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lll. OVERALL EVALUATION, QUESTIONS FOR THE PRESENTATION AND DEFENSE OF THE THESIS, SUGGESTED
GRADE

Summarize your opinion on the thesis and explain your final grading.

| have been working with Roman from September 2023. He has been coming regularly for our weekly meetings
very well prepared. He always knows what he want to discuss and he always presented some intermediate results
that has been valuable source for the fruitful discussion. In the beginning, we have been discussing several ways
how to contribute to the autonomous formula. Our discussions and huge amount of Roman’s experimental work
distilled in the topic of this diploma thesis. | do appreciate that he has been able to run the his method on the real
autonomous formula. To summarize, Roman is self-motivated person, who worked hard to achieve solid results
presented in this thesis.

The grade that | award for the thesis is A - excellent.

Questions for potential discussion:
1. Could you summarize advantages and drawbacks of the proposed ML-based solution with respect to
classical solution such combination of online SLAM followed by controller?
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