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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:

This paper analyzes the role of powers, with an emphasis on India, and their role in shaping the
geopolitical dynamic of the Bay of Bengal — Andaman region and strategic implication for the
broader Indo-Pacific region. In his work, the author examines the strategic interests of the US,
China, and, above all, India, as well as the geopolitical actions (maritime posture, but also
economic activities) of these extra-regional and regional powers. The main argument is that New
Delhi will be the key player shaping the position and significance of the Bay of Bengal. I
appreciate the thesis's focus on the role of the Bay of Bengal, which does not enjoy sufficient
attention in current discussions focused on the geostrategic importance of the IOR. Overall, the
work is very informative and provides a well-prepared analysis of India's role in the region. The
work fulfills its objectives and answers the set RQs focused on the role of the aforementioned
powers, New Delhi's maritime strategy, and its motivation. The author centres his work aound
presentation of strategic documents (also strategic documents of other more or less relevant actors
such as France, UK, Germany or the EU are also mentioned) and a description of their activities
through which they fulfill their declared goals. It can be said that the author effectively illustrates
the geostrategic significance of the subregion in question, demosntrates ability to analyze the
political and strategic documents of external actors and to link them with the theoretical works
used in the thesis. Overall, the objectives of the work were fulfilled, but I can imagine that the
final analysis of the strategic interests of the main actors is more in-depth and focuses on the
broader context of geostrategic rivalry.

2) Theoretical and methodological framework:

The theoretical framework and methodology are appropriately chosen so that the author fulfills
the objectives of the work and answers the RQs. The method of work is clearly described and
applied. In his work, the author places the significance of the region in a historical context and,
for example, the seminal work of R.D. Kaplan. The main theoretical framework is the work of S.
Cohen, where Aung demonstrates a good understanding of this framework and rigorously applies
it in empirical analysis.

3) Sources and literature:

The author has gathered a wealth of relevant sources and is able to work with them critically.

4) Manuscript form and structure:

The work meets all formal requirements.
5) Quality of presentation



The work does not show any major shortcomings in this regard. The style is not always ideal, but
this is to be expected given that the author is not a native speaker.

CATEGORY POINTS
Contribution (research quality, analysis, and conclusions) (max. 40 points) |33
Theoretical and methodological framework (max. 25 points) |21
Sources and literature (max. 10 points) |9
Manuscript form and structure (max. 15 points) |12
QOuality of presentation (grammar, style, coherence) (max. 10 points) |7
TOTAL POINTS (max. 100 points) |82
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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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