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GENERAL PROGRAMME OUTLINE FOR THIRD-CYCLE STUDIES  
IN MARITIME AFFAIRS, 240 EUROPEAN CREDITS 

 
 
 
 
This General Programme Outline equates directly to the document known as a “Programme 
Syllabus” within the Swedish system. 
 
This General Programme Outline was confirmed by the Curriculum and Assessment Committee on 
9 September 2020, to be valid from that date. 
 
 
1.  Aims and Intended Learning Outcomes 
The purpose of the doctoral programme in Maritime Affairs is to provide the student with a broad 
knowledge in the field of maritime and oceans affairs, in-depth knowledge of a particular aspect of 
these fields, familiarity with research methods used in the field, in-depth knowledge of a variety of 
appropriate research methods and particular knowledge of the methodology appropriate to the 
chosen area of research, strong theoretical awareness, and significant insight into issues 
encountered in the research work. 
 
1.1 Aim 
The overall aim of the programme is to train the student to become a critical and independent 
researcher in maritime and/or oceans affairs with an ability to plan and carry out research projects, 
and to disseminate knowledge on a global basis. 
 
1.2 Intended Learning Outcomes 
The overall syllabus for the doctoral programme specifies that students shall demonstrate: 
 

• capacity for scholarly analysis and synthesis as well as to review and assess new and 
complex phenomena, issues and situations autonomously and critically 

• the ability to identify and formulate issues with scholarly precision critically, autonomously 
and creatively, and to plan and use appropriate methods to undertake research and other 
qualified tasks within predetermined time frames and to review and evaluate such work 

• through a dissertation the ability to make a significant contribution to the formation of 
knowledge through his or her own research 

• the ability in both national and international contexts to present and discuss research and 
research findings authoritatively in speech and writing and in dialogue with both the 
academic and the maritime community 

• the ability to identify the need for further knowledge 
• the capacity to contribute to sustainable development in the maritime and oceans sectors 

and support the learning of others through research, education, publication and advice 
• demonstrate intellectual autonomy and disciplinary rectitude as well as the ability to make 

assessments of research ethics, and 
• demonstrate specialised insight into the possibilities and limitations of research, its role in 

society globally and the responsibility of the individual for how it is used. 
 
The detailed Intended Learning Outcomes for the programme are attached as an appendix. 
 
 
2.  Entry requirements  
To be eligible for admission to the doctoral programme in Maritime Affairs, applicants must meet 
the entry requirement and also be considered in other respects to have the ability required to 
benefit from the programme.  
 



3 
 

2.1  General entry requirements  
A person meets the general entry requirements for third-cycle studies if he or she:  

• holds a Master’s degree or an equivalent university qualification, awarded by a recognised 
university; 

and  
• has competence in English language, demonstrated by an internationally recognized 

standard test; 
and 

• has computer competence. 
 
2.2  Specific entry requirements  
A person meets the specific entry requirements for third-cycle studies in Maritime Affairs if he or 
she has completed a Master’s degree in a relevant discipline (a second-cycle qualification), in which 
at least 20% of the total credits are awarded for a dissertation. 
 
 
3.  Admission and selection  
Admission to the third-cycle programme may be granted at any point in the year.  
 
3.1 Application for admission 
Applications for admission to the doctoral programme are considered by an Admissions Board, 
chaired by the Director of the PhD Programme. The University takes account of: 
 

• an applicant’s ability to benefit from the study programme  
• the applicant’s documented subject-related knowledge of relevance to the proposed 

research field 
• the quality of the applicant’s research proposal 
• the applicant’s documented knowledge of scientific theory and methodology 
• the applicant’s analytical skills, evidenced through degree projects, scholarly reports, 

publications and so on. 
 
The Board undertakes a careful and comprehensive assessment   of each applicant’s previous 
academic performance, degree project, research interests and professional career. Interviews may 
be arranged.  

Admissions and selections are conditional on the University’s resources to provide supervision 
within the doctoral student’s focus area. Only applicants who can be offered supervision and 
otherwise acceptable conditions for study can be granted academic clearance. 
 
Third-cycle admission decisions are made by the Director of the PhD Programme following the 
findings of the Admissions Board for each application. 
 
3.2 Financial support for the PhD programme 
The University seeks funding from a range of donors in the form of fellowships to support the 
enrolment of doctoral students. Such fellowships cover the tuition fee for the programme and 
provide a standardised monthly stipend. 
 
