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Doctoral degree regulations of Faculty 4- Mathematics, Natural Sciences, Economics and 
Computer Science- of the University of Hildesheim for the award of the doctoral degree in 
Natural Sciences (Dr. rer. nat.), the doctoral degree in Philosophy (Dr. phil.) and the doctoral 
degree in Economics (Dr. rer. pol.) 

 
 
 
The Faculty Council 4 - Mathematics, Natural Sciences, Economics and Computer Science - of the 
University of Hildesheim adopted the following doctoral degree regulations on 26 June 2024 in 
accordance with Section 44 (1) NHG. The Presidential Board approved the regulations on 10 July 
2024 in accordance with Section 37 (1) No. 5 b) NHG.  

 
§ 1 

Conferral of the doctorate 
 

(1) Faculty 4 of the University of Hildesheim awards the doctoral degree in natural sciences (Dr. 
rer. nat. - doctor rerum naturalium), the doctoral degree in philosophy (Dr. phil. - doctor 
philosophiae) and the doctoral degree in economics (Dr. rer. pol. - doctor rerum politicarum). 

(2) 1The doctorate serves as proof of the ability to carry out independent, in-depth academic work. 
2This proof is provided by a scientific paper recognised as a dissertation and a successful oral 
examination. 

(3) 1The academic achievements for the award of the degrees Dr. rer. nat. and Dr. phil. must be 
achieved in a subject area of the academic degree programmes available at the department. 
2This includes polyvalent degree programmes with an integrated teacher training option.  

(4) 1The academic achievements for the award of the degree of Dr. rer. pol. must be achieved in 
one of the subject areas of the degree programmes available at the department that are related 
to economics. 2This includes polyvalent degree programmes with a teaching option and 
business informatics degree programmes.  

 
§ 2 

Honorary doctorate 
 

(1) 1In recognition of outstanding academic merit, the department can also award the doctoral 
degree on an honorary basis. 2This also applies to the doctoral degree Dr rer. pol. for 
outstanding services to the advancement of science. 3The decision is made by the Faculty 
Council after consultation with the Senate. 4The Faculty Council's proposal to the Senate 
requires a majority of two thirds of the valid votes cast and a majority of the votes of all members 
of the Faculty Council's group of university lecturers.  

(2) The doctoral degrees to be awarded are marked with the addition "h. c.'', honoris causa. 
(3) 1Proposals for the award of an honorary doctorate shall be submitted jointly to the faculty by at 

least three members of the university lecturers' group. 2They shall provide the faculty with 
sufficiently specific documents that prove the requirements according to para. 1 and justify their 
recommendation.  

(4) 1The honorary doctorate is awarded by presenting a certificate signed by the President and the 
Dean of the Faculty, in which the merits of the doctoral candidate are emphasised. 2The 
awarding of the doctorate takes place in a ceremony or a comparable setting by the dean of the 
faculty. 

 
§ 3 

Acceptance application 
 

(1) Acceptance as a doctoral candidate is a prerequisite for enrolment and subsequent admission 
to doctoral studies. 

(2) 1For the doctoral degree Dr. rer. nat., the topic of the dissertation should have a subject-related 
focus in the field of mathematics, in one of the natural science subjects represented at the 
faculty, in computer science or in technology.2 For the doctoral degree Dr. phil., the topic of the 
dissertation should have a subject-related didactic, educational, humanities or social science 
focus with reference to mathematics, the natural science subjects represented at the faculty, 
computer science, economics or technology or the didactics of these subjects. 3For the doctoral 
degree Dr. rer. pol., the degree should have been completed in degree programmes in 
economics (in particular business administration, economics, business studies and business 
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informatics) or degree programmes related to economics (in particular business mathematics, 
industrial engineering, actuarial mathematics, information management/information technology 
(IMIT) and degree programmes with a focus on economics) and the topic of the dissertation 
should have a focus on economics. 4The faculty council decides on exceptions. 

(3) The application for acceptance must be submitted in text form to the Dean. The application must 
be accompanied by 
1. Proof of completion of a Diplom, Magister or Master's degree programme or the first state 

examination for the teaching profession totalling at least 300 ECTS points or a comparable 
number of points. If the degree programme was completed with a grade lower than 2.5 or 
"good", an additional exemption must be granted and a decision made by the faculty council 
as to whether and which subsequent qualifications are required. The postgraduate 
qualifications should serve as proof of the ability to carry out in-depth academic work. 

