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e  Consistent and accurate referencing (including complete bibliography) Good
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e  Appropriate word count Yes

ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This dissertation considers a highly current and emergent topic of cryptocurrency and offers significant
evidence of independent and current research into recent practice. However as a piece of academic work
the dissertation could be improved in several respects. The dissertation does not have a clearly stated or
developed methodology, despite claiming to be mixed methods in its approach. Instead it offers a broad
qualitative account of a range of crytpo contexts.

Chapter 2 provides a broad literature review on the emergent contexts and concepts related to
cryptocurrency but would benefit from situating this more firmly within academic literature concerning law
enforcement challenges in online contexts to frame the particular challenges facing crypto. In addition while
acknowledging the very recent nature of the topic necessitating a significant use of news and online
sources, it would have been useful to situate the topic within peer reviewed research to the greatest extent
possible.

Chapter 3 considers a number of case studies concerning illegal uses of crypto. In doing so, it offers a
detailed research and analysis of each case that is to be commended. It would benefit the dissertation
structurally however to more explicitly link the cases to an overall research question throughout each
section of the analysis. The same concern permeates the analysis in Chapters 4 and 5 that offer again
detailed research of new contexts for cryptocurrencies, but without significant theoretical or methodological
engagement with a more general or overall theme or research question based analysis. The conclusion
again would benefit from identifying whether and how the methods employed in the dissertation have
addressed the research question.

Reviewer 2

The candidate presents an interesting dissertation on a highly topical issue. After analysing the
most recent studies on the subject, he offers a series of case studies to develop the theme.
Unfortunately, the topic is very broad and it might have been preferable to narrow the scope of the
research to avoid being vague. The conclusions can be strengthened and developed more broadly.




