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2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
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Evidently, the content of the article is wholesomely encapsulate

d in the abstract.
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in this article.

I honestly can't sight any, i took my time to go through the work, over and over

again.
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results.




The author states in the abstract “The Ukraine Crisis of 2014 which led to the
annexation of Crimea by Russia has been the worst European issue since the end of
the Cold War”".

| would say that also Kosovo War (1998-1999) is another European issue since the
end of the Cold War, also considering NATO missions.

The author could say “one of the worst European issues” for example.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

| recommend proofread.
Few examples:

4.3. "Weldes maintain that the shared language ..." the author should use
"maintains"

5.1. "In other to limit the scope of this study ..." the author shoupd use "in order to"

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

(Please insert your comments)

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5

(Please insert your comments)

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4
Please, see general comments below
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

(Please insert your comments)
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The manuscript is accurate and clearly presents the topic. The division in eight sections
is proper and well organized.

The central point of the manuscript is the interplay between Russia and NATO. | have
some comments that might improve such discussion:



1. The author properly states in 7.2 that "Baltic States such as Latvia and Lithuania
were among the top 10 countries which increase their military spending in 2018
due to the perception of threat from Russia with totals of 24% and 18%
respectively (Beswick, 2019)"

Baltic States could be somehow considered the “most European” countries of
former Soviet Union. It is very important, for example, the annexation of the
Baltic Countries in European Union. Perhaps, the authors could discuss a bit
more the consequences for the leaderships in Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania
after the Ukraine crisis.

Moreover, the position of the Baltic States is very important for EU/NATO
relations within Europe. The author could also comment this point.

2. When the author mentions the powerful countries, the author does not mention
Germany. Germany plays a central role in the European Union and has a very strong
influence on Eastern Europe countries (there is vast literature on this topic). Perhaps,
the author could mention the role of Germany in relations between NATO (and EU)
and Russia.
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