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Assignment A

How demanding was the assigned project?

The assignment was demanding, since the student had to master two very different fields: the computer (network) security 
and machine learning (staHsHc), where he has also studied different models.

Fulfilment of assignment A

How well does the thesis fulfil the assigned task? Have the primary goals been achieved? Which assigned tasks have been 
incompletely covered, and which parts of the thesis are overextended? Jus@fy your answer.

The assignment was fulfilled completely.

Ac4vity and independence when crea4ng final thesis A

Assess whether the student had a posi@ve approach, whether the @me limits were met, whether the concep@on was 
regularly consulted and whether the student was well prepared for the consulta@ons. Assess the student’s ability to work 
independently.

The student was very acHve. For discussions of his progress, which has been held every week, he had came with a list of 
problems (and quesHons) he needs to discuss.

Technical level A

Is the thesis technically sound? How well did the student employ exper@se in his/her field of study? Does the student explain 
clearly what he/she has done?

The level of the thesis is good. The student has demonstrated he can master theoreHcal and also the pracHcal aspect of the 
problem.

Formal level and language level, scope of thesis A

Are formalisms and nota@ons used properly? Is the thesis organized in a logical way? Is the thesis sufficiently extensive? Is 
the thesis well-presented? Is the language clear and understandable? Is the English sa@sfactory?
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III. OVERALL EVALUATION, QUESTIONS FOR THE PRESENTATION AND DEFENSE OF THE THESIS, SUGGESTED 
GRADE 

As menHoned on the beginning, the complexity of the thesis is in the fact that the student had to study two 
topics: computer security and machine learning. In the laRer field, he studied three very different approaches to 
apply neural networks to the structured data in a Hme series. The experimental comparison has met goals of 
iniHal study, yet to make it staHsHcally valid it is needed to repeat the experiments mulHple Hmes, which has been 
skipped due to the high computaHonal complexity. Nevertheless the study is interesHng, as it clearly demonstrates 
that exploiHng structure of the data simplifies the training of classifiers, leading to beRer accuracy of the 
predicHon. I also consider this work to be a starHng point, as I believe that are interesHng unanswered quesHon, 
for example if a Hme dependency between packets is important for classificaHon or not. The thesis therefore 
builds a solid foundaHon for a future work. 

The grade that I award for the thesis is A  

Date: 4.6.2021      Signature:

The language and organisaHon of the thesis is acceptable. While there is sHll room for improvement, I consider it sufficient 
for.

Selec4on of sources, cita4on correctness A

Does the thesis make adequate reference to earlier work on the topic? Was the selec@on of sources adequate? Is the 
student’s original work clearly dis@nguished from earlier work in the field? Do the bibliographic cita@ons meet the 
standards?

Forty citaHons correlates with the volume of informaHon the student went through.

Addi4onal commentary and evalua4on (op4onal) 
Comment on the overall quality of the thesis, its novelty and its impact on the field, its strengths and weaknesses, the u@lity 
of the solu@on that is presented, the theore@cal/formal level, the student’s skillfulness, etc.

Please insert your comments here.
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