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e  Appropriate word count Yes

ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This is an ambitious piece of work that immediately benefits from a strong research design and
clear research hypotheses. | would usually counsel students to put the litreature review before the
methodology but this is not a deal-maker and it all works well in this case. The literature review
Is substantial and progresses at a strong, gradual pace, leaving the reader not only wiser about the
general area, but also this dissertation’s contribution. Thereafter, the case studies are solid and do
justice to the structure applied to the dissertation. While it does not re-invent the wheel or shift
the literature to a massive degree, I think it is appropriate for this level and the student should be
proud of what they produced. The conclusion section could have been leveraged for even more

closing impact. Very solid bibliogrpahy. Well done.
Reviewer 2

This is a very strong thesis with a solid research design, a logical and easy-to-follow structure, a
robust conceptual basis, a detailed, systematic and balanced empirical analysis and a clear
contribution to the body of knowledge on (Russian) hybrid warfare. One outstanding shortcoming
is that the literature review serves largely as the conceptual framework. However, these would
usually be two separate sections, with the literature review focused primarily on the discussion of
the niche and contributions of this study (i.e. in this case the discussion of the existing conceptual
and empirical approaches to studying hybrid, particularly Russian, warfare, their strengths,
limitations and respective gaps in the understanding of this phenomenon, and the explanation of
how this thesis builds on and contributes to the existing literature) and the conceptual framework
oriented primarily towards the introduction of the key concepts (i.e. in this case the introduction
of hybrid warfare as a concept, its conceptual properties relevant for this analysis, etc.).
Therefore, especially as the literature on Russian hybrid warfare is abundant (incl. on Russian
hybrid warfare in the Baltics and some European countries), more attention could have been
devoted to discussing the contributions of this study vis-a-vis the variety of other pieces of
literature on Russian hybrid warfare in the Baltics, Europe, other comparative approaches, etc.
from both conceptual and empirical perspectives. One of the sub-questions (“what is hybrid
warfare, and how can we conceptualize this term?") is redundant as a thesis focusing on hybrid
warfare strategies would unavoidably have to deal with this question at the conceptual level.




