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Evaluation:

A — Best; F - Unsatisfactory
1. Fulfilment of all points of the assignment O X O O O d
2. Suitability of chosen resolution methods OO X OO O
3. Division of work (chapters, subchapters, paragraphs) OO X OO Od
4. Working with literature and citations OO 0O X O Od
5. Level of linguistic elaboration OO0 X OO d
6. Formal level of work OO 0O X OO
7. Theoretical part elaboration quality O 0O X O O O
8. Practical part elaboration quality OO0 X OO O
9. Achieved results of the work O 0O X O O O
10. Contribution of the thesis and its exploitation OO X OO O
11. Cooperation of thesis author with the supervisor O X O O O O

Result of the plagiarism test:

The work was assessed in terms of plagiarism with the result ...% identity. Work is not
plagiarism.

Overall evaluation of the thesis:

The resulting mark is not the average of all of the abovementioned evaluations. The mark is
awarded by the thesis supervisor according to their deliberations and the ECTS classification
scale:

A — Excellent, B — Very good, C — Good, D — Satisfactory, E — Sufficient, F — Insufficient.
Grade F also means “I do not recommend this thesis for defence.”

I recommend this diploma thesis for its defence and suggest the following evaluation:
C - Good.

In the case of an “F — Insufficient” grade, provide comments and the shortages of the
thesis and the reasons for this assessment.

The student'’s interest and the topic and issues of critical infrastructure protection created a
precondition for great interest in solving relevant issues. However, due to the above-standard
duration of the study, the processing of the work lacked continuity and systematicity. In processing
the theoretical part of the work, the students relied on European and national legislation and only
outlined the current situation in Nigeria. The selection of a suitable object for the practical part of



the work was associated with the unavailability of security-sensitive information. Despite this fact,
however, the student managed this fact and fulfilled the individual points of the assignment. Given
the institutionalization of the issue in Nigeria, a positive and practical contribution to the work can
be expected. Despite a significant number of formal shortcomings that have been remedied at the
last minute, the work meets both the formal and content requirements for this type of work. 1|
therefore recommend the work for defense.
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