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0) Does the thesis meet the elementary formal criteria? In case of significant
transgression of the formal requirements, you do not need to fill in other parts of

Does the length of the text meet the requirements? The minimum
length in Czech is 60 standard pages (108 thousand characters
including spaces) without an abstract and appendices and a list of YES
literature. The minimum length in English is 50 standard pages (90
thousand characters with spaces).

Have you found plagiarism in the thesis? NO
Is there any other major formal problem preventing the defence
(incomprehensible language, missing chapter, a large piece of illegible NO
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If you have indicated problems above, briefly summarize their scope/severity and
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1) Evaluation of the formal aspects of the the thesis (select from values 0-10)

10 = A excellent, 5 = E/F on the edge of acceptability, <4 extremely poor execution. You
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part.

Structure the work into logical units with respect to the research 9 1
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Language and stylistic quality 7 1
Bibliography, compliance with citation standards, and quality of 7 1
referencing in the text




INSTITUTE

Charles University

Overall evaluation of the formal aspects: 0-10

OF POLITICAL STUDIES

Faculty of Social Sciences

1.7

In case of evaluating a sub-part with 5 or less, provide a brief comment (otherwise

voluntarily). New line: "Alt+Enter" - max. 1700 characters:

The writing is generally fluent and readable, with appropriate academic
tone. Minor issues include occasional awkward phrasing, redundancy,
and inconsistent sentence structure, which could be smoothed with
more rigorous editing.

The bibliography is substantial and relevant. Referencing in the text is
mostly consistent, but there are occasional inconsistencies in
formatting and completeness (e.g., missing page numbers in some
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citations, uneven use of italics). <
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The thesis has a clearly defined field-relevant goal and research 8 1
question and clearly answers these
Research design/methodology and their systematic and effective 9 1
application
Quality and relative completeness of the literature (sources), the ability 9 1
to work critically with the sources
Empirical analysis 9 1
Ability to position the research and its results in the existing literature 9 1
(or current political debates)
Depth of argumentation and persuasiveness of conclusions 8 1
Overall evaluation of the scholarly quality: 0-10 8.7
In case of evaluating a sub-part with 10 or 5 or less, provide a brief comment
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For a new line,
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Formal aspects 7.7 1
Scholarly quality 8.7 4
In total 8.5
Grade (A-F) B
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Comprehensive feedback (mandatory) - emphasize the strengths and weaknesses of the work

The thesis addresses a relevant and timely research question, though it
is neither original nor highly innovative. The scope is broad, spanning
from defining Russian strategic culture to applying the concept to the
failure of the 2022 invasion of Ukraine.

The literature review is rich and competent, covering both Russian
strategic behaviour and the development of strategic culture
scholarship, and identifying gaps in existing research. The theoretical
framework is clear and the methodological plan well-structured.

The analysis is comprehensive, mapping the actors, institutions, and
beliefs shaping Russian strategic culture and linking them to the
culturally conditioned approach to Ukraine. The section on the
invasion’s failure is detailed and convincing, though the focus on
strategic culture weakens before returning in the conclusion. The final
argument—that incoherent strategic cultures risk failure and should be
studied for internal coherence as well as content—is persuasive.

While the thesis does not break new ground, it offers systematic and
well-substantiated reasoning. As a discussion point, the author could
consider whether Russian strategic culture has since adapted. Despite
some language and referencing deficiencies, this is a solid and
competently executed piece of research.
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