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Short summary 
 
The thesis by Matěj Teiml examines the patterns in meat consumption in the European Union. The 
thesis 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.  
The thesis was graded F during the defense in June 2021. The new version still has various 
shortcomings, as outlined below. 
 
Contribution 
 
The thesis aims to assess the link between macroeconomic (country-specific) variables and annual 
meat consumption. The Introduction is now more elaborated than before, but I still find the motivation 
for the thesis and contribution unsatisfactorily described there. The Introduction and Abstract lack any 
mention of the main results. The Literature review section briefly covers the trends in meat consumption; 
then it covers the health effects of meat consumption. However, it still does not place the thesis in the 
existing literature on the determinants of meat consumption properly. During the defense, the author 
could elaborate on how his thesis differs in comparison to other studies on the same/similar topic and 
the added value in comparison to them. How do the results differ in contrast to findings in other studies? 
Second, the author could elaborate more on why this topic is important from the economic point of view.  
 
Methods 
 
The author uses panel data methods – a pooled OLS, a fixed effects model, and a random effects model, 
which is an appropriate approach for this topic and the scope of a bachelor thesis.  
 
In the previous version, the main problems were: first, the unsatisfactory choice of explanatory variables; 
second, confused interpretation of the results. Regarding the first point, several new variables have 
been included (for example, GDP per capita, meat prices), and some definitions improved 
(urbanization), but the inclusion of some variables is still not explained sufficiently, especially the 
inclusion of female labour share and the replacement of labour force participation rate by the share of 
“young and old dependents”. 
 
Regarding the interpretation of the estimated coefficients, the author has added the section on 
elasticities (Section 3.6) and interprets the results of log-log models in a corresponding way. It is, 
however, not clear why the level-level equation is still estimated. Why not use the log transformation 
only? In addition, in the log models (Section 4.2-4.5), the author interprets only the coefficients on 
elasticities and does not interpret the estimates of other determinants. The author should address that 
during the defense. 
 
Second, it is unclear why Sections 4.2-4.5 differ in terms of country and time fixed effects. For example, 
the equation in Section 4.2 uses “individual and time fixed effects”, Section 4.3 only “unobserved effects” 
(which I believe are country FE). Still, the description in Sections 4.3-4.5 states the equations are 
estimated using a pooled OLS model instead of a FE model. The author should clarify that during the 
defense. 
 
Last but not least, it is not clear why the table with “top and bottom five” fixed effects coefficients (Table 
4.2) is included, as it is not mentioned in the text. 
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Literature 
 
In comparison to the previous version, the author added a few important references. However, as 
mentioned above, a satisfactory picture of existing literature on determinants of meat consumption and 
the link to the thesis is not provided. Second, the author uses footnotes and bibliography referencing 
style, but footnotes are of different format. The reference list is also erroneous in many cases. 
 
Manuscript form 
 
The manuscript form has partly improved but is still of lower quality. There are several typos; the author 
mixes “I/we” style; tables with results are poorly formatted, as is the only figure in the thesis (Figure 1.1). 
As mentioned above, references are formatted wrongly/inconsistently. 
 
Overall evaluation and suggested questions for the discussion during the defense 
 
Altogether, the revised version of the thesis has various shortcomings. However, conditional on the 
student’s ability to sufficiently address comments raised in the reports and answer the committee’s  
questions, the thesis may fulfil the requirements for a bachelor thesis at IES, Faculty of Social Sciences, 
Charles University. In that case, I recommend the thesis for the defense and suggest a grade E.  
In particular, during the defense, the author should address the comments and questions raised in the 
section on contribution and methods in this report. 

 
The results of the Urkund analysis do not indicate significant text similarity with other available sources 
(the only similarity detected is the one with the previous version of the thesis). 
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CATEGORY POINTS 

Contribution                 (max. 30 points) 15 

Methods                       (max. 30 points) 20 

Literature                     (max. 20 points) 10 

Manuscript Form         (max. 20 points) 10 

TOTAL POINTS         (max. 100 points) 55 

GRADE            (A – B – C – D – E – F) E 
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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 

 


