
 

 

 

 

SUPPORT GUIDE FOR THE 

PRODUCTION OF THE VERIFICATION 

REPORT FOR OFFICIAL DOCTORAL 

PROGRAMMES  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Version 03 - June 2017 

Approved by the Evaluation and Accreditation Technical Committee on 22/06/2017 

 

 



 
 

Page 2 of 44 
 

 

REGISTRY 

Versions control  

Description Responsible Date Version 

Initial version Area of University 

Evaluation and 

Accreditation 

27/03/2012 V01 

1) Graph of the procedure for the verification of doctoral 

programmes – added. 

2) Details about the essential information that the university 

must submit in the report about each line of research – 

amended. 

3) Information about the Quality Assurance System – amended. 

4) Information about the criterion “Results and expectations” – 

amended. 

Area of University 

Evaluation and 

Accreditation 

09/11/2012 V02 

Adaptation of the guide to the current legislation (RD 99/2011). Area of University 

Evaluation and 

Accreditation 

22/06/2017 V03 

 

Document produced with information from: 

1. Royal Decree 99/2011, 28th of January, which regulates the official doctoral programmes 

(established on the 3
rd

 of June of 2016). 

2. Document “Protocol for the evaluation of the verification process in the official doctoral 

education” (REACU, 12/12/2011). 

3. Standards and criteria for the Quality Assurance in the Higher Education Area (2015). 

4. Document “Procedure for the evaluation of the verification process in official doctoral 

education” (V.01.31/10/12).  

5. Revised and modified version of the document “Support guide for the production of the 

verification report for official doctoral programmes”. (V2. 09/11/2012). 



 
 

Page 3 of 44 
 

 

 

Introduction 4 

Evaluation committee 8 

Criterion I. Description of the doctoral programme 9 

Criterion II. Competences (see annexe I. Competences) 14 

Criterion III. Admission and access of doctoral students 16 

Criterion IV. Academic activities 20 

Criterion V.  Programme organisation 23 

Criterion VI. Human resources 26 

Criterion VII. Material resources and support available for doctoral students 30 

Criterion VIII. Follow-up, improvement and results of the doctoral programme 32 

 

ANNEXE I. Evaluation questionnaire 

 

38 

ANNEXE II. Competences to be acquired by the doctoral student according to 

Royal Decree 99/2011, 28th of January, which regulates the official doctoral 

education 

43 

References 44 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Page 4 of 44 
 

 

 

Introduction 

Royal Decree 99/2011, 28
th

 of January, which regulates the official doctoral teaching system, establishes 

the legislation framework for the new structure of doctoral studies. There is an adaptation to the 

guidelines of the Higher Education European Area and the recommendations from the new regulations 

established in Lisbon, and also the launching of the European Research Area (ERA) and the objectives 

established in the Green Book of 2007. 

From a European point of view, after the 2003 Berlin Communiqué and up to the latest communiqué in 

Leuven in 2009, the European Ministers responsible for the Higher Education have advanced in the 

development of the essential aspects of doctoral programmes in the Higher Education European Area 

(HEEA) and ERA. Moreover, a number of recommendations for the correct progression of the doctoral 

programmes have been established by the European University Association (EUA) in different meetings 

and workshops. 

In the Berlin Communiqué (2003), the role of doctoral programmes regarding the HEEA and ERA was 

addressed. The doctoral programme was established as a post-graduate degree in the pilot project 

“Doctoral Programmes for the European Knowledge Society” and was promoted by the EUA. This was 

the base of the Communiqué in the conference of Bergen (2005), where the doctoral programme was 

definitely established as a post-graduate degree in European education, and is set apart from the 

master’s degree. In this Communiqué, the European Ministers responsible for the Higher Education 

highlighted the importance of university higher education for the improvement of R+D+I, and the 

importance of research as an addendum to the academic role of the university teaching staff; all this in 

order to improve the economic and cultural development of our society, as well as claiming its role as an 

element of social cohesion. The main factor in the development of doctoral training is the advancement 

of scientific knowledge through “original research”. Additionally, the registered post-graduate students 

were considered trainee researchers, which was connected to the study of the doctoral training, 

research careers and transmission of knowledge to society, in the Bologna Process. Another important 

event was the Salzburg seminar (2005), where ten recommendations or common principles for the 

future development of the doctoral programmes in different countries were established. 

The rights of doctoral students as trainee researchers are gathered in the European Charter for 

Researchers and the Code of Conduct for the Recruitment of Researchers, in March of 2005. These were 

widely accepted by European universities. 
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Spain, as an active member of any process that leads to the creation and development of the European 

Area of Knowledge, implemented the legislative amendments that enabled the establishment of an 

academic offer consistent with the principles of the HEEA. Similarly, there has been a development in 

the regulation of the position of trainee researchers, through the Trainee Research Staff Statute, 

approved by Royal Decree 63/2006, 27
th

 of January.  

Royal Decree 1393/2007, 29
th

 of October, which establishes the mandate of the official studies in Spain, 

states that the study plans leading to the obtainment of official university certificates must be verified 

by the University Councils authorized by the relevant Autonomous Community. The organizations 

responsible for evaluating the study plans are selected by each Autonomous Community, in accordance 

with the current legislation and meeting the criteria established by the European Committee
1. 

The 

certificates obtained through these programmes must be registered in the Registry of Universities, 

University Facilities and Degrees (RUUFD), as established in the RD 1509/2008, 12
th

 of September. 

According to the Royal Decree mentioned above, the Andalusian Agency of Knowledge (AAC), along with 

the corresponding evaluation agencies, produced an evaluation protocol for the verification of official 

doctoral degrees, which can be read on the agency website (http://deva.aac.es/). Moreover, in order to 

facilitate the universities’ work on designing the study plans, the AAC developed this support guide for 

the production of the verification report for the official doctoral programmes, which was produced in 

accordance with the Royal Decree 1393/2007, 29
th

 of October, Royal Decree 11/2011, 28
th

 of January 

and the protocol for the evaluation of the verification process of REACU (12/12/2011). This guide was 

also produced in accordance with the computer tool provided by the Ministry of Education for 

universities, which enables the submission of information about the verification report of the doctoral 

programmes and their possible modifications. 

The indicators shown in this document are established for official university doctorate degrees. 

The aim of this guide is to lead the universities through the production of new official academic 

programmes, and submission of all the required information through the computer platform for the 

verification of official university degrees
3
, moreover; this guide aims to favour the addition of aspects 

that improve official degrees, facilitate their evaluation, and enable their adequate development. 

Additionally, in order to facilitate the evaluators’ work, the different aspects to be evaluated from the 

university’s submission for the verification of the official doctoral degrees have been included in each 

section of the guide.  

The evaluation of each aspect will be conducted according to an established scale that the evaluators 

will use to justify their grades. The evaluation scale will have different grades: “satisfactory”, “sufficient 

but improvable”, “insufficient” and “does not proceed”. 
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In general, respect and promotion of the fundamental human rights and equality assurance, as well as 

democratic values and a culture of peace must be kept in mind. The study plans must take into 

consideration that any professional activity must be conducted: 

 Respecting the fundamental rights of equality between men and women, including, when 

appropriate, lessons related to this in the study plans. 

 Respecting and promoting human rights and the principles of universal accessibility and design 

for everyone. When appropriate, lessons related to these rights and principles must be 

included in the study plans. 

 Consistent with a culture of peace and democratic values including, when appropriate, lessons 

related to this in the study plans. 

For each criterion in this guide, an introduction, guidelines for the correct fulfilment, and a section for 

the essential aspects considered by the members of the evaluation committee, are included. 

1
http://www.idi.mineco.gob.es/stfls/MICINN/Investigacion/FICHEROS/carta_castellano.pdf. European Charter for 

Researchers and the Code of Conduct for the Recruitment of Researchers. 
2
 By passing an external evaluation that allows them to be rightful members of the European Association for the 

Quality Assurance of the Higher Education (EAQAH). They also must be registered in the European Quality 
Assurance Registry (EQAR). 
3
https://srv.aneca.es/verifica/cargarLogin.do 

 
 
 

Procedure 
 
The procedure for the verification of doctoral programmes is listed below: 

 The university must submit their proposals and include information about the doctoral 

programmes through the computer platform that the Ministry of Education has created for this 

process: https://srv.aneca.es/verifica/cargarLogin.do 

 

It is recommended that the university submit all the doctoral programmes from the same field 

together and at the same time, so the committee can contextualise, justify and associate them 

to the research strategy and doctoral activity of the university, as well as evaluate the human 

resources, as established in Royal Decree 99/2011. 

 

 Once the application is received at the university council, the submitted information will be 

studied, should any problem arise there will be ten calendar days to address it. After this, the 

university council will send the application to the AAC for evaluation. 

