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Other comments or suggesƟons:

I understand that the author intended to describe the most used Linux distribuƟons. I have many reservaƟons on the
foundaƟons, the methodology, and several details of the bachelor thesis which I list in the sequel:

(i) Abstract/Summary – This is missing now.

(ii) TheObjecƟves andmethodology should state (a) the research quesƟon, (b) a clear summary of the steps/method/algorithm
taken to address it. This is missing now.

(iii) Literature review – Once one has a clear understanding of the bachelor goal, author must prove that the state of
the art and the state of pracƟce are not enough to handle the problem. TheoreƟcal background is very simplified and
inaccurate.

(iv) Results – This chapter is not successful. Rather, it is a general descripƟon like a tutorial. Missing sophisƟcated
analysis, which is common for comparison of soŌware or systems.

(v) References are not according to ISO format.

In its current state, I think that the bachelor thesis proposes an interesƟng idea. Unfortunately, the whole proposal
of bachelor thesis is very general, inaccurate and with a high degree of uncertainty.

QuesƟons for thesis defence:

How can you measure criteria such as maintainability, conƟnuity, stability, and security?

OperaƟng systems are not perfect. That is why the manufactures provide support for their products. All the men-
Ɵoned distribuƟons are supported by very large communiƟes or companies. Which distribuƟon do you recomend for
business companies?
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