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Content and objective of the work 
The thesis is focused on (until recently) understudied relations between Turkey and 
Azerbaijan.  
 
Methodological and theoretical approach 
The applicant approached the topic from chronological order, trying to go back into pre-
Soviet and Soviet times, finally focusing on the early post-Soviet period. Despite a long 
theoretical chapter, the text mostly overviews realism and constructivism. However, it does 
not apply the theoretical and methodological framework further in the text, which makes this 
part rather irrelevant for the thesis and shows only that the student could pick up basic facts 
from the theories for this chapter. Moreover, the text is based on the international relations 
textbooks (in English and Azerbaijani language) rather than the original texts. 
Dealing with the text sources, I appreciated sources in local languages (due to the student's 
origin and language skills) engaged in the work, although some official materials from both 
sides were not critically considered. Nevertheless, I was convinced that the applicant would 
collect much more material from these sources for the topic.  
 
Logical structure 
The central core of the thesis has a relatively logical division into two parts – before and after 
Heydar Aliyev's presidential period, although chapter 5 also contains overviews of military, 
economic, energy, and humanitarian relations throughout the whole period. Although such a 
step might be illogical, we should bear in mind that the relations between countries 
substantially extended, making this issue incomparable in the two main research periods.  
However, from an academic perspective, the text could have been more straightforward and 
detailed when dealing with the research question formulation in the introduction and their 
answer in conclusion. These two parts also do not communicate well, and the conclusion 
looks more like the summary of the main text rather than answering the research questions. 
 
Formal and language structure (linguistic expression, the correctness of citations and 
references to literature, graphic design, formal requirements of the work, etc.): 
The language of the thesis remains one of the critical problems of the text. Although I urged 
the student to pass the whole text through proper proofreading, the final version remained 
intact from the working ones. Consequently, substantial parts of the text are hard to 
understand for the outside reader.  
 
Short evaluator's comment (overall impression of the thesis, strengths and weaknesses, 
originality of ideas, fulfilment of the goal, etc.): 
Even if the student attempted to produce the original text using appropriated multilingual 
sources, the results are still below the average in the context of other Master theses submitted 
at the Institute. The text tends to gather the facts with less application of theories or, at least 
proper analysis. 



Although there were several technical problems within our leader-student cooperation, the 
final version of the text had been delivered to me a couple of days before the final submission 
did not enable me to correct most of the troubles mentioned in this evaluation.  
 
Questions and comments recommended for a more detailed explanation (one to three) 
What kind of continuities and discontinuities can you see in Turkish-Azerbaijani relations 
after the breakthrough events (the establishment of the USSR with Azerbaijan SSR as a part 
of it, the dissolution of the USSR, 2020 Karabakh War etc.)?  
How could we apply the theories of constructivism and realism on the topic? Pick up one 
concrete problem to demonstrate constructivist and realist theoretical framework in the two 
countries relations.  
 
 
Recommendations / non-recommendations for defense 
Based on the facts and arguments mentioned above, the thesis meets the Master thesis 
requirements on a minimal level. I evaluate it with "E" grade, and I will strongly recommend 
the committee consider the final evaluation based on the student's defence.  
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