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No-KYC Betting Sites, Tested: Promise vs. Reality
Across 12 Platforms 

Most platforms marketed as "no-KYC betting sites" operate on conditional anonymity: verification

can be requested at any time, at the operator's discretion. Understanding when, why, and how that

happens is the difference between a smooth experience and a frozen account.

To test the claim, we reviewed twelve popular crypto casinos and sportsbooks against their own

terms, published thresholds, and player reports. 

The pattern was consistent. Sign-up is rarely the issue, and the check arrives at the cashier, usually

triggered by a large win, a withdrawal above a set limit, or a compliance flag. Some operators verify

openly and pay reliably, while others use the same clauses to delay or seize winnings.

The takeaway is to read the fine print: a "no-KYC" banner is usually just

marketing, and the terms beneath it tell the story.

In the sections that follow, we examine what triggers verification, when and why it happens, and

whether any platform is truly no-KYC.

What stands behind the no-KYC betting promise?

Search "no-KYC betting sites," and you'll find dozens of crypto casinos and sportsbooks wearing

the same badge. They offer to sign up with an email or a wallet, skip the passport upload, and start

betting in under a minute. 
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In many cases, the promise holds, at first. 

It tends to break at a point when the player wins something worth keeping and asks to withdraw it.

At this moment, no-verification betting sites, near-identical at the front door, begin to behave very

differently. To make sense of that difference, we need to separate two things that marketing tends

to blur, and both come down to timing. 

KYC, short for Know Your Customer, is the identity check licensed operators run to satisfy anti-

money-laundering (AML) rules: prove who you are, where you live, and sometimes where your

money came from. A site advertised as "no KYC" skips that step. But skipping it at sign-up and

skipping it permanently are separate commitments, and few operators state plainly which one they

are offering.

That ambiguity is rarely accidental. Platforms that are subject to AML rules keep a release valve:

the right to request identification later. Three pressures make that right close to universal: 

AML and sanctions obligations• 
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The need for a lever against fraud and bonus abuse

Payment or licensing partners that require a verification process to exist 

Retaining the option lets a site present a frictionless sign-up while staying inside those constraints,

which is why so much of the category reads as anonymous but is only conditionally so.

Judged by conduct rather than marketing, the market resolves into three tiers, separated less by

whether a site verifies than by when. To map it, we at Sportbet.one reviewed a broad set of the

most popular no-KYC betting sites, comparing what each advertises against what its terms and

payout behavior actually allow. We found three distinct groups:

Genuine no-KYC: No identification at any stage, including a large withdrawal. It is the rarest of

the three, and among the platforms we examined, Sportbet.one was the one that fit.

Conditional no-KYC: No ID up front, but terms that reserve a check the operator can trigger at

will, most often when a withdrawal is large, or an account is flagged. LuckyAnon, Jack, Rakebit,

BetPanda, and CoinCasino all belong here.

Crypto-friendly but KYC-gated: Verification is effectively unavoidable, whether above a set

withdrawal amount or as a condition of playing at all. Cloudbet, BC.Game, and Roobet sit in

this group.

A no-KYC registration counts for little if verification arrives the moment

funds are due.

The question worth asking of any platform, then, is not whether it checks identity at registration,

but under what conditions, and above what amount, it will ask before it pays.

To answer that, it helps to start with what a verification request can actually cost a player.

The risks of the iGaming verification process

Identity verification is often presented as a safeguard for the player, and in a regulated market, it

can be a safety measure. On offshore crypto platforms, the same process carries a set of risks

that fall largely on the bettor, and they surface most often once an account holds a balance worth

reviewing. 

Deposits are easy, withdrawals are not

The scrutiny lands at the cashier. For example, Cloudbet is the mild version: small crypto

withdrawals clear instantly, but the terms reserve full ID, proof of address, and a selfie once

amounts pass an internal threshold. The harsher version is a review that never resolves, and

reviews describe accounts verified in full, then closed with the balance withheld and no reason

given, or left pending for weeks behind templated replies.

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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Identity documents outlast the account

Files with players’ data sit on servers that can be breached, sold, or abandoned. In October 2025, 

ShufÒe disclosed that a vendor breach had exposed personal data and, by its own account, the

KYC documents of most users. 

Breach isn’t always even required: offshore operators change hands or shut down with little

warning, and the documents you submitted don't necessarily leave with them.

