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Il. EVALUATION OF INDIVIDUAL CRITERIA

Assignment [ chzllenging B

How demanding was the assigned project?

The project involved the use of image features in a robotics framework, and u‘ntegratlng several
neural networks. The implementation of the neural networks involved the training and usage. As &
result there was & reasonably varied number of topics for the student to work with and become
proficient.

Fulfilment of assignment fulfilled

How well does the thesis fLifii the assigned task? Have the primary goﬁf_, heen achieved? Which

ssigned tasks have been incompletely covered, and which parts of the thesis are overextended?
justj‘” YOUr answer. )
The goals of the project were to investigate methods which have the potential to improve a
particular form of robot navigation, and specifically see how they improve the robustness of the
method. | feel this task, and the guidelines lzid out in the proposal, have been fulfilled.

Activity and independence when creating final thesis A - cxcellent, |

Assess whether the student had 2 positive aporoach, whether the time linyits were met, whether the
conception was reguiarly consuited and whether the student was well gprepared for the
consuitations. Assess the student’s ahility to work indegendently. .

The student met 21l the time limits and deadlines imposed, had 2 positive approach to the work, and
performed the work independently.

Technical level A - excellant. J

is the thesis techinically sound? How well did the student employ expertise in hisfier field of study?
Does the student explain cleary what he/she has done?

The technical level is sufficient nnd technically sound. Perhaps some sections could be explained
slightly clearer, but otherwise on the whole, | think it is good.

Formal level and language level, scope of thesis A excellent.

Are formalisms and notations used prooeriy? s the thosis organized in 3 fogical way? s the thesis
sufficiently extensive? is the thesis welloresocnted? Is the isnguage clear and understandable? is
the English satisfactony? _ , - -
The English used is satisfactory, with correct use of formalisms, The formatting and organisation is
fine also.
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Selection of sources, citation correctness |[; vy good.

Does the thesis make adequate reference to earfier work on the topic? Was the selection of sources
adequate? fs the student 's original work cieany distinguished from earier work in the feld? Do the
bibiiographic citations meet the standards?

Generally the discussion on related work is good. There are a few cited works | would have preferred
to see discussed in more detzil however,

Additional commentary and evaluation (optional)

Comment on the overall guality of the thesis, its novelty and its impact on the field, its strengtns
and weaknesses, the utility of the solution that js presented, the theoreticaifformal level, the
student s skiflfuiness, etc.

I was impressed with the student's zbility to maintain deadlines, while being asked to move
residence due to the cngoing pandenic.

l1l. OVERALL EVALUATION, QUESTIONS FOR THE PRESENTATION AND DEFENSE OF
THE THESIS, SUGGESTED GRADE .
Summarize your cpinfon on the thesis and explain your final grading.

The grade thal | award for the Lthesis js [a excellent. |
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