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Notes on completing the report:
1. A - fulfilled very well with no remarks, B - fulfilled very well with minor remarks, C - fulfilled at an average level, D - fulfilled with deficiencies, E - fulfilled but with significant deficiencies, F - not fulfilled.
2. If any criterion is graded F, the thesis must be evaluated as unsatisfactory overall, not meeting the criteria for the MT defence, and such a thesis cannot be recommended for the defence.
3. MT Reviewer must comment verbally on each evaluation criterion!

Assessment criteria: 	Assessment
	1. Thesis Objectives and Methods
	D
	The commentary focuses on: clarity of the formulation of the thesis objectives and the methods used in the thesis elaboration; evaluation of the objectives of the thesis following the thesis theme; the methods and procedures chosen to fulfil the thesis objectives. 
The objective of the thesis corresponds to the theme of the thesis. However, the author did not explain adequately the analysis of the project proposal (starts from page 63) as an objective of the thesis. This is not clear, how this (analysis of project proposal) relates to the main theme of the thesis. Methods of the thesis are not explained sufficiently. Particularly, it is worthwhile to know, how the author used the Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test? and how he can justify its use in the particular context (i.e., knowledge and brand promotion)?
The collection of the data has not been explained clearly. Are the respondents (doctors, medical representatives, and patients) only from Cairo city? Or the whole of Egypt? The author mentioned the use of an online survey (page 31), so how he approached doctors, medical representatives, and patients). Particularly, how did the author contact patients online?

	2. Theoretical Background
	D
	The commentary focuses on: the content of the critical literature research; the appropriateness of the chosen domestic and foreign literature sources; the method of citing sources in an adequate manner.
Author sufficiently gives the Theoretical Background. The chosen domestic and foreign literature is acceptable, whilst the chosen literature is not from the quality journals of the Web of Science. However, the method of citing sources has major deficiencies. Many paragraph are not connected to each other in a systematic way and lack coherence. Unfortunately, the author did not pay attention on the method of citation. Many references are missing in the end-list and the given references are inconsistent to follow the UTB guidelines, even not arranged alphabetically.
For example, Hill and Rang (2013) is missing. Author cited Bala and Karma (2020), but in the end-list, the year is 2019. Sztankovszky et al., (2015) is missing. Page 21, Kamal et al. (2015), not correct in-text citation. Ahmad et al. (2021), its actual year is 2022. Scheffe (2014) is missing. Ibrahim et al. (2015) is missing. Gupta et al., (2016), this study’s research context is Saudi Arabia, but author mentioned India. Al Thabbah et al. (2021), its year is 2022 not 2021. Ashiwaju et al., (2023) is missing. Guido et al., (2014) is missing. Brown & Kaplan (2014) is missing. Naqvi et al. (2023) is missing. Bélisle-Pipon (2021), its year is 2022, not 2021.

	3. Practical Application – Analysis
	E
	The commentary focuses on: the use of knowledge from theory, its appropriateness of application; sufficient description of the process of application of the methods of work; overall assessment of the current state; sufficient substantiation of the conclusions of the analyses; the difficulty of data collection and processing.
The analytical part includes the graphical description of data in the form of percentages and inferential statistics. The application of the Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test requires explanation for its appropriateness, which is missing. Explanation is required, on which data inferential statistics is based? Either from data of doctors? medical representatives? or patients?
It would be suitable, if the author prepare a table to mention the results, which hypothesis is supported or not for the convenience of readers, not merely stating in the text.
Also, on page 63, the Analysis of Project Proposal lacks clarity to link with the objectives of the thesis, the presented SWOT analysis and one year project for Smart Mobile Health App.

	4. Practical Application – Project/ Research
	E
	The commentary focuses on: the connection of the solving part of the thesis to the theory and to the analyses results; supporting the proposals with appropriate arguments; meeting the objectives set. For research-oriented MTs, the focus should be on discussion of the results and their evaluation. 
The author did not discuss the results in detail nor adequately supported or compared with the previous literature. By reading main theme, objectives, data collection, used methods, the thesis is research-oriented. However, in the end part of the thesis, the author included a project proposal, SWOT analysis, the project of 1 year plan for Smart Health App, does not correspond to the main theme.


	5. Formal Layout
	D
	The commentary focuses on: logical coherence of the text of the thesis; use of correct terminology; use of the prescribed standard of citation of sources; appropriate linguistic and graphic level.
The content of the thesis is good however, the text lacks logical coherence. Some abbreviations are missing. The thesis does not follow the prescribed standard of citations, particularly in the end-list of references the style of giving references is inconsistent. Many references are missing. Grammatical and Spelling mistakes are found.

