctoral School subscribed to the field of Sport Science and Physical
Education (SSEF) obtained the highest scores, above the university average. At the opposite
end were the Doctoral Schools subscribed to the Humanities and the Arts (SUA) (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. BBU-wide average scores on six dimensions, by fundamental fields of science

Note: The Likert-type scale on which the scores were calculated has values from 1 to 5. For this figure, the
minimum reference point has been changed from 1 to 3.5 in order to be able to visualize the differences in scores
on each type of average score.
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The assessment carried out by the first-year doctoral students

Of the 361 students enrolled in the first year, 81 completed the assessment
questionnaires (22.4%). The response rate exceeded 20% in only 10 of the 31 Doctoral Schools,
a percentage lower than the general BBU average (27.16%). In case of first year doctoral
students, most respondents (41.9%) conduct their studies and research in the fundamental
scientific field Humanities and Arts (H.A.S.). The fewest respondents are found in the fields of
Sport and Physical Education (SSEF) - 1.23% and Biological and Biomedical Sciences (BBS)
- 2.47% (Table 2).

Table 2. Distribution of first-year doctoral students by fundamental fields of science

Fundamental Field of Science (DFS) First-year PhD students respondents
N %

Sports Science and Physical Education - 1.23
Mathematics and Natural Sciences 15 18.52
Humanities and Arts 34 41.98
Engineering Sciences 11 13.58

Social Sciences 18 22.22
Biological and Biomedical Sciences - 2.47

Total UBB 81 100.00

Note: Cells marked with '-' mean very small number of respondents (5 or less).

The profile of the doctoral student respondents shows that the majority are female
(44.2%), of Romanian ethnicity (65%), enrolled in budget-financed programs (89.4%), and
pursuing full-time study programs (83.7%), with Romanian citizenship (87.3%). In contrast,
among first-year doctoral students who completed the Doctoral School assessment, men are
slightly predominant (50.6%), while the other characteristics remain largely similar.

The analysis of the individual evaluations of the first year doctoral students shows an
average score of 4.30 for items 1-23, lower than the average score for the general evaluation of
the quality of the activities of the teaching staff/researchers, which is 4.44 (Table 9 in Annex).
Due to the small number of respondents, it was not possible to carry out a detailed analysis at
Doctoral School level.

For first year PhD students, the mentoring relationship dimension (D2) is considered
the most important, with a mean score of 4.66 (Figure 4). Specifically, the frequency and
consistency of meetings with the PhD supervisor (item 7) were rated with a mean score of 4.61,

while their support and feedback for perspective enrichment (item 8) and performance
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development (item 9) scored 4.71 each (Table 11). First year doctoral students in the Doctoral
Schools related to the field of Engineering Sciences rated the learning environment (D1) with
the highest scores, with an average of 4.88 (Table 9). High scores were also recorded for the
dimensions of research project progress (D3) and international experience (items 22 and 23),
both with an average of 4.86. The lowest scores were reported in the Mathematics and Natural

Sciences Doctoral Schools for dimensions D3 (3.38) and D1 (3.42).
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Figure 4. Averages and variance of first-year PhD students' scores on the four dimensions

The analysis by fundamental fields of science indicates that for first-year doctoral
students enrolled in Engineering Sciences (IS) programs, the four dimensions, together with
international experience and general evaluation, are considered of similar importance, being
reflected in close scores, the highest being awarded. Thus, average scores range from 4.83 for
general assessment (item 24) to 4.88 for dimension D1 (learning environment). The
international experience dimension also recorded a high score of 4.86. In contrast, first-year
PhD students enrolled in Mathematics and Natural Sciences (MSN) programs scored low on
all dimensions except D2 - mentoring relationship, which scored 4.4. The other dimensions
were rated with scores between 3.38 and 3.75. However, the score for the general assessment

(item 24) is higher at 4.08 (Table 9).

The assessment of the activities during the doctorate

Of the 283 valid evaluations, 202 were submitted by second- and third-year doctoral
students, as well as those with extensions, representing a 29.7% response rate from a total of
681 students. Among by second- and third-year PhD respondents at BBU level, the percentage
is 71.4%, higher than the university average of 65.4%. Their response rate of 29.7% also
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exceeds the BBU average of 27.2%. Additionally, the percentage of second-year and higher
international PhD students (both EU and non-EU) at BBU is 13.4%, compared to 8.4% at the
university level.

