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OVERALL ASSESSMENT (provided in English, Czech, or Slovak):

Prace se zabyva analyzou vztahu mezi riznymi ekonomickymi proménnymi a subjektivnimi
indikatory Stésti Ci spokojenosti. Autorka pouziva panelova data a pracuje s nimi metodicky spravné.
Ocenuiji i to, Ze v pfiloze prace v SISu jsou oba soubory potfebné pro replikovani autoréinych analyz:
R script i data. Autorce jsem podrobné konzultoval pfedesié verze prace a k této finalni verzi mé
napadlo jen par drobnosti:

1.: Autorka vychazi z ,mainstreamové” metodologie, pro kterou je obtizné Easterlinliv paradox
vysveétlit. Pokud by vychazela z Postkeynesovskeé teorie spotiebitelského vybéru, nebyl by to problém.

2.. Z Postkeynesovské teorie by spiSe nez uUrovné vysvétlujicich proménnych (zejména
nezaméstnanost) mély mit vliv jejich diference.

3. Na str. 11 dole: ,....We assume that the composite error...“: tohle nepfedpokladame, to uz
z néceho vyplyva.

4.: Na str. 13 ,...It preserves the fixed effects nature...“: tohle je neSikovna formulace, zalezi na
tom, co kdo povazuje za ,fixed effects nature®.

Autorka by mohla pifemySlet o tom, praci pfedélat do ,paperu rozumné délky a zkusit ho
publikovat.

K diskuzi u obhajoby doporucuji interpretace vysledk.

Podle mého nazoru prace odpovida pozadavkim na bakalafské prace na IES, doporucuji ji
k obhajobé.
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CATEGORY POINTS
Literature (max. 20 points) |20
Methods (max. 30 points) |30
Contribution (max. 30 points) |30
Manuscript Form (max. 20 points) |20
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EXPLANATION OF CATEGORIES AND SCALE:

LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command of recent literature.
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way.

Strong Average Weak
20 10 0

METHODS: The tools used are relevant to the research question being investigated, and adequate to the author’s
level of studies. The thesis topic is comprehensively analyzed.

Strong Average Weak
30 15 0

CONTRIBUTION: The author presents original ideas on the topic demonstrating critical thinking and ability to
draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and empirics. There is a distinct value added of the
thesis.

Strong Average Weak
30 15 0

MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is well structured. The student uses appropriate language and style, including
academic format for graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables and disposes with a
complete bibliography.

Strong Average Weak
20 10 0

Overall grading:

TOTAL POINTS GRADE
81—100 1 = excellent = vyborné
61 -—380 2 = good = velmi dobfe
41 -60 3 = satisfactory = dobre
0-40 4 = fail = nedoporuduji k obhajobé
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