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Other comments or suggesƟons:

The presented thesis can be considered as an overdone and simplisƟc work that uses only basic staƟsƟcal apparatus
with which the author works in an inappropriate manner and thus does not bring any breakthrough outputs. The
bachelor’s thesis is at the lower limit in terms of scope, which means that it differs only very modestly from a regular
student project. Thework also contains a number of shortcomings, especially in the area of specificaƟon of objecƟves,
limited use of methodological apparatus, data processing techniques, but above all in the evaluaƟon of the achieved
outputs. At the same Ɵme, it is necessary to menƟon that the abstract talks about the consumpƟon of tea instead
of coffee, furthermore, there is a frequent occurrence of terminologically shiŌed concepts and incorrect work with
scienƟfic text/language in the thesis.

The results of the work are quite contradictory. Although the author has carried out some staƟsƟcal processing of
the data, their structure unfortunately does not provide sufficient support for achieving the main goal, and is mainly
very poorly commented. For example, what is the value of the outputs of Chapter 4.4 in the context of consumer
preferences (which should have been the main goal)? The conclusions of the thesis are quite simplisƟc and do not
show signs of fulfilling the set goals.

Based on the menƟoned shortcomings of the thesis, I unfortunately have to state that the work probably does not
meet the requirements for work of a similar level and therefore I do not recommend it for defense.

QuesƟons for thesis defence:

Since the thesis is not recommended for defense in the state final exam, parƟal quesƟons are not formulated. I rec-
ommend reworking the bachelor thesis.
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