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EVALUATION SHEET
Student’s name: ………………………………	NEPTUN CODE: ………...………
……………………………..……..……………………………………………………...……… about BSc thesis

	Aspects
	min.
	max.
	POINTS

	Elaboration of the topic, quality of the performed engineering work
	The elaboration of the work is excellent: 					40-45
	The elaboration of the work is slightly incomplete: 				30-40
	The elaboration of the work is medium: 					5-35
	Routine work, with novel approach: 						25-45
	Routine work, with routine approach:						15-35
	Routine work, incompetent approach:						  5-25
	0
	45
	

	Elaboration of the references
	thorough elaboration of the national and international references: 			15
	slightly limited elaboration of the national and international references:		  9-12
	overly limited elaboration of the national and international references:		  5-12
	insufficient elaboration of the relevant references:			            max. 10
	no elaboration of the relevant references: 					       0
	Plagiarism:       							              refusal
	0
	15
	

	Figures, tables, equations and references
	references are clear and complete, they can be easily identified in the text:		     15
	Numbering of figures/tables/equations are slightly insufficient:			  5-10
	Numbering of some elements are missing, identification is impossible:		  1-  6
	References are missing:							max. 5
	0
	15
	

	Structure of the thesis
	well-written, logically built-up and understandable:				     15
	some smaller logical mistakes in the structure:					  8-12
	significant mistakes in the structure:						  4-10
	badly written:								max. 5
	0
	15
	

	Representation of the thesis
	the thesis is stylish, the language is excellent:					     10
	smaller mistakes in the style and language are present:				    7-9
	the thesis has medium style and significant mistakes in the language:		    3-6
	insufficient level in style and language:					    0-3
	0
	10
	

	Exceeding the limit of the thesis
if the thesis exceeds the maximum 60 pages (excluding the Annex),
	-3 point per every 10 page, but maximum -10 points can be subtracted:	
	–10
	0
	

	Subceeding the limit of the thesis
	if the thesis subceeds the minimum 40 pages (excluding the Annex), -15 points are to 
	be subtracted:	
	–15
	0
	

	SUM
	
	100
	



If the sum of the points are less than 50, then the mark of the thesis is insufficient (1). In case of plagiarism the thesis must be marked as insufficient (1) and the fact of plagiarism must be reported. Theses that are marked as insufficient (1) cannot be admitted to thesis defense.
Marks: 50-62: sufficient (2); 63-74: medium (3); 75-86: good (4); 87-100: excellent (5).

Place, ____________________ 20__ year _____________ month ___ day.

	supervisor / external consultant
Review:
The review may cover the following points (optional)
1.  Identification of the reviewed work with the author's name, student ID and the title of the dissertation.
2.  Summary in a few sentences about the elaboration. Quantitative evaluation of the dissertation (scope, appendix, literature review, etc.).
3.  Exhaustive evaluation: Did the candidate answer the questions written in the task, did he / she complete the required tasks? What questions did he / she not answer or what tasks did he / she not solve (not at all or not satisfactorily), or what tasks, if not originally prescribed, did he / she solve? The tasks that were mentioned were:
· implemented completely, and even interpreted in a special way;
· implemented completely;
· implemented in a smaller scale (it must be mentioned why he / she could not achieve the goals);
· implemented with significant deficiency (it must be mentioned why he / she could not achieve the goals);
· not implemented at all (it must be mentioned why he / she could not achieve the goals).
4.  Technical check – Evaluation of the structure of the thesis:
· Evaluation of the structure: is it logically sound, understandable, etc.
· Are the calculation, design, analysis, testing, etc. methods correct? Have they been
applied correctly? Are the considerations and conclusions correctly drawn?
· Complete list about the mistakes, typos and their level.
5.  Individual evaluation – Self-evaluation (by the candidate) of the obtained:
· Are the results acceptable;
· Do they have any novelty;
· Can they be directly or indirectly applied;
· Has any evaluation been carried out about the possible impact of the results?
6.  Brief summary about the candidate's abilities, independence, judgment, etc. which has been testified in the submitted thesis. Questions asked by the reviewer (which the candidate must answer on the defense).
7.  Reviewer’s comments
8.  Suggested mark

Reviewer’s name, degree, position:

Workplace of the reviewer and his/her contact:



Place, …………………., Date: 20… …… …..


	Signature of the reviewer
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