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REVIEW OF DIPLOMA THESIS 
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Author of the diploma thesis: Tigran Karapetyan 
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Author of the review: Petr Witz, PhD 

 

 

Evaluate the diploma thesis based on the following considerations (not necessarily in this 

order): 

1) Factual benefits of work and its added value; 

The contribution of the thesis to the existing body of knowledge on algorithmic decision 

making is indisputable. I would like to congratulate the author on completing such a strong 

and compact work that shows a high degree of academic maturity. 

2) Setting and answering research questions; 

The central research question of the thesis is clear and relevant. The answer provided by the 

author is more than satisfactory. 

3) Structure of work; 

The work’s structure is standard and logical. There is no problem. 

4) The factual accuracy and convincing of the argumentation; 

The author made the best of data triangulation and describes clearly interpretative 

limitations of the work. The arguments laid out by the author can be presented confidently 

as well-researched and firmly grounded. 

5) Sophistication and application of theoretical approaches; 

I would suggest this is one of the strongest aspects of the thesis. The author demonstrated a 

very solid overview of the state of the art in disciplines he combines in his research. It is 

indeed outstanding and powerful grasp of concepts and theories that allows author to build 

strong theoretical foundations to lean on. 

6) Methodological approach and application of particular methods and approaches; 

The author chose an ideal methodological mix and proved he knows his craft by applying 

the methods with good care and dexterity. 

7) Use of literature and data; 

The work draws on an extensive body of literature and richness of other sources that makes 

for a compelling reading. 

8) Stylistic and text editing (quote, text layout, etc.). 

No serious issues here. I would just like to suggest the author tries to use graphic tools such 

as diagrams or tables to make his argumentation more transparent and instantly clear to 

wider readership in future versions or variations of the thesis or his other academic texts. 

9) Question for defense (not obligatory) 
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Which country, if any, would you describe as a frontrunner in ADM governance and why? 

 

How would different public administration paradigms/regimes deal with failures like the 

one you described in your case study? Are there any parallels to past failures? Or do 

similar challenges constitute a case for an emergence of a completely new paradigm? 

 

For the above reasons, I recommend the diploma thesis for the defense.  

My grading is an "A". 

 

Date:    3 September 2025                                                       Signature: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


