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• Appropriate word count Yes 

 
ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 
The dissertation builds an interesting and novel bridge between cybersecurity and traditional 
security issues as conceived by social science. The area of cognitive security is explained well 
and its relation to the fight against disinformation is built robustly. To paraphrase a famous quote: 
All models are wrong but some are useful. The dissertation presents a model elaborated to an 
extreme detail that should help secure cognitive safety/security of people under pressures of 
disinformation. What I miss in this regard is an explanation why this model is useful. It is not 
sufficient to try to formally weed out every inconsistency without explaining why this particular 
idealization of reality, i.e., a model, is useful for countering disinformation online. In sum, a job 
well done on connecting disparate streams of thought into a consistent whole that aims to address 
cognitive risks involved in disinformation. That being said, the exposition does not show us why 
it is considered to be useful in the real world.  
Reviewer 2 
This is a strong dissertation that serves both as an academic research project and a policy 
document.  The author should be proud of this work and consider ways of making it more concise 
for the policy community--this is my main criticism--the content is solid, but the writing could be 
tightened in places.  I think there is a framewok for protecting security while acknowledging 
privacy concerns within the dissertation, but at points it becomes lost because it wanders a bit.  
As someone interested in policy, as the author clearly is, what are the takeaways--the processes 
here are well documented, but the implementation and "elevator pitch" is really hard to discern. 
 

 
 
 


