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Stuperi hodnoceni podle ECTS

Kritéria hodnoceni: A B C D E F
1 1,5 2 2,5 3 5
1 |Naro¢nosti tématu prace X
2 |SpInéni cila prace X
3 |Teoretické Casti prace X

Praktické ¢asti prace

4 L4 % X
(analytick& ¢ast)

5 Praktické Casti prace x
(FeSici cast)

6 |Formalni Urovné prace X

Hodnoceni v jednotlivych kritériich oznacte znakem X) v pfislusné drovni.




(Obratte, prosim, list a pokracujte v hodnoceni na druhé strané formulare.)

Celkové hodnoceni prace a otazky k obhajobé:
(otdzky uvadi vedouci prace i oponent)

The Master thesis deals with optimisation of purchasing process using the potential of e-
business. The first part is theory, which is very good and logically written. It constitute a
suitable basis for the practical part.

The analysis contains basic company information and description of the current purchasing
and vendor selection process. | would welcome some graphical structure for better
readibility in this part.

In project part, which is based on the analysis, student proposes using e-commerce and e-
auction for purchasing and vedor selection process management. | appreciate these
suggestions as well as their detailed decription. | also praise the use of illustrative example
that brings maximum clarity of the proposed solutions. However, | miss some summary,
presentation of the financial or other benefits, comparation with the original condition or
definition of risks that may affect the successful projct application at the end of the project
part. Paper seems to me unfinished, without emphasizing its sense for company.

Look and feel of the work is very good. As regards the objectives definited in the Master
thesis submission, | take exception only to its scope. | think that 57 pages, 34 of which is
only theory, is very short scope for master thesis. | appreciate using of English, the practical
project quality and | have no doubt of its successful implementation in practice. However, |
would recommned the student (for contingent future studies) to pay sufficient attention to his
written work which provides basic information about quality of the problem solving.

Questions:
1. It is posibble to outline some real financial or other benefits of the project implementation?

2. How expensive was the investment in e-business applications? Was it one part of the
whole ERP implementation or an extra delivery?

Navrh na klasifikaci diplomové prace:B - very good

Ve Zliné dne: 30th August 2010

podpis oponentky DP



Pro klasifikaci pouZijte tuto stupnici:

Stupen klasifikace:

A - vyborné

B - velmi dobre

C - dobre

D - uspokojivé

E - dostate¢né

F-nedostate¢né

PFi navrhu klasifikace nedostatecné (F), se doporucuje pritomnost pfislusného hodnotitele.




Hodnoceni kritérii:

Kritéria se hodnoti stupném hodnoceni podle stupnice ECTS podle nasledujici tabulky:

Stupen ECTS Slovni vyjadfeni Ciselné vyjadreni
A vyborné 1
B velmi dobre 15
C dobfe 2
D uspokojivé 2,5
E dostate¢né 3
F nedostate¢né -

Hodnoceni v jednotlivych kritériich oznaéte znakem X.

Kritérium 1. Hodnoceni naro €nosti tématu prace

Toto kritérium hodnoti originalitu zvoleného tématu, jeho zaméfeni na studijni obor, sloZitost
feSené problematiky, naro€nost na teoretické i praktické informacni zdroje.

Kritérium 2. Hodnoceni spln  éni cil & prace

Toto kritérium hodnosti splnéni zadani prace a na zékladé zadani definovanych cild préace,
které musi byt soucasti Gvodu.

Kritérium 3. Hodnoceni teoretické  €asti prace

Hodnoti se pfedevsim vybér teoretickych disciplin, jejich moZna aplikace pro feSeni tématu,
podil poznatkd ziskanych béhem studia, tak i studium odborné literatury a dalSich
informac¢nich zdroju. Hodnoti se rovnéz zpusob i Uroven citaci. V teoretické &asti nelze
uvadét poznatky, které nejsou vyuZity v praktické casti.

Kritérium 4. Hodnoceni praktické  €asti prace (analytickd ¢ast)

Hodnoti se Uroven analyzy zadaného tématu, vazba analyzy na stanovené cile, vyuZziti
teoretickych poznatkGl pro analyzu problému. Pfi hodnoceni se bere v Gvahu naro¢nost
ziskavani informaci, pfistup studenta a jeho schopnost logickych zavéra z analyzy, jako

~r s v

vychodisko pro feSici ¢ast.

v s

Kritérium 5. Hodnoceni praktické  €asti prace ( feSici €ast)

Hodnoti se vécna Uroven feSeni problému, dosaZeni stanovenych cilt, navaznost feSici ¢asti
na analytickou ¢ast. Hodnoti se logickd struktura feSeni problému, popfipadé predpoklady
jeho verifikace. Kritérium 5 hodnoti rovnéZz celkovou Uroveni provazanosti teoretické
a praktické ¢asti prace.

Kritérium 6. Hodnoceni formalni arovn & prace

Hodnoti se gramaticka uroven, zvolené formulace, celkova uroven vyjadfovani. Hodnoti se
dodrZzovani Smérnice rektora UTB o jednotné formalni Upravé vysokoSkolskych
kvalifikacnich praci a normy CSN o Upravé pisemnosti zpracovavanych textovymi editory.

Navrhne-li vedouci nebo oponent prace hodnoceni kteréhokoliv kritéria stupném
nedostate¢né (F), je celd prace hodnocena timto stupném.



