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Grade 1 - 4 Grade A - F 
1 A Excellent, outstanding performance with only minor faults. 

B Very good, above average performance but with some mistakes. 
2 C Good, overall good performance with a number of significant errors. 

D Satisfactory, acceptable performance but with significant flaws. 
3 E Fair, performance meets minimum requirements. 
4 F Inadequate. 

 
 
 
Relation of the thesis to the areas of the state final examination (information is given in the 
appendix of the thesis) 
to be filled in only by the supervisor of the  thesis. 
 
Sociology  
 
Subject area: [fill in] 
Keyword: [fill in] 
 
Subject area: [fill in] 
Keyword: [fill in] 
 
Subject heading: [fill in] 
Keyword: [fill in] 
 
 
Methodology 
 
Subject area 1: Theoretical background to research 
Topic: [fill in] 
 
Subject area 2: Preparation and organisation of research 
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Topic: [fill in]. 
 
Subject area 3: Data production  
Topic: Topic: [fill in]. 
 
Subject area 4: Data analysis 
Topic: [fill in] 
 
Subject area 5: Reflexivity, ethics and research outputs  
Topic: [fill in] 
 
State exam form specialisation (in case of thesis defended in SP Sociology - Social Policy, do not 
fill in) 
 
Specialisation Social Anthropology 
Thematic area of the State exam: [fill in] 
 
Specialization Studies of Contemporary Societies: 
Topic: [fill in] 
Linked to course(s): [fill in] 
 
 
 
 
………………………………… 
 
Review 
 
 
Please explain the reasons for your evaluation (especially reservations and criticisms) 
according to the criteria listed below. 
 
1. Is the aim of the thesis (research question) clearly stated, and do the conclusions correspond to it?  
Yes. The aim is clearly stated, with the research question and corresponding hypotheses presented 
and described in detail. The conclusions answer the research question and provide explanations for 
the results obtained.  
 
2. Is the thesis appropriately structured? Do the individual parts of the text flow smoothly into each 
other? Is the text factual and logically consistent? 
Yes. The structure is clear, and the narrative logically follows the subsequent points. Each part 
builds on the previous one, creating a logical, easy-to-read structure. The work is pleasant to read, 
as it is well organized and follows an article-like research format. 
 
3. Does the thesis demonstrate the connection of the topic to the chosen areas of the final state exam 
from sociology, methodology and possibly also from specialisation? Are the passages related to the 
chosen areas integrated organically into the thesis? 
Yes. The thesis demonstrates a clear connection to the SZZ areas and integrates them organically. 
For the Sociology topic, it builds on costly signaling theory to understand the climate-change issue 
through the lens of the globalised phenomenon of greenwashing, using this framework to develop 
 

Katedra sociologie U Kříže 8, 155 00 Praha 5 - Jinonice 
Institut sociologických studií  tel. 420 – 778 465 054 
Fakulta sociálních věd, Univerzita Karlova Email: jana.vojanova@fsv.cuni.cz, Web: iss.fsv.cuni.cz 
 

2/5 

http://iss.fsv.cuni.cz/


and test hypotheses on a real-life case. Methodologically, the author shows a solid grasp of 
quantitative analysis: she correctly classifies variables, understands the purpose of the experimental 
method, and collects data ethically, with sensitivity to human subjects and a well-planned research 
process. Although the specialisation area is not explicitly stated, the focus on consumers’ 
perceptions of greenwashing naturally aligns with social/consumer policy and highlights the topic’s 
practical relevance. 
 
4. Do the passages of the thesis, in which the connection of the thesis to the state thesis topics is 
developed, demonstrate a sufficiently deep knowledge of the studied topic, problem or phenomenon 
at its theoretical or methodological level? Is the knowledge of the chosen state thesis topic 
appropriately addressed in the analysis and in the conclusion of the thesis? 
Yes. The author clearly demonstrates knowledge of the chosen topics. 

5. Is the thesis based on relevant research and literature, and does it accurately summarise and 
integrate the information? 
Yes. The thesis draws on carefully chosen theoretical and empirical literature. The examples are 
appropriately used, integrated, and summarized to build the argumentation and narrative. 
 