In the case of such fellowships being available, the University issues a special call for applications. 
Only applicants who have been granted academic clearance to join the PhD programme may be 
considered for donor funding. Such consideration is a process quite separate from consideration 
for academic clearance, and may include criteria determined by the fellowship donor. 
 
Recommendations on the allocation of fellowship funding are made by a specially constituted 
awards committee, which may include representation from the fellowship donor, as established 
when the agreement to provide such funding is signed. The recommendation of the award of donor 
fellowships is approved by the President. 
 



4 
 

Students may secure their own funding for the programme from their employer, government, 
national scholarship schemes or other personal resources. 
 
Only those applicants who have been granted academic clearance and who have subsequently 
secured funding for their studies for the whole period pf enrolment may be offered enrolment in the 
programme. 
 
 
4. Supervision and the Ph.D. Advisory Committee (PAC) 
 
4.1 Supervision 
All candidates are supervised, on a regular and continuing basis. The Director proposes to the 
Curriculum & Assessment Committee (CAC) the appointment of at least one supervisor, and a co-
supervisor where deemed appropriate, for each candidate. Supervisors must hold a Ph.D. and 
must be a member of the resident faculty. Co-supervisors must hold an appropriate Ph.D. and may 
be a member of the resident or adjunct faculty, regular member of WMU staff, or an individual 
external to the University. A student may request the appointment of a different supervisor at any 
point during the registration. The change of supervisor must be approved by CAC. 
 
Each doctoral student must be provided continuous contact with the supervisor/s for discussion 
and feedback throughout the period of registration. Each student is entitled to at least 360 hours of 
supervision over four years, including the time spent on work deemed necessary in connection with 
the actual meeting between the student and his/her supervisor(s). 
 
4.2 Ph.D. Advisory Committee (PAC) 
Each student is further supported by a Ph.D. Advisory Committee (PAC), consisting of two to three 
members appointed by the Director. The members must hold a Ph.D. and may be a member of the 
resident or adjunct faculty, or regular member of WMU staff. The PACs assist the supervisor in 
monitoring progress and adherence to the Individual Study Plan, and provides comments and 
observations on the overall progress of the candidate’s dissertation and any issues that might 
affect such progress. The PAC increases the feedback given to candidates on their work and 
extends the breadth of ideas to which they are exposed. PAC members are not expected to review 
drafts of the dissertation nor serve as substitutes for the supervisor. 
 
 
5. Programme outline and content  
 
5.1 Programme composition and length 
The study programme consists of coursework comprising 60 European credits and a dissertation 
which carries 180 European credits. Within the coursework requirement, three subjects are 
mandatory: Research Methods (20 EC), PhD Portfolio (10 EC), and PhD Progression Seminars 
(10 EC). The remaining 20 EC are provided by elective subjects which are selected by the 
candidate in coordination with the PhD supervisor(s). 
 
The PhD programme is completed usually over a registration period of three to six years.  
 
5.2 Required taught subjects 
There are three mandatory PhD subjects: 
 

• the Research Methods subject provides students with the fundamental knowledge of theory 
and methods in research and offers insight into the development of maritime research. It 
also covers the research process and offers guidance on scholarly integrity, research ethics 
and the role of maritime and oceans research in society and its contribution to global 
sustainable development. 
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• the PhD Portfolio subject contributes to the achievement of the generic knowledge and 
skills that are not generally assessed through the dissertation by requiring candidates to 
contribute to teaching in the MSc program, participate and present at academic 
conferences, act as student-opponent at a final progression seminar, and continuously 
document their reflections on a variety of aspects of their doctoral education. 
 

• The PhD Progression Seminars provides the doctoral candidate to summarise preliminary 
and ongoing research findings within the subject in a research report. In addition, it will 
assist the candidate to reflect on the research topic at different stages of the dissertation, 
formulate research ideas, deliver presentations and engage in critical discussions, as well 
as promote academic writing at an early stage of the programme. 

 
5.3 Elective subjects 
The University offers a range of PhD subjects, tailored to the research interests of the students 
who have registered for the degree. All draft Subject Delivery and Assessment Plans are 
considered by the Doctoral Studies Committee, which then recommends approval to the 
Curriculum and Assessment Committee. 
 
Students select from the range of the elective subjects in consultation with their supervisor(s), and 
these, along with the proposed time-table are recorded in each candidate’s Individual Study Plan 
(ISP) (see below). 
 
The grades (Pass or Fail) for the taught subjects are awarded by the faculty member responsible 
for the subjects, and are reported to the Curriculum and Assessment Committee for confirmation or 
moderation. 
 
