
Appendix 12d 
 

REPORT 
to occupy the academic position: 

''Professor''  

''Associate 

Professor'' 

X 

 one of the academic positions indicated shall be 

marked with the sign "X" 

Candidates to occupy the position: 

1 Chief. 

Assist. 

Prof. 

PhD Tsvetelina Georgieva Foteva UCTM 

№ academic 

position 

scientific 

degree 

name middle 

name 

last name workplace 

Scientific area: 

5. Technical Sciences 

code name 

Professional area: 

5.11 Biotechnologies 

code name 

Scientific specialty: 

Technology of bio-active compounds 

The competition has been announced: 

96 17.11.2023 г. Dept. Biotechnology System and chemical 

engineering 

in SG 

issue 

date for the needs of the Department Faculty 

 

The report was written by: 

Prof. PhD Velizar Kostadinov Gochev “P. Hilendarski” 

University of 

Plovdiv 
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1. Report for the candidate: 

Chief. 

Assist. 

Prof. 

 

PhD Tsvetelina Georgieva Foteva 

academic 

position 

scientific 

degree 

name middle name last name 

1.1. Meeting the minimum requirements under the Regulations: 

A) The candidate meets the minimum requirements 20 points X 

B) The candidate doesn’t meet the minimum requirements 0 points  

  

one of the 

answers given 

is marked with 

the sign "X" 

 

It must be filled in if answer B is marked. The publication activity of the candidate is 

analyzed. The response of the results achieved (quoted) is analyzed. 

 

 

 

1.2. Relevance of scientific and / or applied research: 

A) The research is relevant. Part of the research is 

pioneering (no results are known on the topic by other 

authors) 

8 points X 

B) Research is relevant. Results from other authors are 

known for each of the topics and / or applications studied. 

6 points  

C) Most of the research is relevant, but also some results 

are presented that have no scientific and / or applied value 

4 points  

D) The smaller part of the research is relevant 2 points  

E) Research is not relevant 0 points  

  

one of the 

answers given 

is marked with 

the sign "X" 

 

The evaluation of the relevance of the research must be substantiated. 

The main scientific activities, dedicated to the construction and characteristics of novel 

antimicrobial hybrid nanomaterials, are focused on innovative directions of a modern 

biotechnology and applied microbiology. On the other hands the results achieved are 

important from ecological point of view.    

1.3. Objectives of the research: 



A) Realistic and of scientific and / or applied interest 8 points X 

B) Realistic, but not of scientific and / or applied interest 4 points  

C) Unattainable (unrealistic) 0 points  

  

one of the 

answers given 

is marked with 

the sign "X" 

 

Objectives must be specified. The type of the set objectives must be justified 

The major goals are clearly stated and are of an interest mainly from practical point of view.  

1.4. Candidate research contributions: 

A) With lasting scientific and / or applied response, they 

form the basis for new research and applications 

20 points  

B) They are of significant scientific and / or applied interest, 

complete and / or summarize previous research 

16 points  

C) They are of scientific and / or applied interest 12 points X 

D) Lack of significant contributions 8 points 

 

E) Lack of contributions 0 points 

 

  

one of the 

answers given 

is marked with 

the sign "X" 

 

Contributions must be specified. The type of results achieved must be justified. 

The achieved contributions are categorized as scientifically-applied and applied. Part of the 

contributions are original and the major part complement, expand and build on existing 

knowledge.  

1.5. Participation of the candidate in the achievement of the presented results: 

A) The candidate has at least an equal participation in the 

submitted papers 

8 points X 

B) The candidate has at least an equal participation in most 

of the submitted papers 

7 points  

C) The candidate has a secondary participation in most of 

the submitted papers 

4 points  

D) The candidate participation is unnoticeable  0 points  



  

one of the 

answers given 

is marked with 

the sign "X" 

 

Critical notes must be provided if one of the items C or D is marked. 

 

 

1.6 Pedagogical activity: 

A) The candidate has effective and sufficient pedagogical 

activity at the university. The textbooks issued are modern 

and useful (they meet the requirements of the Regulations). 

The work with undergraduate and doctoral students is at a 

high professional level. 

8 points  

B) The candidate has sufficient pedagogical activity at the 

university. The textbooks issued satisfy the requirements of 

the Regulations. 

6 points X 

C) The pedagogical activity and / or textbooks issued are 

insufficient (do not meet the requirements of the 

Regulations) 

0 points  

  

one of the 

answers given 

is marked with 

the sign "X" 

 

Critical notes must be provided if one of the items B or C is marked. 

 

 

 

 

1.7. Critical notes: 

A) Lack of critical notes 8 points X 

B) Critical notes of a technical nature 7 points  

C) Critical notes that would partially improve the results 

achieved in a small part of the research 

5 points  

D) Critical notes that would partially improve the results 

achieved in most of the research 

3 points  

E) Significant critical notes 0 points  

  

one of the 

answers given 



is marked with 

the sign "X" 

 

Critical notes must be provided if one of the answers C, D or E is marked. 

 

 

 

 

1.8. Conclusion 

A) The evaluation of the candidate’s 

activity is POSITIVE 

This evaluation is assigned to 

a total number of at least 50 

points 

X 

B) The evaluation of the candidate’s 

activity is NEGATIVE 

This evaluation is assigned to 

a total number below 50 

points 

 

  

one of the 

answers given 

is marked with 

the sign "X" 

 

To be filled in if requested by the member of the scientific jury 

The documents and materials presented by Chief. Assist. Prof. Tsvetelina Georgieva 

Foteva meet all the national and institutional requirements. The candidate has submitted 

considerable number of scientific papers. The achieved contributions are original and the 

major part complement, expand and build on existing knowledge. The achievements of 

Chief. Assist. Prof. Foteva in both teaching and research activities fully comply the national 

and institutional requirements. I find it is justifiable to announce my positive assessment 

and to recommend to The scientific jury to prepare a report and to propose to the Faculty 

council of the Faculty of System and chemical engineering for the appointment of Chief. 

Assist. Prof. Tsvetelina Georgieva Foteva to the academic position of “Associate professor” 

at UCTM in a Higher education area 5. Technical Sciences, Professional field 5.11 

Biotechnologies (Technology of bio-active compounds). 

 

 

23.02.2024 

The report was written by: 

 

date  signature 

 

 

 

 


