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This doctoral thesis investigates how and why far-right mobilization patterns differ in hybrid regimes compared to democracies. In the past decades, we have witnessed the far right mobilize across the world. Far-right leaders have been in power in some of the world’s largest countries, like India, US, and Brazil; far-right protests have made headlines in countries as diverse as Japan, Israel, Russia, and Bolivia, and far-right violence and terrorism has cost lives in Norway, Canada, New Zealand, and beyond. This has made the far right one of the most researched phenomena in political science. Yet, there is a paradox in this literature: although the far right is a global phenomenon, research on it has been disproportionally focused on a handful of states, mostly liberal democracies in Western Europe, while our knowledge of the movement beyond this region remains limited. This is an important limitation, because most of the world’s population lives in some kind of a hybrid regime, in-between democracy and autocracy, and even democracies have recently been backsliding. This makes the need to expand our attention beyond democracies more important than ever, especially in hybrid regimes, where democracy is most fragile and threats of autocratization are most imminent.
This thesis aims to contribute to this expansion. Relying on a comparative case study design, it maps far-right mobilization in two hybrid regimes – Georgia and Ukraine – and compares them to established knowledge about mobilization in democracies, explaining how and why the Georgian and Ukrainian cases differ. To this end, it applies protest event analysis to map mobilization over the last two decades, and social movement theory to explain variation over time. 
The findings of this thesis show that theories aiming to explain mobilization in democracies need to be further developed to properly capture and explain far-right mobilization in hybrid regimes. More specifically, the thesis proposes two overarching arguments about political and discursive opportunities shaping mobilization in hybrid regimes. First, the political opportunity argument suggests that the far right mobilizes differently in hybrid regimes where electoral representation does not necessarily imply decision-making influence. Unlike democracies, where electoral success moderates far-right protest and violence, in hybrid regimes, moderation does not necessarily happen. Second, the discursive opportunity argument suggests that the far right has an indirect influence in hybrid regimes, where mainstream parties have more incentive to coopt far-right ideas for short-term gain. This happens because in hybrid regimes, flexible party ideologies and weak voter attachments decrease accountability to voters. 
The findings of this thesis have important theoretical, empirical, and practical implications. First, they emphasize the value of going beyond electoralist, Eurocentric, and democracy-focused biases in the research on the far right. Building on this thesis, future research can test these arguments in other hybrid regimes and with other social movements, further specifying the relationship between mobilization patterns and regime type. Second, the longitudinal empirical data offer opportunities to examine mobilization with a wider comparative scope, across countries and over time. And third, democracy promotion efforts in hybrid regimes should focus on reducing political uncertainty and monitoring the behavior of mainstream parties, rather than overemphasizing the direct threat of the far right. Understanding the mobilization and influence of the far right in hybrid regimes tells us way more than merely explaining mobilization dynamics in parts of the world. Rather, it tells a more universal story about the far right in times of uncertainty, not only in hybrid regimes, but also democracies.
