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Notes on completing the report:
1. For the evaluation of each criterion, use the following scale: A - fulfilled very well, significantly exceeds the requirements; B – fulfilled with quality; C – fulfilled without reservations; D – fulfilled with minor deficiencies; E - fulfilled but with significant deficiencies; F - not fulfilled.
2. If any criterion is graded F, the thesis must be evaluated as unsatisfactory overall, not meeting the criteria for the MT defence, and such a thesis cannot be recommended for the defence.
3. MT Reviewer must comment verbally on each evaluation criterion!

Assessment criteria: 	Assessment
	1. Thesis Objectives and Methods
	C
	Thesis objectives and methods are defined, however more attention should be paid to defining main and partial objectives (you can have one main objective and other partial). Methods are described clearly but contains small inaccuracies (e.g. is it just one interview in one company or more interviews?, when were the interviews conducted, PEST analysis and case study as used methods are missing).

	2. Theoretical Background
	D
	Theoretical part includes relevant content connected with the aim of the thesis. However, I negatively perceive the fact that not all paragraphs are properly cited and sometimes citations are even missing at all (e.g. page 13, 15, 17, 33, 34, 35, 36 etc.). I miss the summary of theoretical knowledge at the end of this chapter. 



	3. Practical Application – Analysis
	C
	[bookmark: _GoBack]The analytical part of the work and its conclusions are expressed logically. However, it has some shortcomings such as for example not all used methods are justified, e.g. the use of PEST analysis and its benefit for further project part (creating of methodology). I believe SWOT analysis of AM in production would provide more useful information for the practical part. 







	4. Practical Application – Project/ Research
	C
	Compared to previous thesis, this part is rewritten and extended logically. I didn´t find response to research questions (these are only mentioned in Conclusion). Moreover, I am not sure to what extent does this methodology follow the findings from analytical part (e.g. usage of PEST). I believe financial part could be more detailed, too. 







	5. Formal Layout
	D
	Citations and its formal part has shortcomings in formal requirements for this type of work (citations are missing, no table citations e.g. p. 19, 20, lot of figures on one page). Moreover, the work has typo mistakes as well as logical sentence structures (e.g. page 9: “Moving on analysis, by analysing the AM application in different industrial sector, it will be clear the factors affecting the application of AM in production. describe the problems which can be solves. then the implementation methodology which cover the organizational and product aspects.“)







	Overall thesis assessment*
	D
	[bookmark: _Hlk98164743]I believe the topic of this thesis is helpful for industrial companies and can be beneficial for their operations. Despite my comments, I recommend the thesis for defence. 


* The final grade is not an arithmetic average of the individual criteria for assessing the thesis.

Questions for the defence:
1. Do you believe AM will be used in industrial companies in the future? Why, why not. 
2. What are the barriers and positives of AM in production?



The thesis fulfils the criteria for the defence of the MT. The thesis is recommended for the defence. 
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