The evaluation will be conducted by the evaluation committees, appointed by the AAC, and will 

follow the guidelines proposed by this support guide. The committees will issue a favourable 

http://www.idi.mineco.gob.es/stfls/MICINN/Investigacion/FICHEROS/carta_castellano.pdf
https://srv.aneca.es/verifica/cargarLogin.do
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report, with recommendations or aspects that necessarily need to be fixed or modified, that 

will be sent to the universities. 

 

 If a report with recommendations or aspects to be modified is received, the universities will 

have twenty days for claims upon the report reception. Claims can be made through the 

established procedure in the Ministry’s computer platform. 

 

 The evaluation committee will consider claims sent by the university and will issue a final 

evaluation report that can be favourable or unfavourable for the verification of the doctoral 

programme. The AAC will send the report to the university, the Ministry of Education and the 

university council. 

 Once the final report is received, the university council must issue the report with the final 

decision about the verification of the doctoral programme. The decision must be 

communicated within six days from the moment the verification application was received by 

the university council. If there is no communication of the decision after this deadline, the 

application may be dismissed. 

 

The university can claim against this decision at the University Council Presidency, within a 

month of receiving the decision. If accepted, this claim will be sent by the university council to 

the AAC for its consideration, for a maximum period of three months. This claim will be 

evaluated by the Claims Committee of the AAC
4
, who will issue a report to the university 

council. 

 

The consideration of this claim will be exclusively based on the initial application for the 

verification of the doctoral programme, submitted by the university and on all the 

documentation sent with it. No additional information will be considered, except for notes and 

explanations about the already submitted information. 

 

 Once the report with the decision is received, the university council will issue the final decision 

in a maximum of two months, finalising the administrative procedure. The lack of a final 

decision after this deadline may cause the dismissal of the application. The decision will be 

communicated to the university, the Autonomous community and the Ministry of Education. 
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4 The Claims Committee does not work exclusively on this procedure, since its role is to 

consider all the claims from evaluation processes conducted by the AAC. 

 

This guide contains eight criteria that must be evaluated, each criterion includes: 

- Guidelines established by Royal Decree 99/2011, in the annexe I and II. 

- Information about what must be included in each section for the production of the 

application and, when appropriate, how to submit it via the Ministry’s computer 

platform. 

- A table with the aspects to be evaluated by the committees. These aspects can be 

used as a guide by those responsible for the production of the doctoral programme’s 

application when preparing the information for each criterion. Also, the evaluation 

committee will use this information sent by the universities as a guide to justify their 

evaluation. 

 

Evaluation committee 

DEVA has evaluators with different profiles that compose the doctoral committee; they 

conduct the evaluation for the verification of the doctoral degrees in Andalusia. The 
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composition, selection, appointment and functions of this committee will be established in the 

documents “Selection and appointment of evaluators” and “Evaluation Programmes: 

Procedures and Functions” at DEVA. 

 

Criterion I. Description of the doctoral programme 

 

 

The name of the official doctoral programme must be consistent with its content, field, 

proposed lines of research, other programme names in a national and international context 

and it should not cause confusion about its academic level. The circumstances that justify the 

proposed doctoral programme and its context (social, scientific, etc.) must be described. 

The proposed programme must include a description of the collaborations (regulated or with 

an agreement) with other universities, organisations and national and international 

institutions. 

These aspects will be considered in the evaluation of the different sections of the doctoral 

programme’s proposal. 

1.1. Basic details 

 

Doctoral programme’s name 

 

The name of the doctoral programme must be consistent with the proposed lines of research5 

and should not cause confusion about its academic level. 

The programme’s name must be: Doctoral programme in N at U University, where N is the 

short name of the programme, which must be consistent with its field and discipline, and U is 

the name of the university responsible for the programme. 

_________ 

[1] Description of the doctoral programme, which contains the basic details: name, participating and collaborating institutions 

(at least one coordinating university), whether the programme is taught at a doctoral school, any networks or international 

agreements, etc. 

 

Aspects to be evaluated: 

 

 Whether the doctoral programme’s name is consistent with the proposed lines of research. 

 The participation of other institutions in the programme. 

 Whether the programme is involved in the R+D+I strategy at the university or other institutions. This aspect must be 

stated in the registration with the doctoral school, whether this doctoral school belongs to the same university, 

different universities or is the result of a collaboration among different organisations and institutions. 

 The existence of networks or international agreements. 
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5 
The lines of research must be included in section 6. Human resources. 

 

The name of the doctoral certificate must be, according to Royal Decree 99/2011 (first article. 

Amendment of the Royal Decree 1393/2007, 29th of October): 

Doctor by U University, where U is the name of the university that issues the certificate. The 

certificate must include information about the finished doctoral programme, according to 

Royal Decree 1002/2010, 5th of August, which establishes the legislation for the granting of 

official university degrees. 

The special mention “international doctor” can appear on the front page of the doctor 

certificate when the established requirements in the legislation are met. 

The name of the doctoral programme must be in Spanish. If the degree was imparted in a 

different language, a translation to Spanish must be included. 

The codes ISCED1 and ISCED2 must be included: these codes are used to identify the field in 

which a specific degree is included. Information about these codes can be found in: 

http://www.uis.unesco.org/Education/Pages/default.aspx 

Joint programmes 
 

If more than one university has designed, organised and teaches a doctoral programme in a joint 

manner, only one joint application for the verification must be submitted. The signed agreement by all 

the participating universities must be submitted along with the rest of documentation. 

In the agreement, the information below must be included: 

- The universities responsible for the custody of the doctoral students’ academic record and for 

the certificate expedition, and registration procedure. 

- Procedure for the modification or termination of the programme. 

- The role of each participating university in the consortium. 

The agreement and the coordination procedures for teaching activities, mobility plans and quality 

assurance system adopted by the programme must be described. This could be from one of the 

universities or specifically designed for the verification process. 

If there are collaborations with foreign universities
6
, the agreements must be submitted, along with a 

certificate (issued by the competent authority or accrediting entity) that states that the universities are 

official or accredited. The Spanish university must keep custody of the academic record of the students 

that receive a certificate. 

http://www.uis.unesco.org/Education/Pages/default.aspx
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___________________ 

6
If the foreign university is not listed in the accreditation organisation’s system, a request must be sent to the 

section “In relation to the information in the computer platform at RUCT” so the university is included in the 

Ministry of Education. The “Guide for filling in the application for verification of official doctoral programmes”, in 

the computer platform, can be checked. 

Additionally, if there is a joint doctoral programme with a foreign university, the recommendations from 

the European University Association (http://www.eua.be/) and the European Consortium for 

Accreditation (http://www.ecaconsortium.net) which contains information about joint doctoral 

programmes, can be checked. 

The university that applies for the doctoral programme will be responsible for requesting the possible 

modifications resulting from the programmes implementation; it is also responsible for producing and 

submitting information for the doctoral programmes follow-up process. 

 

1.2. Applying university, coordinating university facility and university facilities 

responsible for the teaching process, departments or institutes. 
 

New registration offered places 
 

Once the applying university is identified, the university facility (or facilities) where the programme will 

be taught must be selected. For each university facility, the information listed below must be submitted: 

- An estimation of the maximum number of places for new registration that will be offered 

during the first years of the programme’s implementation. 

If there are part-time or full-time places offered, the total number of them must be stated, 

indicating the number of each type of offered place in the section “context” or “circumstances 

around the doctoral programme”. 

The doctoral schools are the university facilities that can offer doctoral programmes, since they are 

regulated by the article 9 of Royal Decree 99/2011. These university facilities, like the rest, must be 

registered in RUCT. The doctoral schools can me formed by one university of by an association of 

universities, organisations, institutions or entities with R+D+I activity, whether they are public or private, 

state-wide or foreign. 

The number of places offered must be established considering whether the available human and 

material resources for the doctoral programme are enough and adequate. This will be even more 

important for the newly launched programmes. 
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Justification 

 

The doctoral programme’s proposal must be justified in context, tradition and degrees offered at the 

applying university. 

Evidence that shows academic, scientific or professional interest and relevance must be submitted. 

 The university’s experience offering similar degrees in previous academic courses: whether 

the proposal is for a doctoral degree with a mention of quality or mention of excellence . 

 Expectations for the degree’s demand: referring to data and studies about the potential 

demand of the doctoral programme and its interest to society. 

 Proposal’s relation to the scientific/professional sector R+D+I situation: research teams, 

projects, etc. 

 Short text about the proposed doctoral programme’s suitability to external national and 

international landmarks that endorse the proposal: The university must submit a comparative 

study with other national and foreign doctoral programmes with similar features as an 

endorsement. Inquiries to researchers and external teachers, other research organisations or 

reference documents can be shown. 