2. a declaration of any previous doctoral attempts (if applicable, stating the date, university 
and department at which the doctoral attempt was made and the topic of the rejected 
dissertation), 

3. a declaration of who is supervising the dissertation, 
4. a supervision agreement concluded between the main supervisor and the applicant in 

accordance with the requirements of the Dean's Office, 
5. a proposal from the main supervisor for the composition of the doctoral committee with the 

consent of the applicant,  
6. an overview of any planned post-qualifications in consultation with the main supervisor. 
7. Information on the scientific project: 

- Preliminary title of the dissertation (if known) or subject area of the thesis, 
- Indication of the desired doctoral degree (Dr. rer. nat., Dr. phil. or Dr. rer. pol.)  

- Focus of the planned dissertation according to para. 2 for Dr. rer. nat. and Dr. phil. 
 

§ 4 
Acceptance 

 
(1) 1Acceptance as a doctoral candidate is granted if the requirements according to § 3 are fulfilled 

and no exclusion according to § 17 para. 2 applies. 2The Dean's Office decides on acceptance 
and the composition of the doctoral committee. 3The applicant will be informed of the decision 
in text form. 4If the requirements according to § 3 are not fulfilled or if the Dean's Office does 
not agree to the proposal for the doctoral committee according to § 3 para. 3 point 5, the Faculty 
Council decides on the acceptance and the doctoral committee as well as on any necessary 
subsequent qualifications which serve as proof of the ability to carry out in-depth academic work, 
in deviation from sentence 2. 

(2) Upon acceptance, the faculty undertakes to ensure that the doctoral procedure is carried out if 
the requirements for admission to doctoral studies are met. 

(3) 1The letter of acceptance remains valid for six years. 2Admission to doctoral studies must be 
applied for within this period. 3After the deadline has expired, a new application for acceptance 
as a doctoral candidate can be submitted. 

(4) 1At the request of the doctoral candidate in text form, acceptance will be revoked. 2He or she 
will receive a confirmation from the Dean's Office in text form. 

(5) It is not permitted to submit further applications for acceptance as a doctoral candidate at the 
University of Hildesheim at the same time or after admission has been granted, unless the 
deadline according to paragraph 3 has expired or the application has been revoked according 
to paragraph 4. 

(6) Acceptance as a doctoral candidate and admission to doctoral studies is excluded if commercial 
doctoral placement services are used. 

 
 

§ 5 
Doctoral committee and supervisors 

 
(1) 1The doctoral committee supports the doctoral candidate's doctoral project. 2It supports him or 

her in their academic qualification, in particular in the presentation of the doctoral project in 
departmental or university-wide doctoral colloquia, at national and international academic 
events (e.g. colloquia and specialist conferences as well as comparable events).  
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(2) 1Further rights and obligations of the doctoral committee and the individual members and their 
roles are to be defined in the supervision agreement. 2This should also include regulations for 
dealing with conflicts in the supervisory relationship. 

(3) 1The doctoral committee consists of the main supervisor and a mentor. 2It can be supplemented 
by further secondary supervisors. 3In the case of a doctoral project in cooperation with another 
faculty of the University of Hildesheim or another university, it should be supplemented by a 
secondary supervisor from this faculty or university. 4In order to ensure diversity and equality, a 
mixed composition of the committee is desirable. 

(4) 1Main supervisors can be all professors and all habilitated professors of Faculty 4 of the 
University of Hildesheim. 2Secondary supervisors can be all professors with a doctorate or 
habilitation from a university. 3Junior research group leaders who have been recognised through 
suitable selection procedures, who independently lead junior research groups and have 
independently developed their scientific concept, are treated equally to junior professors of the 
faculty with regard to supervision and evaluation. 4The comparability of the evaluation procedure 
is determined by the faculty council on a case-by-case basis for the junior research group leader. 
5Mentors can be all professors, all habilitated professors or all academic staff with a doctorate 
at a university. 6The faculty council decides on exceptions to sentences 1 to 3. 

(5) 1 Co-opted professors and honorary professors at the faculty can be the main supervisor. 2In 
this case, an additional member of the faculty's group of lecturers with a proven specialism must 
be appointed as a secondary supervisor. The same applies to retired professors. 3They should 
not have been actively involved in research and teaching at a university for more than 5 years 
at the time of the commitment to supervise.  

