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 70+ 69-65 60-61 59-55 54-50 <50 
 A B C D E F 
Knowledge  
Knowledge of problems involved, e.g. historical and social context, spe-
cialist literature on the topic. Evidence of capacity to gather information 
through a wide and appropriate range of reading, and to digest and 
process knowledge. 
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Analysis & Interpretation  
Demonstrates a clear grasp of concepts. Application of appropriate 
methodology and understanding; willingness to apply an independent 
approach or interpretation recognition of alternative interpretations; 
Use of precise terminology and avoidance of ambiguity; avoidance of 
excessive generalisations or gross oversimplifications. 
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Structure & Argument 
Demonstrates ability to structure work with clarity, relevance and co-
herence. Ability to argue a case; clear evidence of analysis and logical 
thought; recognition of an argument´s limitation or alternative views; 
Ability to use other evidence to support arguments and structure appro-
priately. 
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Presentation & Documentation  
Accurate and consistently presented footnotes and bibliographic refer-
ences; accuracy of grammar and spelling; correct and clear presentation 
of charts/graphs/tables or other data. Appropriate and correct referenc-
ing throughout. Correct and contextually correct handling of quotations. 
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Methodology 
Understanding of techniques applicable to the chosen field of research, 
showing an ability to engage in sustained independent research. 
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ECTS Mark: B/67 Charles Mark: B/84 Marker: Pavel Szobi 

Deducted for late submission: No Signed:  

Deducted for inadequate referencing:  Date:  

 
MARKING GUIDELINES
 
A (UCL mark 70+) = A (Charles mark 91-100 - excellent):  Note: 
marks of over 80 are given rarely and only for truly exceptional 
pieces of work. 
Distinctively sophisticated and focused analysis, critical use of 
sources and insightful interpretation. Comprehensive understanding 
of techniques applicable to the chosen field of research, showing an 
ability to engage in sustained independent research. 
 
B (UCL mark 69-65) = B (Charles mark 81-90– very good) 
C (UCL mark 64-60) = C (Charles mark 71-80 – good): A high level of 
analysis, critical use of sources and insightful interpretation. Good 
understanding of techniques applicable to the chosen field of re-
search, showing an ability to engage in sustained independent re-
search. 65 or over equates to a B grade. 

 
 
D (UCL mark 59-55) = D (Charles mark 61-70 – satisfactory) 
E (UCL mark 54-50) = E (Charles mark 51-60 – sufficient): 
Demonstration of a critical use of sources and ability to engage in 
systematic inquiry. An ability to engage in sustained research work, 
demonstrating methodological awareness. 55 or over equates to a D 
grade. 
 
F (UCL mark less than 50) = F (Charles mark 0-50 - insufficient): 
Demonstrates failure to use sources and an inadequate ability to 
engage in systematic inquiry. Inadequate evidence of ability to 
engage in sustained research work and poor understanding of ap-
propriate research techniques.



 
Please provide substantive and detailed feedback! 

Comments, explaining strengths and weaknesses (at least 300 words): 

The author decided to choose an eventful period between 1995 and 2019 to establish convincing argu-
ments regarding the correlation between economic growth and sustainable development vs. carbon diox-
ide emissions. In order to underline the argumentation, Shuangning Cao relied on fixed effects and Prais-
Winsten regression models with Panel-Corrected Standard Errors. 
 
I appreciate a thorough literature review which underscores the author's heuristic preparation prior to the 
actual research. 
 
It is obvious that the Central East European region is a good selection for a case study on environmental 
and economic changes due to its dynamic character after the demise of the Eastern Bloc. Nevertheless, the 
basket of countries the author worked with is rather broad and could be narrowed to a smaller selection – 
such as the Visegrád group. After all, the author comments on several occasions on the fact that some of 
the selected countries have traditional heavy industries (Czech Republic or Poland), while others have a ra-
ther agricultural character (Albania). As for Albania, it is questionable whether it should even be considered 
to be part of the CEE region. 

 

I would like to underpin that the renewable energy issue has deeper roots in the region, especially when 
talking about the topography of the individual countries of the region – mountainous countries like Albania 
or Slovakia traditionally produce a significant part of their energy in hydropower plants. The question of 
nuclear power plants should also be considered - the author barely mentions it. 

The interpretation of the processed data confirms that the author realizes historical and economic differ-
ences within the region. The empirical analysis creates a solid basis for a convincing argumentation. 
Shuangning Cao was fully capable of providing the reader with a study, which is an example of a good dis-
sertation. Nevertheless, the quality of the text is negatively impacted by occasional grammar mistakes and 
wording, such as compari(S)on or curv(e). 

Specific questions you would like addressing at the oral defence (at least 2 questions): 

 

You recognize the importance of EU membership for economic development (structural funds, infrastruc-
ture projects). Can you extrapolate your data to define the countries which used the EU membership most 
efficiently in order to reduce their carbon dioxide emissions? 