 Whether the doctoral programme is embedded in a doctoral school or network: The report 

must have a section about: 

o The R+D+I strategy of the university or involved organisations. 

o Field of knowledge and offered university degrees. 

o Academic and research human resources that show evidence of critical mass in the 

knowledge field. 

o Administration and human resources and services that evidence an adequate 

management of the programmes. 

A link to the website must be provided in order to evaluate: 

- The direction committee, their role in the organization and management and composition 

(school director, the doctoral programmes coordinators and the representative collaborating 

entities). 

- The internal legislation that establishes, among others, the rights and duties of the doctoral 

students, according to Royal Decree 1791/2010, 30
th

 of December, which approves the statute 

for university students, thesis supervisors and directors, and the composition and functions of 

the programmes’ academic committees. 
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- The code of good practice adopted by the school, which must be underwritten by the involved 

staff. 

The provided information in this section will be considered during the evaluation of the section 

“Collaborators”. 

Part-time or full-time doctoral students: As stated in the previous section, the total number of offered 

places for new registration and the offered places for part-time and full-time students must be specified. 

The relevance of the acquisition of the proposed competences in the doctoral programme must be 

justified. 

 

Collaborations 
 

The collaborations of the doctoral programme with other universities or national and international 

organisations must be indicated. Any regulated collaboration with an agreement, which must be 

included in the computer platform in PDF format, as well as collaborations conducted by the doctoral 

programme, must be indicated. 

The doctoral programme’s collaborations that are not regulated through a signed agreement, must have 

a direct relation to the doctoral programme. They must be specified in the section “Other 

collaborations”. 

- The objective of the collaboration. 

- The depth of the collaboration. 

- Participating universities or entities and their nature. 

- Other data of interest for the evaluation process. 

If the doctoral programme collaborates with other universities or national and international 

organisations, there will be an evaluation of them if: 

 The collaborations are considered necessary, adequate and sufficient for the development of 

the programme. 

 The involvement of the doctoral programme in a network or international agreement is 

adequately justified. 

 The doctoral programme shows the adequate level of internationalization in relation to its field 

and context. 

 Whether the doctoral programme’s integration in a doctoral school is adequately justified. 

 The doctoral programme is involved in the university or other organisations’ R+D+I strategy. 
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If the doctoral programme has no collaborations with other universities or national and international 

organisations, this situation must be justified in relation to the programme’s progression. 

 

Criterion II. Competences (see Annexe I. Competences) 

 

In this section, whether the competences to be acquired by the doctoral students meet the 

requirements to obtain the certificate of doctor and the qualifications established in the Higher 

Education European Area (Level 4 MECES)
7
 will be evaluated. The competences must be evaluable and 

consistent with the doctoral degree’s level. 

In this section, a description of the competences to be acquired by the doctoral students during their 

training to obtain the certificate of doctor must be included. They must be written in a clear and precise 

manner, so that they can be evaluated and their acquisition by all the doctoral students is assured. 

Competence is understood as “acquired or developed knowledge, skills and attitude through 

coordinated academic experiences, which have the aim of achieving functional knowledge that helps to 

solve every day and professional problems that may require a teaching-learning process”. 

All the designed plans for the training process of the doctoral students as researchers
8
 must result in the 

acquisition of the different proposed competences in the verification programme. This must be stated in 

a flexible and dynamic organisation timeline that matches the features of the current doctoral 

programmes; also, how these competences are going to be achieved and evaluated must be specified. 

The aim of the degree must be to lead the doctoral students through the acquisition of attitudes, skills 

and knowledge related to a quality piece of scientific research. 

Basic or general competences, common to all the doctoral certificates, are essential and must 

be achieved by all the doctoral students. 

Personal skills and abilities, focused on different professional fields, especially those that 

require creativity and innovation. They are common to all the doctoral degrees and must be 

achieved by all the students. 

_________________ 

[2] Competences. Description of the competences to be acquired by the students at the end of the doctoral programme: 

 

To be evaluated: 

 

 Whether the competences to be acquired by the doctoral students are evaluable and assure, at least, the basic 

competences established in article 5 of this Royal Decree, or whether the competences are consistent with the 

doctorate’s level. 
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7 
Royal Decree 1027/2011, 15

th
 of July, which establishes the Spanish Framework for Qualifications in the Higher 

Education. 

8 
Any academic activity must be detailed in section 4: Academic Activities. 

 

In both sections of competences, the computer platform will automatically visualise the basic 

competences that the doctoral programmes must guarantee (included in parts 1 and 2 of article 5 of 

Royal Decree 99/2011, 28
th

 of January, respectively). 

Additional competences can be included in the section “Other competences”. Typical competences from 

a specific field and focused on acquiring the specific profile of a post-graduate student can be included 

in this section. These competences must be circumscribed to academic aspects and knowledge fields 

related to the degree. 

The competences must be defined considering the fundamental rights of equality and opportunity for 

men and women
9
, the universal opportunity and accessibility equality for people with disabilities

10
 and 

the values that rule a culture of peace and democratic values. 

If, in addition to the previous competences, there are more competences to be included, the list of 

competences to be achieved (competences profile) must be completed considering that: 

 They must contain an active verb that identifies an action that generates a visual and evaluable 

result. Therefore, it is advised to refrain from using verbs such as know, understand, use, 

describe, identify, recognise, classify, compare, evaluate, assess, formulate, argue, calculate, 

plan, etc. when defining a competence. 

 They must include a description of the plans and context on which they are based. The 

competence must be related to the field in which its acquisition is essential. 

An extensive list of competences or a structured proposal of competences must be avoided, since the 

aim of this list is to guide the doctoral students through the competences to be acquired during their 

degree. 

 

 

 

 

________________ 
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9 
According to Law 3/2007, 22

nd
 of March, for the effective equality for men and women. 

10
 These principles are gathered in Law 51/2003, 2

nd
 of December, about the equality of opportunities, no 

discrimination and universal accessibility for people with disabilities. 
11

 According Law 27/2005, 30
th

 of November, for the promotion of education and peace culture. 

 

Criterion III. Admission and access of doctoral students 

 

 

 

The doctoral programme must have a system for access and admission that regulates and informs, in a 

clear manner, the doctoral students, of the different procedures to access the programme and the 

admission criteria. The information about the doctoral programme must be public, accessible and 

available for the doctoral students before registration. If appropriate, the doctoral programme will have 

specific complementary activities that match the doctoral students’ profile and the scientific field of the 

proposed doctoral programme. 

Systems to provide information before registration 

 

The procedures to guide and welcome the new doctoral students in order to facilitate their entry in the 

doctoral programme must be identified. Information about the procedures for welcoming and guidance 

must be explained so that future students can plan their access and training process. The procedures 

listed below must be included: 

 The diffusion channels that will be used to inform the future doctoral students of the 

programme and the access and admission processes. 

 The action plans to be taken and the organisations responsible for them. 

[3] Doctoral students’ access and admission. 

 Procedures and requirements for the students’ access and admission, also systems to make this information accessible to 

the students before registration. 

 Admission systems and procedures adapted to the students with special academic needs as a result of a disability. 

 Description of the specific complementary activities adapted to the different students’ profiles, if appropriate. 

 If the doctoral programme comes from an existing programme, number of admitted students in the previous five years 

must be specified, identifying those from other countries. If it is a new programme, the expected number of registrations 

and foreign students must be stated. 

 

To be evaluated: 

 Clarity and adequacy of the procedures for the students’ admission and selection. 

 Adaptation of the specific complementary activities to the different student profiles, if appropriate. 

 Number of students (national and foreign) registered on the doctoral programme in the previous five years or 

expectations for future intake. 
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 The recommended profile of the registered student that will be public before the start of the 

academic course. There will be a description of the adequate skills, previous knowledge, types 

of degrees, languages used and the level required in the programme. 

 

 

Access requirements and admission criteria 

 

The access conditions and admission criteria for doctoral students are established in articles 6 and 7 

respectively of Royal Decree 99/2011, 28
th

 of January, which regulates the official doctoral education 

systems. 

Requirements for the access to a doctoral degree. 

To access an official doctoral programme, it is necessary to have a certificate of an official Spanish 

bachelor’s degree, or equivalent, and master’s degree. 

