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Additional comments: 
Despite the fact of high interest and motivation for the research, author did not manage to state clearly the goal of his research and to prove that selected design is capable of attaining the stated goal. In this case the proposition of analytical framework would facilitate the understanding of the paper. Although research has conspicuous methodological disparities, it can be still considered valuable from practical perspective for gathering students’ and faculty perceptions of knowledge transfer problem which seems actual enough. Unfortunately, practical implications together with the analysis of obtained results are rather superficial and lacks in-depth analysis. Indeed, the results did not show what are exact barriers for knowledge acquisition and why they are namely such according to the conducted empirical analysis. In general, the quality of Thesis’s layout is graded as moderate due to frequent text mistakes and the absence of one unified style for illustrations. Further, too wide margins after each paragraph and the absence of summary tables complicate the reading of the text. However in general, research demonstrated in-depth theoretical investigation of knowledge transfer problem and offered strong and contemporary solutions for mitigating the existing gap.
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