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2026 Go/no Go Portfolio

[bookmark: _Hlk81917334]Save this entire portfolio as a Word document with document name “GNGPortfolio.docx”.

For explanations on each part of the Go/no Go (GNG) portfolio, please refer to the document "Go/no Go assessment - introduction and explanations" on the GSSS website.

Send this GNG portfolio, including all attachments, to graduate.school.ssw@vu.nl. The supervisory team should be in cc. Sending this portfolio means all supervisors approve the content.

Date and supervisory team

	Date of portfolio submission:
	



Supervisory team
	
	Name
	Email

	PhD candidate:
	
	

	Supervisor 1:
	
	

	Supervisor 2:
	
	

	Supervisor 3:
	
	

	Supervisor 4:
	
	



GNG product

The PhD candidate is free to choose between two general formats of GNG product:
1) a full research proposal
2) a (revised) brief research proposal in combination with one (draft) chapter of the dissertation.

Submitting a draft chapter assumes that the supervisors have approved the chapter as it is or with minor revisions to be made for inclusion in the dissertation.

	
	Document name 
	Mark with ‘X’ when attached

	Full research proposal
	FullResearchProposal.docx
	

	(Revised) brief research proposal
	BriefResearchProposal.docx
	

	Previously published article (part of dissertation)
	PublishedArticle.docx
	

	Pre-registration of research
	Preregistration.docx
	

	Chapter: Introduction to the PhD research
	ChapterIntroduction.docx
	

	Chapter: Literature review
	ChapterLiteraturereview.docx
	

	Chapter: Empirical chapter
	ChapterEmpiricalchapter.docx
	

	Chapter: Other (specify)
	ChapterOther.docx
	



Reviewers of the GNG product (mandatory)

Please note that your supervisor is required to contact the reviewers in advance to ensure they are available. 

Reviewers must have obtained a PhD degree. SSC-reviewers are preferably from another scientific department. Proposed reviewers are invited by the GSSS without any further notice to the candidate or supervisors.

	
	Name (with titles)
	Position (e.g. substantive field, name of chair, affiliation)
	Email

	1. External
	
	
	

	2. External
	
	
	

	3. External
	
	
	

	4. SSC internal
	
	
	

	5. SSC internal
	
	
	



Time schedule

Are there any changes to your initial workplan? If yes, please explain:
	



Budget plan 
  
Are there any changes to the initial budget plan? If yes, please explain what changes and, in case of funding shortages, how do you plan to cover the remaining costs:

	



Data management plan

A data management plan, approved by the SSC Data Steward, is mandatory for all GNG portfolios. Having passed the Writing a Data Management Plan (WDMP) course before the GNG is mandatory.

	Mark with ‘X’ to confirm that the data management plan (DMP) has been attached (name the document DataManagementPlan.docx)
	

	Have you passed the WDMP course?
	

	Has your DMP been approved as part of the course?
	

	If not, has your DMP been approved directly by the Data Steward? 
	




[bookmark: _Hlk106616830]Data accountability for the GNG product

[bookmark: _Int_AQFxusRw]Accountability means that you, as the author, take responsibility for what you do (and have done) with research data. This allows others to replicate your study, for example. A second goal is for research data to be reused by other researchers, with different research questions. You must take appropriate action and keep records to demonstrate compliance. 

The ‘FAIR Guiding Principles for scientific data management and stewardship’ were designed to improve the Findability, Accessibility, Interoperability, and Reuse of digital assets. The principles address three types of entities: data (or a digital object), metadata (information about that digital object), and infrastructure. 

	Is the GNG product (the research proposal and/or draft chapter) based on empirical data? (yes/no)
	



If 'yes', fill in the table below. If 'no', proceed to section 8.

	FAIR principles
	Answer (or explain exception[footnoteRef:1]) [1:  If data cannot be made public due to confidentiality or other concerns, make sure you meet the SSC Data Steward to find a viable data management solution.] 


	How are entities findable? Report a globally unique and persistent identifier such as a DOI or weblink to the metadata and data.
	

	How are entities accessible? For example, report whether data and metadata are open and free to access, or whether authentication and authorization are required.
	

	How are entities interoperable? Report whether it is possible to integrate the data with other data. This includes data formats, compatibility across software, applications, or workflows for analysis, storage, and processing.
	

	How are entities reusable? Report data use license, detailed provenance of research units and instruments, uses allowed by the informed consent sheets or privacy statements provided to respondents.
	



Ethics check of research

If you have not done so yet, please use the Ethics self-check. If the result of the self-check is positive, the candidate and the supervisory team will have to prepare a full review for the SSC Research Ethics Review Committee.

An approved ethics review is mandatory with your GNG and before you start collecting data.

	
	Document name 
	Mark with ‘X’ when result is attached

	SSC self-check
	EthicsSelfcheck.docx
	

	Review by SSC Research Ethics Review Committee
(only if required as result of the self-check)
	EthicsReviewRERC.docx
	

	Review by other committee (e.g. METC)
	EthicsReviewOther.docx
	



Authorship

It is mandatory for SSC PhD candidates to be the first author of all chapters/articles included in the dissertation.

	Mark with ‘X’ to confirm that the candidate is the first author of all work directly related to the PhD project
	



10. Plagiarism check of GNG product

The VU-GSSS requires all PhD candidates to perform a similarity scan of the GNG product through the software iThenticate. An account for this software is automatically provided by the GSSS to each PhD candidate after registration. Log-in instructions are sent to the candidate's VU email. If you have not received the credentials to your iThenticate account, please write to graduate.school.ssw@vu.nl.
After performing the similarity scan, the results must be interpreted and discussed by the candidate with at least one supervisor. After that discussion, the candidate must fill in a report and submit it as an attachment to this portfolio.

	Mark with ‘X’ to confirm that the plagiarism check has been conducted and that the report has been attached (name the document PlagiarismCheckReport.docx)
	

	Mark with 'X' the confirm that you have stored the similarity scan in your own archives (in case required for verification at a later date)
	



Completed courses and activities

Approximately 10 ECs PhD training should be completed (registered and approved in Hora Finita) at the time of the GNG. There may be deviations from this requirement if decided in agreement with the GSSS program manager.

	How many credits (EC) have you completed?
	

	Mark with 'X' to confirm that you have completed both mandatory courses (WDMP, RIRS)
	

	Mark with 'X' to confirm that you have uploaded all completed courses to Hora Finita
	



Supervisors' statement on trajectory progress

This statement is provided by the supervisors. The PhD candidate may deliver the statement on behalf of the supervisors.

	
	Short description

	Research progress and results are convincing and promising
	

	The candidate is on track
	

	The candidate is expected to finish in time (nominal is normal)
	

	The candidate is on route to become an independent researcher
	

	The frequency of contact between candidate and supervisors is at least once in two or three weeks; or less if so agreed upon (explain)
	

	The candidate is responsive to feedback and is able to improve their work
	

	Statement delivered by (name of supervisor)
	



[bookmark: _Hlk81915134]Annual progress interviews between candidate and supervisors 

Candidates and supervisors have regular conversations about how the project is going, aspects pertaining to the professional development of the candidate, and their well-being. This conversation takes place at least once before the GNG, and we encourage a second one to take place after the approval of the GNG.

	Date of meeting
	Who was present?
	Main conclusions

	
	
	



[bookmark: _Hlk106617301]Delayed submission of GNG product 

	Is the submission of the GNG product later than the date agreed upon during the intake? (yes/no)
	

	If ‘yes’, what was the reason for delayed submission?
	

	If ‘yes’, do you expect this to delay the final submission of the manuscript? (explain)
	



Final remarks?
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