Therefore, the requirements to access a programme are listed below: 

a) To have a certificate of an official Spanish (or from another country in the Higher Education 

European Area) bachelor’s degree that enables the access to a master’s degree, according to 

article 16 of Royal Decree 1393/ 2007, 29
th

 of October; as well as having achieved a minimum 

of 300 ECTS credits in total, obtained through official studies, at least 60 of those credits must 

be from a master’s degree. 

b) To have a certificate of an official Spanish bachelor’s degree with at least 300 ECTS credits, 

according to the community law legislation. These graduates must take the complementary 

courses established in article 7.2, unless the study plan of the bachelor’s degree had credits for 

research training equivalent to the research credits from the master’s degree. 

c) The bachelor graduates that have obtained a place on an official degree in a Health Science 

speciality and have obtained a positive evaluation for at least two years in the programme. 

d) To have a degree obtained in a foreign system, not validated, if the university verifies that the 

degree has an academic level consistent with the official Spanish master’s degree, it also must 

enable the students in that country the access to a doctoral programme. The student’s 

admission does not entail the validation of the previously mentioned certificate or its validity 

for any other processes other than the admission to the doctoral programme. 

e) To have a certificate of a Spanish doctoral degree obtained during previous university 

legislations. 
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f) To have an official university certificate obtaining grade 3 in the Spanish Qualifications 

Framework in the Higher Education, according to the established procedure in Royal Decree 

967/1014, 21
st

 of November, which establishes the requirements and procedure for the 

validation of academic degrees to an official university level, as well as the validation of foreign 

Higher Education degrees, and the process to determine their correspondence to the levels in 

the Spanish Qualifications Framework in the Higher Education for the official degrees of 

Architecture, Engineer, old Spanish 5 year degrees, Technical Architect, Technical Engineer and 

old Spanish 3 year degrees. 

Universities, through the academic committees, can establish additional requirements and criteria for 

the doctoral students’ selection and admission to a specific doctoral programme. These requirements 

and criteria must be public, clear, and must be consistent with the legislation, as well as guarantee the 

achievement of the correct academic profile. The organisation responsible for the admission process 

and its composition must be indicated. In addition, the criteria for the accomplishments’ evaluation and 

the specific admission tests used in the selection system, established in the doctoral programme. 

The admission systems and procedures established by the universities must include, for doctoral 

students with special academic needs as a result of a disability, adequate support and assessment 

services, which will evaluate the need for curricular adaptations, different timetables or study plans. 

The admission to doctoral programmes may involve the obligation to take specific complementary 

activities. If the doctoral programme considers imparting specific complementary activities, the profile 

of the students that, according to their previous qualifications, must take them and the students that 

are exempt, must be stated. 

Part-time doctoral students 

If the programme considers the possibility of accepting part-time doctoral students, the admission 

criteria and procedures for the students to change modality must be indicated.  

The university’s academic legislation (about registration, evaluation, etc.) must include information 

about part-time registration processes. 

- Rules for students: Each university must provide a link to the website where the rules for 

doctoral students are included. The definition of part-time and full-time doctoral students must 

be included. These rules must be in effect and adapted to the current legislation, and the level 

of documented competences required by the European Common Framework for Languages, 

must be indicated. 

- Language/s used during the academic course: The language/s used during the academic 

course must be indicated. 
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Registered students 

 

Whether the doctoral programme is the result of the transformation or junction of other doctoral 

programmes regulated by Royal Decree 56/ 2006 or Royal Decree 1393/ 2007, must be indicated in this 

section. 

The doctoral programme must have a critical mass of students that ensures the continuity and the 

satisfactory use of available resources. 

If the doctoral programme is completely new and is not the result of the transformation or junction of 

other doctoral programmes, the expected total number of doctoral students that will register during the 

first academic course and the total number of doctoral students registered from other countries must 

be specified. 

If the doctoral programme is the result of an existing one, the programme it comes from must be 

selected in the computer platform. Additionally, if it is taught at different universities, each of the 

participating universities must be indicated. The total number of admitted students during the last five 

years and the total number of doctoral students from other countries must also be indicated. 

Complementary academic activities 

 

The complementary academic activities must be adequate, adjusted to the registration profile of 

doctoral students and the scientific field of the programme. The addition of complementary academic 

activities must be consistent with the admission criteria. 

The doctoral programmes may include specific complementary academic activities that must be 

included in the programme or set outside of it. The profile of the students that must take these 

complementary activities must be described in the section “Systems for information before registration” 

of the report. 
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The complementary academic activities will be organised in different profiles that have been previously 

defined. Information about their content, learning results, academic activities and evaluation systems 

will be included. 

The complementary academic activities must be connected to research credits. They must be 

mandatory for the doctoral students that access the programme after completing a degree with 300 

ECTS or more that does not include research credits in its study plan. The doctoral programmes must 

refrain from including complementary activities for the rest of the doctoral students, since these 

activities fit with the rest of the academic activities of the programme. 

If the doctoral programme considers taking the complementary academic activities as a requirement or 

criteria, their design, features (doctoral students they are focused on, credits or equivalence to working 

hours, academic activities, operational planning, supervision, etc.) must be specified. In any case, the 

academic complementary activities must be adequate and consistent with the registered students’ 

profile, scientific field and the programme’s objectives. 

 

Criterion IV. Academic activities 

 

The academic activities included in a doctoral programme (seminars, courses, workshops, sessions for 

doctoral students, national and international conferences, etc.) must be coherent and complementary 

to the production of the thesis dissertation, therefore they must have the necessary flexibility and 

dynamism in their organisation. This programme proposal must meet the needs of the different 

academic and access profiles, considering the doctoral students’ dedication in a specific period of time. 

The university must describe all the academic activities included in the doctoral programme. Firstly, the 

classification and content of the activity must be described: 

 Theoretical and scientific activities. 

 Methodological activities (scientific method, experimental procedures, statistics, qualitative 

analysis, etc.). 

[4] Academic activities. 

- Details of the common, and programme’s specific academic activities. 

- Strategic planning for the activities. 

- Control procedures. 

- Mobility procedures and criteria. 

 To be evaluated: 

 The organisation of the training provided to the doctoral students, especially about disciplinary and methodology 

knowledge (seminars, courses, workshops, etc.) common competences, academic experiences (sessions for doctoral 

students, national and international conferences, etc.) and their planning through the programme’s progression. 
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 Applied, practical, technological and procedural activities. 

Additionally, information about the teaching methodology and the duration in hours of the activity must 

be included. An estimation of the number of hours is necessary for the evaluation in terms of 

verification. The academic activities must be organised according to their chronological appearance in 

the progression of the doctoral programme. 

The academic activities must highlight that the disciplinary aspects involved in the training process and 

competence development are adequate; therefore, the design of these activities, along with the 

research activities specific from the doctoral programme, must enable the acquisition of the 

competences described in the academic profile. Moreover, all the activities must contain the updated 

disciplinary content that meets international standards. 

The doctoral programmes must include organisational aspects of the research training that will not 

require the structure of the ECTS credits and must contain common and specific contents from the 

programme. The basic details that must be included about each academic activity for the proposed 

doctoral training are listed below: 

Name of the academic activity. The name of the academic activity must be associated to a list to enable 

an easy identification. 

Duration. The number of hours assigned to the academic activity must be indicated, including the 

student’s dedication. 

Details and planning of the academic activity. How the common and specific academic activities in the 

doctoral programme are coherent and feasible (considering the doctoral student’s dedication) must be 

justified. They must guarantee the acquisition of the doctoral programme’s competences. 

A short description of the classification and updated contents of the proposed academic activities must 

be provided: 

- Theoretical and scientific activities. 

- Methodological activities (scientific method, experimental procedures, statistics, qualitative 

analysis, etc.). 

- Applied, practical, technological and procedural activities. 

The chronological planning through the training process of the doctoral student as a researcher must be 

included. Also, the chronological planning and the sequence of academic activities must allow students 

to meet academic objectives. This planning must consider both part-time and the full-time student in 

their acquisition of the expected competences. 
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The learning results that the doctoral student will acquire with the academic activities must be specified. 

The language/s, in which the activities will be taught, indicating the level of documented competence 

required in the Common European Framework of Languages, also must be specified. 

Other relevant information. 

Control procedures. The procedure for the control of the proposed academic activities must be detailed. 

Royal Decree 99/1011 establishes that all the academic activities must be gathered in the activity 

document of the doctoral student, this is the individual register for the control of these activities. The 

document must be appropriately stored, regularly checked by the thesis supervisor and director and 

evaluated by the academic committee responsible for the doctoral programme. An evaluation must be 

conducted every year. 

Mobility plans. The mobility plans must have adequate procedures for planning, follow-up and 

evaluation, and must be consistent with the programme’s objectives and planning. 

The mobility procedures and criteria that will be conducted in the doctoral programme, as well as their 

organisation in order to assure that the doctoral students meet the competences must be described. 

Part-time students’ dedication must be considered, if appropriate. 

 The mobility plans of each academic activity must be specified on the Ministry of Education computer 

platform. However, these mobility plans may be planned as a programme feature and not individually 

for each activity. It is therefore recommended to register an academic activity named “Mobility” in 

which the information about the plans, criteria and procedure to conduct by the students to achieve 

the competences is described. If this is done, the gap to include information about the mobility plans in 

each of the academic activities must be left blank. 
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Criterion V. Programme organisation 

 

Royal Decree 99/2011 defines this section as “Programme’s organisation”, however, the information 

required in this criterion is related to the doctoral students’ supervision and follow-up, more than to the 

academic planning and organisation of the programmes’ activities. 

