
Oponentský posudek disertační práce 
Reviewer’s  Report on Doctoral Thesis 

 
 
Program / Study programme: Mediální a žurnalistická studia / Media and journalism studies 

Student / Student: Mgr. et Mgr. Natálie Terčová 

Název práce / Thesis title: The Digital Literacy of Adolescents 

 

 

Oponent / Reviewer: Willem Joris 

Pracoviště / Workplace: Vrije Universiteit Brussel 

 

Struktura posudku / Structure of the report: 

 

1. Zhodnocení kvality práce (struktura, obsah) / Evaluation of the quality of the work 

(structure, content) 

 

The structure and content of the doctoral thesis are coherent and well developed. The three 

studies and the development of the ySKILLS model are clearly integrated into the overall 

structure. The doctoral student is transparent when approaching the way the studies were 

developed, including their limitations. 

 

The topic of this thesis, digital literacy of adolescents, is highly relevant from both a societal 

and a scientific perspective. The various concepts (e.g., digital literacy, digital skills, 

wellbeing, intentional versus unintentional exposure to online risks, parental mediation, 

harmful online content, and cyberhate) are clearly explained and well situated within the 

relevant scholarly context. While the literature review of this doctoral thesis could potentially 

have been slightly more extensive and diverse, this broader engagement with the literature is 

consistently well demonstrated in the journal articles and reports that form the basis of this 

doctoral thesis. 

 

The research questions are clearly formulated and firmly grounded in the relevant theoretical 

framework. The analyses are methodologically sound and appropriately conducted. The 

results are presented and discussed clearly yet concisely in this thesis, with detailed statistical 

support available in the underlying journal articles. 

 

2. Jazyková a formální úroveň / Language and formal level 

 

The doctoral thesis is well written and reads fluently. The doctoral student demonstrates a 

strong command of academic writing skills. Paragraphs are well structured and logically 

connected. Apart from a few minor writing errors, the text is of excellent quality. Referencing 

is systematic and accurate. 

 

3. Zhodnocení vlastního přínosu studenta*ky / Evaluation of the student's own 

contribution 

 

The doctoral candidate executed her research within an experienced research team at 

Masaryk University and in collaboration with many European experts, for example the 

ySKILLS consortium. And although the main data sets were collected prior to her 



involvement, she demonstrated her creative abilities in the field, for example by the 

development of the research questions, the statistical analyses, and writing of the journal 

articles, reports, and the doctoral thesis. She also contributed to the ySKILLS theoretical 

model, which can be seen as the integration of the findings from all ySKILLS studies into a 

new model, unravelling their theoretical implications. 

 

4. Otázky k obhajobě / Questions for the defence 

 

A) As one of the authors of the new theoretical ySKILLS model, where do you see your 

main contribution to the ySKILLS model? And where do you place intentional versus 

unintentional exposure to online risks? Do you place it within digital engagement? Is 

it part of activities? Is it possible to integrate it in the figure of the ySKILLS model, or 

will it make the figure too complex? 

 

B) In the limitations of your doctoral thesis, you mentioned that the studies mainly relied 

on self-reported data by adolescents. You acknowledge that self-reports are 

vulnerable to biases such as social desirability and the influence of self-efficacy. One 

of your recommendations for future research is the inclusion of performance testing. 

However, during the ySKILLS project, all six survey countries also collected data 

through performance tests. Did you analyse these results as well? And if yes, why did 

you not include them into your doctoral thesis? Is it possible that performance testing 

also has limitations? 

 

C) Throughout your doctoral thesis the concept of children’s rights is not explicitly 

addressed. Based on the ySKILLS model, improving children’s wellbeing is the main 

desired outcome. Is it also possible to integrate children’s rights into the model? And 

linked to this question: does gaining digital skills help realise children’s rights? 

 

D) In retrospect, how would you approach your doctoral research differently if you were 

to conduct it again? As you mentioned in the limitations of your dissertation that your 

research is predominantly quantitative, I would like to ask you to focus on qualitative 

research when you answer this question. 

 

5. Závěry / Conclusions 

 
Overall, the doctoral candidate has more than demonstrated her capacity to produce a PhD 

of high academic quality and significant societal value. She meets and exceeds the 

requirements for the award of a doctoral degree. The doctoral thesis shows methodological 

rigour, and makes a meaningful contribution to the field, as well as to society more broadly. I 

can therefore confidently recommend the award of the PhD. 

 

The author has demonstrated her creative abilities in the relevant research area. 
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