(6) 1Mentors and secondary supervisors may be replaced after acceptance (§ 4) at the request of 
the main supervisor and with the consent of the doctoral candidate and the Dean's Office. 
2Paragraphs 2 and 3 remain unaffected. If the doctoral committee was determined by the 
Faculty Council on the basis of Section 4 (1), the change also requires the approval of the 
Faculty Council instead of the Dean's Office. 3The Faculty Council shall decide on changes to 
the doctoral committee for good cause at the request of the Dean's Office. 

(7) 1The main supervisor may only be changed for good cause and only by resolution of the Faculty 
Council. 2The application can be submitted by the doctoral candidate in text form, by the Dean's 
Office or by the main supervisor. 3The Dean reviews the application and submits it to the Faculty 
Council for a decision. 

(8) 1All supervisors are subject to the "Regulations for Safeguarding Good Scientific Practice at the 
University of Hildesheim". 2Reasons that are likely to justify mistrust of unbiased supervision 
(e.g. family, personal or economic ties) must be reported immediately. 3Supervision is excluded 
in the event of bias in accordance with Section 20 VwVfG. 4If there are circumstances that give 
rise to concerns of bias in accordance with Section 21 VwVfG, the Dean's Office will decide how 
to proceed.  
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§ 6 
Scientific paper (dissertation) 

 
(1) 1The dissertation must demonstrate the doctoral candidate's ability to carry out independent, in-

depth academic work. 2The scientific paper is usually written in German or English. 3In the case 
of a Dr. rer. nat. or Dr. phil. doctorate, the focus of the work must be stated in the thesis in 
accordance with Section 3 (2). 

(2) 1The submitted dissertation must not have been submitted in its entirety or in substantial parts 
to a university or rejected by such a university. 2The prior publication of partial results of the 
dissertation is not an obstacle. 

(3) If the topic is suitable, in particular in the case of an interdisciplinary topic, a jointly prepared 
paper is also permissible, provided that the doctoral candidate's own contribution is clearly 
labelled and can be assessed as an individual academic achievement within the meaning of 
paragraph 1. 

(4) 1In the case of a non-jointly produced paper, this may also consist of an in-depth summary and 
categorisation of several scientific publications. 2The independent contribution made by the 
doctoral candidate must be clearly delineated. 
 

§ 7 
Admission to doctoral studies 

 
(1) 1The doctoral candidate applies for admission to doctoral studies in writing to the Dean of the 

Faculty. 2The doctoral attempt is deemed to have been made upon submission of the complete 
application. 

(2) The application must be accompanied by 
1. six printed copies of the scientific paper (§ 6) as well as an electronic version of the same 

paper in a format customary at the university, 
2. a current outline of the applicant's curriculum vitae and educational background, 
3. a certified copy, or alternatively copies if the uncertified originals of a Diplom, Magister or 

Master's certificate or a certificate of successful completion of the first state examination for 
a teacher training programme are submitted at the same time as proof of completion of a 
degree with a grade of at least 2.5 or "good". In the case of lower grades, the decision of 
the faculty council (§ 3 para. 3) and - if required therein - the successful post-qualification 
must be documented, 

4. a statement on previous submissions or rejections (Section 6 (2)) and on any previous 
doctoral attempts, stating the date of the first application and the department to which the 
thesis was submitted, as well as the topic of the rejected thesis. 

5. a declaration that he or she is familiar with and has complied with the "Regulations for 
Safeguarding Good Scientific Practice at the University of Hildesheim" and the rules of the 
applicable doctoral degree regulations,  

6. an affidavit that the applicant has completed the dissertation independently and without 
unauthorised external assistance. In particular, no sections of text may be taken from third 
parties or the applicant's own examination papers without being labelled and all aids and 
sources used by the applicant must be listed in full in the dissertation. Furthermore, he or 
she may not have given or promised third parties, either directly or indirectly, money or 
payments of monetary value for mediation activities or for the preparation of the content of 
the dissertation or parts thereof.  

7. a declaration of consent that electronic data processing programmes may be used to check 
compliance with generally applicable scientific standards of the dissertation, 

(3) 1The Faculty Council decides on admission to doctoral studies and the appointment of the 
doctoral committee (§ 8) on the recommendation of the Dean's Office. 2The dean must notify 
the applicant in text form of admission, and in writing of non-admission, stating the reasons and 
providing information on legal remedies. 

