
1 
 

Instructions for processors: Author of the assessment must complete a verbal evaluation of designated 

evaluation points for the work, which are crucial for the defense, and therefore must have adequate 

explanatory power. 

 

Faculty of  Economics, University of Economics, Prague, nám. Winstona Churchilla 4, 130 67 Prague 3 

tel.: +420 224 095 521, fax: +420 224 221 718, URL: http://nf.vse.cz 

 
 

ASSESSMENT OF MASTER THESIS OF THE 
SUPERVISOR 

 
Full name of the Student: Denisa Štěrbová.................................................................................  

Master Thesis Topic: The sharing economy in Brazil: the case of gastronomy..........................  

Full name of the Supervisor: Yoná da Silva Dalonso .................................................................  

Full name of the Opponent:  .......................................................................................................  

                                                                                                                 Above                       Bellow 
    Average  Average   Average  

Evaluation the topic itself (regardless of the student):  

1.1 How actual and significant is the topic? X ☐ ☐ 

1.2 How difficult is the topic in terms of theoretical knowledge?  X ☐ ☐ 

1.3 How difficult is the issue in regards to the practical experience  

 or field work? X ☐ ☐ 

1.4 How much difficulty does the student find the reference  

      (support) materials?  X ☐ ☐ 

 

Verbal evaluation (a few sentences), in particular: 

Point 1.4: Despite the complexity of the issue, especially in relation to the theoretical 
framework available on sharing economy, the student showed a high level of performance data 

collection for research..................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  
If necessary, other points: ............................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 

2. Evaluation of the structure and coherence of work: 

2.1 How logical and clear is the structure of the work? X ☐ ☐ 
2.2 How much does the author use current and adequate  

 resources? X ☐ ☐ 

2.3 How much enough and functionally equipped the author  
      of his/her work especially not-copied graphs, tables, data, 

      attachments, etc..? ☐ X ☐ 

2.4 What is the level of compatibility between the components 

       of the baseline of work: the topic, the entire work,  

  the objectives, the structure and the conclusions? X ☐ ☐ 
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Verbal evaluation (a few sentences), in particular: 

Point 2.1: Based on the methodological assumptions established for the dissertation, the work 
is presented in a clear and organized manner. There is a logical consistency in the structure 

of the thesis as a whole. ................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
Point 2.4: Similarly, all the elements necessary for the baseline of work were developed in the 

dissertation without difficulty. ......................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  
If necessary. other points: ............................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 

3. Evaluation of the quality of the text of the work: 

3.1 How deeply and efficiently did the author analyzed the topic? X ☐  ☐ 

3.2 How appropriately has the author chosen methods in relation 

 to the topic? X ☐ ☐ 

3.3 Has the author formulated the goal of the work clearly and  

 is it logically structured? X ☐ ☐  

3.4 To what level has the author fulfilled his/her goals and work 

      according to the approved thesis assignment, 

 which is part of the goal? ☐ X ☐ 

3.5 How logically and well-structured are the conclusions of 
 work and which level of added value does his/her thesis  

 contain? X ☐ ☐ 
 

Verbal evaluation (a few sentences), in particular: 

Point 3.3: The goals of the study were presented clearly and objectively. ..................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 
Point 3.4: Despite the difficulties encountered in relation to the limited research available 
about sharing economy and the lack of policies to the segment in Brazil, the author attained the 

goals of the study. .........................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

Point 3.5: The use of standardized research method allowed further discussion of those findings 
in relation to the topic proposed in dissertation. In this sense, the author presents a logical 

structure the findings, giving an emphasis on the limitations of the research and the future 
studies of recommendations on the theme. ...................................................................................  
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 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
If necessary, other points: ............................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 

4. Evaluation of the form and style of work 

4.1 How if the formal adjustment of the work? X ☐ ☐ 
4.2 What is the quality of citations and references? 

      Are they identifiable sources? X ☐ ☐ 
4.3 How is the stylistic level of the work, especially using 

 the right economic terminology? X ☐ ☐ 
 

Verbal evaluation (a few sentences), in particular: 

Point 4.2: Despite the difficulty in finding references on the topic of the research, the author 

had a high performance in data search for the reasoning of the studies.  ....................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
If necessary. other points: ............................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 

5. Overall Evaluation (It is necessary to clarify and specify whether the work (the thesis) meets 

the requirements from the point of view of its content, scope, quality and other required 
formalities according to the methodology of the faculty of Economics. It should also be 
mentioned if work (the thesis) is recommended or not for, their defense. It can also be 

recommended for any special award or project (or something similar): 
 

Considering the high performance of the student Denisa Štěrbová in developing his research 
entitled “The sharing economy in Brazil: the case of gastronomy”, I recommend the defense 
of the work. ...................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 

6. Questions for the defense: 

 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ......................................................................................................................................................  
 ......................................................................................................................................................  
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 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 ...................................................................................................................................................... 
 ......................................................................................................................................................  

 
Suggested Grade:  Very good: 89 - 75 

 

 

 

 
Datum: November the 3rd 2015. ........................................................... 
 Signature of thesis supervisor 


