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This is a clear and well-argued study that links Russia’s 2022 invasion to
a particular understanding of Russian strategic culture. The study
combines an explicit theoretical framework with qualitative analyses of
primary doctrine, elite discourse, and secondary literature. The
argument is coherent and well-substantiated, though methodological
transparency and evidentiary balance could be strengthened in a few
areas. The argument is well-structured overall—the framework, doctrinal
contrast, and case episodes align. However, the methods section could
provide more detail on sampling criteria and coding procedures. The
literature review section downplays existing knowledge, and the central
argument is neither novel nor shocking. However, the thesis offers a
useful synthesis with a couple of fresh twists.
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