 
§ 8 

Doctoral committee 
 

(1) 1At the suggestion of the Dean's Office, the Faculty Council forms a doctoral committee for each 
doctoral procedure. 2The doctoral committee consists of three professors with a doctorate 
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and/or habilitation and one member of academic staff with a doctorate. 3One professor or person 
with a habilitation may be a member of another university and must be recognised for the subject 
area of the doctorate in research. 4Persons co-opted to an institute of the faculty are not 
considered external persons. 5The members of the doctoral committee should be members of 
the doctoral committee. 6The doctoral committee elects one person to chair the committee and 
one person to deputise from among its professors or post-doctoral lecturers. 

(2) The applicant may make suggestions for the composition of the doctoral committee. 
(3) 1The doctoral committee decides by a majority of the valid votes cast. 2In the event of a tie, the 

chairperson shall have the casting vote. 3Abstentions are not permitted. 
(4) 1The doctoral committee examines the subject classification of the dissertation. 2It can 

recommend the rejection of a doctoral application to the Faculty Council if the faculty is not 
recognised for the dissertation or cannot assess it for subject-related reasons. 

 
§ 9 

Examination of the submitted scientific paper 
 

(1) 1The doctoral committee appoints the main supervisor and at least one other person to report 
on the examination of the academic thesis submitted. 2Professors or post-doctoral lecturers who 
are qualified in the subject matter of the thesis are suitable for reporting. 3In addition to a person 
from the faculty, the reporters must also include an external person from another university. 
4Persons co-opted to the faculty are not regarded as external, but as belonging to the faculty. 
5In the case of a doctoral project in cooperation with another faculty of the University of 
Hildesheim or another university and a co-supervisor from the other faculty or university has 
been appointed on the basis of Section 5 (2) sentence 3, this person should also be the 
rapporteur. 6When selecting the rapporteur, the doctoral committee may consider suggestions 
made by the applicant. 

(2) 1The rapporteurs prepare papers in text form for the Dean's Office and either vote in favour of 
accepting the thesis with or without conditions or rejecting it. 2The papers should be submitted 
within three months. 3The papers must be written independently of each other and may not be 
written with knowledge of other papers. 4The doctoral committee may decide to request further 
papers if the initially requested papers are not submitted by the respective rapporteur within the 
deadline and the setting of a reasonable grace period remains unsuccessful. 5If a defaulting 
paper is submitted after the grace period has expired, the doctoral committee shall vote on 
whether it should still be considered. 6If the person in default is a member of the committee, 
he/she may neither vote on whether to request further papers nor on whether his/her own paper 
should be considered. 7If the reports result in conditions for the acceptance of the thesis, the 
doctoral committee decides whether and, if so, which conditions are to be imposed and sets a 
reasonable deadline for the fulfilment of these conditions. 8An extension of the deadline is only 
possible for good cause.  

(3) 1Once the procedure described in paragraph 2 has been completed, the examiners issue final 
judgements. 2In the event of acceptance, the examiners shall each propose a grade for the 
dissertation. 3The grades are as follows: 

excellent = 0,  
very good = 1,  
good = 2,  
sufficient = 3. 

(4) 1The dean shall send a copy of the papers to the members of the doctoral committee and 
immediately publicise the delivery to the university. 2Every professor, every habilitated person 
and every member of the faculty with a doctorate has the right to inspect the thesis and the 
papers and may object to the proposed assessment within 14 days. 3The objection must be 
justified in text form within a further 14 days. 4Professors and habilitated professors from other 
departments at the University of Hildesheim also have the right to inspect the dissertation, 
provided that the subject area they represent has a connection to the topic of the dissertation. 
5The doctoral committee decides whether the objection should be taken into account in the 
assessment of the academic thesis.  

(5) 1If all rapporteurs have requested acceptance of the paper, no condition has been formulated 
and there are no objections, the paper is deemed to have been accepted without the need for 
a meeting. 2If all rapporteurs have requested the rejection of the paper, it is deemed to have 
been rejected without the need for a meeting. 
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(6) 1If the thesis is not accepted or rejected in accordance with paragraph 5, the doctoral committee 
shall decide on the acceptance or rejection of the thesis and, in the case of acceptance, on the 
grade at a meeting to which the other rapporteurs are also invited as advisors. 2If the decision 
of the doctoral committee on the acceptance or rejection of the thesis results in a tie vote, the 
application shall be deemed to have been rejected, notwithstanding Section 8 (3).  

(7) If, in exceptional cases, the reports of the examiners and, if applicable, the objections within the 
meaning of paragraph 4 are not sufficient for a decision on the acceptance of the dissertation, 
the doctoral committee may postpone its decision and appoint further examiners. 

