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Assessment of the topic itself (irrespectively of the student):

1.1 To what extent is the topic current and significant? []
1.2 How challenging is the topic in respect of theoretical knowledge? [ ]
1.3 How challenging is it in respect of practical experience or fieldwork? [ ]
1.4 How diflicult is it to get background materials? []
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2. Evaluation of the thesis structure and logical cohesion:

2.1 To what extent is the thesis structure logical and transparent?

2.2 T'o what extent does the author use current/ suitable sources?

2.3 How properly did the author select methods in respect of the topic?

2.4 How sufficiently and functionally did the author use in the thesis
original charts, tables, data, annexes, etc.?

2.5 What is the compatibility level for the thesis basic line elements:
topic - thesis assignment — objective — structure -- conclusions?
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3. Assessment of the thesis text quality:

3.1 How well - in terms of depth and quality  did the author
analyze the topic?

.2 Did the author formulate the thesis objective clearly and with logical
structure?

.3 Did the author fulfill the defined thesis objective and approved
assignment of the thesis that contains the objective?

3.4 How well - in terms of depth and quality - did the author cover
the theoretical part of the thesis?

.5 How well — in terms of depth and quality - did the author cover
the practical/ analytical part of the thesis?

3.6 To what extent are the thesis conclusions logically structured

and show quality, and what is their added value?
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Instructions for the review:

Note: Classification method: 1 = exceptional, 2 = very good, 3 = good, 4 = failed.
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4. Assessment of the thesis form and style:

4.1 What is the formal layout of the thesis?

4.2 What 1s the quality of citations and references? Are sources
identifiable?

4.3 What is the stylistic level of the thesis, particularly the use of correct
cconomic terminology?
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5. Overall assessment:

Goals of the thesis arce interesting, nevertheless I am not sure, that these goals were achieved
fully and provided results arc fully trustful.

Author is writing about conceptual framework which is based on literature, but this model and
its proposition is not described. Just one page is not enough.

From my point of view the methodological par is too short and conclusions are not base clear
for me in relation to the content of the thesis.

6. Questions and remarks to the defense:

Page 35: I don’t know norm Basel 111, probably you mean Basel 3 (Basel I111)?

Do you have any list of questions which were used during interview? Structure of the interview
(as mentioned on page 41) is not cnough

When was processed this research?

You are providing full results on page 42 but details and comparison is on pages between 43
and 52. You providing to reader something, which was not yet described.

Companies should be described. Do you think, that three companies are enough?

Where how did you confirm you propositions?

Could you explain what you mean “propositions can be confirmed in the following manner”.
What does this list of means?

Where is the relation of DQ/DG to corporate performance management?

Could you explain why arc you using terms Performance Management, Corporate Performance
Management, Corporate Performance. Are there any differences?

Remarks:
- You should describe components in Conceptual Framework as they are in picture not
randomly

Proposed grade: good
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Signature of the Thesis External Reviewer

Instructions for the review:
Note: Classification method: 1 = exceptional, 2 = very good, 3 = good, 4 = failed.