 The adequacy of the student’s follow-up and supervision procedures for the students’ acquisition of the 

competences defined in the doctoral programme will be evaluated in this section. 

 

Thesis supervision 
 

The expected or ongoing activities in the doctoral programme/university to promote the direction of 

doctoral theses must be defined in this section. The doctoral programme must have a guide for good 

practice for the direction and follow-up of the doctoral student’s academic activities and thesis. This 

guide must be public and easily accessible on the degree’s website. 

When academically justified, the expected plans to promote the joint direction of doctoral theses must 

be described. This could happen for interdisciplinary theses or for those registered as a collaboration 

[5] Programme’s organisation. 

5.1 Thesis supervision. 

- List of expected activities to promote the direction of doctoral theses and the existence of guides for good practice for 

their direction. 

- List of expected activities to promote the joint supervision in academically justified situations (thesis joint direction by an 

experienced and a novel director, joint direction of interdisciplinary theses, collaborative direction, international direction, 

etc.) and presence of international experts in in the follow-up committees, pre-evaluation reports and thesis panels. 

5.2 Doctoral student follow-up. 

- Description of the procedures used by the corresponding academic committee for the assignation of a thesis supervisor 

and director. 

- Description of the process for the control of each student’s activity document and the validation of their data. 

- Description of the procedure for the annual evaluation of the research plan and the doctoral student’s activity document. 

- Legislation for the thesis presentation and dissertation. 

- Expected number of doctoral students visiting other national and international academic facilities, joint thesis 

supervisions and European mentions. 

To be evaluated: 

 The expected activities to promote the direction of theses are consistent with the programme’s progression. 

 The procedures described above are consistent with the programme’s objectives. 

 There are international experts in the follow-up committees, pre-evaluation reports and thesis panels. 

 In the stage of accreditation renewal, the assessment in this criterion will be studied, considering the justifications and 

the plans resulting from the follow-up process. 
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with other national or international institutions, also for co-direction by an experienced and a novice 

director. 

Besides the existence of a thesis director, Royal Decree 99/2011 adds the obligation of assigning a 

supervisor to the student. As established in the “Salzburg Principles”, the doctoral students’ supervision 

is crucial. The supervision must be a collective effort that does not only imply the supervisor, but also 

the director, academic committee, doctoral student, research team and institution (doctoral school, 

university facility, university, etc.). The responsibilities of each participant must be clearly described. 

To promote the professional development of the supervisors is an institutional responsibility, whether it 

is through adequate training or experience exchanges with other supervisors. The development of a 

joint supervision culture, conducted by supervisors, thesis directors and doctoral students must be one 

of the priorities of the institutions responsible for the doctoral programmes. 

The academic committee will assign a thesis director to the doctoral student as soon as they are 

admitted into the programme. The assigned thesis director may be any Spanish or foreign doctor with 

accredited research experience, regardless of the university, university facility or institution where they 

work. Additionally, a supervisor who is a doctor with accredited research experience, and connected to 

the university or school that organises the programme, and who will be responsible for the interaction 

of the doctoral student with the academic committee must be assigned. The supervisor may or may not 

coincide with the thesis director. 

If a thesis director is not assigned in the moment of the admission, the academic committee will have to 

assign one in a maximum period of three months upon registration. 

Whether the doctoral programme has adequate action plans to promote the direction of theses and, 

also in this section, the presence of international experts in the follow-up committees, in the production 

of pre-evaluation reports or in thesis panels, must be indicated. 

If the doctoral programme is a continuation of other programmes implemented during a different 

academic legislation, evidence for the presence of international experts in theses panels, who have 

produced evaluation reports before the dissertations or who have been part of a doctoral committee, 

must be shown. If it is a new doctoral programme, the institution must indicate how these experts are 

going to be included in the mentioned activities. 

 

Doctoral student follow-up process 
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The doctoral programme’s procedures for the follow-up process of the students during their training 

must be described. These procedures must be consistent with the programme’s objectives and the 

current legislation, and must assure that the doctoral student acquires the competences defined by the 

programme. 

As a minimum, the procedures in the doctoral programme listed below must be approved: 

- The procedure used by the corresponding academic committee, responsible for the doctoral 

programme, for the assignation of supervisor and thesis director, as well as the procedure for 

the modification of this assignation established by this committee, should the doctoral student 

request it. The established deadlines for their assignation must be specified. Moreover, the 

administrative process that includes, among others, the doctoral student’s activity document, 

the research plan production and presentation, the supervision agreement, conflict resolution 

and intellectual and industrial property, must be approved. 

- The procedure used for the control of the doctoral student’s activity registry and their data 

validation. 

- The procedure for the annual evaluation of the research plan and the doctoral student’s 

activity registry. 

- The expectations for the doctoral student’s visits to other national and international academic 

institutions, joint supervisions and European mentions. 

The procedures mentioned above must be adjusted to the rules established in article 11. Doctoral 

student’s supervision and follow-up of Royal Decree 99/2011, 28
th

 of January. 

The universities must establish procedures for the doctoral students’ supervision through a documented 

agreement signed by the university, the doctoral student, the supervisor and director. This agreement 

must be signed as soon as the student is admitted and must include a reference to the mentioned 

procedures, a conflict resolution procedure; it also must pre-establish the agreement for the intellectual 

or industrial property rights that may be produced in the doctoral programme. The institution must 

provide a link to the website where this agreement has been made public. 

Legislation for the thesis presentation and dissertation 
 

The university legislation for the theses presentation and dissertation must be public, updated and 

consistent with the current law. 

The institution responsible for the doctoral programme must provide the legislation for the theses 

presentation and dissertation, or a link to the website where this legislation has been made public. 
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Criterion VI. Human Resources 

 

Whether the research staff associated to the programme is considered adequate to assure the 

acquisition of the expected competences in the doctoral programme will be evaluated in this section. 

The academic staff must, therefore, be sufficient and their qualifications and experience must be 

adequate to the doctoral programme. 

 

Lines of research and research teams 
 

The doctoral programme must be endorsed by a group of researchers that guarantee the validity of the 

programme regarding the training of new doctors. 

The institution responsible for the doctoral programme must justify the suitability of the available 

human resources for the achievement of the objectives in this section. Basically, the research activity of 

the different research teams and the people associated to the programme must be described. In the 

case of new doctoral programmes, which are not part of other existent programmes, information about 

the research teams must be provided. 

The Ministry of Education offers the options listed below for the correct filling of this section. 

1. The information can be provided through the System of Curricular Information of the Ministry 

of Education (SICEDU in Spanish). In this option, a consolidated curriculum of the doctoral 

[6] Human resources. 

- Description of the research teams and teaching staff, giving information about the programmes’ internationalization. 

- Description of the procedures for external collaborations. 

- Programme’s lines of research and information about their research teams. 

- Research staff’s scientific production during the last five years and any joint contributions with foreign researchers. 

- Experience of the research staff directing doctoral theses. 

- Procedures for the control of the theses supervision and direction as part of the teaching and research activity of the 

teaching staff. 

To be evaluated: 

 At least 60% of the research doctors that participate in the programme have accredited experience (excluding guests 

and short time visitors). 

 Number of foreign teachers participating in the programme 

 The research teams included in the doctoral programme participate in, at least, a competitive project in the 

programme’s field. 

 The quality of the scientific contributions in the last five years of the research staff that participates in the programme/ 

to have an active accredited six-year period of research activity/ to have reached the maximum number of accredited 

six-year periods of research activity. Joint contributions with foreign researchers. 

 The research staff that participate in the programme has contrasting experience in theses direction in the last five years. 

 There are clear procedures for the validation of the theses supervision and direction at the university. 



 
 

Page 27 of 44 
 

programme must be provided. This consolidated curriculum must be produced by the doctoral 

programme’s coordinator and it must be produced from the curriculums of the programme´s 

individual researchers. The System of Curricular Information of the Ministry of Education 

(SICEDU)
12

 must be used for this purpose. Therefore, it is essential that all the researchers that 

are going to provide information about their research history have a normalized Curriculum 

Vitae (NCV)
13

. The reference code facilitated by SIDECU
14

 must be included in the Ministry’s 

computer platform once the consolidated curriculum is finished. 

2. The information can be filled in directly in the text box in the computer platform designed by 

the Ministry of Education for the doctoral programme verification. This must contain detailed 

information about the lines of research and teams associated to the doctoral programme. 

The requested information that must be included, in both cases, in the report is listed below: 

FOR EACH LINE OF RESEARCH: 

a) Names and surnames of each member of the teaching staff associated to the lines of research. 

If any of the teachers participates in another doctoral programme, the name of the programme 

and university must be indicated. If a teacher from another Spanish university participates in 

the programme, the university name must be indicated. 

b) Number of directed theses and ongoing theses in the last five years. 

c) The year the last accredited six-year period of research activity was granted (according to Royal 

Decree 1325/2002, 13
th

 of December, which amends and completes Royal Decree 1086/ 1989, 

28
th

 of August, about the university teaching staff’s remunerations). 

