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II. EVALUATION OF INDIVIDUAL CRITERIA
Assignment ordinarily challenging
How demanding was the assigned project?
The project was ordinarily demanding. On one hand, it required creation of only relatively small piece of code, but on the 
other hand it was necessary to test and integrate several larger software applications, where some (Carla) were not easy 
to install and configure on an arbitrary computer.

Fulfilment of assignment fulfilled with minor objections
How well does the thesis fulfil the assigned task? Have the primary goals been achieved? Which assigned tasks have been 
incompletely covered, and which parts of the thesis are overextended? Justify your answer.
The assignment is mostly fulfilled in the sense that all needed components required to create ALKS test cases are in place 
and working, but simulation of more advanced scenarios, e.g., with imprecise sensor data or with simulated faults are not 
present. Also the evaluation of the implemented test results scenarios is at basic level, without deeper analysis. Given that
the unwritten goal of student’s work was a proof of concept solution, I’m satisfied with the achieved results.

Activity and independence when creating final thesis C - good.
Assess whether the student had a positive approach, whether the time limits were met, whether the conception was 
regularly consulted and whether the student was well prepared for the consultations. Assess the student’s ability to work 
independently.
The student worked on the thesis intensively and regularly. Due to problems with Carla installation on his own computer, 
he used the computer in our lab and spent there at least one or two days almost every week. Despite that effort, the work 
progressed slowly. The student managed to overcome all critical problems he encountered, but less severe problems 
remain and are probably the reason why more advanced scenarios were not implemented.

Technical level C - good.
Is the thesis technically sound? How well did the student employ expertise in his/her field of study? Does the student 
explain clearly what he/she has done?
The final technical level is good, but in earlier iterations of the work, it could have been seen that the student is 
inexperienced in programming and some of his solutions attempts were not working well. But this is probably more the 
critique of student’s study program than of the student. The final evaluation could have been more elaborate to better 
demonstrate the properties of the developed solution.

Formal level and language level, scope of thesis B - very good.
Are formalisms and notations used properly? Is the thesis organized in a logical way? Is the thesis sufficiently extensive? Is 
the thesis well-presented? Is the language clear and understandable? Is the English satisfactory?
The text is written in good English, especially the initial parts. The later parts contain minor problems like references to 
numbers without mentioning whether the number refers to a figure or a section. Graphical quality is good (LaTeX) with 
occasional typographic shortcomings like use of hyphens instead of dashes or use of inch characters instead of quotes.
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Selection of sources, citation correctness B - very good.
Does the thesis make adequate reference to earlier work on the topic? Was the selection of sources adequate? Is the 
student’s original work clearly distinguished from earlier work in the field? Do the bibliographic citations meet the 
standards?
The work contains a minimal number of references to other works and those meet the citation standards. However, in the 
course of the work, we discussed more materials and related works, which have finally not been included in the thesis.

Additional commentary and evaluation (optional)
Comment on the overall quality of the thesis, its novelty and its impact on the field, its strengths and weaknesses, the 
utility of the solution that is presented, the theoretical/formal level, the student’s skillfulness, etc.

III. OVERALL EVALUATION, QUESTIONS FOR THE PRESENTATION AND DEFENSE OF THE THESIS, SUGGESTED 
GRADE
Summarize your opinion on the thesis and explain your final grading.
The thesis presents a working solution corresponding to the assignment, but in its minimalist version. I’m glad 
that  all the encountered problems with software installation and use of Carla Python API were overcome and the 
student managed to deliver a complete “product”, but for its real practical use more work will need to be done.
Therefore, the grade that I award for the thesis is C - good.  
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