6.  What is the quality of the data or the other sources? Are the sample method, data collection and 
data analysis appropriate? 
The method, data collection, and analysis are appropriate for answering the research question and 
testing the hypotheses. The data were collected carefully, and the sample size is rationalised. The 
author knows what and why she is doing when collecting the data. The author describes the sample 
in sufficient detail, without over-relying on descriptives. 
The methodology is rigorous, based on and inspired by established literature, which embeds the 
experiment in theory and benefits the research. The design is strong: the use of JavaScript and 
randomisation, informed consent, quality checks, and debriefing shows the author understands the 
fundamentals of rigorous experimental research.  
The experimental design involves multiple measurements, which are analysed with a corresponding 
method. The author applies the correct methodology to the hypotheses the author tests. The author 
clearly describes the rationale for the analytic strategy and conducts a well-specified mixed-effects 
model in line with standard practice in R. The results in the text are well organised; however, the 
tables could include notes clarifying the content (especially the meaning of predictors in the 
reported models). 
However, some of the “strong signal” scenarios target charity (footwear) or animal rights 
(cosmetics) more than environmental protection. These are only 2 out of 8 proposed scenarios, thus 
there is not a high risk of jeopardising the manipulation, although it should be noted that these are 
not the same as environmental concerns and may weaken the intended manipulation. Another 
caveat is the lack of explanation for not comparing the two vocal conditions (vocal green vs. vocal 
brown). Including this endpoint comparison would materially strengthen the evidential base. 
 
7. Are the findings relevant to the research question? Are the conclusions of the thesis based on 
strong arguments? 
Yes. The findings are clearly set to test the hypotheses aimed at answering the research question, 
and they correspond to it. The conclusions are based on theoretical literature, are strongly embedded 
in theory, and draw on previous experiments using similar methods. The author’s arguments are 
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well grounded in the literature. 
 
8. Are the author’s thoughts distinguished unambiguously from the borrowed ideas? Are the parts 
of the text that were machine-generated or derived from machine-generated sources clearly 
indicated in the work, with their origin specified? 
Yes. The author’s statements are clearly differentiated from findings in the literature. The author 
explicitly signals her own claims versus examples (e.g., “Results of these studies… may reveal 
different perspectives… but I suggest that…”), and provides references with sufficient description 
where needed. There are no parts suggesting machine-generated text or material derived from such 
sources. 
 
9. What is the quality of style and other formal requirements?      
There are some minor issues in style and reporting. For example: a sentence starts with a numeral 
(e.g., “58% were women”), or an inconsistent use of statistical notation: M (mean) and SD (e.g., M 
= 29.66, SD = 13.27); mixing “average” with SD in prose; keeping decimal precision inconsistent 
(e.g., 13.270 → 13.27). Besides a few misspellings and inconsistent apostrophe use (company’s vs. 
company's), and occasional inconsistency in text formatting (italics sometimes used for response 
options and sometimes not), none of this distracts from reading. The writing is clear, and the 
narrative is easy to follow. The reporting style and referencing system are generally clear and 
readable; however, closer adherence to APA 7 guidelines would help, and the reference list 
formatting could be standardised. 

10. Are there any other strengths and weaknesses of the thesis which are not included in the 
previous questions? Please list them if any. 
This is an interesting work on an important, ongoing topic. The formulation of the problem and the 
use of the costly signaling framework in a real-world experiment show the author’s ability to run a 
rigorous, theory-driven study. 
 
11. What topic do you suggest for the discussion in the thesis defence? 
Why did the author not compare the vocal green and vocal brown conditions?  
Which journal would be a good fit for this work? 
 
12. To be completed by the supervisor only 
 I declare that I have checked the result of the originality check of the thesis: 
 [  ] Theses                           [  ] Turnitin                                  [ ] Ouriginal (Urkund) 
 
Comment on the result of the check:  
 
Overall evaluation of the thesis: The thesis is well structured and clearly written, with a narrative 
that leads the reader from theory and hypotheses to analysis and interpretation. Strong theoretical 
grounding effectively illuminates a contemporary phenomenon—the perception of companies’ 
behaviour—and the study design, data collection, and analysis are executed with care and 
methodological competence. The author demonstrates a solid research skillset: formulating 
questions and hypotheses from prior literature, justifying sample size and methods, applying 
suitable analyses, interpreting results in context, and thoughtfully discussing limitations. The work 
contributes to the literature as a well-argued application of signaling theory. With only minor issues, 
I evaluate the thesis as excellent and recommend a grade of A. 
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Date: ​ 13/8/2025​ ​ ​ ​ Signature: Ewa Duda 
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