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I begin my review by acknowledging that I know Fusako Tsuchimoto personally.  In particular,
during a visit to CERGE-EI in May of 2010, I provided comments on the second chapter of her
dissertation: “Responses to More Severe Punishment in the Courtroom: Evidence from Truth-in-
Sentencing Laws”.  More important, during this same visit, I, along with Professor Lubomir Lizal,
discussed the opportunity of collaborating with Fusako Tsuchimoto and the co-author of her third
chapter, Milan Šèasný, on a project that is quite similar to the research presented in the third chapter
of her dissertation: “Decomposition Analysis of Air Pollutants in the Czech Republic”.

Next I wish to acknowledge my limited ability to review the first chapter of Ms. Tsuchimoto’s
dissertation: “A Theory of Ethnic Diversity and Income Distribution”.  Given this limited ability, I
do not feel comfortable providing a review of this chapter.  I apologize for not assessing my ability
to review all three chapters of the dissertation prior to accepting your invitation.

Based on my reading of the second and third chapters of the dissertation, I believe that Ms.
Tsuchimoto has written a thorough dissertation.  Honestly, it is the most thorough dissertation that
I have read since leaving graduate school in 1995.

The second chapter – “Responses to More Severe Punishment in the Courtroom: Evidence from
Truth-in-Sentencing Laws” – identifies a highly interesting research question, describes the
theoretical hypotheses clearly, and empirically tests these hypotheses effectively after gathering a
useful dataset and employing the appropriate econometric techniques.  My only comments on this
chapter are merely editorial, for example, I encourage Ms. Tsuchimoto to elaborate on the two
variants of the difference-in-difference-in-difference estimation approach.

The third chapter – “Decomposition Analysis of Air Pollutants in the Czech Republic” – also
explores a highly interesting research question and contributes well to the existing literature in two
ways: (1) uses facility-level data to examine emissions and economic activity, and (2) uses fuel use
data to decompose emissions more fully.  In general, the analysis is clear and thorough.  My only
concerns relate to the chapter’s depiction of the regulatory context during the study’s sample period
of 1995 to 2007.  The chapter divides the sample according to a requirement that existing stationary
sources of air pollution meet new source performance-based standards, i.e., effluent limits, by
January 1, 1999.  The chapter incorrectly describes this requirement as no longer being valid after
January 1, 1999.  Instead, the requirement remained in place for the entire sample period. 
Nevertheless, a distinction between the two sub-sample periods is warranted given the analytical
focus on changes in emissions.  Prior to January 1, 1999, existing stationary air pollution sources
most certainly would have been lowering their emissions due to the impending deadline.  After
January 1, 1999, ceteris paribus, existing stationary air pollution sources would not have felt
compelled to lower their emissions since they would have already met the required limits.  This said,
the analysis incorrectly divides the sample period into the following two sub-sample periods: 1995 -
2000 and 2001-2007.  Lastly, I strongly encourage Ms. Tsuchimoto to elaborate much more on the
regulatory context described above, including the regulatory refinement enacted in 1997.


