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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings (following the four
numbered aspects of your assessment indicated below).

1) Contribution and argument:

The thesis covers a very interesting, important and up-to-date topic of Russian foreign policy towards
Africa, specifically the use of Wagner Group. It attempts to explain what are the factors that lead to
the retreat/maintenance of the presence of this PMC in selected countries. The cases are selected well
and allow for a comparison. What decreases the contribution is mainly a lacking analytical chapter
that would compare the three cases and allow for the conclusions to be clearly presented. There is an
analysis developed in the conclusion, however, conclusion should not be used for presenting new
facts and the analysis is rather short. It would benefit from testing all of the hypotheses and including
all of the researched variables to present clearer outcomes. A table summarizing the conclusions
would also be helpful to better visualize the work done in the coverage of the three cases.

2) Theoretical and methodological framework:

The paper should more explicitly explain its selected theoretical framework. All hypotheses should
be explicitly covered in conclusion/analytical chapter. Comparative analysis is well suited for the
aims of the work. Its proper application would benefit from points highlighted in the above-mentioned
text.

3) Sources and literature:

The text works with a wide array of sources. Citing is adequate.

4) Manuscript form and structure:

It might help to tie some shorter chapter together (4 and 5; 6 and 7). Chapters 7 to 9 are having tracked
changes in their names. Otherwise, the paper is logical but might benefit from inclusion of a table
summarizing the findings.

5) Quality of presentation

There are only several minor issues like the fact that Russian PM’s surname is Mishustin.

CATEGORY POINTS
Contribution (research quality, analysis, and conclusions) (max. 40 points) |30
Theoretical and methodological framework (max. 25 points) {20
Sources and literature (max. 10 points) |10
Manuscript form and structure (max. 15 points) |12
Quality of presentation (grammatr, style, coherence) (max. 10 points) |10
TOTAL POINTS (max. 100 points) |82
The proposed grade (A-B-C-D-E-F) B

Suggested questions for the defence are:

I recommend the thesis for final defence.
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Overall grading scheme at FSV UK:

TOTAL POINTS GRADE Quality standard
91 - 100 A = outstanding (high honor)
81 —-90 B = superior (honor)
71-80 C = good
61-70 D = satisfactory
51-60 E = low pass at a margin of failure
0-50 F = failing. The thesis is not recommended for defence.
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