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Other comments or suggesƟons:

The aim of the Thesis was only parƟally fulfilled, with significant shortcomings. The author does not answer the set
research quesƟon, which was part of the aim of the thesis.

The methodology of the Thesis is set at the Beginning. However, the research part of the Thesis was not conducted
in accordance with the methodology set out in the introducƟon.

An in-depth literature review was done well. The literature review could have been shorter and the author should
have been more focused on the AnalyƟcal part of the Thesis (esp. the Survey). On the other

hand, the analyƟcal part would benefit from more details and depths. The survey is completely missing.

CitaƟons do not comply with the prescribed citaƟon standard. References to literature in the text aremissing through-
out the Thesis. The Reference List is also not in accordance with the prescribed citaƟon standard. Despite the fact that
the plagiarism detecƟon program has evaluated the Thesis as original, the Opponent considers the thesis as plagia-
rized for the reasons menƟoned above.

The Thesis contains a couple of formal or stylisƟc shortcomings (e.g. missing period at the end of a sentence p. 25,
Paragraph 2, 2nd sentence; spelling errors and typos).

Fulfilled with serious deficiencies just above the required minimum, which fundamentally affects the overall quality
of work.

QuesƟons for thesis defence:

Answer your research quesƟon.

In chapter 2.2Methodology you state that a short survey will be conducted and a subsequent comparison of the influ-
ence of social and economic factors on the food habits of the populaƟon of the Czech Republic and Kyrgyz Republic.
Where in your thesis did you analyse the survey? Can you briefly summarise the results of the survey?
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