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Hodnotici kritéria

1. Splnéni zadani

[1] zadani splnéno

» [2] zadani spInéno s men3imi vyhradami
[3] zadani splnéno s vét§imi vyhradami
[4] zadani nesplnéno

The Assignment fulfilled, but | have some exceptions about the accuracy of the analyses.
Both the market research chapter and the analytical part describing UseCases is very
strict and practically very weak. , but | have reservations about the precision of the
analyses. Both the market research chapter and the analytical part describing UseCases
is very strict and practically very weak.

2. Pisemna &ast prace 75 /100 (C)

The work is nice and good to read. But it is austere. The author uses all the tools of
applied Infromatics, but he uses them superficially. A typical list of UseCases is really just
a list of generalized goals. For example. UC2 is not complete and anyone can imagine
anything under its description, which is a typical analytical error. The following UC3 talks
quite nicely at the beginning about the user's business goals, but at the end it breaks
down into "businesses based on some criteria." How the filter will be implemented and
what search rules will be used we can assume. Even the testing, which | appreciate has
been carried out thoroughly, is in fact only an interview. There were no defined rules of
testing (there are 6 testers with no obvious reason why 6), the tester simply tried the
application and evaluated it according to how it affected him

3. Nepisemna &ast, pfilohy 100 /100 (A)

Perfect



4. Hodnoceni vysledkd, jejich vyuZitelnost 80 /100 (B)

The work does not represent a fundamental advance in the field, but it is a typical
bachelor thesis. It combines the theory learned at school into a practical goal, which |
consider very useful.

Celkové hodnoceni 80 /100 (B)

The work gives the impression that first the application was created and then the work
was written according to that. This would probably not be a bad thing and it is also one of
the engineering ways (sure, it has its risks, but e.g. Microsoft used a similar method to
bring MS-DOS. That method works!) but the description is inadequate. WireFrames do not
follow UC (which are inaccurate) and therefore, although everything is ok to the "eye",
there are logical gaps.

Otazky k obhajobé

How many experts do you need to perform a Heuristic Analysis? Explain the problem.
Have you considered using the cognitive passage in the context of application testing? If
not, what other method of usability testing would you choose?



Instrukce

Splnéni zadani

Posudte, zda predlozena ZP dostate¢né a v souladu se zadanim obsahové vymezuje cile, spravné je
formuluje a v dostatec¢né kvalité naplfiuje. V komentafi uvedte body zadani, které nebyly spinény,
posudte zdvaznost, dopady a pfipadné i pficiny jednotlivych nedostatkd. Pokud zadani svou naro¢nosti
vyboluje ze standardl pro dany typ prace nebo student pfipadné vypracoval ZP nad ramec zadani,
popiste, jak se to projevilo na pozadované kvalité splnéni zadani a jakym zplsobem toto ovlivnilo

vysledné hodnoceni.

Pisemna cast prace

Zhodnotte pfiméfenost rozsahu predlozené ZP vzhledem k obsahu, tj. zda vSechny casti ZP jsou
informacné bohaté a ZP neobsahuje zbytecné Casti. Dale posudte, zda predlozend ZP je po vécné
strance v pofadku, pfipadné vyskytuji-li se v praci vécné chyby nebo nepresnosti.

Zhodnotte dale logickou strukturu ZP, ndvaznosti jednotlivych kapitol a pochopitelnost textu pro ¢tenére.
Posudte spravnost pouzivani formalnich zapisli obsazenych v praci. Posudte typografickou a jazykovou
stranku ZP, viz Smérnice dékana ¢. 52/2021, ¢lanek 3.

Posudte, zda student vyuzil a spravné citoval relevantni zdroje. Ovérte, zda jsou vSechny prevzaté prvky
fadné odliseny od vlastnich vysledkd, zda nedoslo k poruseni citaéni etiky a zda jsou bibliografické citace
Uplné a v souladu s cita¢nimi zvyklostmi a normami. Zhodnotte, zda prevzaty software a jinad autorska dila,
byly v ZP pouzity v souladu s licen¢nimi podminkami.

Nepisemna cast, pfilohy

Dle charakteru prace se pfipadné vyjadrete k nepisemné casti ZP. Napfiklad: SW dilo — kvalita
vytvofeného programu a vhodnost a pfiméfenost technologii, které byly vyuzité od vyvoje az po
nasazeni. HW - funkéni vzorek — pouzité technologie a nastroje, Vyzkumna a experimentalni prace —
opakovatelnost experimentd.

Hodnoceni vysledkd, jejich vyuZitelnost

Dle charakteru préace zhodnotte moznosti nasazeni vysledk{ prace v praxi nebo uvedte, zda vysledky ZP
rozsifuji jiz publikované znamé vysledky nebo pfinasejici zcela nové poznatky.

Celkové hodnoceni

Shriite stranky ZP, které nejvice ovlivnily Vase celkové hodnoceni. Celkové hodnoceni nemusi byt
aritmetickym prdmérem ¢&i jinou hodnotou vypoctenou z hodnoceni v pfedchozich jednotlivych
kritériich. Obecné plati, Ze bezvadné splnéné zaddani je hodnoceno klasifikacnim stupném A.
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