 
§ 10 

Valuation 
 

(1) 1The following applies to Dr. rer. nat. and Dr. phil. doctorates: If the dissertation is accepted, the 
grade of the dissertation is determined by the chair of the doctoral committee by calculating the 
arithmetic mean of the grades proposed by the examiners. 2A grade up to and including 0.3 is 
considered excellent, up to and including 1.5 very good and up to and including 2.5 good. 

(2) 1The following applies to a Dr. rer. pol. doctorate: If the dissertation is accepted, each member 
of the doctoral committee shall state one of the grades in accordance with Section 9 (3) when 
determining the grade; a rejection of the academic paper shall be considered with the grade 
"five". 2The arithmetic mean of the grades is then calculated (grade of the doctoral committee). 
3The overall grade of the dissertation is calculated from the arithmetic mean of the grades of the 
examiners and the grade of the doctoral committee; a grade of "five" is awarded if the academic 
paper is rejected. 4A grade up to and including 0.3 is considered excellent, up to and including 
1.5 as very good, up to and including 2.5 as good. 

(3) 1If the thesis is accepted as a dissertation, the chair of the doctoral committee shall inform the 
doctoral candidate of this and the overall grade of the dissertation. 2He or she shall be given the 
opportunity to inspect the papers. 

(4) 1If the thesis is rejected as a dissertation, the doctoral procedure is terminated. 2A copy of the 
rejected dissertation must be filed with all reports and presentations in the departmental files. 

 
§ 11  

Oral examination 
 

(1) 1If the dissertation has been accepted, the chair of the doctoral committee shall schedule the 
oral examination. The Dean's Office shall publicise the oral examination to the University with 
seven days' notice. 2The oral examination should take place within ten weeks of the dissertation 
being accepted. 3It is conducted by the members of the doctoral committee as examiners and 
the examiners as counsellors. 4The oral examination is open to the public. 5Other persons may 
be present during the oral examination with the consent of the doctoral candidate and the 
unanimous agreement of the doctoral committee. 6In the event that the proper conduct of the 
oral examination cannot otherwise be guaranteed, the public shall be excluded by the person 
holding the chair. 7The members of the Faculty Council and the Dean's Office shall continue to 
have the right to participate in the oral examination at any time. 

(2) 1The oral examination, which must be conducted individually with each doctoral candidate, is 
chaired by the Chair of the Doctoral Committee. 2The oral examination consists of 

1. a half-hour presentation on the results of the dissertation and 
2. a subsequent discussion of the results, in the course of which the doctoral candidate 

must also defend the categorisation of his/her results in the chosen subject area of the 
dissertation or the economic sciences in accordance with Section 3 (2), and 

3. only for Dr. rer. nat. and Dr. phil.: a subsequent examination on topics from the area of 
the chosen specialisation of the dissertation in accordance with § 3 para. 2. 

(3) The discussion pursuant to para. 2 no. 2 and - where relevant - the examination pursuant to 
para. 2 no. 3 shall be moderated by the chair. In addition to the members of the doctoral 
committee and the rapporteurs, the chair shall also grant other members of the university who 
are present the right to ask questions. 

(4) The duration of the oral examination should be  
1. for the degrees Dr rer. nat. and Dr phil. 90 minutes in total, 
2. for the degree Dr. rer. pol. 60 to 90 minutes  

amount. 



page 7 from 11 
Status: 21/08/2024 

 

(5) 1The oral examination must be completed by the doctoral candidate independently and without 
unauthorised assistance or aids. 2Recording of the oral examination is prohibited. 

(6) The main subjects and results of the oral examination as well as any special incidents, in 
particular technical faults, are recorded in a protocol. 

(7) 1After the oral examination has been completed, the examiners shall decide whether the 
doctoral candidate has passed the examination and the result. 2If the examination has been 
passed, the examiners shall each state one of the grades in accordance with § 9 para. 3.3 The 
result of the passed oral examination shall be determined from the arithmetic mean of the grades 
stated in accordance with § 10 para. 1 or para. 2. 

(8) 1If the oral examination is not passed, it may be repeated within a period to be set by the chair 
of the doctoral committee, usually 10 weeks. 2The repetition is only permitted once. 

 
§ 12 

Regulations for the oral examination in electronic form 
 

(1) 1The oral examination should take place in person. 2For good cause and with the consent of the 
doctoral candidate and the members of the doctoral committee, an oral examination may be 
conducted in electronic or hybrid form. 