In addition to the PhD subjects delivered at WMU, credit may be awarded for PhD subjects taken 
at other Swedish and European universities, subject to the approval of the Director of the PhD 

to present his/her research at national and international programme. Students are expected to  
conferences. Funding to facilitate this is provided under donor fellowships. 
Such conference participation must be planned and recorded in the individual study plan.  
 
5.4 Individual study plan  
An individual study plan is drawn up for each third-cycle student to document the work completed 
by the student as well as the remaining parts of his/her study programme. The study plan functions 
as a steering document for the entire period of study and helps ensure that the studies are 
undertaken and followed up effectively.  
 
The student and his/her supervisors share the responsibility of making the study plan a living 
document that is used in their daily work. The individual study plan shall be established and 
revised jointly by the student, supervisors and the Director of the PhD programme. Each ISP must 
be revised at least once a year, and also if relevant changes have occurred or on the student’s 
request. The ISP must be drawn up no more than two months after admission to the programme 
using the established template, available from the PhD Office. 
 
5.5 Progression 
PhD candidates report on their research work to date and their plan for subsequent stages through 
a series of four progression seminars.  
 
First progression seminar 
At the first progression seminar, the PhD candidate is expected to present a detailed proposal on 
the subject of the research and a clear overall plan for the dissertation. The presentation should 
include a clear statement of the problem, and an explanation how it generates appropriate 
researchable and relevant questions. Additional elements of the presentation should include a 
preliminary literature review together with an indicative bibliography, underpinning concepts and 
theories, proposed methodology and research methods, and an initial timeline for the doctoral 
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studies. The candidate should be able to articulate the proposed contribution to the body of 
knowledge as well as relate the relevance of the proposed work to the wider maritime and oceans 
community. 
 
Intermediate progression seminars 
At the intermediate seminars, the candidate should report on the doctoral work that has been 
accomplished so far and present a plan for its continuation. At this stage, the candidate is expected 
to present progress with the research design, its implementation, application of appropriate 
research methods and, if available, any preliminary findings. Additionally, the candidate is 
expected to demonstrate the following: 
 

 • continued critique of the literature in light of the research questions and reflections 
 • awareness of limitations in the work and a defence of methods used to mitigate the effects 

of these limitations 
 • continued appreciation of the place of the work in the existing knowledge domain  
 • evidence of resource management skills (including time) for the delivery of the 

requirements of the PhD 
 • communicate with clarity and coherently the work undertaken and a viable plan for 

progressing with the research 
 
In practice, two intermediate progression seminars are held for each candidate. 
 
Final progression seminar  
The final progression seminar is held when the candidate is, for all intents and purposes, ready to 
submit a full draft of the PhD dissertation. At this stage, the research skills of the candidate are 
expected to be at an advanced level with the presentation of the research work in final stages 
indicating substantial knowledge in the domain, originality, and integrity. Advanced critical thinking 
skills should be demonstrable as is a critique of the literature in light of the research questions and 
reflections. 
 
Aside from a rigorous review of the written work, the final progression seminar compels the 
candidate to prepare for the eventual oral examination of the work. High-level professional 
communicator skills in communicating with clarity and coherently the work undertaken in both 
written and oral formats are therefore expected. 
 
The final progression seminar includes the participation of a “student-opponent.” After the 
candidate’s presentation, a fellow PhD candidate (appointed by the Director) will lead the Q&A 
session as well as the discussion on the strengths and weaknesses of the draft dissertation. After 
the student-opponent’s intervention, the seminar resumes its regular sequence with questions and 
comments from the PAC, to be followed by the rest of the audience. 
 
5.6 Doctoral dissertation 
The dissertation is accorded 180 European credits. Two types of dissertation are permitted: 
 

• A monograph-type dissertation should normally not exceed 100,000 words in length 
(excluding appendices, footnotes, tables and bibliography), which shall embody the 
methods and results of the research.  The dissertation shall constitute a substantial original 
contribution to knowledge, worthy of peer-reviewed publication. The dissertation shall be 
clearly and concisely written with sound propositions and arguments, and shall demonstrate 
a satisfactory knowledge and awareness of primary as well as secondary sources. 
Acknowledgement of sources shall be made giving explicit references in footnotes or 
endnotes or by in-text referencing. A full bibliography must be appended to the work and, 
where appropriate, a description of methods and techniques used in the research.  

