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

Cilem diplomové prace Petra Cermaka je ovéfit, resp. zjistit zda vibec, je model CreditMetric
pouzitelny pro potfeby kvantifikace kreditniho rizika, resp. kapitalového pozadavku, a to pro podminky
bankovniho sektoru Ceské republiky.

vysledky vypodétl. Autor pfi zpracovani tématu postupuje standardnim zptisobem, popisem Basel Il (se
zaméfenim na Pilif | a zde na kreditni riziko), popisem kreditnich model( a jejich srovnanim. Nasledné
v praktické ¢asti vypocltem kapitadlového poZadavku dle Basel Il a dle Credit Metrics na hypotetickém
porfoliu.

Autor vSak dle mého nazoru v prvni €asti prace vénuje velky prostor popisu vypoctu kapitalového
poZadavku dle Basel Il, coZ je napf. u standardni metody, pomé&rné trividlni. Basel Il je pfedmétem
vyuky bankovnictvi na magisterském stupni a proto si myslim, Ze popis této regulace uz nemuize byt
soucasti diplomové prace.

Co se tyka vlastniho pfinosu prace, nejedna se o praci, ktera by svymi vysledky pfinesla néco
vyznamné nového. Da se fict, ze pouze potvrdila pfesvédceni risk manazert bank, ze Credit Metrics
neni zatim vhodny pro pouziti v Ceské republice. Také bych zde nesouhlasila s autorem, Ze
banka/banky svym zplisobem preferuji Basel Il oproti CreditMetrics (napf. str. 71 a 72). Banky
v souCasné dobé volbu nemaji, regulace je nastavena na Basel Il. CreditMetrics nebo jiny skute¢ny
kreditni model je jen dobrovolnou nadstavbou fizeni rizik.

Obecné tedy konstatuji, Ze pfedlozena diplomova prace ma jasnou strukturu, vyznacuje se dobrou
praci s literaturou a velmi dobrou urovni anglictiny. .

Ze vSech vySe uvedenych duavodd navrhuji hodnoceni diplomové prace Petra Cermaka na ,,velmi
dobre*.

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

CATEGORY POINTS
Literature (max. 20 points) 20
Methods (max. 30 points) 20
Contribution (max. 30 points) 15
Manuscript Form (max. 20 points) 15
TOTAL POINTS (max. 100 points) 70
GRADE (1-2-3-4) 2
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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
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