 

 

 

Lines of 
research 
 
 

Teaching staff 
names and 
surnames 
 

Number of theses 
directed in the last 
five years 

Number of 
defended theses 
in the last five 
years 

Year the last 
accredited six-
year period of 
research activity 
was granted  

     

     

     

  

d) A complete reference to an active and competitive research project must be provided for each 

line of research. The project must be related to the doctoral programme’s field and the 
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project’s name, funding entity, project’s reference code, duration, type of open call, and the 

participating institutions and number of researchers must be provided. 

 

_____________ 

12
 SIDECU: https://www.educacion.gob.es/tramite/login/inicio.jjsp?idConvocatoria=29  

13
 Normalized Curriculum Vitae: https://cvn.fecyt.es/ 

14 
Alphanumeric code facilitated by SICEDU that will be associated to the consolidated CV 

 

FOR THE TOTALITY OF THE PROGRAMME: 

e) Relative data of ten doctoral theses defended in the programme in the last five years and 

directed by the teaching staff mentioned in a) (in general for all the teaching and research staff 

mentioned in the different research teams), indicating the degree, doctoral student’s name and 

surname, thesis director(s), dissertation date, evaluation and university. 

In the case of new doctoral programmes, information about ten theses directed by the staff 

associated to the programme during its implementation must be provided. 

The information listed below must be provided for each thesis: 

 Doctoral student’s name and surname 

 Line of research 

 Thesis name 

 Thesis director(s) 

 Dissertation date 

 Evaluation result 

 University  

 Most relevant scientific contributions (articles published in journals, books or book 

chapters, patents and artistic work) and information about the objective impact of these 

contributions 

f) Complete reference to a maximum of the twenty-five most relevant scientific contributions in 

the last five years (articles published in scientific journals, books or book chapters, patents, 

artistic work, contributions to conferences, etc.) of the research staff that will participate in the 

doctoral programme in the moment of the application for verification. 

https://cvn.fecyt.es/
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These scientific contributions must be evenly distributed in the different lines of research associated to 

the doctoral programme. The information listed below about the objective repercussion of the scientific 

contributions must be indicated. 

Publications in journals: 

Indexed journals with a relative quality factor. Publication title, journal name, ISSN, year, journal impact 

factor, number of journals in the field, relative position of the journal, etc. 

Non-indexed journals or without a relative quality factor. Publication title, journal name, ISSN, year and 

quality evidence (to prove that the journal meets the requirements): 

 External peer review of the sent articles. 

 Existence of an international scientific committee. 

 Percentage of articles from authors who are not associated to the journal publisher. 

 Exclusive content of the research articles. 

 Presence in repertoires and bibliographical bulletins related to the field. 

 Articles published in more than one language. 

For Social and Legal Science, and Humanities, the information below must be provided: 

 Informative quality: identify the editorial and scientific committees, instructions to authors, 

information about the evaluation process and manuscript selection, summary translations, 

article titles, key words, abstracts in English and publication of the editorial process. 

 Quality of the editorial process: frequency, regularity, scientific arbitration, reviewers, 

anonymous reviews, editing advise, assessor. 

 Scientific quality: percentage of accepted research articles and rate. 

 Distribution and visibility quality: inclusion in bibliographical databases. 

Books or book chapters in hard copy or electronic format. Book title and/or book chapter, ISBN, 

publisher, editors, collection where it is published, reviews in other specialized scientific journals, length, 

translation to other languages, year of publication, other quality evidence. 

For artwork pieces. Received awards and distinctions, due to their impact in the specialized national and 

international critics, or to its exposure in an exhibition with a catalogue. Participation as an exhibition 

curator, etc. 

g) The provided information in this section must be evenly distributed through the research staff 

and the different research teams associated to the doctoral programme. 

h) Whether the participation of international experts is expected in the doctoral programme must 

be specified. 
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The items below will be evaluated in this section: 

- At least 60% of the doctoral research staff that participates in the programme has accredited 

experience (active six-year period of research). Guests and visitors are excluded. 

- The programme is endorsed by the contrasting experience of the research staff in theses 

direction (at least ten theses in the last five years). Average number of directed doctoral 

theses by the mentioned researchers in the last five years. 

- Scientific contributions resulting from these ten theses. 

- Each line of research participates in a competitive research project related to the doctoral 

programme’s field. 

- The programme is endorsed by at least twenty-five relevant scientific contributions in the last 

five years. 

- There is a balance between the different research teams and researches regarding scientific 

contributions, competitive research projects and theses in the doctoral programme. 

- There are foreign teachers on the programme. 

Processes for the control of the supervision and direction of doctoral theses 
 

The institution responsible for the programme must have clear and approved processes to acknowledge 

the theses supervision and direction. 

A description of the processes that the university has for the control of the supervision and direction of 

doctoral theses as part of the teaching and research activity of the teaching staff associated to the 

doctoral programme must be included. 

Criterion VII. Material resources and support available for doctoral 

students 

 

Whether the necessary material resources and services for the development of academic activities in 

the doctoral programme and for the students training, assure the acquisition of the expected 

competences, is evaluated in this section. 

[7] Material resources and support available for doctoral students 

- Description of the available material resources and support (laboratories and workrooms, library, access to databases, 

connectivity, etc.). 

- Expectations for the obtainment of external resources to support doctoral students. 

To be evaluated: 

 Whether the available material resources and other means are adequate to guarantee the progression of the student’s 

research. 

 The external resources and travel expenses dedicated to assistance to conferences and visits abroad. 

 Payment of seminars, workshops and other national and international academic activities. 

 Percentage of doctoral students that obtain grants or post-doctoral contracts. 
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The situations in which, due to the nature of the doctoral programme, highly specialized and expensive 

equipment and facilities are required, will be highlighted. 

The material resources and other available means must guarantee the development of the research 

conducted by the doctoral student.  Especially, the necessary resources that facilitate the students’ 

attendance of conferences, visits abroad or paying for seminars, workshops and other academic 

activities, must be guaranteed. In many cases, these resources may depend on other institutions 

(mobility grants, travel expenses, etc.). However, the institution responsible for the programme must 

indicate the expectations for the obtainment of these resources. 

The doctoral programme must anticipate the adequate provision of equipment and facilities, in the 

participating universities and collaborating institutions, justifying how they guarantee the development 

of the doctoral student’s research. Especially, the material resources and support available in the 

doctoral programme (laboratories, classrooms and special equipment, special libraries, etc.) indicating 

the processes for their maintenance, revision and update, must be identified and described. 

The criteria for the universal accessibility and design, according to Law 51/2003, 2
nd

 of December, on 

equality of opportunities, non-discrimination and universal accessibility for people with disabilities, must 

be studied. 

The responsible institution must attach the information below in this section: 

 Available material resources. “Material means” are understood to be the facilities, equipment 

and grants that are indispensable for the progression of the doctoral programme (laboratories, 

classrooms for group work, telecommunication networks, etc.). Depending on the field, these 

material resources can vary. Basically, the institution must provide information about: 

- Areas for the students´ placement and work. 

- Laboratories, specific equipment and large scientific-technical equipment. 

- Facilities to access information (library, databases, etc.) 

- Facilities to connect to the internet. 

 Expectations for the obtainment of travel expenses and external resources dedicated to 

conferences and visits abroad for the doctoral students’ training. 

 Funding expectations for seminars, workshops and other academic activities. 

 Expectations for the percentage of doctoral students that will obtain the mentioned grants or 

post-doctoral contracts. 

 Percentage of doctoral students that obtained grants or post-doctoral contracts in the last five 

years. 

 When appropriate, information (or a link to the website) about agreements that regulate the 

participation or other entities in the development of the academic activities must be provided. 
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Whether the material means and available services in the collaborating entities guarantee the 

development of the planned academic activities must be justified. If the doctoral programme is 

new and there are no established agreements yet, information about the agreements that are 

expected to be signed (institution or organisation’s name and type of activity that will be 

conducted) must be included. 

 

 

 

Criterion VIII. Follow-up, improvement and results of the doctoral 

programme 

 
 

The institutions that propose the degree must establish objectives related to the efficiency of the 

development of the academic programme and procedures to ensure the academic quality of the results. 

The institution must have a Quality Assurance System (QAS) that includes the doctoral programmes. It 

would be convenient that the procedures related to these degrees are integrated into a QAS that has 

[8] Follow –up, improvement and results of the doctoral programme. 

- Organisation, entity or person responsible for the quality assurance system. 

- Description of the follow-up procedures to study the progression and results of the programme with the purpose of 

improving it. 

- Description of the procedures that assure the correct progression of the mobility programmes and processes to publish 

information about the programme, their progression and results. 

