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I1. HODNOCENI JEDNOTLIVYCH KRITERII

Zadani narocng&jsi

Hodnoceni naro¢nosti zadani zavéreéné prace.
The difficulty seems a bit higher than standard in the experimental part.

Splnéni zadani spinéno

Posudte, zda predlozena zavérecna prace splniuje zadani. V komentari pfipadné uvedte body zadani,
které nebyly zcela splnény, nebo zda je prédce oproti zadani rozsifena. Nebylo-li zaddni zcela

splnéno, pokuste se posoudit zdvaznost, dopady a pfipadné i priciny jednotlivych nedostatkd.
Fullfilled with no exception.

Zvoleny postup reseni spravny

Posudte, zda student zvolil spravny postup nebo metody reseni.
Appropriate, well substantiated, closely following the assignment.

Odborna uroven A - vyborné

Posudte uroveri odbornosti zavérecné prace, vyuZiti znalosti ziskanych studiem a z odborné
literatury, vyuZiti podklady a dat ziskanych z praxe.

While this is an application-focused thesis, advanced neural architectures were used and
experimented with, including some customizations.

Formalni a jazykova uroven, rozsah prace A - vyborné

Posudte spravnost pouZivani formalnich zapist obsaZenych v préaci. Posudte typografickou a
jazykovou stranku.

Very nice english (except for many typos), well structured text, consistent form of presentation, very
informative and pleasant to read.

Vybér zdroju, korektnost citaci A - vyborné

Vyjadrete se k aktivité studenta pfi ziskavani a vyuZivani studijnich materiall k reseni zavérecné
prace. Charakterizujte vybér pramend. Posudte, zda student vyuZil vsechny relevantni zdroje.
Ovérte, zda jsou vsechny prevzaté prvky radné odliseny od viastnich vysledkd a tvah, zda nedoslo
k poruseni citacni etiky a zda jsou bibliografické citace Uplné a v souladu s citacnimi zvyklostmi a
normami.

Everything seems correct.

Dalsi komentare a hodnoceni
Vyjadrete se k trovni dosaZenych hlavnich vysledk( zavére¢né prace, napr: k trovni teoretickych
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vysledkd, nebo k urovni a funkcénosti technického nebo programového vytvoreného resent,
publika¢nim vystupim, experimentalni zru¢nosti apod.
See final evaluation.

11l. CELKOVE HODNOCENI, OTAZKY K OBHAJOBE, NAVRH KLASIFIKACE

Shrnite aspekty zavérecné prace, které nejvice ovlivnily Vase celkové hodnoceni. Uvedte
pripadné otdzky, které by mél student zodpovédét pri obhajobé zavérecné prace pred
komisi.

This is an overall very nice thesis. Clearly, the selected topic is very attractive and actual. So are the
methods used to target the proposed problem. The student also proposed a somewhat novel
combination of neural layers, achieving arguably great performance. The implementation is
comprehensive and follows the latest standards of practice and tools.

The english is great, but there are many typos, some of them a bit misleading, e.qg.:
p.17 - broken link

Fig. 4.3. - wrong caption

p.51 - Glove is count-based and Fast-text is prediction-based, not vice versa

p. 55 - ...double the size of the Dataset-A, and twenty times larger than Dataset-A.

Some questions:

e |t might be just feeling, but the (superhuman) performance seems almost unbelievably high,
at least for a ,first try”. | would myself have trouble recognizing fake news. Maybe that
provides some insight into the datasets? Do you think they cover the ,fake news” problem
scope sufficiently/fully?

e It seemed to me that at first the ,,simple sequential“ model performed very well, actually the
best (97%), no? But got excluded from further investigation and Pytorch, why? Maybe a
simpler model would provide even more insights into the problem/datasets rahter than the
advanced architectures..

Predlozenou zdvérecnou praci hodnotim klasifikacnim stupném ‘A_VYbomé_

Datum: Podpis:
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