I have further comments for the student about his thesis.
i. Page 9; third line of introduction section, globally the market revenue of pharmaceutical industry was 1.45 trillion, but the author mentioned 1.42 trillion. This is contrary to the statistics given in Figure 1.
ii. Page 9;  Line 5, student mentioned that certain markets  are more favorable for pharmaceutical enterprises than others. It is not clear, how some markets are more favorable than others, and in which context, in which perspective.
iii. Student wrote, different statistics/quoted in USD and sometimes US dollars, it is better to follow a consistent format throughout the thesis.
iv. Page 10; Figure 2, the author didn’t give the complete reference of the figure in the references, also web-link is missing.
v.  Page 10, Line 2, at a 2.3% CAGR, what is CAGR, the author didn’t provide the explanation of this abbreviation, not even in the end list of abbreviations.
vi. Page 10, Second paragraph, the author mentioned that Egypt ranks 31st in GDP, 59th in exports, 44th in total imports. Provide the statistics and source of this information, which is missing.
vii. Page 10, Last line, health expenditures in Egypt are 4.6% of GDP in the in-text citation. Is it Youssef & Amin, 2023? Not available in the end-list. Or is it Amr Youusef?
viii. First paragraph, the explanation of GNI, is not compatible with the Figure 3.
ix.  Page 11; Figure 3, reference is missing in the end list.
x. Second paragraph, the in-text citation CIA World Factbook 2024, is missing in the end list of references.
xi.  Page 11; Figure 4, reference is missing in the end-list.
xii.  Page 12; First line, the US is the largest export destination for Egyptian good, which is 38.7% of total exports, whilst Figure 4 depicts that the percentage for US is 14.4%, not 38.7%.
xiii.  Page 13; citation Haider, 2023; this reference is missing in the end-list.
xiv.  Page 13; citation offer, 2022, this reference is not correct as there are three authors, not only one.
xv.  Again, 3rd paragraph, Naqvi et al. (2019). Reference is missing in the end-list.
xvi.  Page 14; author is describing some limitations of the research, is advised to describe them in the end part of the thesis.
xvii.  Page 13; last paragraph, don’t mention page numbers in the in-text citation.
xviii.  Page 17; For clear understanding of the Egyptian pharmaceutical market, authors is doing SWOT analysis, how SWOT analysis contributes to the main goal of the research? Thesis goals/objective doesn’t require SWOT analysis, one year project for mobile health app. If the student would like to add, explain them in the thesis objectives.
xix.  Page 17; mistake in years of references. Bad way of writing references.
xx.  Page 31; doctors’ prescription not prescribtion.
xxi.  How author developed the well-structured questionnaire?
xxii.  Page 31; use of Future tense is not good. 
xxiii.  After data analysis, through analysis was conducted with expert guidance. What does it mean? Who are experts?
xxiv.  Page 31; Research design, line 4, check grammatically.
xxv.  The study population is doctors, medical representatives and patients. Promotion has an impact on doctors’ prescribing, so why did you collect data from patients?
xxvi.  On one side, author is claiming to collect data online, then he mentions that a sample is selected that is representative of a specific subgroup within larger population. How did author make sure such representation? Especially in the online survey?
xxvii.  In the online survey, how author reach to the doctors? Medical representatives? Especially to the patients? Because no data base provide the list/contacts of patients.
xxviii.  Page 33; Line 3, is it Likert scale or Liker scale?
xxix.  Page 35, section 4.1.1, start the sentence with the capital letter.
 Page 51; Table 2, author provide the information about medical representatives in Cairo, Egypt. In online survey, how did author make it sure that they are from Cairo?


	Overall thesis assessment*
	E
	[bookmark: _Hlk98164743]I believe that the topic and theme of the thesis is very interesting and worthwhile to explore due to the high importance of the pharmaceutical industry. However, the way of presenting the research questions, hypotheses and objectives lacks clarity. It is not clear, how the student formulates the questionnaire. Much focus is given to presenting the percentages through Pie Charts. The explanation of inferential statistics lacks, particularly the appropriateness of the Wilcoxon test. The project proposal in the end part does not correspond to the main theme and stated objectives.


* The final grade is not an arithmetic average of the individual criteria for assessing the thesis.
Questions for the defence:
1. The thesis is more research-oriented thesis, its main theme, and presented objectives correspond to the main topic. However, later the student also presented a project proposal, SWOT analysis, 1 year project plan, smart health app. How the student will justify this and link with the main topic/goal of the research?
2. The student collected data through online survey. How the student contacted doctors? medical representatives? and patients? How all your responses remain limited to Cairo city despite using online survey?
3. How the student selected/approached patients? Who are the patients? Why most of the patients are young (Age; 20 to 35), instead of older patients? As Older people are more likely to face diseases/illnesses.
4. Do you think the use of Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test is suitable? How the student can justify its use in the particular context (i.e., updated knowledge and brand promotion)?
The thesis fulfils the criteria for the defence of the MT. The thesis is recommended for the defence. 
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