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Title of the thesis: Analysis of renewable energy generation support schemes

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

Autor se umné zhostil FeSeni prace na téma schémata podpory obnovitelnych zdroja. V prvni ¢asti
uved| problematiku na obecné pfistupnych i pfijimanych informacich, aby se pfenesl k nosné ¢asti,
zpracovani dat a tvorbé dvou modelu.

Shromazdéna mésiéni, palroéni a roéni data z Némecka, CR a v poslednim piipadé UK mély potvrdit
regresni zavislost postavenou na vnitfnim vynosovém procentu a Cisté sou€asné hodnoté novych
projekt(l fotovoltaickych a vétrnych elektraren. Mnozstvi dat je svym zpUsobem unikatni, vyvstava vsak
otazka jejich porovnatelnosti vii¢i sobé navzajem, protoze mohou a zfejmé jsou postaveny na nestejné
metodice sbéru nebo na nestejnych parametrech typickych zafizeni.

Vlastni model byl sestaven na zakladé znalosti dvou védeckych studii a byl ovéfen béZznymi
ekonometrickymi testy. Vysledky byly prezentovany na tfech sadach dat (Model1-3) a Ize jim véfit
mérou jakou lze véfit datim.

Metodicky se jedna o vyborné zpracovanou diplomovou praci, v praci jsem se nesetkal formalnimi
nedostatky. Navrhuji ji k obhajobé s hodnocenim Vyborné — 1.

Otazky:

1) V prvni ¢asti piSete, Ze existuje vSevédecka shoda na dusledcich vypousténi CO, To ovSem
neni pravda, protoZe shoda je spiSe politicka. Vzpomenete si na pfipady falSovani dat v této
oblasti v nedavné dobé a jaké z toho byly u€inény zavéry?

2) Proc je NPV lepsi pro hodnoceni projektu nez IRR? Potvrdilo se to ve Vasi praci?

3) Jaky smysl ma tvofit predpovédi na desetileti v prostfedi s kazdorocné se ménicimi
parametry?

SUMMARY OF POINTS AWARDED (for details, see below):

CATEGORY POINTS
Literature (max. 20 points) |13
Methods (max. 30 points) |30
Contribution (max. 30 points) |20
Manuscript Form (max. 20 points) |20
TOTAL POINTS (max. 100 points) (83
GRADE 1-2-3-4) (1
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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— 80 2 = good = velmi dobre
41 -60 3 = satisfactory = dobie
0-40 4 = fail = nedoporucuji k obhajobé




