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 Excellent Satisfactory Poor 

Knowledge  

Knowledge of problems involved, e.g. historical and social context, specialist litera-
ture on the topic. Evidence of capacity to gather information through a wide and 
appropriate range of reading, and to digest and process knowledge. 

  x   

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. 

   x  

Structure & Argument 

Demonstrates ability to structure work with clarity, relevance and coherence. Ability 
to argue a case; clear evidence of analysis and logical thought; recognition of an 
arguments limitation or alternative views; Ability to use other evidence to support 
arguments and structure appropriately. 

    x 

Presentation & Documentation  

Accurate and consistently presented footnotes and bibliographic references; accuracy 
of grammar and spelling; correct and clear presentation of charts/graphs/tables or 
other data. Appropriate and correct referencing throughout. Correct and contextually 
correct handling of quotations. 

   x  
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MARKING GUIDELINES 
A (UCL mark 70+; Charles University mark = 1):  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/C (UCL mark 60-69; Charles University mark =2):   
A high level of analysis, critical use of sources and insightful interpre-
tation. Good understanding of techniques applicable to the chosen 
field of research, showing an ability to engage in sustained inde-
pendent research. 65 or over equates to a B grade.

D/E (UCL mark 50-59; Charles University mark = 3 ): 
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; Charles University mark = neprospělúa): 
Demonstrates failure to use sources and an inadequate ability to 
engage in systematic inquiry. Inadequate evidence of ability to en-
gage in sustained research work and poor understanding of appro-
priate research techniques. 
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Constructive comments, explaining strengths and weaknesses (at least 300 words): 

An impressive feature of this diploma thesis is its comprehensive nature. The author covered a 
very wide range of renewable energy resources (plus a discussion of nuclear energy). Also she 
provided a very wide geographical coverage looking at a number of Central European and Eastern 
Asian countries. Another comprehensive feature of this thesis is a wide range of different analyti-
cal techniques and approaches she used in this thesis. The effort of the author in providing quan-
titative evidence (especially regression models and analytic hierarchy process model) definitely 
deserves to be mentioned here. 

This very broad and comprehensive approach made it rather difficult to provide a unifying frame-
work and a structure for the thesis.  The thesis is mainly a succession of chapters, each one of 
them relatively self- contained.  In this way the results and insides obtained in individual subsec-
tions, sections and chapters are not sufficiently well connected with conclusions obtained else-
where in the thesis. 

The descriptive parts of the thesis (describing particular renewable energy resources) are relative-
ly shallow, not going beyond the information obtained from the general literature sources.  The 
attempts for analysis and further elaborations are sometimes not sufficiently clearly articulated 
and therefore it is difficult to evaluate the merit of such statements or conclusions. 

While it is nice that the author uses quantitative modelling, the results and conclusions of these 
models should be better integrated into the whole argument of the thesis. Also there is no point 
in using quantitative modelling just for the sake of presenting quantitative modelling – in some 
places the presented models are not appropriate – see for example my detailed questions dealing 
with section 4.4 of this thesis. 

When providing the conclusions and recommendations with respect to Central Europe (CE) and 
East Asia (EA) regions, very significant country differences inside the broad block (CE, EA) regions 
should be kept in mind. For example in the importance and attitude to nuclear energy, Germany is 
very different from the Czech Republic and Japan is (according to this thesis) different from China. 

The quality of the writing of the thesis could be much better. It is not only the question of many 
typos and mistakes, but also a question of writing in a well phrased connected way instead of fre-
quently using terse phrases or essentially lists of items or ideas. 



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

Consider for example section 4.4 Bioenergy sources. (pages 70-75). 

 

Question 1: Why do you concentrate on biofuels electricity net production on page 73? Is the production 
of electricity from biomass really important for any of the countries you consider? (As compared to using 
biomass for other purposes like heating). As you correctly write on page 70 “In most places of Central 
Europe, biofuels which are generated from biomass can be used as transportation fuels in a large range 
of vehicles”.  Why you do not stay with this biofuels characterization (as transportation fuel) during the 
subsequent analysis in the section 4.4? Why do you focus on electricity? 

 

Question 2: Could you please comment on the Table 4.5 on the page 74? This table with regression re-
sults in just inserted in the thesis without sufficient reflection in the text of the thesis.  

What is the meaning of the independent variables? Why did you include these particular independent 
variables in this model? What statistical and economic inferences do you draw from the statistical re-
sults reported in the Table 4.5? 

 

 

 


