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The reviewed thesis explores a hot topic of Artificial Intelligence (AI). The thesis’
title - Competition between Public and Private Al: Is either at an Advantage? -
suggests a somewhat different focus of the thesis than the actual research question/s:
“Whether the development of Artificial Intelligence by private companies gives
them an advantage over states in a conflict?” Moreover, the structure of the thesis
follows several additional research questions, including “[W]hether is Artificial
Intelligence a dual-use technology? May Artificial Intelligence be used in a conflict
with the state? And how may the private companies use Artificial Intelligence

against the state?” (p. 2)
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While all of these questions are relevant, the author has arguably attempted to cover
too much ground for and M.A. thesis by focusing on too many Al-related issues and
debates. As a consequence, many of the chapters of the thesis read more like a
literature review, or perhaps even an information overview of many Al-related
policy issues at several different levels. These reviews/overviews are interesting on
their own, but their coherence in a single thesis is problematic. This is also a
consequence of a missing overarching conceptual or theoretical framework for the
thesis, or perhaps more precisely, of having several concepts with only limited
interlinkage across the thesis’ chapters, i.e. dual use technologies, PPPs, etc.

The relatively broad scope of the thesis is also reflected in a wide range of examples
of Al (mis-)use in many different areas, without having a clear specification of what
is and what is not (state-)security related/threatening and why. While this is
somewhat understandable given the debates about the very meaning of security, the
thesis at times reads as if everything Al-related represented a (state/national) threat.

The author attempted to do many interviews to complement the existing academic
literature, which is not common at the M.A. level. Only few interviews have
materialized, however, so their value added is rather limited. It is important to
acknowledge, however, that COVID limitations certainly did not help here.

Overall, the thesis offers many interesting insights, but they are not always presented
in a well-structured and overall interlinked manner. It would have been better to
have a more limited focus rather than trying to cover all Al-related issues of the day.

The author has managed to find, read and incorporate key insights from the relevant
literature.

Minor criteria:
There are minor stylistic issues throughout the thesis.
Overall evaluation:

The thesis meets the general requirements for this type of work. I, therefore,
recommend the thesis to be defended.
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