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Brief summary evaluation of the thesis (compulsory):
The bachelor thesis is focused on improving the reliability of the distribution system using
automation elements. The work is divided into a research part and a practical part. The research part
is focused on a brief description of the theory of reliability, reliability indicators in distribution
systems, on the comparison of reliability indicators in different countries and distribution
companies and on the possibilities of improving reliability in the medium voltage distribution
system. The practical part of the work is focused on a case study that analyzes the potential benefits
of automation medium voltage distribution system. The student worked independently, proactively,
regularly consulted on the progress of other work. At work, I appreciate the elaboration of an
extensive comparison of reliability indicators for different countries and distribution companies.
The formal and language level of the work is at a good level. I recommend the thesis for defense
with a rating of B (Very good).
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