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Faculty of Journalism and Mass Communication
OPINION[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  Note: The text in italics provides guidelines for evaluating the research results. Recommended length of the report: 2–3 standard pages] 

by …………………………………………………….
(academic position, academic degree, first name, last name, educational/academic institution)

for the award of the academic and scientific degree of “Doctor”/“Doctor of Science” in professional field 3.5. Public Communications and Information Sciences (…………….)
with a dissertation on the topic: “…………………………………..”, 
submitted by ……………………………………, full-time/part-time/independent doctoral student in the Department of ……… at the Faculty of Journalism and Mass Communication
with academic advisor: …………………………………………………
I. [bookmark: bookmark15]Assessment of the quality of the dissertation text
· Relevance and significance of the problem addressed in the dissertation
· Depth and comprehensiveness of the study of theoretical sources 
· Demonstration, using new methods, of essential aspects of existing theories, hypotheses, etc.
· Proposal of new interpretations, definitions, etc., of a current and previously analyzed subject of scientific research
· Operationality of the selected research methods
· Creation of new classifications, methods, technologies, etc.
· Accuracy in the collection, processing, and analysis of empirical data
· Reliability of the material upon which the contributions are based 
· Obtaining and proving new facts
· Obtaining facts that confirm already known theories, interpretations, etc.
· Bibliographic awareness
· Compliance with the compositional requirements for the dissertation text
· Assessment of the linguistic and stylistic qualities of the exposition and the degree of deviation from standard grammatical, spelling, and punctuation norms
· Assessment of the consistency between the text of the abstract and the text of the dissertation
II. Contributions of the dissertation research
· Nature of the contributions: novelty for science (new theories, hypotheses, methods, etc.); enrichment and critical analysis of existing knowledge; application of scientific achievements in practice, realized effect;
· Assessment of the contributions in the dissertation and the publications based on it;
· Assessment of the potential for utilizing the obtained results.

III. Comments and recommendations
· A reasoned proposal for the direction of the doctoral candidate’s further work with the aim of improving the presented thesis. 
· Reasoned comments, accompanied by an assessment of their impact on the quality of the presented scientific (applied) work.
· Other well-founded issues that the reviewer deems appropriate to address.
IV. Publications and participation in scientific forums
Conclusion on whether the requirements of the Regulations on the Conditions and Procedures for the Award of Academic Degrees and the Holding of Academic Positions at Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski” for the validation and publication of the research results pursuant to Article 5, item 5, and whether the minimum national requirements under Article 63, paragraph 1, item 4, and Article 69, paragraph 3, have been met.
V. Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]The conclusion of the opinion must contain a reasoned, clear, and unambiguously positive or negative opinion on whether the candidate should be awarded the academic and scientific degree of “Doctor” / “Doctor of Science.”
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