(2) 1Only video conferencing systems and web browser-based examination platforms of the 
University of Hildesheim are used to conduct the examination. 2The following categories of 
personal data may be collected from participants 

1. University e-mail address, 
2. (Account) names, 
3. Authentication features, 
4. Communication content, in particular audio and video data, 
5. the data technically required to provide the web browser-based examination platform 

and the video conferencing system 
6. a current telephone number or similar contact details for the purposes mentioned in 

sentence 3  
recorded, temporarily stored and transmitted to the participants. 3In the event of technical 
faults, telephone numbers or comparable contact details of the doctoral candidate, the 
examiners and advisors may be provided to the chair and the deputy for short-term contact 
and to finalise the examination. 

(3) 1The doctoral candidate must identify him or herself at the beginning of the examination. 2His or 
her camera must be switched on at all times and he or she must be visible, unless the chair has 
authorised a break.  

(4) 1If the video or audio transmission during the oral examination in electronic form is disrupted for 
a short time without significantly affecting the examination, the examination will be continued 
after the disruption has been rectified. 2If the technical disruption persists or is repeated so that 
the examination is significantly disrupted as a result, the examination will be repeated at a later 
date. 3The examiners are responsible for assessing whether there is a significant disruption or 
whether a significant part of the examination has been completed. 

(5) Otherwise, § 11 shall apply accordingly.  
 

§ 13 
Withdrawal, cancellation, compensation for disadvantages 

 
(1) 1If the doctoral candidate withdraws from or misses the oral examination after it has been 

publicly announced by the university, the examination is deemed to have been failed unless the 
chair of the doctoral committee recognises an important reason for this. 2The important reason 
must be reported immediately in writing to the chair of the doctoral committee and substantiated, 
otherwise the examination in question shall be deemed to have been failed. 3If illness is invoked 
as an important reason, a medical certificate must be submitted immediately, stating the inability 
to take the examination at the relevant time. 4The illness of the person to be examined is 
equivalent to the illness of close relatives in need of care within the meaning of Section 12 (3) 
Nos. 2 and 3 NHG. 5The death of a close relative shall be recognised as an important reason 
upon presentation of appropriate evidence. 6If an important reason exists, a new examination 
date will generally be scheduled within ten weeks. 7§ Section 11 (1) sentence 1 applies 
accordingly. 8In this case, the examination not taken shall be deemed not to have been taken. 
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9The chair of the doctoral committee shall notify the candidate concerned in writing of the non-
recognition of a circumstance as an important reason, stating the reasons. 

(2) 1If the doctoral candidate discontinues the public university examination, the examination is 
deemed to have been failed unless the doctoral committee recognises an important reason for 
this. 2The decision on this shall be made by the committee immediately after the cancelled 
examination. 3The committee may also interrupt the examination if a continuation until the end 
of the day following the oral examination appears to be promising and the doctoral candidate 
agrees; the chair of the doctoral committee must ensure that the university public is able to 
participate in the continuation of the examination. 4If the doctoral candidate claims unforeseen 
illness as an important reason, a medical certificate stating the inability to take the examination 
at the relevant time must be submitted to the chair of the doctoral committee without delay. 
5Paragraph 1 sentences 6 to 9 apply accordingly. 

(3) If the doctoral candidate can prove by submitting a medical certificate that he or she is unable 
(e.g. due to prolonged or permanent disability) to take all or part of the examination in the 
intended form, the Doctoral Committee shall decide, with the approval of the Dean's Office, on 
arrangements to compensate for disadvantages that preserve the character of the oral 
examination. 

 
§ 14 

Determination of the overall grade 
 

(1) 1If the oral examination is passed, the doctoral committee determines the overall grade. 2The 
unrounded grade of the dissertation shall be weighted twice and the unrounded grade of the 
oral examination shall be weighted once. 3The overall grade is otherwise determined in 
accordance with § 10 para. 1 sentence 2 and para. 2 sentence 4. 

(2) The determination of the overall grade "excellent" requires that both the dissertation and the 
oral examination have been assessed as "excellent" and that all examiners have proposed the 
grade "excellent", otherwise the grade "very good" will be determined in this case. 

(3) The chair of the doctoral committee informs the doctoral candidate of the grading of the 
submitted scientific paper, the oral examination and the overall grade. 

