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Firstly, | would like to thank both the candidate and the committee for the opportunity
to review this PhD thesis in its final form. As discussed in the pre-review panel, the
collection of papers provides an excellent line of argument and a well-suited
contribution to the broader study of both misogyny and misogynistic incels.
Throughout, the work engages with a good body of academic literature and presents
much needed research in this area at a very high quality. Similar to Professor
Sugiura’s comments, | think the candidate should be commended for their depth of
research and academic rigor in the work they have produced. The papers clearly
meet the criteria for a PhD award.

The candidate has clearly addressed multiple of the areas discussed in the
pre-defence. | think the inclusion of clear discussions about terminology and framing
(and in particular the new sections to indicate these) really support the work and
have strengthened this thesis. The candidate demonstrates even wider engagement
with background literature, which should be praised. The work is presented in a
cohesive way and the candidate has clearly demonstrated their novel contributions
to the discipline.

One area | do still think that the candidate could do with touching upon in their
framing chapter — and this is only a small suggestion, is some engagement with work
which has looked at the /language used by incel communities. Much of the work and
contributions from the candidate enrich our understanding of how incels
communicate in online spaces, using methods associated with, for example, natural
language processing. It strikes me as a bit of a missed opportunity, therefore, to not
discuss some of the background linguistic research on incels — and, in particular,
where the candidate’s work clearly contributes to that sub-discipline. Given the
centrality of language to incel communities, and how prominent the linguistic analysis
is within the thesis, it strikes me as odd that there isn’t a paragraph (or two) briefly
discussing the importance of analysing the language incels use. This is only a minor
change, and could even be completely within an hour — but | do think it would enrich



the thesis just that little bit more and make it appear in literature surveys from
disciplines the candidate may not have initially considered.

Nevertheless, the work contributes to academic knowledge, does so in clearly
rigorous ways. Furthermore, the candidate highlights a number of new directions for
additional research, which | sincerely hope they carry out, as it would be wonderful to
see these contributions. All of this clearly indicates that Linda has done an
impressive job and has presented a thesis which is at doctoral level. Overall, the
thesis was a delight to read - a huge congratulations!

Dr Frazer Heritage, 31.3.26



