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Assessment Form
Student's name: Click or tap here to enter text.
Title of thesis: Click or tap here to enter text.
Type of thesis: Select an item.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Please consider the level of study (BSc / MSc) when preparing the review.] 

Reviewer details:
Name: Click or tap here to enter text.
Organizational unit: Click or tap here to enter text.
Position: Click or tap here to enter text.

	Criterion
	Grade
	Wt.
	Weighted value

	Literature review
	5	3
	15
	Comprehensive and critical review of literature sources:
	5
	
	
	

	Somewhat incomplete review of literature sources:
	3 – 4
	
	
	

	Severely incomplete or no substantive review of sources:
	1 – 2
	
	
	

	Figures, tables, equations and references
	5	2
	10
	Numbering, captions, placement and references are consistent and accurate:
	5
	
	
	

	Minor formatting/citation errors occur:
	3 – 4
	
	
	

	Serious deficiencies; traceability or credibility is impaired:
	1 – 2
	
	
	

	Formal presentation, editing and style
	5	2
	10
	Clean layout, consistent style, at most a few minor errors:
	5
	
	
	

	Many minor errors; style/layout is occasionally inconsistent:
	4
	
	
	

	Noticeable language and presentation problems; poor editing:
	3
	
	
	

	Careless execution; strongly disruptive error level:
	1 – 2
	
	
	

	Structure of the thesis
	5
	3
	15
	Logical, coherent structure; good transitions and proportions:
	5
	
	
	

	Minor logical breaks, but the thesis is overall easy to follow:
	4
	
	
	

	Significant logical errors are present in the thesis:
	3
	
	
	

	The thesis is poorly structured logically and difficult to follow:
	1 – 2
	
	
	

	Technical quality of the thesis
	5
	7
	35
	High - sound methodology, detailed description; at most minor inconsistencies:
	5
	
	
	

	Medium - working solution, but shallower analysis and incomplete justification:
	3 – 4
	
	
	

	Weak - superficial discussion, serious errors or significant deficiencies:
	1 – 2
	
	
	

	Evaluation of results
	5
	3
	15
	Strong and well-founded, supported by comparison and development proposals:
	5
	
	
	

	Largely sound - partially supported conclusions with minor shortcomings:
	4
	
	
	

	Weak - unstable or partially incorrect reasoning, insufficient evidence:
	3
	
	
	

	No substantive evaluation, or misleading/contradictory conclusions:
	1 – 2
	
	
	

	Total score
	100
	Grade based on the total score[footnoteRef:2],[footnoteRef:3] [2:  The final assessment is given by the reviewer. The scoring and proposed weighted average serve only to supplement the written evaluation.]  [3:  Grade boundaries: 0-49 points: fail (1), 50-65 points: pass (2), 66-72 points: satisfactory (3), 73-85 points: good (4), 86-100 points: excellent (5).] 

	5

Written evaluation of the thesis
Summary opinion on the thesis
The reviewer's summary evaluation of the thesis (in 3-4 sentences). Suggested content: the abilities, independence, sound judgment, etc. demonstrated by the candidate, as well as the extent of the work carried out. In addition, any opinion or comment considered important by the reviewer may be entered here.
Reviewer questions:
1-2 questions proposed by the reviewer for the candidate (forward-looking or clarifying)

Recommended grade: Select an item.
Place, 2025. 09. 29.

	
_________________________
Reviewer signature[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Qualified electronic signature is also accepted] 
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