(4) The doctoral procedure is completed when the oral examination is passed. 
(5) 1After the oral examination has been passed, the dean issues a provisional certificate of the 

doctorate, which also lists the grade for the dissertation, the grade for the oral examination and 
the overall grade. 2The certificate must be accompanied by information on legal remedies. 3The 
use of "Dr. des." is not permitted 

 

§ 15 
Publication of the dissertation 

 
(1) Once the doctoral procedure has been successfully completed, the dissertation must be made 

available to the scientific public in an appropriate manner. 
(2) 1Publication of the dissertation requires permission to print from the chair of the doctoral 

committee. 2Permission to print can be granted with the decision on the passed oral 
examination; the doctoral committee must decide to take into account any changes requested 
by the rapporteur. 

(3) 1After acceptance by the doctoral committee, the dissertation must be made available to the 
academic public in an appropriate manner. 2This requirement is fulfilled if the author provides 
the University Library with two copies of the doctoral thesis in printed form free of charge and 
also chooses one of the following options: 

1. Posting of the dissertation on the publication server of the University Library in 
electronic form. 

2. Publication in a scientific journal. 
3. Publication in a commercial publishing house that handles distribution via the book 

trade. 
3In all cases of points 1 to 3, a summary (abstract) of the dissertation in German and English, 
approved by the doctoral committee and not exceeding one page in length, must be submitted 
to the University Library for publication in digital form. 
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(4) In addition, a further copy of the doctoral thesis must be provided to the Dean's Office in printed 
form together with an electronic version of the same thesis in a standard university format. 

(5) If a paper consisting of several scientific publications is submitted, it must be published together 
with the in-depth summary and categorisation as a separate publication. 

(6) In justified cases, the dean and the chair of the doctoral committee may jointly authorise 
publication in a different form or with a different number of copies. 

(7) 1Within one year of passing the examination, the deposit copies (paras. 3 and 4) must be 
submitted to the library and the Dean's Office together with proof of publication. 2At the request 
of the doctoral candidate, the Dean may extend the deadline. 

 
§ 16 

Completion of the doctorate and certificate 
 

(1) 1The doctoral certificate is issued according to the model in the appendix; in addition to the title 
and, if applicable, the focus of the dissertation, it contains the grade for the dissertation, the 
grade for the oral examination and the overall grade for the doctorate. 2Certificates are issued 
in German and English. 

(2) 1The doctoral certificate is dated on the day of the oral examination and signed by the President 
and the Dean. 2The certificate is only issued after the requirements of Section 15 (7) have been 
met. 3The doctoral degree may only be used after the certificate has been awarded. 

(3) If it becomes apparent before the doctoral certificate is issued that the doctoral candidate is 
guilty of deception with regard to the doctoral achievements or that essential requirements for 
admission to the doctorate have been erroneously assumed to have been met and cannot be 
remedied, the doctoral committee shall declare the doctoral achievements invalid. 

 
§ 17 

Failure to pass the examination 
 

(1) 1The examination is failed if the submitted dissertation has been rejected or if the oral 
examination has been definitively failed. 2The person concerned must be informed of the failure 
in writing, stating the reasons and providing information on legal remedies. 3The person 
concerned has the right to inspect the doctoral file. 

(2) 1A renewed application for acceptance as a doctoral candidate or admission to doctoral studies 
is only permitted once and, except in justified cases, not before the end of one year. 
2Unsuccessful doctoral attempts at other universities are to be included in the count.  

(3) 1In the event of a renewed application for acceptance as a doctoral candidate or for admission 
to doctoral studies, notification of the failed attempt must always be provided. 2The date of the 
initial application and the department to which the thesis was submitted, as well as the topic of 
the rejected thesis, must be stated. 

(4) A dissertation that has been rejected by this or another university may not be resubmitted for 
the purpose of obtaining a doctorate, not even in a modified form. 
 

§ 18 
Appeal against decisions in the doctoral procedure 

 
(1) Rejecting decisions, in particular on 

1. the non-acceptance 
2. non-admission to the doctoral procedure, 
3. the rejection of the scientific paper or 
4. Failure to pass the oral examination  
shall be made in writing and shall be notified to the person concerned, shall state the reasons 
and shall include information on legal remedies.  

(2) 1The person concerned may appeal against the decision in writing to the dean within one month 
of notification. 2The appeal should be substantiated within one month of submission.  