All Doctoral Schools achieved a valid questionnaire completion rate above 20%, with
the exception of the Doctoral School of Chemical Engineering, which had no doctoral students
in the higher years (II, I1I, or with extensions) who completed the assessment.

Half of the doctoral respondents in their second year and beyond (50%) are conducting
their studies and research in the field of Humanities and Arts (SUA). The fields with the fewest
respondents are Sport and Physical Education (SSEF) at 0.5% and Biological and Biomedical
Sciences (SBB) at 1.5% (Table 3).

Table 3. Distribution of second-year and advanced doctoral students by fundamental fields of science

Total PhD Second-year and % of
Fundamental Field of Science advanced doctoral respondent
respondents
students respondents s

N % N %
Sports Science and Physical Education - 0.7 - 0.5 50.0
Mathematics and Natural Sciences 34 12.0 19 9.4 55.9
Humanities and Arts 138 48.8 101 50.0 73.2
Engineering Sciences 24 8.5 13 6.4 54.2
Social Sciences 80 28.3 65 32.2 81.3
Biological and Biomedical Sciences - 1.8 - 1.5 60.0
Total UBB 283 100.0 202 100.0

Note: Cells marked with - mean very small number of respondents (5 or less).

The socio-demographic and academic profile of doctoral students in their second year
and beyond closely mirrors that of first-year students, with only minor percentage differences.

The analysis of the individual evaluations of PhD students in the second and higher
years shows an overall score of 4.21 for items 1-23, exceeding the score of 4.14 obtained for
the general evaluation (item 24) of the quality of the activities carried out by the
teachers/researchers.

For the advanced doctoral students the mentoring relationship (D2) is the most
important aspect, with a score of 4.5. Students enrolled in the Doctoral Schools of Engineering
Sciences (SI) and Mathematics and Natural Sciences (MSN) gave the highest scores to the
learning environment (D1), with means of 4.83 and 4.81 respectively. The dimensions of
international experience (4.88) and D4 - related activities (4.86) also scored high among

Engineering Sciences doctoral students (Table 10 in Annex and Figure 5).
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Figure 5. Averages and variance of scores awarded by second-year and advanced doctoral students,
by dimensions (N = 202)

Doctoral students in the Engineering Sciences (SI) Doctoral Schools gave the highest
ratings for international experience (items 22 and 23), with an average score of 4.88 (Table
10). High scores were also given for general assessment (item 24), averaging 4.83, and for
related activities (D4), with an average of 4.86. In contrast, the lowest scores for the learning
environment (D1) were reported by students from the Doctoral Schools of Mathematics and

Natural Sciences and Humanities and Arts, with averages of 3.95 and 3.96, respectively.

The assessment of the international experience

Foreign doctoral students (EU and non-EU) represent 14.5% of the respondent sample,
compared to 21.2% at the BBU level. Among first-year foreign PhD students, this percentage
rises to 17.3%. The profile of those who completed the assessments is predominantly male
(51.22%), studying with budgetary funding (80.49%), enrolled in full-time study programs
(56.1%), and pursuing studies in the humanities or arts (Table 4).

Table 4. Distribution of foreign doctoral students studying at BBU, by fundamental field of science of
the Doctoral School

Fundamental Field of Science Foreign PhD students respondents
N %
Sports Science and Physical Education - 2.4
Mathematics and Natural Sciences 6 14.6
Humanities and Arts 18 43.9
Engineering Sciences - 7.3
Social Sciences 13 31.7
Biological and Biomedical Sciences - 0.00
Total 41 100.0

Note: Cells marked with - mean very small number of respondents (5 or less).

11
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The analysis of the individual evaluations of foreign doctoral students shows an average
score of 4.19 for items 1-23, lower than the average score for the general evaluation of the
quality of the activities of teachers/researchers (item 24), which is 4.45 (Table 10).

The highest scores among foreign doctoral students were obtained on the dimensions:
research project progress (D3) - score 4.58, and mentoring relationship (D2) - 4.51. The
mentoring relationship refers primarily to the involvement of the coordinator, both for
broadening perspectives on the doctoral research field (item 8) - score 4.51, and for improving
performance in the realization of the scientific component of the doctoral thesis (item 9) - score
4.54.