The data is a usable identity

A verification file is a complete identity kit: government photo ID, proof of address, and often a

selfie holding the ID – exactly what someone needs to impersonate a player or clear verification

elsewhere in their name. The damage can follow into banks and exchanges that have nothing to do

with betting.

Verification creates a permanent gambling record

With KYC, legal identity is bound to a player’s betting history for good, held not just by the operator

but by its payment processors and verification vendors. 

It hands the operator an instant lever: one of our risk managers, after a short run of small wins on

ShufÒe, was asked to verify his identity, had a small withdrawal approved two hours later, then saw

the account's limits cut to almost nothing, technically payable, practically stranded. 

With no rule broken, the likeliest read is that verification tagged the

account as a probable long-term winner, a label that can follow a player,

since operators are known to share risk profiles through third-party

databases.

On a genuine no-KYC sportsbook and casino, none of this attaches, because a wallet address is

the only identifier on record,

Location checks arrive late

A player in a restricted country can sign up through a VPN, deposit, and bet with nothing flagging a

problem, until a KYC check reveals where they actually are, and the account is blocked and

winnings voided. The fairness issue is timing: a restriction should be enforced visibly at sign-up,

not sprung at withdrawal once a balance is worth reviewing.

If those are the risks of handing over your identity, the fair question is what you trade away by not

handing it over at all.
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The risks of no-KYC platforms

The no-KYC betting model removes a whole category of risk, with no documents to store, leak, or

sell and no profile tying a legal identity to a betting record. But it also removes the safeguards a

regulated account provides and puts the job of judging a platform on the bettor. 

Four risks recur, alongside one fear that proves largely unfounded.

Fewer ways to resolve a dispute

A complaint lands with a third-party mediator such as Casinomeister or Casino Guru, whose

rulings are not binding and work only as well as the operator agrees to engage. That raises the

stakes on picking a platform with a record of honoring them. 

"No-KYC" often means "not yet"

Most no-KYC platforms are conditional, verifying whenever they choose, usually on a large

withdrawal, an investigation flag, or a compliance request, with no advance warning. An account

can run smoothly for months, then hit a document request at the worst moment because the

homepage says far less than the clause buried in the terms.

The label is only as good as the operator

Established sites and outright rogue ones use the same "no-KYC" tag, and nothing distinguishes

them for you. 

With no regulator vetting the difference, the burden falls on the player to check how long the site

has been running, whether its games are provably fair, its payout history, and whether complaints

cluster around withheld funds.

No verification doesn't mean no scrutiny

It is a mistake to read no-verification betting sites as platforms with no oversight. The behaviors

that draw investigation anywhere draw it here, too: arbitrage, multi-accounting, card counting,

suspicious patterns - and a platform needs no passport to flag, freeze, or close an account.

This is worth sitting with, because "we suspect a breach" is the usual

justification for a KYC demand, yet documents rarely confirm the breach

while behavioral and on-chain signals do.

Unverified accounts also tend to carry smaller withdrawal limits, so anonymity can come with a

ceiling.
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Placing a bet (doesn’t) breaks the law

This is the fear that looms largest and holds up least. For an individual placing bets at an offshore

crypto sportsbook, there is little meaningful legal exposure in most jurisdictions, since

enforcement targets operators and payment processors, not recreational players. 

The catch is that no criminal risk is not the same as protection. Betting offshore means no

regulator to petition and no court that will hear you, so mediation is the only recourse, and often

there is none.

The risks on both sides come down to one thing: the operator. So we put that to the test, taking a

set of well-known no-KYC platforms and checking what each does against what it advertises.

No-KYC competitor landscape 

We reviewed twelve of the most popular crypto casinos and sportsbooks marketed as low-friction

or no-KYC, reading each site's own terms and FAQ, noting any published withdrawal thresholds, and

weighing player reports alongside our own tests where we had them.

Each entry below sets out three things: what the platform claims in its marketing, what we found in

its terms and from players, and where it lands as a result. Sites we tested ourselves are marked as

such. Where we did not deposit, we say so and rely on documented reviews.

A fair word on the player reports though:

Not every complaint deserves to be taken at face value. Some players

who lose an account or a balance have, in fact, broken the rules through

bonus abuse, multi-accounting, or arbitrage, and then describe the

outcome as an unfair confiscation.

We cite complaints to illustrate patterns, not to settle individual cases, and there is always room for

a side we cannot see. We have weighed them with that in mind, and readers should too.