(3) 1The Faculty Council decides on the appeal. 1If the grounds for appeal are directed against a 
decision of the Doctoral Committee, the Dean shall forward the appeal to the Doctoral 
Committee for review. 3If the grounds for the appeal are directed against the decision of the 
rapporteur or examiners, the dean forwards the appeal to them. 4The Faculty Council receives 
the result of the review.  
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(4) 1If the doctoral committee or the rapporteurs or examiners change their decision as requested, 
the Faculty Council shall remedy the objection. 2Otherwise, the Faculty Council shall review the 
unfavourable decision, in particular as to whether  
1. the audit procedure has been conducted properly,  
2. the valuation was based on an incorrect assumption,  
3. generally applicable valuation principles have not been observed,  
4. a justifiable and logically justified solution has been judged to be incorrect,  
5. the reporters or auditors have been guided by extraneous considerations.  

(5) If the objection is not upheld, the decision rejecting the objection must be substantiated and 
include information on the legal remedies available. 

 
§ 19 

Withdrawal of the doctoral degree 
 

(1) (1)1 A doctoral degree that has already been awarded can be withdrawn by cancellation 
(Section 48 VwVfG) or revocation (Section 49 VwVfG). 2The preclusive period pursuant to 
Section 48 (4) VwVfG shall not apply.  

(2) 1The doctoral degree can also be withdrawn or revoked if the holder has abused the claim of 
academic excellence associated with the university degree. 2A criminal offence may only be 
taken into account in accordance with the provisions of the Federal Central Criminal Register 
Act. 3The procedure is otherwise governed by the VwVfG. 

(3) 1The decision to withdraw the doctoral degree and the certificate is made by the Faculty Council. 
2The Presidential Board must be informed in good time before these measures are 
implemented. 3The Dean shall enforce the measures by means of a reasoned decision with 
information on legal remedies. 

(4) 1If the requirements for admission to doctoral studies were not met without the applicant being 
guilty of deception or attempted deception, and this fact only becomes known after the certificate 
has been issued, this deficiency is remedied by the submitted and recognised dissertation and 
the passing of the oral examination. 2Withdrawal of the doctoral degree shall not be considered 
in this case. 

 
 

§ 20 

Joint doctorates with other universities and research institutions 
 

(1) Joint doctoral procedures with one or more other universities and research institutions are 
carried out on the basis of an agreement between the University of Hildesheim and the 
institution in question on a case-by-case basis. 

(2) 1The agreement may deviate from §§ 1 to 19. 2In this case, the approval of the faculty council 
is required 

 
§ 21 

Entry into force / Expiry 
 

(1) The doctoral degree regulations come into force on the day following their publication in the 
University of Hildesheim's official gazette.  

(2) The "Doctoral Regulations of Faculty 4 (Mathematics, Natural Sciences, Economics and 
Computer Science) of the University of Hildesheim for the Award of the Degree of Doctor of 
Natural Sciences (Dr. rer. nat.)" dated 27.01.2016 (promulgated in issue 116 dated 08.02.2016), 
the "Doctoral degree regulations of Faculty 4 (Mathematics, Natural Sciences, Economics and 
Computer Science) of the University of Hildesheim for the award of the degree of Doctor of 
Philosophy (Dr. phil.)" dated 27.01.2016 (promulgated in issue 116 dated 08.02.2016) and the 
"Doctoral Regulations of Faculty 4 (Mathematics, Natural Sciences, Economics and Computer 
Science) of the University of Hildesheim for the Award of the Degree of Doctor of Economics 
(Dr. rer. pol.)" of 27.01.2016 (promulgation gazette issue 116 of 08.02.2016) are no longer in 
force. 



page 11 from 11 
Status: 21/08/2024 

 

(3)1 For doctoral procedures for which the application for acceptance as a doctoral candidate was 
submitted before the date of entry into force, the previously applicable regulations shall 
continue to apply, including the associated validity of the acceptance. 2The application for 
admission to doctoral studies (§ 3) must declare whether the further procedure is to be 
continued in accordance with the previously applicable regulations or these regulations. 3If the 
previously applicable regulations apply, an oral examination in electronic form is possible. 4In 
this case, Section 12 (1) to (4) shall apply accordingly. 

(4)1 Doctoral candidates who have already been admitted to the doctorate shall complete the 
doctoral procedure in accordance with the provisions of the doctoral regulations applicable to 
them up to that point. 2An oral examination in electronic form is possible. 3In this case, Section 
12 (1) to (4) shall apply accordingly. 


