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POSUDEK VEDOUCIHO DIPLOMOVE PRACE

student: Ruben Abraham Matos Maravi
s nazvem: User identification method based on biometric parameters of the body

Hodnoceni diplomové prace dosahuje nasledujici irovné:

1. |Pristup studenta k reSeni tkolu (pripravenost, iniciativa, pracovni moralka a samostatnost |28
studenta). (0 - 30)

Komentdr: pri standardni komunikaci studenta s vedoucim 10 bodd, jak umi student pouZzivat poznatky z
ostatnich predmétt 10 bodd, spolehlivost 5 bod{l, snaZi se student prichdzet se svymi navrhy, resp. se snazi resit
vSechny zadané problémy 5 bodu.

2. |Zpusob a uroven zpracovani tkolu. (0 - 30) 28

Komentar: zde vedouci posoudi, jak byl schopen student zpracovat jednotlivé pasaze préce s vyuzitim poznatkl a
dovednosti z ostatnich pfedméta (10 boda), vedouci posoudi téZ schopnost prezentace odborného tématu (10
bodi) a téz posoudi schopnost vytvorit souvisly text s vyjadfenim svého prinosu, zejména u DP se nesmi jednat o
totéZz téma, jako u BP! (10 bodd).

3. |Formalni nalezitosti a Uprava obsahu diplomové prace (Groven psani, oznaceni struktury textu, |10
grafy, tabulky, citace v textu, seznam pouzité literatury apod.). (0 - 10 boda)

Komentar: v soucasné dobé maji studenti k dispozici jak literaturu s popisem jak zpracovat odborny text na PC,
maji znalosti a dovednosti a neni tudiz tfeba brat ohled na nedostatky z hlediska zpracovani na PC, takze se
predpokladd, Ze prace mé obsah tvoren desetinnym tfidénim, zde 1ze hodnotit i orientaci v praci véetné odkazl
mezi jednotlivymi typy polozek v textu vCetné ¢islovani rovnic, obrazka, tabulek a grafa (2 bod), préce obsahuje
dalezité polozky z hlediska typu préce (2 body), v préci by se méla objevovat pouze standardni odborna
terminologie a to zejména v Ceském jazyce (je tfeba hodnotit schopnost vyjadrovat se technickym jazykem - 2
body), grafy jsou tvoreny podle zasad (viz tolerance a vliv statistického zpracovani - 1 bod), u grafi a tabulek jsou
patricné legendy a vse je Citelné (1 bod), jsou dodrzena citacni pravidla podle ISO690 a ISO690-2 (2 bod).

4. |Rozsah realizaCnich praci (SW, HW), aplikovanych védomosti, publikacni a jiné aktivity vCetné |25
ocenéni v souvislosti s tématem prace. (0 - 30 boda)

Komentar: pokud student byl aktivnim tvlircem ¢asti publikace v AJ (je spoluautorem) (4 body), vytvoril model (4
body), vytvoril SW produkt (4 body) a téz technickou realizaci (4 body - 1ze nahradit patentem ¢i uzitnym vzorem)
a 4 body jesté za komplexni funk¢nost a to jak SW, tak i HW vystupu, pak mizZe ziskat az 20 bodi. Prokazatelna
ucast na VV projektu (5 bodl) a prokazatelné umisténi v soutézi (5 bodu), pak mize byt pripoCteno dal$ich 10
bodi. Celkem tedy 30 bodt za velmi komplexni a bezchybnou préci véetné dalsich aktivit jako je tCast na projektu,
aktivni u¢ast na tvorbé publikaci, patentt ¢i uZitnych vzoru.

5. |Celkovy pocet bodu 91




Celkové hodnoceni arovné vypracovani diplomové prace:

Hodnoceni**: | A (vyborné) | B (velmi dobte) | C (dobte) | D (uspokojive) | E (dostatecné) | F (nedostatecneé)
Pocet bodu: 100 - 90 89 -80 79 - 70 69 - 60 59 -50 <50
X 0 i 0 [ i

** v pripadé hodnoceni F (nedostatecné) uvedte komentar

Diplomovou praci hodnotim vySe uvedenym klasifikacnim stupném a doporucuji/redeperutuiji k obhajobé.

Komentar

Access of the student to the solving task:

The student worked independently and was able to perform the assigned tasks. We solved some
uncertainties during frequent consultations. The student took the initiative and came up with new ideas.
He was able to find relevant literature and use it. Apart from some advice on programming and processing
the results the work was done by the student himself. He was reliable and fulfilled each task.

The method and level of processing the task:

The thesis is well structured and segmented. The student was able to write individual chapters on his own.
The results are presented in an adequate form. The aim of the thesis was not to collect and evaluate large
amounts of data, but rather to create a methodology for further study.

Range of experimental work (SW, HW), applied knowledge, publications and other activities:

The student created a model / methodology for evaluation of the keystroke dynamics both on touch and
non-touch devices, followed by two software products: the Android application for touch devices and the
Java application for desktop devices and laptops. Both SW solutions for keystroke dynamic measurement
and evaluation are functional and can be used in practice. The student co-authored a forthcoming
publication in the international journal. The student was involved in the project GS16/117/OHK4/1T/17.

Formalities and finish thesis:

Formally, the level of work is very high. The work is typeset with document preparation system LaTeX, so
the content and other lists include hyperlinks. In the text, there are references to figures and tables. With
regard to the type of work, there are some parts correctly attached only as an electronic attachment. The
terminology used in the work is relevant and used also in the scientific literature. Graphs and tables are
created correctly, including captions and description of axis. The number of references corresponds to the
scale and character of the thesis. The literature used in the work is relevant and all the references are
properly cited in the text. The thesis is written in a good standard of English but some typing and stylistic
errors occur. Some sentences are too long, and thus, less comprehensible.
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