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Short summary 
 
This thesis asks a very timely question of what is the effect of the covid-19 pandemics on relative 
wages of mean and women. Martina approaches this topic by analyzing the US data. She runs a set of 
Mincerian regressions to estimate the gender wage gap quarter-by-quarter fro two pre-pandemic years 
and two pandemic years. The results of this analysis do not show a clear pattern of gender wage gap 
reacting specifically to the pandemics. More insight is obtained when decomposing the gap. Martina 
performs an Oaxaca-Blinder decomposition of the gender wage gap for eight pre-pandemic and seven 
pandemic quarters and she points towards increased role of the unexplained part of the gap. 
Interestingly, most of the ‚action‘ seems to happen within occupations! 
 
Contribution 
 
The main contribution of this thesis lies in documenting the evolution of the gender wage gap in the 
US before and during the pandemics and in zooming on its determinants. While there have been 
several papers analyzing employment effects of the pandemics, noone yet has investigated whether 
the pandemics has affected relative remuneration of men and women. 
 
Methods 
 
As written earlier, Martina uses Mincerian wage regressions to estimate the gender wage gap for each 
quarter. Next, she decomposed the gender wage gaps in each quarter using the Oaxaca-Blinder 
decomposition. These methods are adequate to the research questions and are correclty applied. On 
the other hand, their presentation is not easy to follow. Specifically, equation (1) is presented, but not 
explained. What is the purpose of presenting eq (1) whan the reader does not know what E 
corresponds to and how it refers to the model used in the thesis? Moreover, there is a typo in 
equations  (1), (2), and (3). All the coefficients whould be within the sum, not in front of it. Equation (4) 
has it correctly. 
 
I have to stress that Martina made a huge progress while working on the thesis. All the methods were 
new to her and she had to put considerable effert to understand and implement them. It turned out 
well and, what I am very happy about, Martina understands what has been estimated and is able to 
meaningfully interpret the obtained results. 
 
Literature 
 
The literature review is exhaustive. Martina tried to explain the topic of gender wage gaps since its 
emergence till nowadays. At places, the review is a bit challenging to follow, but the most important 
chapters – those refering to estimation fo the gender waga gap, its decomposition, and the role of 
covid pandemics – read well. 
I appreciate that research questions are build in relation to the literature, although the connections 
could be written in a more straightforward way. But generally it makes a good impression to see that 
questions are asked after reading to related literature and based on this literature. 
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Manuscript form 
 
The manuscript is generally well-written, although at places one misses logical connection between 
adjacent paragraph or even adjucent sentences. Fortunately, this does not affect the flow of the thesis 
as a whole. 
 
There are some typos. For example, it is written that: „The only difference is that the absolute value of 
GWG is lower in the models with more control variables.“, while in fact it is higher.  
 
 
Overall evaluation and suggested questions for the discussion during the defense 
 
Overall the thesis by Martina is a solid, comprehensive piece of work. It asks relevant questions and 
consistently flows towards answering them. At places the thesis makes a somehow chaotic 
impression, but overall it builds a consistent piece of work. 
In my view, the thesis fulfills the requirements for a bachelor thesis at IES, Faculty of Social Sciences, 
Charles University, I recommend it for the defense and suggest a grade B. 
The results of the Urkund analysis do not indicate significant text similarity with other available 
sources. 
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CATEGORY POINTS 

Contribution                 (max. 30 points) 29 

Methods                       (max. 30 points) 25 

Literature                     (max. 20 points) 18 

Manuscript Form         (max. 20 points) 15 

TOTAL POINTS         (max. 100 points) 87 

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

 


