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e  Appropriate word count Yes

ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

The student asks an important and timely research question, concerning whether the latest
China’s cyber-attacks to the US pose a real threath to U.S. national security. Convincingly, the
student demonstrates that although China's cyber political espionage poses intelligence and
counterintelligence threaths to U.S. national security, these are not existential threats, or at least
not to the extent claimed by US government officials. As such, China's cyber-enabled
commercial espionage poses a greater threat to the U.S.

The student presents the argument in a logical and coherent manner, demonstrating the ability to
critically engage with a wide range of scholalry literature grounded in the field of national
security and International Relations, appreciating their diverse nuances. The student carefully
navigates both fields, defining concepts key to the study and making theoretically sound decision
when applying theory the research and in the preocess of data collection. Importanlty, the student
ackowledges the diverse limitations of the study given by the limited availability of data, and
their impact on the study's findings.

The most valuable and original contribution of this work rests in the collection of new and
original data by the student, done through the application of both quantitative and qualitative
research methods. The student has demonstrated impressive abilities to deal with a range of
research methods, to apply these methods coherently and rigorously, and to be bale to coherently
intergate theoretical conpects into the process of data collection.

In terms of areas where some furhter elaboration could have been helpful:

The main objective of the study is to assess whether China's cyber attacks on the US pose a real
threat to the latter's national security. However, a troughouth discussion of how the US defines
national security, and concepts such as ‘cyberwarfare’ and ‘commercial espionage’ etc. would have
led to a greater appreciation of the student's argument and findings.

Furthermore, the student carried out an extensive work of data collection. Being this the most
novel aspect of the study, a more throughouth discussion with regard to how the student dealt
with the process of data collection - including detailed challenges and limitations - as well as a
more elaborated discussion of the findings, of the process of selection that went into their
presentation (e.g. how and why the student chose to present certain aspects of the data above
others?), all would have lent greater value to the study, and would have done greater justice to the
extensive work carried out by the student. As it appears, the presentation of these aspects of the
researc have been sacrified to give greater space to the discussion to a series of other sub-
questions. While still important, these sub-questions have somehow detracted from a elaborated
discussion and focus on the main question.

Finally, in the conclusion the student reflects on the limitations of the study and how they impact
the ability of the student to provide suggestions for policy making. Exposing in gretaer detail how
the student believes that such limitations could be overcome, at both the practical and theoretical
level, would have made an ever more interesting conclusion.
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Overall, a very well done piece of research.
Reviewer 2

The dissertation aims to assess the level of the actual risk stemming from Chinese cyber activities
in conjunction with the U.S. reactions. The paper offers an informed perspective on both issues.
However, it suffers from several, mostly methodological, shortcomings. According to my
reading, the overall designed could have been clearer. The dissertation reads rather as two
separate case studies, this feeling is further reinforced by truncating the methodological section
into two different sections of the paper. This is not only confusing but also represents a formal
deficiency. From the methodological viewpoint, the Chinese case is generally convincing while
the U.S. one lacks a clear methodological grounding. Although the analytical conclusions of the
U.S. case appear relevant, the method applied resembles more a plain thematic analysis than a
full-blown CDA, moreover, the same incongruence applies to Habermas' framework. Finally, the
dissertation contains some formal issues, such as confused paging and forgotten author's
comments. Overall, this is a sincere effort that might benefit from a simpler research design
which would avoid the methodological overload.