Doctoral students in the Engineering Sciences (SI) Doctoral Schools gave the maximum
score (5.00) for learning environment (D1) and mentoring relationship (D2) (Table 10). In
contrast, the lowest score was recorded in the Doctoral Schools in Mathematics and Natural
Sciences (MSN) for the international experience dimension, with a score of 3.56.

The international learning and research experience of Romanian doctoral students
obtained a score of 4.31, similar to the average of the four dimensions and the average of the
fundamental field of science. This score is lower than for dimension D1 - mentoring
relationship (4.49) and D3 - research project progress (4.35).

By fundamental fields of science, doctoral students in technical fields gave the highest
scores, reaching the maximum score (5.00) in Sport Science and Physical Education, 4.87 for
Engineering Sciences and 4.6 for Biological and Biomedical Sciences.

Responses to open-ended questions highlight the lack of access for students to
international opportunities, such as scientific projects or conferences and, in particular, to
research and learning exchanges with partner universities. Instead, they were satisfied with the
opportunities available locally. Among the most frequently mentioned areas for improvement,

communication and dialog between students and teaching and administrative staff are central.

Appreciative and unfulfilling aspects mentioned by PhD students

Beginning with the 2023-2024 academic year, the doctoral program has been extended
to four years, following a legislative change implemented in March 2024. This modification is
reflected in the open-ended responses from doctoral students regarding the organization of their
doctoral program. Feedback was collected through two open questions about the aspects they

appreciated and those they found unsatisfactory during their doctoral experience at BBU. Of

12
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the total responses to the question on appreciated aspects (N=254), 81.5% were valid, while
18.18% of the responses regarding unsatisfactory aspects (N=209) were valid.

Out of a total of 283 respondents, 254 provided answers to the open-ended question on
appreciative aspects (item 25) and 209 answered the open-ended question on unsatisfactory
aspects (item 26). This assessment resulted in 388 responses coded on 5 dimensions for positive
aspects and 141 responses coded on 5 other dimensions for aspects requiring improvement.

The majority of responses were given in Romanian, but responses were recorded in all
four languages of teaching and learning at BBU: Romanian, Hungarian, German and English,
and these are properly noted in the excerpts in Annex 4 of the main report. The distribution of

responses by language is shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Percentage of positive (N=254) and negative (N=209) aspects of open questions by language
of study

Doctoral students most commonly identified the following positive aspects in their

assessments (Figure 7):

= Involvement of teachers and the coordinator

m Local and international exchanges

m Communication, dialogue, cooperation

m Teachers' training and professionalism
Access to academic and professional

resources

Other topics

Figure 7. Distribution of appreciative aspects by dimensions
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Most comments and suggestions for improvements were made on the following themes

(Figure 8):

B Improving communication and dialog
between students and staff

B Improving the curriculum and the content of
learning and research activities

B Streamlining administrative processes

M Increasing funding and endowment of
Doctoral Schools

Other

Figure 8. Distribution of aspects to improve by dimensions

The comments and suggestions provided by the doctoral student respondents are
extremely valuable and can play an essential role in optimizing the activities carried out within
the doctoral programs. This feedback provides a direct insight into the real experiences and

needs of doctoral students, indicating areas in need of improvement and aspects that work well.

14
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Annex

Table 5. Distribution and response rate of doctoral students by Doctoral Schools and fundamental fields of science

Active PhD e
Fundamental Field of Science Doctoral School PhD stundents
rate (%)
students respondents
Biological and Biomedical Sciences Integrative Biology 24 - 20.8
Mathematics and Natural Sciences Physics 38 14 36.8
Chemistry 28 - 17.9
Geography 26 - 15.4
Theoretical and Applied Geology 6 - 16.7
Mathematics and Computer Science 54 - 9.3
Environmental Science 16 - 31.3
Engineering Sciences Doctoral School of Engineering (from UBB Resita University 24 24 100.0
Centre)
Chemical Engineering 8 - 0.0
Social Sciences Administration and Public Policy 32 9 28.1
Communication, Public Relations and Advertising 38 - 5.3
Didactics. Tradition, Development, Innovation 11 - 18.2
Education, Reflection, Development 27 10 37.0
Law 42 - 4.8
Evidence-based Assessment and Psychological Interventions 26 7 26.9
Applied Cognitive Psychology 20 10 50.0
European Paradigm 46 - 10.9
Economics and Business Administration 63 23 36.5
Sociology 25 8 32.0
Political and Communication Sciences 30 7 23.3
Sports Science and Physical Education Physical Education and Sport 19 - 10.5
Humanities and Arts Theology “Ecumene” 35 8 22.9
Philosophy 34 9 26.5
History, Civilization, Culture 90 44 48.9
International Relations and Security Studies 34 7 20.6

