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research questions
[T

What are the most important drivers and barriers of the development of
certified office buildings in Prague and what is the perception of
buildings’ sustainability of main involved stakeholders in the Prague
office market?

8

Introduction Relevance Problem statement Research questions Literature Methodology Findings Recommendations



What are the drivers and barriers for sustainable office

buildings in theory and in Prague practice and how do these differ

for of green certifications?

For which reasons do office occupiers in

theory and in Prague practice? To what extent is office building’s

certification for the occupiers compared to other decision-

making factors? :

What are the benefits and hindrances of

sustainable office buildings for investors and how are these
perceived in the Prague office market? What is the difference in this
perception regarding of green certifications?

{
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low Kendall’'s W — heterogeneous group
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Cross analysis: comparing standpoints and perceptions of developers and tenants
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