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assessment 

result

1.

Novelty of the theme, originality of the research 

carried out

9 0,1 0,90

2.

The analytical depth, comprehensiveness and 

validity of the theoretical research and scientific 

debate; the novelty and sufficiency of the sources of 

scientific and other literature

9 0,2 1,80

3.

Suitability and sufficiency of the research methods 

and the correctness of its use

9 0,2 1,80

4.

The validity and completeness of the empirical study, 

the proof of hypothesis (if any), the validity and 

completeness of the design or modelling, and the

correctness and reliability of the results obtained 

from the research

9 0,2 1,80

5. Scientific and practical meaning of the results 9 0,1 0,90

6.

Logical consistency of the thesis and inter-links 

between sections

9 0,05 0,45

7. Concreteness and validity of conclusions 9 0,1 0,90

8. Correctness of language style and spelling 9 0,05 0,45

1

9,00 Final evaluation
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		No.		Criteria		Points		Weighting factor		Weighted assessment result

		1.		Novelty of the theme, originality of the research carried out		9		0.1		0.90

		2.		The analytical depth, comprehensiveness and validity of the theoretical research and scientific debate; the novelty and sufficiency of the sources of scientific and other literature		9		0.2		1.80

		3.		Suitability and sufficiency of the research methods and the correctness of its use		9		0.2		1.80

		4.		The validity and completeness of the empirical study, the proof of hypothesis (if any), the validity and completeness of the design or modelling, and the
correctness and reliability of the results obtained from the research		9		0.2		1.80

		5.		Scientific and practical meaning of the results		9		0.1		0.90

		6.		Logical consistency of the thesis and inter-links between sections		9		0.05		0.45

		7.		Concreteness and validity of conclusions		9		0.1		0.90

		8.		Correctness of language style and spelling		9		0.05		0.45

		Final evaluation						1		9.00
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