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Evaluation Table 1 of 2 (Please tick as appropriate:  4 – Excellent, 3 – Very Good, 2 – Good, 1 – Fair, 0 – Poor,Not App: Not Applicable). Please add a short comment if the evaluation is Fair or Poor

	Scientific soundness and significance
	4
	3
	2
	1
	0
	Not App
	Comment

	Wide relevance/interest of the research theme 
	x
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Objectives well defined and scientifically supported
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	Adequacy of the methodological approach
	
	
	x
	
	
	
	Q-learning is the most basic RL methodology. There exist more advanced approaches which could be explored in the MIRL setting


	Quality of the experimental setup
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	Novelty of the approach
	
	
	x
	
	
	
	It is stated that the patient-specific adaptive RL approach is novel. This is not really the case as such an approach has been proposed here: doi: 10.1002/psp4.12588 (DA-RL approach) which is fairly similar but just uses a more advanced RL and Bayesian estimation method.


	Contribution to knowledge in the field
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	Quality of the results 
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	Discussion and conclusions valid and properly supported
	
	
	x
	
	
	
	As mentioned the discussion of an existing patient-tailored approach is missing in the discussion (doi: 10.1002/psp4.12588 (DA-RL approach)) The paper is referenced only in context of a population-level approach but is not really discussed as an existing patient-level MIRL approach. Thus it appears that the presented approach is the first patient-tailored MIRL approach.



Evaluation Table 2 of 2 (Please tick as appropriate:  4 – Excellent, 3 – Very Good, 2 – Good, 1 – Fair, 0 – Poor, Not App: Not Applicable). Please add a short comment if the evaluation is Fair or Poor

	Written Document
	4
	3
	2
	1
	0
	Not App
	Comment

	Quality of the Abstract (is it exhaustive?)
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	Document organization. Suitable balance of  he component parts of the thesis
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	Adequacy of the references
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	Clarity 
	
	
	x
	
	
	
	

	Communication effectiveness
	
	
	x
	
	
	
	

	Properly supported discussion and conclusions
	
	
	x
	
	
	
	


	Comments/Notes

	Please add here any further comments/notes that might be useful to the PhD Candidate for improving the final version of the thesis.

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE FOLLOWING SECTION WILL BE FORWARDED TO THE PhD CANDIDATE

Use additional pages if needed
The discussion of an existing patient-tailored approach is missing in the discussion (doi: 10.1002/psp4.12588 (DA-RL approach)) The paper is referenced only in context of a population-level approach but not the patient-level. The DA-RL approach also describes the tailoring of an RL agent to a specific patient and thus the here presented approach is not completely novel but is building on an existing approach (instead of Monte Carlo Tree Search Q-learning is used and instead of a fully Bayesian approach MAP estimation). This should be acknowledged and discussed.
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