Across all platforms, the same gap keeps showing up: what a site says on its homepage does not

always predict what it does at the cashier. The table below lays them side by side, marketing

claims against actual terms, so the pattern is easy to see at a glance.
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Alt: Comparison table of no-KYC betting and casino platforms.

The point of this research is not to rank the platforms but to show how far the marketing sits from

the mechanics.

Sportbet.one

What marketing says

A no-KYC, VPN-friendly crypto casino and sportsbook, no ID at sign-up, deposit, or withdrawal, with

email or social media login and winnings paid straight to your wallet.

What we found (what we know actually)

Hands-on: No KYC at any stage, no cap on withdrawals of your own funds. The largest single

payout to date is $150,000.

In the terms: No identity documents at any point, and no winning or withdrawal threshold that

triggers a check. Suspicious activity (arbitrage, multi-accounting, bots, or card counting

flagged by a game provider) is reviewed with behavioral and account data rather than

documents. 

Online: Independent reviews rate safety highly (Casino Guru 9/10) and confirm wins are

reviewed without an ID request. Player feedback is mixed, with Trustpilot around 2.4 and

disputes over multi-accounting and bonus terms.

Conclusion

Sportbet.one is no-KYC from sign-up to cashout, with no threshold that changes the rules on a win.

Reviews happen only where the rules are broken, and never through an ID request.

• 

• 

• 
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Cloudbet

What marketing says

Fast, low-friction crypto betting: sign up with an email, deposit, and play with no upfront ID. Doesn't

claim "no KYC.”

What we found

Player test: A $20 deposit and $36 withdrawal cleared instantly, no verification requested.

In the terms: KYC can be requested at any time; unverified accounts sit under a withdrawal

cap, with full ID, proof of address, and a selfie required to lift it. The practical line sits around

$2,200 a day.

Online: Reviews and forum threads (Trustpilot ~3.6/5, Bitcointalk) report the same pattern, ID

demanded once winnings or withdrawals grow, with occasional held balances. Separate flags

for bonus play, VPN use, and unusual betting.

Conclusion

Cloudbet is easy at small stakes, but it was never truly no-KYC. Cross roughly $2,200 a day or trip a

fraud flag, and Cloudbet verifies like any licensed book. 

• 

• 

• 
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Jack (formerly Jackbit)

What marketing says

There is "no KYC" on the banners. That label comes mostly from afÏliates, landing texts, and a

press release. Its own site states the policy plainly: no verification to register or deposit, with

checks reserved for withdrawals at its discretion.

What we found

Player test: Not independently verified.

In the terms: Clearly published and risk-based. Registration and deposits need only an email,

no ID. An anti-fraud clause reserves the right to request photo ID, proof of address, video

verification, and source of income at any time, with no published threshold. Withdrawal caps

near $50k/week and $100k/month.

Online: Some reviews say small, low-volume withdrawals clear with no ID, but this isn't

guaranteed. Forum reports describe holds and full document requests even on modest

cashouts, especially when winnings exceed the deposit. Trustpilot rate is around 2.1 with KYC-

at-withdrawal complaints, though AskGamblers logged a strong resolution record and it won

industry awards in 2025–26.

Conclusion

Jack is no-KYC to get in, and clear about it, but withdrawals are where verification can land. The

trigger is discretionary with no stated amount, so a small cashout may pass untouched while a

bigger win, or one above your deposit, can bring the full document request.

• 

• 

• 
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LuckyRollers

What marketing says

An explicitly VPN-friendly and anonymous betting site, pushed hard through afÏliate placements.

What we found

Player test: A $20 deposit and withdrawal cleared with no verification.

In the terms: Risk-based, reserving the right to request ID and source-of-funds documents and

to suspend or void winnings on suspicion, with no published threshold. Notably, there's no

separate KYC/AML section, and the word "KYC" is avoided almost entirely, appearing only a

handful of times.

Online: Coverage is mostly paid afÏliate content rather than independent reviews, so the real

track record is thin, and our own look found the site and support below average. 

Conclusion

LuckyRollers' marketing is pure no-verification. Small play tests clean, but the brand is young and

thinly reviewed outside afÏliate channels. Its terms keep the right to request documents and void

winnings, but they are not put in the separate KYC/AML section. Still, it’s promising for a small play.

• 

• 

• 
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LuckyAnon

What marketing says

A "fully anonymous, no KYC crypto casino" with instant withdrawals, no documents, and no

personal data stored.

