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Study Program  

Student  

Supervisor of MT (workplace)  

Opponent of MT (workplace)  

Title of the Master’s Thesis  

  

 

POINT EVALUATION OF THE MASTER’S THESIS MAX VALUATION 

1. GOAL(S) OF THE MASTER’S THESIS 20  

5 
Goals set with actual themes regarding to the/considerations in the 

study specialization   
5  

 Formulation of the goals 5  

 Completion of the defined goals 10   

2. Literature review 15  

 Literature and other sources review, work with the actual national 

and international sources  
5  

 Terms identification and correct use of terminology, definitions and 

units 
5  

 Proportion of the Literature review in relation to the set goals  5  

3. Methodology and Material  10  

 Eligibility of the proposed methodology in relation to the set goals  5  

5 Adequacy of used material regarding the expected results 5  

4. Results, Discussion and Conclusions 40  

 Clear formulation and clear interpretation of the results 10  

 Analysis of the obtained results, assessment of their quality and 

certainty  
10  

 Qualitative level and range of discussion 5  

 Conclusions and results formulation 5  

 Theoretical or practical applicability of the proposed conclusions 

and recommendations in practice or in the study specialization 

development 

10  

5. Formal and Graphic Level of the Thesis 15  

 Outline and logical structure of the thesis 5  

 Professional stylization and grammar 5  

 Graphic processing of text, tables and images 5  

TOTAL SUM OF POINT  

  



COMMENTS/ SUGGESTIONS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SPECIFICATION OF THE MASTER’S THESIS CONTRIBUTIONS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF STUDY PROGRAM/RESEARCH 

FIELDS AND PRACTICE  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THE MOST DISTINGUISHED CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE MASTER’S THESIS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THE INSUFFICIENCY OF THE MASTER’S THESIS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



STATEMENT TO THE RESULTS OF THE PROTOCOL OF ORIGINALITY  
 

Percentage %  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

QUESTIONS TO  THE DISCUSSION (3-5) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

GENERAL ASSESSMENT/EVALUATION OF THE MASTER’S THESIS 

 Max. Points 

Aim of the Master’s Thesis 20  

Literature review 15  

Methodology and Material 10  

Results, Discussion and Conclusion 40  

Formal and Graphic Level of the Master’s Thesis 15  

TOTAL SUM OF POINTS  100  

FULFILLING THE REQUIREMENTS FOR DIPLOMA THESIS  

RECOMMENDATION TO DEFENCE BY STATE COMMITTEE   

COMPLEX EVALUATION OF THE MASTER’S THESIS - GRADE  

CLASSIFICATION – GRADE 

93 – 100 % EXCELLENT (1) 

86 – 92 %  VERY WELL (1,5) 

79 – 85 %  GOOD (2) 

72 – 78 %  SATISFACTORY ( 2,5) 

64 – 71 %  SUFFICIENTLY (3) 

63 and less INSUFFICIENTLY (4) 

20 20 20 20 0 
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