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Brief verbal evaluation 

Quality of own contribution 

Applied methods i.e. 

 project approach

 Scientific – systematic methods in
analysis and problem solving

Type of problem solution 

 Was the problem really solved?
Independence and creativity of the
solution

 Own contribution must be clearly
evident

 Quality of the solution

Martin Koban wrote Python scripts to gather genomics data from multiple, disparate 
sources and to process them into a unified data structure suitable for further analysis. 
He then applieda Python-based machine learning framework (scitkit learn) to infer 
models connecting patterns in these data (which are high-dimensional and messy) to 
existing annotations with the aim to transfer these annotations to new, unlabelled 
data. In doing so, he also refined existing annotations and evaluated a handful of 
standard machine learning models to select the best-performing one. 

Martin solved the problem set to him, but the results fell short of what we hoped for. 
This was not really his fault, though, but due to insufficient data -- which turned out to 
be worse than I had initially expected. I'm satisfied with all the solutions he 
implemented. He is a thorough and thoughtful problem solver. That being said, he 
did not exceed expectations either and I felt he was a little reluctant to research 
existing domain-specific methods beyond those that I immediately pointed him to -- 
which might have been useful.  

Form / Style. 

 The Master‘s Thesis has a clear
structure and is representative of the
template

 Is citation correct?

 Images

 Language; editing required from the
supervisor

The thesis is well-structured. I don’t know about the template. As far as I can tell, all 
citations are correct. Image quality is ok. Martin wrote the thesis independently and I 
provided him with feedback only once prior to submission. At this point, the language 
was ok, albeit sometimes imprecise and unnecessarily long-worded. I feel he has 
taken my feedback on board and the final product seem pretty good for a Master 
student. 

Quality of background information 

 Has the bigger picture been
recognised? Have the significance and
weight of influential factors/dates/other
relevant information been correctly
assessed.

 Intelligent presentation of relevant state
of technology and company
environment.

 Uncovering and presenting larger (i.e.
socio-economic) contexts and
respective discussion

Overall, Martin seems well aware of the place and significance of his contribution 
within the framework of my research group and St. Anna Children's Cancer Research 
Institute. He grasped the bigger picture and our "vision" as a group well. As 
mentioned in the first point, I would have wished for a somewhat more pro-active 
approach to familiarize himself with other work in the field, but perhaps this is to 
much to ask for of a Master student. For the thesis, he presents a summary of some 
(but not all) relevant related literature, but without much insightful structure. 

"Larger socio-economic context" -- he's written a few words about cancer, does that 
count? I would not have expected any other discussion of wider contexts, as none of 
this was part of the work he carried out with me. I think this point is irrelevant for the 
assessment here.  
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