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Learning outcomes The main objetive of Research Design I and II is to follow and support the PhD 

students in designing their PhD research project. 

 

In  Research Design I the aim is that the students: 

- Define the central issues of their research and their intellectual relevance  

- Demonstrate the feasibility and innovative features of their research. 

- Establish the conceptual framework, problems, questions and working 

hypotheses. 

- Identify the main literature in their field of research and the sources upon 

which the research is based. 

- Write a State of the Art of the respective topic of investigation. 

Syllabus 1. Criteria for defining the research topic 

2. Designing a research project. Objectives, novelty and feasibility 

3. The definition of the problem and the conceptual framework. How to 

define research questions and hypotheses. 

4. Literature review. Who to quote, what to quote and how to quote. 

Epistemic communities of historiographic debate. 

5. Potential of interdisciplinarity. 

6. Criteria for the identification and delimitation of the documentary sources. 
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(complementary) 

Each doctoral student is given theoretical or historiographical readings related to 

the specific needs of his/her PhD project in response to specific requests. 

Evaluation Criteria Organized in a seminar format, the lectures will be essentially practical, aimed at 

exploring and discussing, among doctoral students and professors regarding: the 

topic/themes, the documentary corpus, the methodologies and problems, in order to 

know, follow-up and support doctoral students in their individual research itinerary. 

 

The evaluation is continuous, requires a minimum of 75% attendance (9 sessions), 

and is based on three main components that add up in the final grade: 

A) Active participation in debates and discussions, including an oral presentation 

of the first version of the literature review and the documentary corpus (30% of the 

final grade) 

B) Initial report justifying the selection of the research topic with a review of the  

literature on the research topic (between 3500 and 5000 words); 
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C) Initial report demonstrating the feasibility of the research proposal by 

characterising  the documentary corpus (between 3500 and 5000 words); 

D) Submitting a State of the Art; (weight of the written work - B, C and D - will be 

70% of the final grade) be previously validated by the seminar coordinates and the 

presence confirmed by the presentation of proof of attendance. The final evaluation 

consists of two texts, each with 1200 words, on themes or works of two of the 

conferences attended and the critical analysis of what they added to the reflection on 

the PhD’ subject. They should be delivered during the semester, on dates to be fixed, 

and presented orally, in sessions organized for this purpose. 

 

 

 

 

Contact hours Seminars = 24 H + Tutorials = 6 H  

Total = 30 H 

 

 

 


