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Thesis defence evaluation: Points

0-4

1. Student’s presentation of the thesis.

Evaluation criteria: quality of the presentation, aptness and definition of the key points of the
thesis, fluency, factual correctness of the presentation, explaining the possible practical use of the
thesis...

2. Responses to questions from thesis reviews and discussion.

Evaluation criteria: understanding of the questions, factual correctness, self-action, response
fluency, the ability to put facts into context, speech promptness, terminological acuracy...
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Thesis quality. 74

Evaluation criteria: compliance with the publication standard, formal and graphic appearance of
the thesis, contribution to FTK, impact and possibility of practical use, participation in faculty
projects...
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Evaluation of the suggested thesis reviews /

Evaluation criteria: proposed classification from thesis reviews, the classification depends on the
average calculated from both reviews, where final rating is done as follows:
A 4 points, B 3 points, C 2 points, D — E 1 point, F 0 points.

A — average up to 1,25 included

B — average higher than 1,25 and lower or equal to 1,75

C - average higher than 1,75 and lower or equal to 2,25
D — average higher than 2,25 and lower or equal to 2,75
E — average higher than 2,75 and lower or equal to 3,00

Total points: /b

Overall classification of E
the thesis defence

Justification for
awarding the grade “F”
(Reason for increasing or decreasing
classification by 3 grades compared
to thesis opponent’s proposal):
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Classification of the overall thesis defence evaluation
POINTS SUGGESTED CLASSIFICATION Evaluation note
14 and more A e In case of zero rating in parts 1, 2 01 3, the

12t0 13 B overall classification is always “F”.

10 to 11 C o Evaluation of part 4 must include at least
B 8to9 D one thesis review (opponent’s  or
| 6to7 E SUpervisor’s), which recommends the thesis
| s5andless F for defence (the lowest grade can be “E”).

Thesis defence evaluation in parts 1-3

POINTS CLASSIFICATION
Fxcellent, without objections...
High quality, satisfactory...
Average, satisfactory...
Weak, still satisfactory...
Unsatisfactory, poor quality...
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