 
• A compilation-type dissertation should be a corpus of publications (or manuscripts of 

publishable quality) that support a coherent dissertation, rather than a series of 



7 
 

disconnected publications. It should normally consist of four to five articles, papers, or 
chapters published (or accepted for publication) in international academic peer-reviewed 
journals or edited peer-reviewed books representing a substantial, original, and 
independent contribution to knowledge in the research subject. Draft manuscripts of 
publishable quality may also be used. The publications must be accompanied by a critical 
overview normally of 20,000 to 30,000 words in length. The overview should give a 
summary of the aims and objectives of the dissertation, for which the publications 
submitted give evidence; explain and demonstrate the articles’ original contribution to 
knowledge at the Doctor of Philosophy level; and integrate the publications into a coherent 
whole, reflecting on the links between the publications, indicating the evolution of thinking 
between each piece of work, discussing the theoretical significance of the research for the 
relevant academic field, and discussing possible future directions for research and theory. 

 
Every dissertation must contain: 

• a summary not exceeding three hundred words; 
• a statement, signed by the candidate, certifying that the work submitted is essentially the 

result of the candidate's own research and investigation; and that  
• a statement that the work has neither been accepted for any other degree, nor is being 

concurrently submitted in candidature for any other degree. 
 
The dissertation must be based on independently conducted scholarly work and must document 
the postgraduate student’s ability to process a problem in the relevant subject area independently 
and rigorously. It must demonstrate that the student has achieved the programme’s aims, listed in 
section 1, above. 
 
5.7 Internal final review 
The internal final review takes place at the final (usually the fourth) progression seminar, at which 
the student is required to present and defend the first full draft of the dissertation. After this 
progression seminar, the Progression Board (consisting of the Director and the PAC) prepares a 
statement that specifies how the dissertation corresponds to Intended Learning Outcomes and how 
any weaknesses may be remedied.  
 
5.8 Public examination  
The dissertation must be defended at an oral examination. The Director constitutes an Examination 
Board consisting of three members, each of whom must hold a doctoral degree and have at least 
Associate Professor rank in academia. Two members of the Examination Board shall be appointed 

efforts are made from universities other than WMU, while the third member shall be from WMU. All 
to ensure gender diversity on the Board.  
 
The Director also appoints an Opponent from outside WMU who must hold a doctoral degree and 
at least Associate Professor rank in academia or, if from industry, a senior position. The Opponent 
shall conduct the oral examination of the PhD candidate by engaging the candidate in a discussion 
on the scientific aspects and philosophical concepts applied in the dissertation. The Opponent is 
not a voting member of the Examination Board, but serves as a resource during its deliberations.  
 
Examination Boards may recommend one of the following options: 
 

• the award of the degree of Doctor of Philosophy (Ph.D.); 
 

• that the award of the degree of Doctor of Philosophy (Ph.D.) not be recommended, but 
that the instead the degree of Master of Philosophy (M.Phil.) be recommended; 

 
• that the candidate not be recommended for the award of a degree. 

 
The Chairperson shall submit the recommendation of the Examination Board through the Director 
for the award of the degree of Ph.D. to the Academic Council for approval. 
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6. Evaluation of the Programme by Students 
 
Doctoral students are asked to evaluate each part of the programme every year, in a process 
established by the Academic Council. These evaluations are completely anonymous, and are 
submitted to the Quality Assurance Committee, in order that recommendations may be made to 
the Doctoral Studies Committee, the Curriculum & Assessment Committee and Academic Council, 
as appropriate. 
 
 
7. Transitional Arrangements  
 
Doctoral students admitted based on an older Programme Reference Guide may, if they so wish, 
change to this present programme outline. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Recommended by the Doctoral Studies Committee 7 September 2020 
Approved by the Curriculum & Assessment Committee 9 September 2020. 
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PhD Programme Objectives and Learning Outcomes 
 
PROGRAMME OBJECTIVES  
The oceans of the world provide for a wide range of opportunities and challenges - globalization, climate 
change, security and safety - are just some examples in this context. Global sustainable development needs 
to cater for safe, secure and efficient shipping on clean oceans, as defined by the International Maritime 
Organization (IMO), the United Nations Specialized Agency for maritime issues.  
 
The maritime industry is key to 21st  century life. Intricately linked to global trade and interaction, its success 
is of critical importance to the modern global economy and its local manifestations. Given the extent of this 
international role, there are complexity issues and challenges that must be addressed and investigated by 
knowledgeable, ethical and scholarly researchers. The sum total of knowledge in the maritime field must be 
expanded to contribute to global strategy formulation, implementation and cooperation.  
 
