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Odůvodnění hodnocení a celkové shrnu :

Lukáš Kubelka submi ed this work a er an unsuccessful defence of his original thesis. The review report of his origi-
nal diploma thesis contained construc ve correc ons and sugges ons which should help improve the quality of the
original submission. However, Lukáš implemented only a number of them, and as a result, the quality of the current-
ly revised thesis is s ll low. The most significant problems are evident in the experimental design as well as in the
discussion sec on of results.

I would like to point out only a few of the inaccuracies. The statement “farms that administered anthelmin c to lives-
tock had significantly lower amounts of EPG/OPG in animal faeces” is incorrect for the following reasons: i) only an
anthelmin c drug (effec ve against nematodes and tapeworms) was applied to the animals; ii) the effect of an an-
thelmin c drug was not evaluated according to standard procedures; and iii) it was not clearly defined as to how long
the animals were without an parasi c therapy prior to the start of the experiment. The results should be discussed
in much more detail; the majority of the discussion sec on deals with irrelevant topics. Due to the above men oned
comments, I feel merits this thesis a grade of “good”.

Otázky k obhajobě:

1.Could you define the factors that influence the efficacy of an anthelmin c drug?

2. Could you define the importance (veterinary, economic) of parasi c infec ons in individual livestock species (ca le,
sheep, goats) and explain the reasons for your opinion.
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