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Zddvodnéni podrobného a celkového hodnoceni prace:

Michaela Koufilova submitted an advanced research work using a relevant analytical framework,
which holds the thesis together and provides a firm analytical link to compare two cases —Boko Haram
and AQAP. The topic is up-to-date and relevant, and the structure is logical. Summary tables assist the
reader in navigating more easily through the research. The author is aware of certain limitations of
her research, yet these do not reduce the overall quality of the thesis. Michaela consulted her work
regularly, spend a long time researching the issue and strongly proved her ability to do independent
research. Her thesis is a valuable contribution to our understanding of how jihadi governance (or
terrorist semi-states) work in today’s world. My only critical note would be the length of the thesis,
which is slightly too long. The conclusion might have also been more robust. | would recommend that
Michaela publish her work after some due editing.

| recommend the thesis or defence and suggest grading it with the highest grade of A (1).

In Olomouc 23. 5. 2023 Mgr. Hynek Melichar, Ph.D.
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