
AUIC SCHOOL

GRADES: the new system of validation after the Mobility



2

THE REASON BEHIND THE NEW CONVERSION SYSTEM

The Academic Senate of the Politecnico di Milano, met on 23 October 2017, and the Board of Directors, 
met on 31 October 2017, approve the 'GUIDELINES FOR THE MANAGEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL 
STUDENT MOBILITY’.

On p. 14 of the document the following statement is reported:

The grade distribution curve, provided by the mobility host University within the Transcript of Records (ToR), 
should normally be used for the conversion. In the latter case, the grade distribution curve, in percentage 
values, aggregated according to the disciplinary class of reference, will be compared with the one provided by 
the sending University, according to the indications of the ECTS 2015 Guide1.

1 European Commission, Directorate-General for Education, Youth, Sport and Culture, ECTS users' guide 2015 –
Publications Office, 2017, ISBN: 978-92-79-43562-1. DOI: 10.2766/87592
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THE ‘OLD’ SYSTEM FOR GRADE CONVERSION

The table used in the past 
to convert grades for 
Architecture Courses (LM-
4) do not meet the 
requirements of the ECTS 
2015 Guidelines. 
Consequently, since the A.Y. 
2023-24, it is revoked and 
cannot be used to make 
the grade conversion 
anymore.   
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THE ‘NEW’ SYSTEM FOR GRADE CONVERSION

Based on the comparison of probability density functions of grades.
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GRADES DISTRIBUTION

Par. 4.3 User’s Guide ECTS 2015

To ensure transparent and coherent 
information on the performance of the 
individual student, each host institution 
should provide – in addition to their 
national/institutional grading scale and an 
explanation of the scale – a statistical 
distribution table of the passing grades 
awarded in the programme or field of study 
attended by the student (grade distribution 
table) showing how the grading scale is 
actually used in that programme .

Grade distribution tables allow for 
comparison with the statistical distribution 
of grades in a parallel reference group of 
another institution.

The following is an illustrative example of a grading table:
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HOW TO BUILD A STATISTICAL DISTRIBUTION TABLE 

Example: ETH Zürich – CH

Ranking: 4(pass) ÷ 6(excelent)

grade n. students distribution
A 9 10%
B 21 24%
C 22 25%
D 26 30%
E 9 10%

87 100%

A                B                C                D               E
10% 24% 25% 30% 10%

E

D

C

B

A
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GRADE DISTRIBUTION CURVES AT POLIMI
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Grade distribution 2019-22

LM-4 Architettura e ingegneria edile-architettura LM-31 Ingegneria gestionale

All distribution curves of the PoliMI
Programmes are annually 
monitored and reported by the 
International Mobility Unit, devided
by Class of Degree.



8

DISTRIBUTION PER CLASSES OF DEGREE
IDENTICAL RANGE (18-30L)...DIFFERENT DISTRIBUTION
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HOW TO APPLY THE CONVERSION INSTRUMENT

The grade distributions are based on calculated probability density functions and are structured in 

closed and largely pre-filled Excel sheets accessible to all Promoters and Mobility Coordinators. 

For mobility outgoing students towards institutions which do not provide a grade distribution in their 

ToR a standard (symmetric) probability density function will be applied in order to compare the two 

grade distributions. 

IMPORTANT: all mobility students are kindly invited to ask the corresponding hosting institution, 

through the local Mobility Coordinator or the secretariat, to provide the calculated probability density 

functions of the grades in their ToR.
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WHERE TO FIND THE GRADE DISTRIBUTION IN THE ToR
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ALTERNATIVE WAYS TO REPORT THE GRADE DISTRIBUTION
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ALTERNATIVE WAYS TO REPORT THE GRADE DISTRIBUTION
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GRADES CONVERSION

Example #1:
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ECTS:

Grade:

Equivalent grade:

4.5

9

29

RIGHELLO DI CONVERSIONE

X Y Z

UPV

18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 30L

PoliMI

Grade* Freq Grade Freq
18 4.4% X 71.0%
19 3.0% Y 14.0%
20 3.8% Z 15.0%
21 3.2% 100%
22 4.1%
23 5.3%
24 7.3% successfully passed the course
25 8.4%
26 10.4%
27 13.1% Z%: higher grade
28 12.9%
29 9.1%
30 10.1%

30L 5.1%
100%

Polimi UPV

X%; Y%; Z% - Percentage of students who 

X%: lowergrade
Y%: the same grade

GRADES CONVERSION

Example #2:
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Credits:

Grade:

CFU:

Equivalent grade:

15

5.8

9

29

RIGHELLO DI CONVERSIONE

Lower Higher

Pontificia

18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 30L

PoliMI

Grade* Freq Ranking position 3
18 3.4% Total class 11
19 2.5% Ranking Freq
20 2.9% Lower 72.7%
21 3.1% Higher 27.3%
22 3.3% 100.0%
23 4.3%
24 6.0%
25 7.6%
26 10.0%
27 13.0%
28 14.9%
29 11.7%
30 11.7%

30L 5.9%
100%

Polimi Pontificia

GRADES CONVERSION

Example #3:
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ECTS:

Grade:

CFU:

Equivalent grade:

6

B

6

29

RIGHELLO DI CONVERSIONE

E D C B A

UPORTO

18 1920 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 30L

PoliMI

Grade* Freq Grade Freq
18 3.4% E 10%
19 2.5% D 25%
20 2.9% C 30%
21 3.1% B 25%
22 3.3% A 10%
23 4.3% 100%
24 6.0%
25 7.6%
26 10.0%
27 13.0%
28 14.9%
29 11.7%
30 11.7%

30L 5.9%
100%

Polimi UPORTO

GRADES CONVERSION

Example #4:
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THE NEW SYSTEM
(based on grades 
distributions) 

• FAIR TREATMENT

• TRANSPARENCY

• NON-DISCRETIONARY

• COHERENCE
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