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	Assessment Criteria
	Mark
	Allocated
Mark
	Comment

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
	15%
	10
	What is done well:
The student engages a wide range of sources, many of which are recent. The literature covers globalisation in pharmaceutical, regulatory compliance, risk, IP law, and digital transformation. Coverage of country specific regulatory challenges are clear.
What could have been done differently:
The review could be more critique. Create a theorectical model, consolidating relevant theories to show how it supports the research questions and objectives.
How to do better next time:
Engage more critically with the literature: for instance the student can further compare different authors’ views on regulatory compliance and innovation strategy. 

	2.  Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	20%
	13
	What is done well:
There is strong and detailed knowledge of the pharmaceutical sector, especially in the context of Indian companies expanding globally. Key theories (e.g., Porter’s Five Forces, PESTEL, risk management frameworks) are explained well and linked to Alembic’s case.
What could have been done differently:
Although well reviewed, theoretical frameworks should be used to interpret the data findings. For example, PESTEL or Porter’s analysis introduced early is not connected to results later.
How to do better next time:
Apply the theoretical framework throughout the dissertation, especially in the analysis and discussion chapters. This is the whole purpose of introducing them in the first place.


	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	30%
	20
	What is done well:
Good to see that findings are interpreted linking to broader business trends (e.g., biosimilar markets, digitalisation). The student provides good insights on both strengths and weaknesses of Alembic’s internationalisation.
What could have been done differently:
More critical analysis to improve the depth of the study. For instance, expand the discussion on the challenges of localising production or competing in IP-heavy markets.
How to do better next time:
Bring up more “questions” that could be answered critically. For instance: why did Alembic succeed in some regions but not others? why might R&D spending not always correlate with market share?


	4. Practical Application Skills
	20%
	14
	What is done well:
The dissertation is based on secondary data, including annual reports, regulatory data (FDA, EMA, PMDA), and industry reports, as well as other financial metrics from Bloomberg.
The data is used for descriptive statistics, regression analysis, panel data models, and risk simulations. The selection of variables (R&D, regulatory delay, local manufacturing index, revenue) is well justified.
What could have been done differently:
While the use of secondary data is appropriate, the student could provide a summary table showing source and type of each variable. You could also explained well the method of panel data in regression and the limitations of the model in methodology chapter.
How to do better next time:
Include a data source table with all sources and types of data used. Are their any missing data if panel data is used? Any limitations of your model spec?

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	15%
	11
	What is done well:
The presentation is very clear with good use of financial/statistical data. Writing is mostly fine. Harvard referencing is consistent.
What could have been done differently:
Some grammar issues. The appendices are not well organised (e.g., clearer labelling, cross-referencing with main chapters).
How to do better next time:
Proofread before submission. Use appendices with clear labels (e.g., Appendix A: Revenue Data).


	
Total

	100%
	68
	

	General Comments



The result is provisional until confirmed by Examination Board



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	100%

	
	Up to 1 week late (50% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
	
	



image1.jpeg
UNIVERSITY OF WALES

Trinity Saint David

\ LONDON