15
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Religion, Culture, Society 13 - 15.4
Hungarology Studies 25 19 76.0
Population Studies and History of Minorities 35 7 20.0
Linguistic and Literary Studies 56 20 35.7
Theatre and Performing Arts 58 - 8.6
Orthodox Theology “Isidor Todoran” 59 12 20.3
TOTAL 1042 283 27.2
Note: Cells marked with - mean very small number of respondents (5 or less).
Cells marked in red indicate response rates below 20% per Doctoral School.
Table 6. Average scores and variance at BBU level by item
Media

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Q11 Q12 Q13 Q14 Q15 Q16 Q17 Q18 Q19 Q20 Q21 Q22 Q23 1-23 Q24

Average 3.88 393 396 4.08 4.18 392 4.49 459 459 432 432 456 4.27 426 3.68 4.05 432 435 435 425 434 440 425 424 423

Variance 168 146 136 133 129 152 101 083 089 118 120 083 112 127 237 18 130 109 118 128 108 105 141 022 1.06

16
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Table 7. Summary table with the scores obtained by each BBU Doctoral School on each item

Fundamental Average
Field of Doctoral School 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 / Dsg
Science

Sports Science

and Physical Physical Education and

) 500 500 500 500 500 500 450 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 400 500 400 450 4.00 400 500 500 500 478

Education - Sport

SSEF

Mathematics and 460 3.40 460 420 440 420 480 500 500 450 450 420 375 460 320 425 400 400 420 420 440 400 3.60 460 426
Computer Science

Mathematics  PhVsics 350 325 331 342 355 390 493 500 493 460 470 486 464 471 469 485 500 473 443 429 446 436 443 450 438

and Natural Chemistry 220 2.60 240 300 320 3.00 467 433 467 333 375 360 3.00 320 420 340 3.60 3.40 3.80 320 325 340 340 275  3.39

Sciences - Theoretical and

MSN . 500 500 500 500 500 400 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 496

