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Short summary 
 
Car sharing has emerged as a promising solution to combat climate change and alleviate the issues of 
overcrowded cities. The importance of understanding these services stems from their potential to 
foster more sustainable transportation practices and reduce carbon emissions. By offering an 
affordable and efficient alternative to private car ownership, car sharing can significantly ease traffic 
congestion and improve air quality in urban areas. Investigation into the motivation and behaviour of 
car-sharing users is particularly crucial as it sheds light on the factors influencing their choices and 
preferences. This can then be used by platforms providing such services and policymakers wishing to 
incentivise individuals to use this means of transport.  
 
This thesis analyses data from the car-sharing platform Autonapůl. The author combines the 
information on the number of kilometres driven with data from a survey conducted among the platform 
users. She investigates the impact of different characteristics of the individuals on the number of 
kilometres driven using this platform - accounting for several limitations of the dataset, such as 
selection bias, using different approaches for robustness.  
 
 
Contribution 
 
The thesis contributes to the literature by surpassing the conventional focus on modal choice and 
providing a more comprehensive analysis of real data and actual demand for kilometres driven using a 
specific car-sharing app. By studying the real-world utilisation of car-sharing services, the research 
offers valuable insights into its effectiveness as a more sustainable transportation option. I would 
welcome a conclusion on how policymakers and the platforms can use the results further– to enhance 
the usage of such services. 
 
I would suggest the author to emphasise the contribution (the novelty compared to the existing 
literature) and the implications of her findings more in the Abstract and Introduction and at the 
beginning of the Contribution section, not only at the end.  
 
 
Methods 
 
Methods corresponding to the required level of knowledge of bachelor students at our institute are 
applied. I consider some of them outside the scope of bachelor studies (such as dealing with selection 
bias). However, I would suggest using some preliminary analysis of the variables and the relationship 
between the dependent and independent variables. For example, for age and income, linear form is 
used. I would appreciate seeing a plot (at least in the Appendix) supporting such a choice. Generally, I 
have some other questions and suggestions regarding the selection of the included variables. They 
can be found at the end of the report among the questions suggested for defence.  
 
 
Literature 
 
The provided literature review is adequate. I would appreciate if the author stated more precisely how 
her research (including the motivation, chosen methodology and independent variables) relates to the 
existing literature. 
 



Report on Bachelor / Master Thesis 

Institute of Economic Studies, Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles University  

 

Student: Anita Baudyšová 

Advisor: Mgr. Milan Ščasný, PhD. 

Title of the thesis: Determinants of car-sharing use: Autonapůl Case study 

 
 
 
Manuscript form 
 
The thesis is well structured. The student uses appropriate language and style, including the academic 
format for tables. The text effectively refers to tables and disposes with a complete bibliography. Even 
though the presented tables are clear, a more detailed description of them in a footnote would make 
them more self-explanatory.  
 
There are some minor typos and stylistic mishaps here and there. Some citations are not formatted 
well (for example, at the bottom of page 17).  
 
I would appreciate seeing some graphs in the thesis as I saw the potential for several charts (an 
example is mentioned in the review of Methods above) that would have added significant value for the 
reader. I saw no figure constructed by the author. 
 
 I would also welcome a table or an overview of the used independent variables, as I believe that for 
some of them, the explanation of what they stand for or their precise definition is missing (for example, 
variable university, centre). 
 
 
Overall evaluation and suggested questions for the discussion during the defence 
 
The thesis fulfils the requirements for a bachelor thesis at IES, Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles 
University, I recommend it for defence and suggest a grade B. However, if the author can defend her 
approach during the thesis defence, I would be in favour of a better grade. 
 
The results of the Turnitin analysis do not indicate significant text similarity with other available 
sources. 
 
Suggested questions for discussion: 
 

1.) Can you summarise the main contribution of your thesis relating it to the existing literature? 
What is novel about your analysis (used data, additional available control variables, type of 
service the app provides, etc.)? 
 

2.) What are the possible (practical) implication of your findings? Both for policymakers trying to 
enhance the usage of shared vehicles and for owners of such services. Is there a space for 
cooperation among municipalities and such services that would likely increase demand for 
such services?  
 
 

3.) I understood from the text that the information on income is obtained from the survey in the 
form of a categorical variable. Why did you decide to include them as a continuous (rather 
than categorical) variable using the midpoint of the used intervals? Did you try to estimate the 
model using categorical variables instead?  Can it be that the relationship with the dependent 
variable is not linear? For example, if you decide to use a continuous form, would it be 
beneficial to analyse the potential impact of the second power as well?  
 

4.) For those, who did not wish to disclose their income, you defined the variable income as equal 
to 0. And because of that, you included a variable income_missing, equal to 1, if they did not 
wish to answer. In my opinion, this might introduce a bias and inconsistency into the 
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regression, as you use income as a continuous variable with an assumed linear effect (using 0 
for those who did not wish to answer). I understand that using all the available categories in 
the regression would significantly increase the number of estimated coefficients, which is 
problematic since you only have a few observations. But could we divide the reported income 
into, for example, four quantiles (4 categories of income) and a category for those who did not 
answer?  

 
5.) As in the case of income, is it possible also for age that the average number of kilometres may 

peak around a given age (for example, the median) and then decline?  
 

6.) The variable many_drivers is estimated to increase the number of kilometres significantly. 
Would dividing the monthly mileage by the number of drivers using the given account make 
sense? How would the results change? 
 

7.) What variables that are missing in the dataset could help you arrive at more precise results?  
Using your citation: “…Unfortunately, we could not develop a more suitable solution with the 
available dataset. A larger dataset with more detailed information would offer a better 
foundation for further research on car-sharing usage determinants….“ What “detailed 
information“ precisely are you missing and would help you? 
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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 

 


