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NpU3HaHUE PE3YALTATOB HAYYHOrO UCCACAOBAHMUS:
¢ opMbl NPOABACHUA U NPOONCMBbI OL{CHUBAHMS

LWeBenesa H.A.*

Llenb npeanaraemoni cTatby — OLEHKA PE3YbTaToB HAyYHOr0 UCCIEA0BAHUS, OTPAXaEMbIX B HAYYHbIX N34aHW-
X, ¥ nx anpobauns kak caMornpe3eHTaLms MOI0A0r0 YYEHOI0 1 MPOBEPKA 0OLLECTBEHHOV 3HAYNMOCTY JOCTUIHY-
ThiXx UTOroB. lpesAcTasneHsl Pe3yibTaTbl aHaM3a CTENEeHN COOTBETCTBUSI YCTaHOBIEHHBIM TPEO0BaHWs B OTHOLLE-
Hum 06533aTesIbHbIX TPEX MybmMKaLMi METOL40M C/yHariHoV BbiOOPKU, rae 6buim oTobpaHsl 50 kKaHAMAATCKUX anC-
cepTaumii, N3 KOTOPbIX: TOBKO B 4 C/Ty4asix KOAM4eCcTBO MyOamkaLmi OrpaHnynIoCb He0OX0ANMBbIM MUHUMYMOM B
TPY HayyHble cTaTtbm (8%); C YEThIPbMS-NISATHIO CTaThbsIMU MoAOLLLIM K 3alymTe 30% couckareneli; elye 34% mono-
AbIX Y4eHbIX CyMesv 0ny6sImkoBaTh 40 AECSTU HAaY4YHbIX paboT, a yeTBepo (8%) umesnn B yncne ornybsimkoBaHHbIX 110
JBeHaaLath W Aaxe TPUHaALUaTb Hay4YHbiX CTaTeu.

lpeacTaBieHHbIV aHaaM3 UMEET BaXHOE MPakTU4ECKOE 3HaYeHNE M1 OpraHn3aumm Hayku, 4ieHoB auccepTa-
LIMOHHBIX COBETOB M MHTEPECYIOLLMXCS MPoBAeMamMy MOArOTOBKMN HAYYHbIX KaZPO0B.

KnroueBsbie cnoBa: anpobaums, nybavkawumm, aHaam3, ryMaHUTapHbIe Hayku, PeLIeH3UPYeMble N3aaHusl, PEKO-
MeHaaLmK, Hay4Hble NCCen0BaHus, NyOINYHOE U3JIOXEHNE, Pe3y/bTaTbl, CAMOMNpPe3eHTaLus.

Acceptance of the Scientific Research Results: Forms of Expression
and Problems of Evaluation

Sheveleva N.A.**

The purpose of the proposed article is to evaluate the results of scientific research, reflected in scientific journals
and their approbation as the self-presentation of a young scientist and verification of the social significance of the
results achieved. Presents the results of the analysis of the degree of compliance with the established requirements
for the mandatory three publications by random sampling, where 50 master’s theses were selected, of which in only
4 cases the number of publications was limited to the required minimum of three scientific articles (8%); with four to
five articles, 30% of applicants came to the defense; another 34% of young scientists managed to publish up to ten
scientific papers, and four (8%) had twelve or even thirteen scientific articles among them.

The presented analysis is of practical importance for the organization of science, members of dissertation
councils and those interested in the problems of training scientific personnel.
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