- For programmes imparted in more than one university, the processes and procedures that ensure the coordination among 

the participating universities must be described. 

- Description of the procedures for the follow-up of graduate doctors. 

- Information from the previous five years or expected estimation for the next six years (for new creation programmes) 

about: produced theses, success rate in theses production, theses quality and resulting contributions. Justify the provided 

information. 

 
To be evaluated: 

 Whether the doctoral programme is coordinated by a responsible organisation that conducts procedures and processes 

to control its progression, study the results and determine adequate action plans for its improvement. The students and 

graduate doctors’ opinion must be of special importance when defining and implementing improvement action plans. 

 The existence of a procedure that studies the results of the mobility programme, procedures to publish information 

about the programme, its progression and results will be evaluated. 

 For programmes taught at more than one university, the existence of procedures and processes to ensure the 

coordination among the participating universities will be evaluated. 

 Information from the previous five years or the estimated expectation according to the justification and context. In the 

renewal phases of the accreditation, these results will be studied, considering the provided justifications and the action 

plans resulting from the follow-up process. 

 The students´ employability during the three years after their theses dissertation, or expectations in the case of new 

programmes. 
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already been implemented at the university facility of facility for the bachelor or master’s degree. 

However, doctoral programmes have not been part of QAS yet. Therefore, the institutions responsible 

for the doctoral programmes must have a QAS that includes, at least, the procedures requested in the 

current legislation for the doctoral degrees. 

It is also necessary that institutions have procedures that enable the verification and demonstration that 

the competences described in the academic profile (chapter 2 of the report) have been conducted 

during the programme and reached in the moment of the certification obtainment. 

The objectives related to efficiency must be specified, at least, through the indicators listed below: 

- Success rate. 

- Number of produced theses. 

- Number of relevant scientific contributions. 

- Number of cum laude theses. 

The objective of the efficiency indicators is to establish a reference value to evaluate the obtained 

results once the doctoral programme is implemented. Moreover, the programme follow-up must 

consider the evolution of these indicators and their proximity to the expected values. 

Quality Assurance System 
 

The doctoral programme must have processes to enable the study of its progression and results, and to 

ensure a continuous follow-up and improvement. 

The requested information in this section can refer to a specific Quality Assurance System for the 

doctoral programme or a general system at the university or facility responsible for the training that is 

suitable for the doctoral programme. 

If an application is submitted by more than one university, a Quality Assurance System that may have 

been designed specifically for the doctoral programme or adopted from one of the participating 

universities must be provided. No more than one Quality Assurance System will be accepted for the 

same programme. 

The Quality Assurance System must contain information about the aspects listed below, in the same 

order and exactly as detailed as in section 8 of the annexe I of Royal Decree 99/2011: 

 The organisation, entity or people (academic committee) responsible for the organisation, 

management, coordination and implementation of the new doctoral programme follow-up 

process must be specified. To detail their structure and composition, as well as the legislation 
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or rules for the correct functioning of the rest of the aspects, established by Law 30/1992, 26
th

 

of November, of the Public Administrations Legal Regime and the Common Administrative 

Procedure regarding the collegial organisation, is recommended. If different organisations are 

responsible for the Quality Assurance System, each one’s responsibility must be specified. 

 

To detail the procedures for the articulation of the different agents in the doctoral programmes 

(supervisors, doctoral students, academic coordinators, support staff and other external 

agents) is recommended. 

 

 A follow-up, evaluation and quality improvement process that enables the supervision of the 

progression of the doctoral programme must be specified. This procedure must establish by 

whom, how and when, the activities for the programme’s improvement will be conducted. It is 

recommended that the procedure meets the quality objectives previously established. 

 The procedure for the satisfaction analysis of the various agents involved in the programme 

(doctoral students, graduate doctors, academic teaching staff, administration and services staff, 

employees, etc.) must be described. It is recommended to define the expected collection 

method, the frequency of the data collection and other relevant technical aspects. 

 

 The procedures for the progress evaluation, analysis of the obtained learning results and the 

determination of adequate improvement plans for the doctoral programme must be 

described. 

 

 The system for the collection, treatment and analysis of suggestions and claims that the 

doctoral students might provide about the programme’s quality, academic activities, 

supervision, facilities, services, etc. must be established. 

 

 A procedure that ensures the adequate development of the mobility programmes 

(relationship with companies and other entities, establishment of agreements, students 

selection and follow-up, evaluation, etc.) and its results, specifying the expected evaluation, 

follow-up and improvement procedures, the coordinators and the organisation plan for those 

procedures (by whom, how, when) must be established. 

 

 The procedure for the university to regularly publish updated, unbiased and objective 

information (qualitative and quantitative) about the doctoral programme must be described. 

These procedures must include the publication of information about the doctoral programme, 

registration profile, obtained results, teaching staff, administration staff and services, etc. so 
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that doctoral students, teaching staff, administration staff and services, future doctoral 

students and society in general have access to it. 

 

 For doctoral programmes imparted at more than one university/institution, the process and 

procedure to ensure an adequate coordination among the different participating 

universities/institutions must be described. 

 

The established procedures to guarantee the quality of the processes must be detailed, also the method 

for processing the information generated from the control and improvement of the doctoral programme 

must be specified. 

A link to the website where the doctoral programme’s Quality Assurance System is displayed must be 

provided, indicators and tools must be included in this Quality Assurance System. 

These mentioned procedures must be aligned with the different mechanisms for monitoring and 

supervision of doctoral students.  

 

Procedure for the follow-up of graduate doctors 

 

A procedure that enables the measurement and analysis of the future doctoral students´ 

employability must be described. It is recommended to define the expected method for the information 

collection, the frequency and other relevant technical aspects. 

 

This procedure must be part of the Institution’s Internal Quality Assurance System (IQAS). However, this 

is presented in an independent section, since Royal Decree 99/2011 mentions it especially and since the 

computer platform for the submission of doctoral programmes proposals is included in a specific section 

separate from the previous one. 

 

Additionally, the estimated percentage of doctoral students that obtain grants or post-doctoral 

contracts and information about their employability for three years following their thesis dissertation – 

for already existing programmes – or estimated data for employability – for new creation programmes 

must be provided. 

 

A procedure that enables the measurement of the graduate students’ satisfaction with the received 

training must be described. It is recommended to define the expected method for the collection of 

information, the frequency and other relevant technical aspects. 
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How the results obtained from the established procedures for the measurement of the graduates’ 

employability and their satisfaction with the received information is used for the control and 

improvement of the doctoral programme must be detailed. 

Results and prevision 
 

The proposal must highlight, for each indicator, an estimated value and a justification. Whether this 

justification is adequate will be evaluated. 

The estimations must be based on historical data for the doctoral programmes originating from 

previously implemented programmes. Especially, the doctoral programme must provide, at least, the 

information from the last five years listed below: 

- Success rate three years after registration
15

: Percentage of doctoral students that graduate in 

the programme (defend and pass the thesis dissertation) in three years. 

 

________________ 

15
 When appropriate, the success rate can be estimated separately for full- and part-time students. 

- Success rate four years after registration
*
: Percentage of doctoral students that graduate in 

the programme (defend and pass the thesis dissertation) in four years. 

- Produced theses: Number of defended and passed thesis dissertations. 

- Cum laude theses: Number of theses that obtained the cum laude grade. 

- Relevant scientific contributions: Number of relevant scientific contributions that resulted 

directly from defended theses. 

For new creation doctoral programmes, the university/institution must provide an estimation of the 

indicators mentioned above for the next five years after the programme’s implementation. In this 

situation, values from similar doctoral programmes at the same, or a different institution, adapting them 

to the features and activity of the researchers and research teams that will be part of the programme, 

can be used. 

The institution can consider appropriate to include other indicators that enable an adequate control of 

the programme and provide evidence of its quality. 

It must be considered that no reference value will be established. In the renewal phase of the 

accreditation, the estimations will be studied, considering the justifications provided by the 

university/institutions and the action plans resulting from the follow-up process. It is important that, 
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during the doctoral programme follow-up and improvement process, the university/university facility 

uses these rates to know its appropriacy and, when appropriate, establish the necessary improvement 

measures. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Page 38 of 44 
 

ANNEEXE I. Evaluation questionnaire 

Committee evaluation 

Criterion I. Description of the doctoral programme 

 Insufficient Sufficient but 

improvable 

Satisfactory Does not 

proceed 

DOCTORAL PROGRAMME NAME 

The doctoral programme name is consistent with its 
content and level.     

For joint degrees, do they provide an updated 
collaboration agreement? Are the agreement contents 
adequately described? 

    

The applying university, coordinating university facility 
and collaborating entities are identified.     

The number of offered places (part-time and full-time) is 
consistent with the human and material resources. 

    

Information about the doctoral students’ permanence 
regime has been included. 

