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Struktura posudku / Structure of the report:

1. Zhodnoceni kvality prace (struktura, obsah) / Evaluation of the quality of the work
(structure, content)

The dissertation is overall well organised and clearly structured. It follows a coherent
progression from the introduction and theoretical framing to the presentation of the research
questions, methodology, and a discussion of findings. The internal structure supports
readability and makes the argument easy to follow. The topic is relevant and timely,
addressing adolescent digital literacy in relation to online risks and parental mediation. A
clear strength of the dissertation is the consistent attention to digital literacy as a
multidimensional construct, as well as the attempt to clarify different patterns of risk exposure
among adolescents. The work also shows a good awareness of existing research gaps and
positions the thesis accordingly. One limitation is that the dissertation relies on pre-existing
datasets collected within larger research projects, which inevitably reduces the candidate’s
control over data collection and measurement choices. This point, however, is acknowledged
transparently in the dissertation and discussed with appropriate awareness.

Overall, the thesis presents a solid and coherent piece of doctoral work, with a clear focus and
a well-developed structure.

2. Jazykova a formdlni aroven / Language and formal level

The dissertation is written in clear academic English and maintains a consistent formal
register throughout. The text is generally well edited and readable, and the overall format is
appropriate for a doctoral dissertation. The structure is presented in a professional manner,
and references are used consistently.

3. Zhodnoceni vlastniho ptinosu studenta*ky / Evaluation of the student's own
contribution

The candidate’s own contribution appears substantial and clearly identifiable. The dissertation
does not merely apply existing theories and datasets mechanically, but engages critically with
current conceptual frameworks in the field. In particular, the work shows a strong
involvement with the ySKILLS framework and contributes to its advancement through
analytical and conceptual refinement. A particularly valuable original contribution is the
systematic distinction between intentional and unintentional exposure to online risks. This
refinement is theoretically meaningful and has important consequences for how relationships



between digital engagement, digital literacy, and online risks are interpreted. It also has
potential implications for future research design and measurement strategies. Empirically, the
dissertation provides nuanced evidence showing that different dimensions of digital literacy
may play different roles in relation to online risks, supporting a non-simplistic view of digital
skills as both opportunity-enhancing and potentially risk-enhancing. The candidate also
demonstrates methodological awareness and reflexivity by discussing the limits of self-report
data and by identifying relevant directions for future research. Overall, the dissertation
demonstrates that the candidate has developed research autonomy, conceptual clarity, and
strong analytical competence.

4. Otazky k obhajob¢ / Questions for the defence

1) The dissertation argues that distinguishing between intentional and unintentional
exposure to online risks is important. How does the candidate justify the relevance of
this distinction for the interpretation of research findings, and what does she see as the
main implications for future research in this field?

2) The dissertation adopts and discusses the multidimensional nature of digital literacy.
In the literature, however, digital literacy is operationalised and measured in highly
heterogeneous ways, often with different dimensions and indicators across studies.
How does the candidate see the relationship between this heterogeneity of
measurement and the possibility of producing generalizable conclusions in digital
literacy research?

3) The dissertation acknowledges several limitations linked to the use of pre-existing
datasets and self-report measures. What does the candidate consider the most critical
limitation for the aims of the dissertation, and what would she prioritise as the most
important improvement in a follow-up study?

5. Zavéry!/ Conclusions’

In conclusion, the dissertation presents a coherent and well-structured piece of doctoral work
addressing a relevant and timely topic in the field of adolescent digital literacy and online
risks. The theoretical framing is appropriate and clearly articulated, and the overall argument
is developed in a consistent way across the different sections of the thesis. The work provides
a nuanced and non-simplistic perspective on digital literacy, highlighting its multidimensional
nature and the importance of conceptual distinctions when interpreting adolescents’ online
experiences. Despite the limitations acknowledged by the candidate (particularly, those
related to the use of pre-existing datasets and self-report measures), the dissertation
demonstrates solid scholarly competence, good methodological awareness, and the ability to
critically engage with the research field. Overall, the dissertation meets the standards expected
of a doctoral thesis.

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

! Posudek, ktery neobsahuje predepsany explicitni zavér, nemiize byt akceptovan.
I Each report must include statement in order to be valid.
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