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1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZIi A VYSLEDNE PRACE (, kliknutim* zakiiZkujte vybrané hodnocent)
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KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni vztahu tezi a prace, piipadné konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)

The author had originally planned to conduct a cross-cultural comparative case study research focusing on the
Czech Republic as well as the Netherlands. The research was then narrowed down solely on the Netherlands for
both theoretical and practical reasons, which are well explained in the introduction. The narrowed focus has not
changed the overall aim of thesis and research, instead it clarified it and allowed the thesis to be developed in-
depth and more critically and reflectively. The author continously discussed the dissertation and its research with
the supervisor, constantly searching for ways in which its content and form could be improved and all changes
made along the way reached this goal.

2. HODNOCEN{ OBSAHU VYSLEDNE PRACE
Vypliujte pismeno na §kale A — B — C — D — E — F (A=nejlepsi, F= nevyhovujici)

Hodnoceni pismenem
2.1 | Relativni uplnost zpracované literatury ke zvolenému tématu A
2.2 | Pochopeni zpracované literatury a schopnost ji aplikovat A
2.3 | Zvladnuti zvolené techniky zpracovani materialu A
2.4 | Logi¢nost vykladu, podloZzenost zavéra A

KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni obsahu vysledné prace, ptipadné konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)

The literature review offers a well-developed interdisciplinary discussion bringing together diverse research
areas such as social marketing, wellbeing and healthy lifestyle, children and childhood, and new technologies,
while leaning against statistical indicators as well as academic research simultaneously used to develop the core
argument. The literature is critically discussed and applied to the chosen topic. The author has chosen a
particular type of case study research (instrumental), which has provided a strong theoretical framework and
practical guidance for the empirical research. The individual cases are then comprehensively described,
providing a valuable source that can serve further research and industry purposes. The discussion then
summarises the overall main findings and puts them in the context of existing literature. The level of author’s
academic and empirical thinking and writing is on a high level, which the submitted thesis clearly demonstrates
through its original contribution to new knowledge in the field.



3. HODNOCENI KONECNE PODOBY VYSLEDNE PRACE
Vypliujte pismeno na §kale A — B — C — D — E — F (A=nejlepsi, F= nevyhovujici)

Hodnoceni pismenem

3.1 | Struktura prace A
3.2 | Funkénost a pfiméfenost poznamkového aparatu a odkazl A
3.3 | Dodrzeni cita¢ni normy (pokud se v textu opakované objevuji pasaze piejaté A

bez udani zdroje, hodnot'te pismenem F. Pokud v textu zjistite piejaté pasaze
vydavané neopravnéné autorem za vlastni zjisténi, nedoporucte praci

k obhajobé¢ a ve ,,zdGvodnéni v ptipadé nedoporuéeni navrhnéte, aby

s autorem bylo zah4jeno disciplinarni fizeni.)

3.4 |Jazykova a stylisticka Groven prace (pokud je opakované porusovana platna A
kodifikace pravopisné normy, hodnot'te pismenem F)
3.5 | Opravnénost a vhodnost pfiloh, grafickd Gprava prace A

KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni podoby vysledné prace, piipadné konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)
The thesis is excellent in all above mentioned criteria.

4. SHRNUJICi KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE/KY (celkové hodnoceni vysledné prace, jeji silné a slabé
stranky, ptivodnost zpracovani tématu apod.)

This is an exceptional theoretical and empirical bachelor thesis, which is a result of continouos hard work and

well-focused academic thinking, researching and writing. It was an honour working with this talented and
promising young scholar.
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