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Short summary

This thesis explored the evolution of income inequality among Czech households from 2008 to 2022,
using disposable income data. It found that disposable income increased overall, despite temporary
slowdowns during economic crises and the COVID-19 pandemic. The findings on income inequality
were mixed, with evidence supporting both an increase and decrease, depending on whether
households were grouped by income levels or types. The thesis employed statistical and descriptive
methods, and it recommends further research using econometric approaches to track income
inequality over extended periods and consider demographic and regional factors. The insights gained
on disposable income dynamics and income gaps can inform scholars and policymakers seeking to
promote equitable economic growth in the Czech Republic.

Contribution

The contribution of the work is an update on Empirical analysis of income inequality: The thesis
provides an empirical analysis of the evolution of income inequality among households in the Czech
Republic from 2008 to 2022, using disposable income data.

Methods
The thesis uses a micro survey by the Czech Statistical Office - this is an appropriate choice of data
for the research question. The methods used amount to a basic statistical toolkit. However, the thesis
could be relatively easily extended for examination of full-time/part-time workers and other
characteristics.

Literature

Literature seems to be well discussed. This holds especially in case of the previous research focused
on the Czech republic.

Manuscript form

The manuscript is well structured and written.

Overall evaluation and suggested questions for the discussion during the defense
I recommend the thesis to be defended at the IES, Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles University, as
it is methodologically sound and represents a relevant contribution to the debate on the development
of the Czech labor market. However, its scope seems to be relatively limited - it does not offer any
serious discussion of possible determinants of the inequality trends and the descriptive analysis limits
itself to only part of of what is possible to achieve with the data (such as analyzing inequality cross
genders, educational attainment possibly even across regions). I suggest a grade C. The results of the
similarity analysis do not indicate significant text similarity with other available sources. Below I list a
few questions/comments:
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1. You limited your sample to the post-2008 period, but while you refer to earlier literature, Could
you identify any similarities in the development of inequality in the Czech Republic during
business cycles, as marked by the Great Financial Crisis and COVID-19?

2. Please discuss the main determinants that contribute to the increase or decrease in market
inequality.

3. Additionally, discuss potential issues with the underreporting of top-income households in
labor surveys such as EU-SILC, which you are using. Could these issues undermine the
conclusions you've drawn?

4. You mention the Gini index as an alternative inequality measure. How do your findings
compare with what the Gini index published in other works or by the statistical office suggests
about inequality development in the Czech Republic?

5. How is a tight labor market, such as the one in the Czech Republic, likely to affect the
expected consequences of labor market inequality?
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