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The literature review is solid and well-linked to the research objectives of the thesis. Minor point: in 

the literature review, it is not clear why the author devotes so much space to explain the process of 

cultural adjustment of expatriates, since although connected, it does not seem relevant to the 

research objectives of the thesis.  

On the basis of the literature review, a gap in the literature and thereby a research question are 

identified. The justification of the relevance of this gap is solid.  

 The theoretical framework is not original but drawn from existing research. No innovations to this 

framework are added. However, the framework fits well the research purposes of the thesis. 

The author shows an understanding of research design, i.e. of the relationship of theory to 

methodology. The rationale for and merits of adopting the methods used are well-explained. 

Minor point: an appendix with information about the interviewees (age, period of expatriation, 

country of expatriation, date of the interview, and so on) would have been welcomed. Little 

information about the population is provided. 

Controlling for the country of expatriation as a variable would have been beneficial in terms of 

research design.  

 

The empirical analysis shows a solid application of the theoretical concepts to the empirical data. 

In my opinion, at times, the findings appear to be a bit too intuitive, that is, they do not seem 

particularly original. 

The main limitation of the analysis is that it is purely descriptive; this is most clearly seen in discussion 

section, which is limited to a description of the individual trajectory of each participant. No attempt 

at explaining these differences, or at drawing broader implications is attempted. This is seen in the 

section “Contribution to the academic & theoretical debate”, in which it is not explained how the 

findings (originally) contribute to the existing literature or its wider social, political or policy 

significance. This limited are also seen in the “Conclusions” section. 
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The thesis is well-written and follows the academic conventions. 

 The thesis shows that the author has carried out a significant volume of research, both in terms of 

revising the literature as well as in terms of data collection and interpretation.  

The empirical analysis is methodologically solid, but its academic, social and/or policy relevance is not 

clear.  
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