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• Appropriate word count Yes 

 
ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 

The dissertation intends to investigate the question of whether it is possible to align the state-of-

the-art machine learning models with International Humanitarian Law (IHL) and Martens Clause. 

Broadly speaking, such a question is crucial for assessing the existing regulation and its 

preparedness for the increasing use of machine learning outside of civilian applications. Rather 

counterintuitively, to provide an answer the dissertation relies on three cases, some of which are 

civilian, however, immensely useful for assessing the general state of the technology that is fully 

applicable to the military deployments as well. By this maneuver, the dissertation can speak 

clearly about issues for which there is a very limited primary source base. On top of that, the 

presented research is heavily inter-scientific, which means that the answer to the question about 

alignment provides a much deeper understanding than the usual social scientific works on 

international regimes. Thus, the finding that IHL and Martens Clause cannot be observed in full 

by the state-of-the-art machine learning tools is anchored by robust knowledge of technological 

as well as IHL matters. The only minor shortcoming is that the dissertation could have better 

connected the findings derived from the individual case studies to provide an even clearer picture 

of the dangers involved in careless machine learning deployments.  
Reviewer 2 

This is an excellent piece of work. The dissertation presents an interesting, state-of-the-art 

question and the decision to align IHL with machine learning problematic displays genuine 

knowlegde and ambition. To my mind, this should be rewarded. The dissertation benefits from a 

very strong structure and the student should be commended on their level of care throughout--it is 

clear that the topic has been deeply reserached and ruminated upon. The dissertation provides 

sufficient complexity of depth, without alienating non-experts in the field; to this end, the 

literature review is particularly effective. The empirical chapter to follow is truly excellent and 

the student mixes their depth of knowledge with very efficient use of pictures--taking advantage 

of the opportunities afforded by an MA dissertation to full effect. The individual case studies add 

up to a convincing narrative--and each is excellent on its own--but this synthesis could have been 

outlined in a little more detail thereafter--that bit more explicitly. All in all, this is an excellent 

piece of work and I really enjoyed reading it. The student should be sufficiently proud of what 

they’ve produced.  
 

 
 
 


