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Appendix 1 — Overall assessment from the company/laboratory supervisor

Student : Grade (to be completed by Master
. Supervisor)

Company supervisor:

/20
Very
difficult | Difficult | Standard Easy

Internship difficulty (topic,

methods, tools)

Evaluation criteria

varnatt Hen Exceptional| Very good Good Acceptable Weak

Compliance of constraints
(hours, security, ...)

Team Integration

Volume of work

Efficiency in the work

Theoretical/pratical
knowledges developed
during the internship

Dynamism/Motivation

Autonomy/spirit of
initiative

Critical spirit/scientific
curiosity

Written/oral
communication

If the student applied to an employment in your team (consider only one answer):

O the candidacy would be rejected.

O the candidacy would be considered as the other candidacies.

O the candidacy would be considered in priority.

It is obvious that the answer to this question does not constitute any commitment from your

company. It is simply, an additional criterion of evaluation of the internship.