What we found

Player test: Deposited $40 and withdrew $50 (on a $70 win) instantly with no ID.

In the terms: Despite the "100% anonymous" headline, the terms reserve the right to demand

ID to confirm identity, age, or location at any time, and to freeze the account and hold funds

during a check, with no published threshold. 

Online: Independent reviews (CasinoWow) rate it only "okay" on reliability, noting the weak

Anjouan license and that verification can apply before larger or flagged withdrawals. Its

Trustpilot sample is small and contentious, with the operator publicly disputing several one-

star reviews as fake bot trafÏc.

Conclusion

With LuckyAnon, the promise holds for small, routine play. Cashout clears with no ID, but the terms

keep full power to verify and freeze a player’s account at any point, and the track record is thin.

Potentially, LuckyAnon is indeed an anonymous crypto sports betting platform - at least until a big

or flagged withdrawal.

• 

• 

• 
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Rakebit

What marketing says

"No KYC & VPN-friendly" on its landing page, with instant, fee-free crypto payouts and rakeback.

What we found

Player test: Deposited $40 and withdrew $20 with no KYC, and it behaved as advertised.

In the terms: Rakebit can require full KYC even before a first deposit under €2,000 if a given

payment provider demands it. Beyond that, it usually asks for verification on large or flagged

withdrawals and source-of-funds from high-risk accounts. Wins cap at $500,000, with anything

above $50,000 paid in installments over 30 days.

Online: Trustpilot is mixed. Many praise fast, no-KYC payouts, but a recurring complaint is

winners being cut off: one player deposited $800 across five deposits, hit a win, requested a

$1,500 withdrawal, and had the account closed by email, with support pointing only back to the

vague notice.

Conclusion

Rakebit is fast and rewarding for clean, small play, but "No KYC" comes with caveats. Rakebit can

require full KYC on a payment provider's behalf, even before a first deposit under €2,000, and

sportsbook or bonus wins can trigger anti-fraud confiscations with no ID accepted to contest

them.

• 

• 

• 
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BetPanda

What marketing says

There is "no KYC" on the main page. The only statement about KYC is buried in the FAQ, which

describes "minimal KYC," registering with just an email and password and playing without

submitting documents, while noting KYC "may be requested in exceptional cases." 

What we found

Player test: Not independently verified. Customer reviews report instant withdrawals up to

$350 in crypto.

In the terms: Patchy. There's an AML section and scattered mentions of checks, including a

reserved right to request KYC documents at withdrawal, run directly or through a third-party

provider, to confirm identity and screen against sanctions lists. But it's spread across the terms

with no dedicated, readable KYC section, so the actual triggers stay vague beyond "suspicious

activity or regulatory needs."

Online: Trustpilot sits around 2.3, and multiple documented complaints describe confiscated

funds and closing account after account verification: one player reported that his account was

closed after successful verification after 7 months of playing. Other fans do praise the instant

payouts and no-ID play.

Conclusion

For most players, minimal-KYC works as advertised: quick, private, no documents, even on mid-size

cashouts. The catch is that the rules are scattered and vaguely worded, but give BetPanda the right

to request documents for a KYC check at any moment. So, some players get flagged at withdrawal

and lose funds with little warning. Fine for casual, low-stakes play, but that uncertainty is the risk.

• 

• 

• 
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CoinCasino

What marketing says

There is "no KYC" as a slogan, but its own FAQ and support team frame it as no KYC "for standard

play," with email or Telegram signup and no ID for deposits or routine withdrawals. 

What we found

Player test: Not independently verified, but some users claim fast small withdrawals. 

In the terms: A published three-step AML process with real thresholds, basic details (name,

DOB, country, address) on file, photo ID once deposits pass €2,000, and source-of-wealth at

$5,000+ deposits/withdrawals or $3,000+ sent to another user. The site reserves the right to

verify an account at any time. Crypto-only registration stays private, but any fiat deposit

requires full name, address, and phone.

Online: Small crypto withdrawals clear in minutes with no ID. But an October 2025 FinTelegram

investigation found test accounts could register and play from restricted jurisdictions with no

verification, and KYC appeared at withdrawal for bigger sums. 

Conclusion

CoinCasino is fine for small deposits and cashouts for players who stay under the radar. But KYC

can be triggered at any moment, on a large win or a small transaction alike, and when it does, it

frequently ends in seized funds or a closed account. The platform is no-KYC to get in, but

unpredictable and unforgiving once a check starts.

