
 

 

 

Poznań, 19th June 2015 

 

 

Thesis Review for the Ph.D. defense of Mgr. Michal Ferenc 

 

Environmentální a ekologické determinanty struktury urbánních ptačích 

společenstev - Environmental and ecological determinants of urban bird 

community structure 

 

Dear Committee, 

 

here I send you my review for the Ph.D. thesis of Michal Ferenc. 

 

In fact I focused only on English part of the thesis, due to my linguistically limited 

skills in Czech. Fortunately the major and important part of the thesis are in 

English. 

I have to underline that at least two papers were already published, what means 

that were analysed in details by specialists (referees and editors), and it always 

produced some problems to PhD dissertation opponent – how to find more weak 

points? Therefore I decided actually on rather short overview and some specific 

comments and suggestions. 

 

(1) short overall assessment of the thesis 

The creativity in the choice of the topic of his dissertation clearly indicates that 

Michal Ferenc has an eye for details. The PhD research of Michal Ferenc was well 

anchored in the existing theory and showed the gaps that needed clarification. The 

work was carefully prepared showing excellent skills in planning, implementation of 

the project, statistical analysis and publication of the results. Once again, taking 

into account my experience as a Reviewer and Supervisor of doctoral theses I judge 

it truly exceptional. 

The thesis contains five chapters of which two are already published in 

international ISI journals. The study is original and based on a well-structured 

sampling design and appropriate analytical approaches. The quality of 

documentation is high, as the publication in a highly ranking international journal 

shows (eg. Global Ecology and Biogeography; IF: 7.242; ranked as journal in 

position: 1/46 (Geography Physical) & 7/141 (Ecology)). 

 

1. Strengths: The Ph.D thesis of Michal Ferenc is built on a solid and 

comprehensive study of structure, status, and changes in urban bird 



communities. Many findings represent a significant contribution in the field 

of urban ecology, and open new gates to the future studies. I’m pretty sure 

that will be well cited soon, because market of urban ecology is enormously 

developed during last few years. It is also a part of my private scientific 

interest, and on one hand I see potential competitor (what is always a grey 

part of science), on the other hand – a person who will be cited my published 

stuff and develops some ideas (what is definitely much better part of our life). 

2. Weaknesses: Several hypotheses could have been tested more rigorously if a 

more comprehensive data set would have been used. I mean PhD candidate 

has recommends (at least in discussion of particular manuscripts) more 

restricted experimental . 

 

(2) specific critical comments 

Overall, I congratulate Mr Ferenc to a very interesting and thorough study, using 

advanced statistical methods, and well prepared observations in the field (or vice 

versa). However, I would like to address some aspects which might deserve some 

further considerations: 

1. (chapter 1) Nothing to say. Simple – well done! 

2. (chapter 2) Where are mentioned figures and Appendix 1? It makes some troubles 

with better understanding of the story. 

3. (chapter 2) Using life-history traits is always arbitral and to me should be better 

explained. 

4. (chapter3) OK, in eastern part of hemisphere latitudinal trend is clear, but for 

some reasons especially longitudinal ones is also important. Firstly, because effect 

of some macro geographical air pressures / indices like NAO or IOD. Secondly 

because at least for some species urbanisation has place on W-E axis, in few cases 

axis is the same, but opposite direction (eg. Fieldfare Turdus pilaris).  

5. (chapter4) General biodiversity indices and rarity function are much skewed 

because differences in detectability of particular species. How you solved this 

problem? 

 

(3) more general questions to the defendant 

1. How you imagine future of urbanisation over the World and impact of this 

process to ecosystems? 

2. What is the exact link between all chapters and what would be your overall 

conclusion considering your study? Simply, what is you’re the main important / 

novel result? 

3. Based on your work and grown expertise, which kind of future steps would you 

suggest for further studies? 

4. Which season is more important to understanding urbanisation of birds – 

breeding or wintering ones? An why? 

 

(4) statement 



There are a number of published and submitted papers to peer reviewed journals 

and I have no hesitation in recommending that it contains sufficient and novel work 

for a PhD. It is obviously connected with clear story, aims, used material and 

methods through the study. I enjoyed reading this thesis and was pleased to see 

that many of the chapters have already been published. 

 

So finally, I consider the Ph.D. thesis of Michal Ferenc suitable for award of a 

Ph.D. 

 

 

 
Prof. dr hab. Piotr Tryjanowski 

 

 


