	Reviewer Evaluation of Master Thesis
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Author Name: Glory Okojie
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Thesis Title: Genetic mapping of seed dormancy as a key domestication trait in pea (Pisum sativum L.)
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Reviewer Name:Vladan Ondřej
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Criteria n.
	Evaluation Criteria
	Points (0-5)
	

	1
	Completeness and timeliness of the literature search
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	Quality of the introductory part (number of used original articles, the suitability of literature selection)
	 5
	

	3
	Fulfilment of thesis goals
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	Logics of literature search or experimental work approaches
	  5 
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	Completeness of methods and protocols description
	 4
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	Level of results presentation (suitable choice of graphs and tables etc.)
	 4
	

	7
	Adequate interpretation of obtained results and their discussion
	 4 
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	Conciseness of thesis summary in English languages
	 5 
	

	9
	Graphical editing of text and images
	 4 
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	Language and stylistic level, respect of valid nomenclature
	 5 
	

	11
	Correctness and completeness of figure and table legends (intelligibility without regard to the main text, correct explanation of used symbols and units) 
	 3 
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	Correct usage of citation references (presence of non-cited data, compliance with a unified citation style, utilization of official journal names abbreviations)
	 5 
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Specific comments and questions to the thesis (please use additional sheets if necessary):
The master thesis of Glory Okojie shows that the student became more familiar with the topics of crops domestication, acquired and applied skills and new knowledge from molecular biology methodologies, as well as plant anatomy. It also showed that a lot of laboratory work was done. 

The introduction describes the studied issue from many points of view and it is evident that the student had to study a large amount of scientific literature. Used methods are mostly precisely described. The presentation of results, consisting of huge amount of data, is also mostly clear and statistically supported. The part of thesis, Discussion, is well written. 

However, the work also has certain shortcomings. In section 4.5.4, Table 4, I think that information to some used restriction enzymes are missing. Could you specify all used restriction enzymes? Also I do not fully understand the description of Figure 4, section 5.1. I am not sure if sample in lane 10 was treated with restriction enzyme or not and with which one. Could you explain me what happened with samples in lane 19 and 20? Lane 19 is empty, but lane 20 shows product. 

Finally, I have one general question. How do you explain the loss of dormancy during crop domestication? Was it important for ancient farmers? 
Conclusion: I recommend this thesis to defence.
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