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Other comments or suggesƟons:

In the diploma thesis the author analyses rural supply chain in the urbanizing country on the case of Kwahu in Ghana.
ArƟcle is based on the empirical research of primary data obtained from really large quesƟonnaires.

Methodology part does not saƟsfy requirements, which are set for this type of work. There are only descripƟon of
study area, Ɵme frame and sample size. Methods and sources of informaƟon are missing. The theoreƟcal framework
of qualitaƟve signs dependence analysis with their interpretaƟons are absent.

The methodology chapter is meant for understanding of used calculaƟons and interpretaƟons.

In the aimofwork student stated, that shewill observe producƟvity and benefits of local farms.Where is an evaluaƟon
in results?

It is not clear what the author expects from declared hypothesis, what are assumpƟons of farmer (middleman, con-
sumer) behaviour. I recommend defining work hypothesis more correctly and extend them.

The student used very large quesƟonnaires with many quesƟons, but in own results she provided evaluaƟon only for
small part. Results occupy only 8 pages. I suggest creaƟng conƟngent and associaƟon tables which recognize relaƟons
between variables.

Economic and staƟsƟc verificaƟon of results is not provided completely. There are only descripƟon of answer fre-
quency.

According to above wriƩen comments it is not possible to regard the results as significant and verified. On this work
is visible that was prepared in Ɵme press.

For these reasons I do not recommend this work for defence.

QuesƟons for thesis defence:

Explain, what means economic indicator ”producƟvity”?

How it is calculated?
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