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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 Supervisor must comment verbally on each evaluation criterion!

Assessment criteria: 	Assessment
	1. Thesis Objectives and Methods
	C
	The aim of the thesis is well-formulated on page 13, where it is described as an investigation into the impact of various promotional practices by pharmaceutical companies on doctors' prescribing behavior. 
It would be beneficial to dedicate an entire chapter to the objectives rather than mentioning them only briefly, e.g. in Methodology. The objectives are appropriately aligned with the theme of the thesis. This chapter also describes research design and data collection. The author should place greater emphasis on the use of statistical methods (p. 33). 





	2. Theoretical Background
	E
	Literature review is a mixture of various current sources dealing with pharmaceutical marketing practices. From thesis formulation (p. 15) it is not clear which hypotheses are connected with what target groups. A clearer presentation of hypothesis formulation and further also of its testing would be efficient. 
Regarding the content, the author mentions that there is a research gap and that not a lot of authors mention patients in their research. From the research point of view, I would be interested to know if there are any studies on pharmaceutical practices and how they are perceived by patients, such as whether they follow medication recommendations, what influences them, and so on. Sometimes, it's challenging to follow the chapters, as seen on pages 26 and 27, where the author discusses a shift to innovation while previously addressing marketing.
Regarding formatting, the author overlooks a variety of sources used in the thesis, as noted in the formal layout comments. Additionally, comments on the graphs do not correspond with the text, as observed e.g. on page 9.



	3. Practical Application – Analysis
	D
	The analytical part, beginning on page 35, addresses key questions concerning doctors, medical representatives, and patients regarding their attitudes toward pharmaceutical/medical promotion activities. The questions in the survey align well with the thesis objective. However, the author could provide more specific details about the process of creating the questionnaire. I appreciate the data collection: 121 doctors, 165 medical representatives, and 155 patients, in total 441 responses. The author states that there is a gap in addressing all three groups in the value chain (p. 14). It is unfortunate, therefore, that the author did not explore the patients' results more thoroughly. These could have been included in the hypotheses, too. 







	4. Practical Application – Project/ Research
	D
	The discussion of results and evaluation is presented on pages 61-62 as a summary of outcomes, and further elaborated in the chapter on Recommendations (page 68). It is unclear why the author included chapter 5 (page 63). Even though the interaction of the three groups of respondents is clearly described, I would suggest incorporating it into a different chapter to clarify why we should address all three of them. Similarly, regarding the SWOT analysis, it would be more effective to include it at the end of the author's analytical findings as a summary of key points. 
It's positive that the author addressed both limitations and possibilities for future research within this topic as well as analysis of costs for his recommendations. 



	5. Formal Layout
	E
	Regarding the formal aspects of the thesis, there are various errors throughout the work. The tables lack consistent formatting (e.g., p. 58, 59, 60), and there are empty spaces in the thesis (e.g., p. 60, 82). Additionally, there are misspellings and grammatical mistakes, and some sources are not properly connected with the tables (e.g., p. 59). The text formatting is also inconsistent (e.g., p. 10, p. 59). 
From the point of view of citation, there are several issues that need to be addressed. Not all sources are cited according to the correct citation norms, and the sources are not consistently ordered alphabetically (e.g., page 82). Additionally, several sources are missing from the final list of literature or have incorrect names/dates (e.g. Ashiwaju et al., 2023; Guido et al., 2014 etc.). 
The information in the thesis lacks logical cohesion at times.







	Overall thesis assessment *
	E
	[bookmark: _GoBack]The author frequently consulted the work during personal meetings, primarily focusing on methodology and gaining expertise in writing this type of research thesis. I must say that the current state of the work is a lot better than when the student submitted the first draft approximately three months ago. Despite its shortcomings, there has been evident improvement in the student's writing process and critical thinking about the work throughout the writing process. Despite the mentioned shortcomings above, I recommend the work for defence. Due to the missing literature in the final list of references, formal site and the lack of logical sequence in several sections, I must evaluate the work with an "E" - fulfilled but with significant deficiencies. 


* The final grade is not an arithmetic average of the individual criteria for assessing the thesis.

Questions for the defence:
1. If you were to divide your results into three groups—doctors, patients, and medical representatives—could you describe the key findings in each group?
2. Can you identify the most relevant literature for your research (citation of the literature sources) and demonstrate the differences between your research and current authors working on this topic?
The thesis fulfils the criteria for the defence of the MT. The thesis is recommended for the defence. 
The thesis has been checked for the originality of the work in IS STAG. Based on the results of this review, it was concluded that the work is not plagiarism.
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