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• Appropriate word count Yes 

 
ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 

The presented research focuses on the analysis of cyber threat intelligence in the context of small 
and medium enterprises. Even though interesting, the dissertation suffers from several, and 
unfortunately fundamental, shortcomings. First, the connection to Security Studies is rather 
tenuous, as there is hardly any discernible connection to the disciplinary literature. Second, 
relatedly the dissertation then lacks a proper researcher design, which shows mostly as missing a 
proper method of analysis. Leaving aside these criteria, the analysis offers only a description of 
various notions connected to cyber threat intelligence, without actually showing their relevance 
for small and medium enterprises. Apart from the lack of a disciplinary connection, this is the 
second biggest problem because as the nature of cyber threat intelligence suggests, it becomes 
relevant for certain types of business operations and can be even outsourced. As such the only 
remaining part of dissertation offers an abstract workflow of cyber threat intelligence practices 
without presenting much of an evidence as to their benefits for SME.   
Reviewer 2 

An interesting dissertation topic and angle, which holds much promise. The student identifies a 
nice niche and should be commended for that. Its basis in recent, empirical developments shows 
great awareness of the subject area on the part of the student. I very much like the presentation of 
the empirical data and the straightforward, clear writing style. There are some fundamental issues 
at hand, however. The literature review, while nicely structured, is absent of much of the 
literature such that there is quite sparse review of the relevant, academic, peer-reviewed literature. 
Granted many of the issues examined are very ‘new’, but all the more reason to leverage what has 
been said in the literature around parallel issues and leverage this as the basis of your contribution 
to the literature.  
With regard to the methodology, it is somewhat basic, but the plan to attain primary evidence 
from local Glasgow SMEs is to be commended. The fact that this couldn’t happen has no bearing 
on this dissertation or final grade. This difficulty aside, there is still a need to always explicate the 
methodology; it is achieved to a good degree, but could have been improved.  
The proceeding empirical analysis is instructive and on point, however, it is not linked to SMEs, 
conceptually, to the required standard. Granted, again, the primary analysis could not be carried 
out, but the connection still needs to be made more strongly with reference to existing studies. 
Overall, it is a good dissertation performed in difficult circumstances and was an interesting read.  
 

 
 
  


