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	Komentáře k diplomové práci:

	The Master's thesis of Bc. Linda Adamkova is focused on investigation of effect of L- and D- lactic acid optical isomers ratio in polylactic acid structure on encapsulation efficiency and release rate of doxorubicin.
The part Theory briefly reviews natural and synthetic polymers commonly used for drug delivery, methods for preparation and characterization of nanoparticles and factors affecting drug release from the nanoparticles. Special attention is paid to synthesis and properties of polylactide and its application in drug delivery. This part is well written and logically structured.   
The part Aims of the work is clearly defined. 
The part Analysis is divided into two parts. The first one - Materials and preparation is well described. The second part - Results and Discussion follows well the aims of the work.  The obtained results are well processed and desribed. However, more discussion would be beneficial in order to better understand the results and compare them with the literature. For example obtained molar masses of the polymers could be compared to the molar masses and dispersity commonly obtained by polycondensation of lactic acid under similar conditions. Size of the obtained particles could be discussed in context of the chosen method for particles preparation. Even though various models for drug delivery were described in the Theoretical parts, no one was applied to fit the doxorubicin release kinetics from prepared particles. 
The thesis contains also some formal errors: a) Tg, Tm, Mn, Mw should be written with Capital-italic first letter and normal-subscript second letter; b) In English a decimal point is using instead of decimal comma; c) using molecular weight vs molar mass (prefered), or molar-mass dispersity (prefered) vs polydispersity - PDI, ml vs mL (prefered) - one should be consistent in using these terms in whole the work.  

	Otázky oponenta diplomové práce:

	1.) What does it mean upper or lower critical solution temperature (UCST or LCST)? Can you provide at least one example of polymer showing LCST behaviour?
2.) What other method than electron microscopy is commonly used for determination of particles size and polydispersity?
3.) What values of release exponent (n) in Korsmeyer-Peppas model are related to which release mechanism? 
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