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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 

The present paper offers an interesting synthesis of criminological approaches and strategies in 
the field of cyber security. Specifically, it aims to show the potential of Routine Activity Theory 
to predict data breaches. I find the idea itself very original and interesting. It confirms the 
apparent trend of focusing on the "soft" or societal aspects of cybersecurity. The paper draws 
appropriately on existing disciplinary literature. However, its focus is methodological, where, in 
an analogy to the machine learning process, the authors test selected variables on past (training) 
cases. That said, the methodological implementation itself is very convincing. The variables are 
clearly operationalized and allow individual cases to be evaluated. Given the interdisciplinary 
synthesis that I indeed appreciate, the paper should also pay some attention to the limits of the 
given approach. All in all, this is an orginial and well-thought paper that fulfills its goals as well 
as high academic standards.   
Reviewer 2 
This dissertation offers a novel and interdisciplinary examination of data breaches within the 
cybersecurity landscape, using Routine Activity Theory (RAT) as its foundation. The structure of 
the thesis is very well organised, beginning with a thorough literature review, progressing 
through a detailed exposition of the conceptual framework, and concluding with the practical 
application and empirical testing of the proposed model. The methodology used is robust. It 
integrates an exhaustive review of existing literature, rigorous data collection from credible 
sources, and the implementation of artificial intelligence and machine learning (AI/ML) 
techniques to develop and evaluate the predictive model. This approach ensures that the 
framework is grounded in both strong theoretical underpinnings and empirical research, lending 
credibility to its findings. 
However, there are challenges in applying criminological concepts to the cyber domain. Routine 
Activity Theory was originally developed to address physical crime, and its translation to the 
digital domain may not fully capture the multifaceted nature of cybercrime.  
Certainly, the interdisciplinary approach enriches the study by bringing together human and 
technical perspectives in cybersecurity, but maintaining theoretical coherence across different 
fields is a significant challenge: adapting RAT elements to the cyber context is an ambitious 
endeavour.  
This thesis represents a significant and commendable effort to bridge the disciplines of 
criminology and cybersecurity.  
 

 
 
 


