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	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

Nikol Šimoníková’s thesis focuses on the semantic structures of the neologisms that entered the vocabulary in 2021. The material was collected from the Oxford English Dictionary updates throughout the year. 

Strengths

The thesis employs a diachronic approach to the English language vocabulary system, examining it from the perspective of derivational patterns and thematic groups.

Weaknesses

1. The paper could have been better rooted in recent developments in the field of semantics, such as Cognitive Semantics. A more comprehensive theoretical discussion is also required. For example, section 1.1, "Language," is a summary of Barber (2000), while foundational figures like de Saussure, Wittgenstein, and other key linguists are omitted.

2. The title of the thesis and its contents are somewhat misleading. Since the topic of the thesis is semantic structure, readers would expect an analysis of how new meanings are created (see e.g., Jackendoff 1992; Evans 2006; Feist 2016). Although Lipka (1972) is listed in the bibliography, his methodological approach is not applied. Instead, the paper primarily deals with statistical data based on derivational patterns and the topics or fields of human activity that produced the neologisms.

3. Additionally, the thesis requires better proofreading, as the text contains several mistakes. For example, a full stop should be placed after the reference to signal the end of a statement, not before it; and phrases such as “words are defined a minimum free forms” (p. 11) need correction.

4. The conclusions are somewhat matter-of-fact. For instance, in explaining borrowings, the student states, “English uses words from their [non-native speakers of English] native language because English does not have words needed to describe their culture, traditions, or food” (p. 38). However, this does not account for borrowings from classical languages like Sanskrit or Latin in the data.

	Questions to be answered by student:
1. Please, comment on the borrowings from Sanskrit and Latin in your data. 
2. Why are there more noun neologisms compared to other word classes? 
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