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Other comments or suggesƟons:

Author solved interesƟng topic, a well-being from different perspecƟve comparing to GPD. The thesis consists of
compilaƟon of approaches of measuring and understanding well-being. The author uses various sources which is
appreciated. Anyway, the thesis does not meet generally the standards required for the thesis. The structure of thesis
is confusing. The goal is not clearly defined, the methodology is missing, as well as the pracƟcal part-analyƟcal part
(there is part Ɵtled “PracƟcal part”, but it is conƟnuaƟon of literature review but without citaƟons, it is again based on
compilaƟon of sources). The paper respect parƟally formal standards, the citaƟon should be improved, some figures
(i.e. chart 2, diagram 2.1) are not self-explanatory, and they do not contain any units of measure. To consider the
thesis relevant for defence it should be significantly improved. I grade the thesis as “failed” and I recommend it for
major revision.

QuesƟons for thesis defence:

Since I recommend the thesis for major revision I do not have any specific quesƟons.
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