    

The doctoral programme is adequately justified in its 
context. 

    

PARTICIPATION WITH OTHER INSTITUTIONS (if appropriate): 

These collaborations are necessary, adequate and 
sufficient for the programme’s development. 

    

Whether the doctoral programme is integrated in a 
network or in international agreements is adequately 
justified. 

    

The doctoral programme shows a correct level of 

internationalization according to its field and context.     

The doctoral programme is integrated in the university’s 
(or other institutions) R+D+I strategy. 

    

The lack of collaborations of the doctoral programme 
with other national or international universities, 
organisations or institutions is justified in relation to the 
programme’s development. 

    

Justification (evaluation per item): 

 

Criterion II. Competences 

(about “other defined competences”) Insufficient Sufficient but 

improvable 

Satisfactory Does not 

proceed 
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The competences are described in a clear and 
structured manner.     

The competences are consistent with the doctoral level 
and the level required by MECES.     

Justification (evaluation per item): 

 
Criterion III. Admission and access of doctoral students 

 Insufficient Sufficient but 

improvable 

Satisfactory Does not 

proceed 

Systems to provide information before registration 

The proposal has adequate and accessible procedures to 
provide information before registration, as well as 
guidance and welcome procedures for doctoral students. 

    

The recommended registration profile has been defined.     

Access requirements and admission criteria 

The requirements and access procedures, as well and the 
admission criteria, according to the scientific field, have 
been defined.  

    

If the doctoral programme provides part-time doctoral 
studies, the admission criteria and procedures, as well as 
the conditions for the students to change the modality, 
haven been indicated. The adequate legislation has been 
indicated. 

    

Registered doctoral students 

The estimation of the number of new doctoral students 
justifies the existence of the programme and is consistent 
with the human and material resources. 

    

The estimation of foreign doctoral students is adequate 
considering the programme’s scientific field.     

Complementary academic activities 

The definition of the complementary academic activities is 
coherent and adequate to the registration profile, 
scientific profile and programme’s objectives. If there are 
different profiles, whether the complementary activities 
are consistent with the different profiles must be 
assessed. 

    

Justification (evaluation per item): 

 

Criterion IV. Academic activities 

 Insufficient Sufficient but 

improvable 

Satisfactory Does not 

proceed 

The defined academic activities are consistent with the 
training profile and the competences to be acquired by 
the doctoral students. 
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The time planning and organisation of academic activities 
are adequately defined and they are consistent with the 
doctoral students’ dedication. 

    

The part-time doctoral students have been taken into 
consideration when organising the academic activities.     

The defined control procedures are adequate and assure 
the competences acquisition by the doctoral students.     

The defined mobility plans are adequate and consistent 
with the objectives of the proposed programme.     

The defined mobility plans for part-time doctoral students 
are adequate and consistent with the objectives of the 
proposed programme. 

    

Justification (evaluation per item): 

 
Criterion V. Programme organisation 

 Insufficient Sufficient but 

improvable 

Satisfactory Does not 

proceed 

Supervision of doctoral theses 

The expected or ongoing activities in the doctoral 
programme to promote the supervision of theses are 
adequate. 

    

The doctoral programme has a published guide of good 
practice for the direction and control of the doctoral 
student’s academic activities and thesis. 

    

The institution has planned or ongoing action plans to 
promote the co-direction of doctoral theses in 
appropriately justified cases. 

    

There are international experts in the follow-up 
committees, in the production of pre-evaluation reports 
or in dissertation panels. 

    

Follow up of doctoral students 

The procedure for the assignment of the thesis 
supervisor and director, used by the academic committee 
responsible for the doctoral programme, is considered 
adequate. 

    

The procedure used for the control of each student’s 
activity registry and the certification of their information 
is adequate. 

    

The procedure used for the annual evaluation of the 
research plan and student’s activities registry is 
adequate. 

    

The expected doctoral students’ visits to other national 
and international academic institutions, co-supervisions 
and European mentions are sufficient and adequate. 

    

Regulations for thesis presentation and defence 

The university’s regulations for the doctoral theses 
presentation and defence is published and updated 
according to the current legislation. 

    

Justification (evaluation per item): 
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Criterion VI. Human resources 

 Insufficient Sufficient but 

improvable 

Satisfactory Does not 

proceed 

Lines of research and research teams 

The lines of research and research teams, and the teaching 
staff, are sufficient and adequate to ensure the 
programme’s viability and the achievement of the expected 
competences. 

    

The accredited experience in supervision of theses from 
research staff in each team in the last five years is 
adequate. 

    

The quality of the ten scientific contributions resulting from 
the ten provided doctoral theses is adequate.     

Each of the lines of research on the doctoral programme 
has, at least, an active research project in a field related to 
the programme. 

    

The twenty-five scientific contributions published by the 
programme’s staff in the last five years is adequate.     

The participation of international experts in the doctoral 
programme is expected, when appropriate.     

Procedures for the control of the supervision and direction of theses 

The university has clear and adequate procedures for the 
control of the supervision and direction of theses.     

Justification (evaluation per item): 

 

 

Criterion VII. Material resources and support available for doctoral students 

 Insufficient Sufficient but 

improvable 

Satisfactory Does not 

proceed 

The material resources and support available on the 

doctoral programme (laboratories, classrooms and special 

equipment, special libraries, etc.) are adequate and 

assure the development of the doctoral student’s 

research. The procedures for maintenance, control and 

update of these resources are indicated. 

    

If appropriate, there is a prevision for the obtainment of 
travel expenses and external resources dedicated to 
conference assistance and visits abroad for the student’s 
training. 

    

The expected funding for seminars, workshops and other 
academic activities to achieve the doctoral programme’s 
objectives is sufficient. 

    

The expected percentage of doctoral students that will 
obtain the grants mentioned above is adequate, 
considering the percentage of students that obtained 
grants and post-doctoral contracts in the last five years. 
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If appropriate, information (or link to the website) about 
the agreements that regulate the participation of other 
entities in the development of the research activities, is 
provided. 

    

Justification (evaluation per item): 

 

Criterion VIII. Follow-up, improvement and results of the doctoral programme 

 Insufficient Sufficient but 

improvable 

Satisfactory Does not 

proceed 

Quality Assurance System 

The doctoral programme has an academic committee.     

The procedures and processes for follow-up, evaluation 
and quality improvement that enable the supervision and 
development of the doctoral programme are specified. 

    

A procedure for the analysis of the different stakeholders’ 
satisfaction is established.     

A procedure to evaluate the progress and analysis of the 
learning results is established.     

A system for the collection, treatment and analysis of 
suggestions and claims is established.     

A procedure that assures the correct development of 
mobility programmes and their results is established.     

A procedure for the institution to regularly publish 
updated, unbiased and objective qualitative and 
quantitative information about the doctoral programme is 
established. 

    

For doctoral programmes imparted at more than one 
university/ institution, a procedure that ensures the 
adequate coordination among them is established. 

    

Procedure for the folow-up of graduate doctors 

A procedure for the measurement and analysis of the 
future doctoral students’ employability is established.     

A procedure to measure the graduate students’ 
satisfaction with the received training is established.     

Results and prevision 

The prevision of indicators (expected results) for the next 
five years after the programme’s implementation are 
adequate and justify the programme, considering its 
scientific field. 

    

Justification (evaluation per item): 
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ANNEXE II. Competences to be acquired by the doctoral student 

according to Royal Decree 99/2011, 28th of January, which regulates 

the official doctoral education. 

1. The doctoral education guarantees, at least, the doctoral student’s acquisition of the basic 

competences listed below, as well as those established in the Spanish Framework of 

Qualifications in Higher Education
16

. 

a) Systematic comprehension of a study field and mastering of the research skills and 

methods related to this field. 

b) Ability to conceive, design or create, put into practice and adopt a substantial process 

of research or creation. 

c) Ability to push forward the boundaries of knowledge through original research. 

d) Ability to critically analyse, evaluate and synthetize new and complex ideas. 

e) Ability to communicate with the academic and scientific community and with society 

in general, about their knowledge field in the ways and languages of that international 

scientific community. 

f) Ability to promote, in an academic and professional context, the scientific, 

technological, social, artistic or cultural development in a knowledge-based society. 

 

2. Therefore, the obtainment of the doctoral certificate must provide a highly professional 

education in different fields especially in those that require creativity and innovation. Graduate 

doctors will have acquired, at least, the personal abilities and skills listed below: 

a) Working comfortably in areas where there is a lack of specific information. 

b) Finding key questions that have to be answered in order to solve a problem. 

c) Designing, creating, developing and undertaking innovative projects in their field of 

knowledge. 

d) Working in a team and individually in an international multidisciplinary context. 

e) Integrating knowledge, facing complexity and judging situations with limited 

information. 

f) The intellectual criticism and defence of solutions. 
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