Applied Geology
Environmental Science  4.60 4.60 4.80 4.80 4.60 4.40 480 4.80 4.80 450 450 480 450 480 480 4.80 500 420 460 460 460 420 3.80 440  4.60
Geography 300 325 300 400 375 350 475 450 450 425 425 450 400 4.00 225 3.00 350 350 3.00 325 400 350 3.25 325  3.66
;'tr:ﬂ:'esst'c andliterary 5 ) 360 385 405 379 375 445 450 450 437 442 480 439 416 319 346 437 417 445 435 425 435 410 395 411
Hungarology Studies ~ 3.72 439 372 411 411 407 411 426 437 413 419 442 443 422 388 414 417 472 389 379 406 468 453 418  4.18
E'l'fli‘:z Civilization, 336 341 351 366 3.86 355 444 444 448 407 412 451 412 410 279 3.68 412 417 412 419 436 408 405 3.84  3.96
Population Studiesand ) .5 4 50 450 417 450 425 500 500 486 480 460 471 467 443 240 333 480 400 400 440 440 467 420 48 437
History of Minorities
Philosophy 333 411 378 378 433 363 400 456 444 411 433 456 413 433 367 338 378 411 456 444 378 478 433 411 410
Humanities . :
International Relations
and Arts-SUA 1 1 adies 467 360 460 440 375 360 480 480 480 420 420 480 400 440 3.80 3.80 480 375 480 480 480 475 475 400 436
22:22??2;:;‘:3” 417 443 400 3.86 471 414 414 443 433 440 440 400 440 400 460 460 483 486 483 471 467 500 500 457 446
Theology “Ecumene”  4.67 4.67 433 467 455 444 442 433 433 470 460 450 467 442 380 378 445 467 458 409 400 450 458 433 442
zzlc'ii';”’ Culture, 350 343 363 325 363 300 3.86 400 3.86 325 325 400 400 3.63 286 350 471 475 363 371 425 467 500 3.86  3.80
Theatre and
. 450 500 450 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 450 450 500 500 500 500 500 500 492
Performing Arts
Engineering 420 350 3.80 3.60 3.00 260 3.60 360 3.60 3.80 3.80 3.80 3.40 3.00 240 240 3.40 320 3.00 3.00 3.80 360 3.00 3.60  3.36
Engineering Chemical Engineering ~ 4.91 4.83 488 483 4838 474 488 492 488 486 483 488 478 496 459 483 475 483 492 491 496 487 486 488 485
Sciences - S| Integrative Biology - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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Biological and Administration and
Biomedical NISHre 480 480 420 460 420 433 460 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 3.40 425 500 500 500 500 4.00 460 460 460  4.67
N Public Policy
Sciences - SBB
Communication,
Public Relations and 367 363 378 344 38 400 433 456 450 3.86 371 433 3.86 3.89 3.67 400 400 443 456 433 438 413 383 411 404
Advertising
Didactics. Tradition,
Development, 500 500 450 500 500 500 500 500 500 400 400 500 450 450 400 500 500 450 500 500 500 500 500 500 479
Innovation
E‘i‘ﬁ;fn:'eifﬂec“°”' 450 450 450 500 450 450 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 450 500 450 500 500 500 500 450 500  4.83
European Paradigm 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500
o Law 470 450 470 470 480 444 500 500 500 470 470 490 450 4.60 400 443 460 490 490 490 490 480 480 490 472
S‘S’;'al Sciences Evidence-based
Qj;i;i?;z?ctj”d 429 400 383 400 471 360 371 457 450 3.80 325 4.86 420 400 4.60 440 3.00 467 443 429 457 500 467 414 421
Interventions
Zzlri‘:;?ég'ec"g"'t"’a 333 311 350 3.80 410 333 430 480 480 400 411 450 3.88 400 450 467 456 3.89 420 378 400 400 370 438  4.05
Economics and
Business 374 426 396 450 452 424 452 459 464 444 439 450 400 417 313 3.80 425 450 448 417 424 445 405 414 424
Administration
Sociology 338 300 375 329 300 333 413 400 425 414 414 3.8 3.8 300 300 2.60 3.00 286 350 343 3.17 3.14 300 3.63  3.43
Political and
Communication 386 3.86 4.14 443 443 386 486 471 471 429 414 457 400 471 414 467 400 417 457 443 457 443 414 429 433
Sciences
Average /
e 3.90 3.95 3.97 4.09 419 394 450 459 4.60 433 433 457 429 427 370 4.06 433 436 436 426 435 441 426 423 431

Note: Cells marked with - indicate missing data.
Cells marked yellow have averages less than 2.5 per item.
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Table 8. Summary table with the scores obtained by each BBU Doctoral School on each item, by fundamental field of science

D2 -

D3 - research

D4 -

Q24 -

Fundamental Field of Science Doctoral School D1 ) learning mentorship project alternative Internaftlonal General Average
environment . . .. Experience D1-D4
relationship progress activities assessment

Sports Science and Physical . .

Education - SSEF Physical Education and Sport 5.00 4.88 5.00 4.55 5.00 5.00 4.86
Mathematics and Computer 423 475 4.25 4.05 3.80 4.60 432
Science

Mathematics and Natural Physics 3.49 4,93 4.65 4.59 4.39 4.50 4.41

Sciences - MSN Chemistry 2.73 4.32 3.36 3.49 3.40 2.75 3.47
Theoretical and Applied Geology 4.83 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 4.96
Environmental Science 4.63 4.80 4.50 4.54 4.00 4.40 4.62
Geography 3.42 4.56 4.17 3.33 3.38 3.25 3.87
Linguistic and Literary Studies 3.74 4.56 4.39 4.08 4.23 3.95 4.20
Hungarology Studies 4.02 4.29 4.25 4.21 4.61 4.18 4.19
History, Civilization, Culture 3.56 4.47 4.10 3.97 4.06 3.84 4.02
Population Studies and History of 4.28 4.89 4.69 4.06 4.43 4.86 4.48
Minorities
Philosophy 3.83 4.39 4.19 4.12 4.56 4.11 4.13
International Relations and

