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Short summary 
 
The thesis by Matěj Teiml aims to research the consumption of meat in the European Union and examine 
its patterns and trends. Matěj uses panel data models to quantify the relationship between meat 
consumption and several country-specific variables, using data for the EU countries between 2000-
2018. He concludes that meat consumption varies across countries and that the level of urbanization 
and labor force participation have a significant effect on the meat consumption. 
 
However, I find the thesis unsatisfactory. First and foremost, the thesis does not fulfill the required length 
limit of 54000 characters (the author acknowledges it himself by stating the lenght to be less than 48000 
characters). Second, the thesis has several other shortcoming, which I have outlined below. 
 
Contribution 
 
The thesis aims to „assess the link between macroeconomics, microeconomics, and country specific 
variables with annual meat consumption“. First, it is difficult to assess the contribution since the 
influential papers on this topic are not cited at all and no comparison of the methodology or the results 
with those in the existing literature is made. The author does not motivate the thesis properly and does 
not state where the value added should be. Second, it is not clear how any „microeconomic“ evidence 
can be provided since he uses purely macro approach using country-level data. Importantly, Matěj could 
explain why a reader should be interested in the topic in the first place. 
 
Methods 
 
The author uses panel data methods – a pooled OLS, a fixed effects model, and a random effects model. 
That, as such, would be an appropriate approach for this topic and also the scope of a bachelor thesis 
in general. 
However, I have several doubts about the choice of variables. First, according to the literature review, 
the meat consumption could be potentially linked to the standard of living and level of education, but no 
variable on that is used (a simple GDP or disposable income per capita and education attainment would 
work). Second, the author suggests religion may play a role but that there are „no data on religion in the 
EU“, which I strongly doubt. Third, obesity is used as an explanatory variable for meat consumption, but 
I would expect the causality, if any, to go the other way around. Forth, urbanization as another potential 
variables is dropped in the FE model because it is time-invariant, though I again believe that the data 
exists. Fifth, the author states he uses „microeconomics variables“ – but what are those?  Last but not 
least, why does the author use the variable „sales of meat“, calculated by the author himself using data 
from FAOSTAT, instead of data on meat consumption from, for example, OECD?  
 
Regarding the estimation equation, it seems no time fixed effects or time trend is tested, even though I 
would assume there might be some over the last 19 years (and it was also a goal of the thesis to estimate 
“trends”). Second, it is not clear what units are used and, thus, what the economic effect of the 
coefficients is (at one point, it seems the coefficients are multiplied by 1000 to get one-unit effect but it 
is unclear why, e.g. p.14). Last but not least, the author suggests he would use Hausman test to decide 
between fixed effects and random effects specification, but even in the conclusion it is not clear which 
specification is preferred (thus also making the conclusion less efficient on delivering the main points of 
the thesis). 
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Literature 
 
The thesis aims to deal with the meat consumption, but the most frequently cited articles (and the very 
first hits when searching in Google Scholar) on the topic are not cited in the thesis at all. Actually, there 
are only one or two papers that deal directly with meat consumption used in the thesis. I believe the 
author should work with and properly cite at least the following:  

Daniel, C. R., Cross, A. J., Koebnick, C., & Sinha, R. (2011). Trends in meat consumption in the 
USA. Public health nutrition, 14(4), 575-583. 
Godfray, H. C. J., Aveyard, P., Garnett, T., Hall, J. W., Key, T. J., Lorimer, J., ... & Jebb, S. A. 
(2018). Meat consumption, health, and the environment. Science, 361(6399). 
Grunert, K. G. (2006). Future trends and consumer lifestyles with regard to meat 
consumption. Meat science, 74(1), 149-160. 
Henchion, M., McCarthy, M., Resconi, V. C., & Troy, D. (2014). Meat consumption: Trends and 
quality matters. Meat science, 98(3), 561-568. 
Sans, P., & Combris, P. (2015). World meat consumption patterns: An overview of the last fifty 
years (1961–2011). Meat science, 109, 106-111. 

 
Second, the author mixes citations styles across the thesis and in the bibliographical record. 
Bibliography is erroneous in many cases, not including all required entries like the name of a journal or 
the publication year, etc. Several sources are included in the references but not actually cited in the 
thesis. 
 
Manuscript form 
 
The manuscript form does not meet the usual standard for a bachelor thesis. The Introduction consists 
of only one short paragraph, which is not sufficient to cover motivation for the thesis, hypotheses or the 
summary of the thesis at all. Moreover, the introduction is formatted differently than the rest of the thesis. 
The thesis is written in English, but I would recommend proofreading not only to avoid typos but also to 
improve the overall quality of language (for example, I would recommend to be consistent in the use of 
I/my, we/our, etc; or to stick to „pork“ or „beef“ meat consumption instead of „pig meat“ and „bovine“ – 
but this is only a minor detail compared to others and it might be the ignorance of the language in this 
field on my side). Number formatting in the tables with results should be improved as well. Last but not 
least, I would suggest including standard errors or t-statistics in the tables, not only stars for p-values. 
 
 
Overall evaluation and suggested questions for the discussion during the defense 
 
In my view, due to the shortcomings mentioned above, the thesis does not fulfill the requirements 
for a bachelor thesis at IES, Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles University. Among other things, 
this assessment is based on the failure to meet a basic formal requirement for the length of a bachelor 
thesis. I believe the thesis needs to be significantly improved before resubmission. Specifically, I believe 
it is necessary that Matěj enhances the added value, improves the work with the literature, and motivates 
hypotheses and model choices better. Therefore, in the current form I do not recommend the thesis 
for the defense and suggest a grade F.   

 
The results of the Urkund analysis do not indicate significant text similarity with other available sources. 
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EXPLANATION OF CATEGORIES AND SCALE: 

 
 
CONTRIBUTION:  The author presents original ideas on the topic demonstrating critical thinking and ability to draw 
conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and empirics. There is a distinct value added of the thesis. 
 
 
 
 
METHODS: The tools used are relevant to the research question being investigated, and adequate to the author’s 
level of studies. The thesis topic is comprehensively analyzed.  
 
 
 
 
LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command of recent literature. 
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way. 
 
 
 
 

MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is well structured. The student uses appropriate language and style, including 
academic format for graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables and disposes with a complete 
bibliography. 
  
 

 
 
Overall grading: 

 

TOTAL GRADE 

91 – 100 A 

81 - 90 B 

71 - 80 C 

61 – 70 D 

51 – 60 E 

0 – 50 F 

 


