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Address the following questions in your report, please: 
 
a) Can you recognize an original contribution of the author? 
b) Is the thesis based on relevant references? 
c) Is the thesis defendable at your home institution or another respected institution where you 

gave lectures? 
d) Do the results of the thesis allow their publication in a respected economic journal? 
e) Are there any additional major comments on what should be improved? 
f) What is your overall assessment of the thesis? (a) I recommend the thesis for defense 

without substantial changes, (b) the thesis can be defended after revision indicated in my 
comments, (c) not-defendable in this form. 

 
(Note: The report should be at least 2 pages long.) 
 
 
QUESTION A  
I can recognize the original contribution of the author with this thesis: the tariff analyzed in 
the thesis is quite unique, and the thesis is an interesting analysis on consumer behavior under 
large and sudden changes in marginal and average costs of electricity.  
 
QUESTION B 
The thesis presents several references putting in context the results and the research questions.  
 
QUESTION C 
Yes, this thesis would be defendable in my home institution. The fact that one chapter was 
already published in a reputable outlet is a potential signal of quality. 
 
QUESTION D 
One of the chapters of the thesis was already published. I expect the second and third chapter 
might be published in a similarly ranked journal. 
 



QUESTION E 
Please see the comments the author’s reply below divided by original comment number (1.1, 
1.2, …) . 
 
QUESTION F 
The thesis can be defended after a very minor revision indicated in my comments. There is no 
need to get back to me after this change. 
 
COMMENTS TO REPLIES 
 
 
Comment 1.1) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 1.2) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 1.3) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.1) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.2) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.3) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.4) Based on the response, it is ok to omit the results of certain months but should 
be mentioned why it was done and that using a full sample gives the same results. 
 
Comment 2.5) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.6) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.7) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.8) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.9) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 2.10) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 3.1) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 3.2) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 3.3) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 3.4) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 3.5) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 
Comment 3.6) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
 



Comment 3.7) The response addresses my comment adequately. 

Comment 3.8) The response addresses my comment adequately. 

Comment 3.9) The response addresses my comment adequately. 

Comment 3.10) The response addresses my comment adequately. 
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