The need for interdisciplinary maritime research is global, as the maritime industry is without national 
borders. As IMO’s university, the World Maritime University (WMU) delivers world-class research that can 
be used for the benefit of the global maritime industry, thus building capacity and strengthening economies 
globally.  
 
The WMU PhD programme is intended to allow graduating students to demonstrate:  
• A holistic and thorough understanding of the particular subject matter on which they are researching  
• Abilities of synthesis, analysis and critique in the identification and solution of problems through the 
evaluation of theories and practice and appropriate scientific research methods  
• Professional behaviour in interrogating their own work and that of others and in making an original and 
ethical contribution to knowledge as part of a global academic community  
 
 
INTENDED LEARNING OUTCOMES 
The WMU PhD programme is intended allow graduating students to demonstrate:  
1. A holistic and thorough understand of the particular subject matter on which they are researching  
2. Abilities of synthesis, analysis and critique in the identification and solution of problems through the 
evaluation of theories and practice and appropriate scientific research methods  
3. Professional behaviour in interrogating their own work and that of others and in making an original and 
ethical contribution to knowledge as part of a global academic community  
 
On successful completion of the programme the student should be able to:  
 
Research skills  
1. Identify and formulate issues with scholarly precision critically, autonomously and creatively, and to plan 
and use appropriate methods to undertake research and other qualified tasks within predetermined time 
frames and to review and evaluate such work  
2. Make a significant contribution to the formation of knowledge through his or her own research, through 
a dissertation  
3. Describe the nature of academic research and its role in policy determination and optimisation  
4. Identify and explain the processes and requirements for the conduct of appropriate academic research  
5. Explain the main methodologies of research including qualitative and quantitative methodologies and 
their strengths and weaknesses  
6. Choose appropriate methodologies and methods for specific research questions  
7. Use different tools/methods for conducting research  
8. (As appropriate to own research questions) use different statistical tools and interpret their outcomes in 
social and operational contexts  
9. Recognize the necessity of and requirements for research ethics including those related to plagiarism  



10 
 

10. Develop a plan to continuously evaluate and improve his or her  own research skills and the application 
of their findings for practical ends  
 
Critical thinking skills  
1. Identify the need for further knowledge  
2. Conduct scholarly analysis and synthesis as well as to review and assess new and complex phenomena, 
issues and situations autonomously and critically  
3. Demonstrate specialised insight into the possibilities and limitations of research, its role in society 
globally and the responsibility of the individual for how it is used  
4. Critically review existing literature in own subject area showing in-depth analytical, evaluation and 
synthesis abilities in the interrogation of information from diverse sources  
5. Develop a learning strategy that incrementally shows advanced critique of theories and practices in the 
domain  
6. Demonstrate critical and analytical thinking skills in answering academic queries from peers, faculty and 
the wider University community and in the interpretation of research results  
 
Academic practitioner skills  
1. Demonstrate intellectual autonomy and disciplinary rectitude as well as the ability to make assessments 
of research ethics  
2. Contribute to sustainable development in the maritime and oceans sectors and support the learning of 
others through research, education, publication and advice  
3. Define the attributes of a scholar and the relevance of academic work to industry practice in their own 
discipline(s)  
4. Apply effective project management techniques (in relation to own resource and time management, goal 
and milestone setting and evaluation of performance) for the purpose of completing research work  
5. Exhibit an awareness of developments in own area of work and contemporary knowledge in domain  
6. Create and/or promote appropriate peer-networks for improving research in their specific subject area 
and for the optimisation of a knowledge-based society  
7. Apply research skills to the production of a distinct and original work in the form of a dissertation and 
under examination conditions show professional ability as a researcher  
8. Use technology (hardware and software) required in the particular research domain of interest  
 
Professional communicator skills  
1. Present and discuss research and research findings authoritatively in speech and writing and in dialogue 
with both the academic and the maritime community, in both national and international contexts  
2. Communicate complex ideas in a coherent, organized and technically sound manner and with clarity  
3. Demonstrate advanced scholarship in subject area through communication of own research outcomes in 
a local and international context  
4. Discuss the requirements for publicising findings and the underpinning scientific rationale  
5. Communicate research findings via appropriate academic media  
6. Use correct citation techniques and apply the relevant style to the referencing of academic text  
7. Properly acknowledge the work of others both in written and oral communication  
8. Appreciate and use proper research and subject area terminology  
 


