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ANNOTATION

The Ph.D. thesis consists of the introduction divided into 3 parts describing the role and position of
submerged vegetation in the ecosystem, the succession of macrophytes and herbivory. The summary
of results, general conclusions and perspectives are presented in one chapter. Additionally, the text is
accompanied by images from field sampling and data processing. The rest and the core of the
presented Ph.D. thesis are five scientific articles, which all except one are published. The Ph.D. Thesis
include also other professional biographical information of Ivana Vejrikova.

EVALUATION

The objective of doctoral education is to prepare students for a scientific career. Defence of doctoral
thesis should prove that the student is well-versed in his/her own field of research and possess the
knowledge and skills needed to independently apply scientific research methods and produce new
scientific knowledge.

The core of presented PH.D. thesis composes of 4 published articles in well-recognised journals, one
publication is in the process of publishing. In this case, other reviewers (not me) will have an impact
on its final state. Moreover, the contribution of Ivana Vejfikova on the preparation of manuscripts is
well documented either by the first author position or by attached declaration. No doubts, the
presented Ph.D. thesis is a great compilation of the results of the Ph.D. work.

What is remaining for me? Just to comment on the presented thesis from my perspective.

| appreciate the choice of research topic. It is a catchy opening of a new perspective of the potential
of invasive herbivory in freshwater ecosystems.



| appreciate the significance, originality and novelty of the research conducted by Ivana and her results.
Her findings bring new horizons for the research and open new research questions.

| appreciate the coherence of the Ph.D. thesis as a whole although it is made up of the component
articles.

| appreciate the extent of the work done by Ivana as well as the adequacy of the research material and
methodological approach for solving the problem in question.

| appreciate the quality and thoroughness of the work and the development of a new methodology in
underwater experimental manipulation.

| appreciate the scientific justification of the conclusions, criticism and the ability to link her own
research to the research field more broadly touching the general problems.

Finally, | appreciate the acknowledgement. It is deeply personal. Here | found one more thing to write.
Ivana wrote that it doesn’t matter how Ph.D. defence will go because she doesn’t have to be a good
student or a successful scientist but above all, she wants to be a good mum.

| agree but | must say here that is matters to me how Ph.D. defence will go because it looks You are a
good student and already successful scientist.

QUESTIONS
T o e o A O e T R T R TR S PR O R

e Please, could you name some exotic herbivory species, which may have an impact on
temperate lakes in Europe if introduced? Take into consideration the assumption of
prolongation of “herbivory suitable” time and their winter survival.

CONCLUSION
e T O N L v I O R I A R R T e R

In summary, my conclusion is that the PhD thesis of RNDr. Mgr. Ivana Vejfikova presents original
research results of large importance and | recommend without hesitation that the candidate is
awarded the doctoral degree in abbreviation Ph.D.

S

V Unéticich 14. 6. 2019 Lukas Kalous






Celkové hodnotim disertaéni praci RNDr. Mgr. Ivany Vejiikové velmi pozitivné. Jsem presvédcen,
7e¢ autorka zvladla vyborné celou problematiku, kterou se zabyvala, a prokazala schopnost
samostatné védecké prace a publikace vysledki. Proto jeji praci jednoznagné doporucuji k obhajobe.

Na autorku bych rad uplatnil dopliivjici otdzky:

Paper I, reakce spoleenstva makrofyt na jednordzovy zasah vs. eliminaci tlaku herbivornich ryb:
Dokézala byste formulovat né&jaké omezujici faktory, kdy vami popsany vyvoj — tendence
k dominanci paroznatek ¢i zelenych vlaknitych fas — nebude platit?

Zaznamenala jste konzumaci ,,nechutného* stolistku klasnatého rybami kvali pfitomnosti larev
chironomid v oblasti jejich vzristnych vrchola?

Jak vidite mozZnost, Ze by se v makrofyty dominované nadrzi typu mélké jezero ryby jako plotice,
perlin, cejn vymanily (diky strukturovanému prostiedi a bohaté potravni nabidce) z vlivu dravct,
zvysily svoji poCetnost a pievratily ekosystém z litoralniho do pelagického?
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