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CATEGORY POINTS 
Theoretical background (max. 20) 17 
Contribution                  (max. 20) 

points) 
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points) 

18 
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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings (following the 5 numbered 

aspects of your assessment indicated below). 

 

1) Theoretical background: The author is very explicit about his theoretical background 

(Defensive neorealism and Geostrategy). While he does not engage in explicit testing of some great 

theory, he works with several relevant theories in his thesis. Implicitly the author develops a 

(middle-range) theory of optimal maritime military posture (in the case of China). This is an 

interesting and welcomed aspect of any thesis. 

 

2) Contribution: The thesis focuses on an interesting and policy relevant topic. The key question is 

politically and theoretically important too, as it is important to know whether China is headed 

toward inevitable regional conflict or not. In this respect, the author´s finding that Chinese maritime 

posture can be classified as defensive is a very important one for the current debates. Further, issues 

of maritime power (and its specifics vis-à-vis land power) have been central to geopolitical 

analyses, yet the Czech geopolitical community usually pay insufficient attention to these issues. 

Therefore, author´s discussion of optimal naval strategy is more than welcomed. 

Simultaneously, I think that the author did not sell all his interesting findings adequately. While the 

thesis touches several recent debates on China, her maritime power, her intentions and future policy 

preferences, the results of the thesis are not explicitly compared with these debates (or individual 

positions existing within these debates). I think that a similar (explicit) comparison would highlight 

the contribution of the thesis. 

  

3) Methods: Author used so called “optimal-comparison method”. Leaving aside question whether 

it is truly a new method, or rather a very pertinent (if not the best) name for widely – if implicitly – 

used method, I believe that author very explicitly stated the logic of his work – which should be 

praised. As an adherent of rational choice theory, I do believe that the selected method is adequate 

and can inform the inquiry pursued in the thesis. Perhaps it would be nice to touch limits and 

problems of counterfactuals and theoretical deductions as these methods stand at the center of the 

method (they are essential for creating the background rational template). Nevertheless in context of 

a master thesis the previous remark should not be considered as an objection. 

 



4) Literature: The author has researched a wide range of sources – academic as well as policy 

papers, not to mention official reports and statistical datasets. He works with all items adequately 

and is able to read them critically. In this respect – considering inevitable linguistic barriers – his 

literature is superb. 

 

5) Manuscript form: Well written, well organized, with fully adequate register etc. There is only 

one issue, which I have to mention. I think that at some parts the author could reduce the text 

somewhat. Simply, the thesis is rather longer than it should be. 
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The referee should give comments to the following requirements: 
 

1) THEORETICAL BACKGROUND: Can you recognize that the thesis was guided by some theoretical fundamentals 
relevant for this thesis topic? Were some important theoretical concepts omitted? Was the theory used in the thesis 
consistently incorporated with the topic and hypotheses tested?  
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 
 
2) CONTRIBUTION:  Evaluate if the author presents original ideas on the topic and aims at demonstrating critical 
thinking and ability to draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and relevant empirical material. Is 
there a distinct value added of the thesis (relative to knowledge of a university-educated person interested in given 
topic)? Did the author explain why the observed phenomena occurred? Were the policy implications well founded? 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 
 

3) METHODS: Are the hypotheses for this study clearly stated, allowing their further verification and testing? Are the 
theoretical explanations, empirical material and analytical tools used in the thesis relevant to the research question 
being investigated, and adequate to the aspiration level of the study? Is the thesis topic comprehensively analyzed 
and does the thesis not make trivial or irrelevant detours off the main body stated in the thesis proposal? More than 10 
points signal an exceptional work, which requires your explanation "why" it is so). 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 
 

4) LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command of recent literature. 
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way and disposes with a representative bibliography. (Remark: 
references to Wikipedia, websites and newspaper articles are a sign of poor research). If they dominate you cannot give 
more than 8 points. References to books published by prestigious publishers and articles in renowned journals give 
much better impression. 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 

 

5) MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is clear and well structured. The author uses appropriate language and style, 
including academic format for quotations, graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables, is easily 
readable and stimulates thinking.  
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 

 
Overall grading scheme at FSV UK: 

TOTAL POINTS GRADE Czech grading US grading 

81 – 100 1 = excellent = A 

61 – 80 2 = good = B 

51 – 60 3 = satisfactory = C 

41 – 50 3 = satisfactory = D 

0 – 40 4 = fail = not recommended for defence 

 