Humanities and Arts - SUA Security Studies 4.10 4.80 4.13 4.45 475 4.00 4.37
International Relations - European 422 4.23 4.40 471 5.00 457 4.39
Paradigm
Orthodox Theology “Isidor 4.55 4.40 4.66 4.29 4.54 433 4.47
Todoran
Theology “Ecumene” 3.40 3.93 3.50 4.07 4.83 3.86 3.73
Religion, Culture, Society 4.83 5.00 5.00 4.90 5.00 5.00 493
Theatre and Performing Arts 3.45 3.65 3.67 3.08 3.30 3.60 3.46

. . . Engineering 4.84 4.84 4.82 4.85 4.87 4.83 4.84

Engineering Sciences - SI . . .
Chemical Engineering - - - - - - -

Biological and Biomedical Integrative Biolo 4.49 4.53 5.00 4.59 4.60 4.60 4.65

Sciences - SBB g &Y ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Administration and Public Policy 3.73 4.02 3.81 412 3.98 411 3.92

Social Sciences - SS Comunicare, Relatii Publice si 4.9 475 417 4.80 5.00 5.00 4.66

Publicitate
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Didactics. Tradition, Development, 458 4.75 5.00 4.85 475 5.00 4.80
Innovation
Education, Reflection, 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Development
Law 4.64 4.74 4.63 4.68 4.80 4.90 4.67
Evidence-based Assessment and 4.07 3.96 3.75 4.36 4.83 4.14 4.04
Psychological Interventions
Applied Cognitive Psychology 3.53 3.93 4.00 413 3.85 4.38 3.90
Economics and Business 4.20 4.43 4.28 412 4.5 414 4.26
Administration
Sociology 3.29 3.65 4.04 3.07 3.07 3.63 3.51
Political and Communication 4.10 4.36 4.14 4.38 4.29 4.29 4.24
Sciences

Average / dimension 4.12 4.49 4.35 4.28 4.31 4.23 4.31

Note: Cells marked with - mean missing data.
Cells marked yellow have averages of less than 2.5 per item.
Cells marked green have averages higher than 4.5 per item.

Table 9. Averages for the Doctoral Schools attended by first-year doctoral students, by dimensions and fundamental fields of science

p1- t.he D2 - mentorship D3 - resesarch D4 - . International General Average Average/
N learning relationshi roject progress CLELEL Experience Assessment D1-D4 DFS
environment P proj prog activities P -Q24
zgé’éts Science and Physical Education - 5.0 4.75 5.00 4.50 5.00 5.00 4.81 4.75
Humanities and Arts - SUA 34 3.42 4.40 3.38 3.75 3.47 4.08 3.74 3.41
Engineering Sciences - Sl 11 4.88 4.85 4.86 4.84 4.86 4.83 4.86 4.87
Social Sciences - SS 18 3.94 4.20 4.19 4.04 4.16 4.46 4.09 4.12
Biological and Biomedical Sciences - SBB - 4.25 4.00 5.00 4.22 4.75 4.60 4.37 4.38
mg&hemat'cs and Natural Sciences - 15 3.42 4.40 3.38 3.75 3.47 4.08 3.74 3.41
Average / dimension 81 4.26 4.44 4.42 4.22 4.39 4.53 4.34 4.30

Note: Cells marked with - mean very small number of respondents (5 or less).
Cells marked green have averages higher than 4.5 per item.
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Table 10. Averages scores for the Doctoral Schools attended by second-year and advanced doctoral students, by dimensions and fundamental fields of science

D1 - the D2 - D3 - resesarch D4 - . General
. . . . International Average  Average/
Nr. learning mentorship project alternative . Assessment
. . . .. Experience D1-D4 DFS
environment relationship progress activities -Q24

Sports Science and Physical Education - i 500 500 500 4.79
SSEF
Humanities and Arts - SUA 101 3.96 4.44 4.53 4.21 4.20
Engineering Sciences - S 13 4.81 4.83 4.79 4.86 4.88 4.83 4.82 4.85
Social Sciences - SS 65 4.18 4.29 4.10 4.37 4.44 4.46 4.23
Biological and Biomedical Sciences - SBB - 4.64 4.71 5.00 4.77 4.50 4.60 4.78 4.67
Mathematics and Natural Sciences - MSN 19 3.95 4.81 4,51 4.25 4.17 4.08 4.38
Average / dimension 202 4.09 4.50 4.29 4.43 4.43 4.33 4.32 4.31

Note: Cells marked with '-' mean very small number of respondents (5 or less).
Cells marked green have averages higher than 4.5 per item.
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