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	Justification of the topic choice. Accuracy in defining the aim and objectives of the thesis. Justification of the topic choice; accuracy in defining the aim and tasks of the thesis; originality of the topic and the extent to which it was covered; alignment of the thesis’ topic, aim and objectives.
	5
	4
	3
	2

	Structure and logic of the text flow. Logic of research; full scope of the thesis; alignment of thesis’ structural parts, i.e. theoretical and empirical parts.
	5
	4
	3
	2

	Quality of analytical approach and quality of offered solution to the research objectives. Adequacy of objectives coverage; ability to formulate and convey the research problem; ability to offer options for its solution; application of the latest trends in relevant research are for the set objectives.
	5
	4
	3
	2

	Quality of data gathering and description. Quality of selecting research tools and methods; data validity adequacy; adequacy of used data for chosen research tools and methods; completeness and relevance of the list of references.
	5
	4
	3
	2

	Scientific aspect of the thesis. Independent scientific thinking in solving the set problem/objectives; the extent to which the student contributed to selecting and justifying the research model (conceptual  and/or quantitative), developing methodology/approach to set objectives.
	5
	4
	3
	2

	Practical/applied nature of research. Extent to which the theoretical background is related to the international or Russian managerial practice; development of applied recommendations; justification and interpretation of the empirical/applied results. 
	5
	4
	3
	2

	Quality of thesis layout. Layout fulfils the requirements of the Regulations for master thesis preparation and defense, correct layout of tables, figures, references.
	5
	4
	3
	2


Each item above is evaluated on the following scale, as applicable: 5 = the thesis meets all the requirements, 4 = the thesis meets almost all the requirements, 3 = a lot of the requirements are not met in the thesis, 2 = the thesis does not meet the requirements.
Additional comments: 

Please, elaborate on the above mentioned criteria (about 250 words)
I believe this an interesting piece of work that we few amendments and extra work could be excellent. 
The aims and objectives are interesting but in some cases they seem unclear/vague or each one seems to have two more implied in it. I think that if were clarified more precisely then they could serve as even more specific guide for the author /thesis.
With regards to the research background and literature review I think that more factors could be included as well and more fields incorporated e.g. psychological motivators. Still the literature review is coherent, clear and specifically targeted to few surveys that their content is actually tested under a different (Russian) context later on. In that sense, I think the student made a v.clear and detailed work. 
As to the methodology part. I believe that some parts of the methodology could very well serve better as parts of the literature review, since they refer to the background research rather than the methodology e.g. ''The context of the Russian Food Embargo''.  In general , I think the methodology does meet the level of a master thesis but i think that sampling methods (e.g. convenient sampling??) could be further explained as well as the methods of data processing. There seem to be a few moderation effects hidden in between variables correlations (they all come out positive) that might worth investigating in order to retrieve even more relevant info. Also, there is a limitation stated in the methodology that it doesn't seem very clear since the student makes an assumption on sample representativeness that is not well established.
Finally, the findings do seem to be interesting and there is contribution made both to theorists and practitioners. As said before, more in depth investigation could have taken place. Thank you very much.
Master thesis of Metelev Vladislav meets the requirements of the Management program, and according to the reviewer’s opinion deserves a/an “ (4) B” grade, thus the author can be given the desired degree.
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