• 

• 

• 
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BC.Game

What marketing says

A "high anonymity" and a "verify when necessary" benefit, wallet or minimal-info signup, VPN-

friendly, but no outright “no-KYC” claim. 

What we found

Player test: Not independently verified. 

In the terms: Risk-based, with no visible tier ladder. Standard verification (photo ID, utility bill,

sometimes a selfie or a video call) is requested on the first withdrawal or on flagged activity,

with enhanced due diligence for high-risk accounts. A hard cap of roughly €10,000/month

applies to unverified accounts, dropping to €5,000 under a "big winner" clause once a balance

exceeds ten times the deposits. 

Online: The practical trigger clusters around a $5,000 win, and some reviewers report small

payouts clearing untouched. Trustpilot runs low (around 1.5) on payment and support

complaints, offset by real longevity since 2017 and a large, audited game library.

Conclusion

BC.Game is established and fast for small play, but not no-KYC by its own description. The €10,000

monthly cap, the big-winner clause, and a discretionary first-withdrawal check mean a sizable

cashout should expect full ID. Private at the margins, verified at scale.

• 

• 

• 
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Roobet

What marketing says

Verification is required, and Level 1 (name, address, no documents) is mandatory before you can

even deposit or bet. Doesn't claim no-KYC

What we found

Player test: Not independently verified.

In the terms: A four-level system. Level 1 is required to deposit or place a bet, and you cannot

withdraw without it. Levels 2–4 (photo ID, proof of address, source of funds) are triggered by

withdrawal size or activity, and the site can request documents at any time. Withdrawals are

withheld until identity is verified and the payment method is confirmed as yours (no third-party

funding). US and UK players are blocked, and using a VPN to bypass a country block risks a

ban and forfeited funds. 

Online: Trustpilot sits around 4.4, with a Chelsea FC partnership and a real track record. Crypto

payouts are fast. The document trigger varies widely: some players withdraw large sums

untouched, others get flagged at $10,000 or less, or after a sharp bet-size jump. 

Conclusion

Roobet is the honest opposite of a no-KYC site. ID-lite is required just to play, full documents - to

cash out anything sizable, and whole countries are locked out. Legitimate and established, but if

anonymity is the goal, Roobet openly isn't it.

• 

• 

• 
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ShufÒe

What marketing says

A fast, provably fair crypto casino and sportsbook. Doesn't claim to be no-KYC, but mentions

“minimum KYC.”

What we found

Player test: Not independently verified. Separately, one of our risk managers who played there

was asked to complete KYC after a short run of small winning bets, had a small withdrawal

approved about two hours later, then saw the account's withdrawal limits cut to almost

nothing.

In the terms: Level 1 verification (name, DOB, occupation) is required before the first deposit,

with document checks (ID, proof of address) at withdrawal and the right to request more at any

time. Per its own AML policy, it screens deposit and withdrawal wallets against Chainalysis

risk scores, a blockchain-forensics service that flags addresses linked to sanctions, scams,

mixers, or stolen funds, and can refuse payouts to any it rates high-risk. That makes it

comparatively strict for a crypto casino. 

Online: Trustpilot around 3.1, with players describing withdrawals stuck "In Review" for days or

weeks despite completing full KYC. Casino Guru carries a warning about withdrawal times. In

October 2025, a third-party vendor breach exposed personal data and, by ShufÒe's own

account, the KYC files of most users. 

Conclusion

ShufÒe is not no-KYC, and arguably stricter than its reputation. It requires an ID before you can

even deposit according to the terms, but most checks are conducted after the deposit and a few

• 

• 

• 
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plays. With a documented KYC-hold pattern and a real breach of stored ID, it's the clearest

cautionary case here for anyone who assumes crypto casino means "anonymous."

Zunabet

What marketing says

The rare site that openly states it is not a no-KYC platform, and markets its transparency about

verification as a selling point. 

What we found

Player test: Not independently verified.

In the terms: KYC is collected largely at signup (personal details), with AML and source-of-

funds checks required in special circumstances and possible at any time. The rules are

published clearly rather than buried. Fiat options (cards) are "coming soon" and will carry their

own verification. 

Online: There is little independent track record yet, and much of the current coverage reads like

marketing, with sources not even agreeing on the bonus numbers, so payout reliability is

unproven. Reviewers do, however, credit the clarity of its published KYC and AML rules as a

trust signal.

Conclusion

Zunabet is a crypto site that requires KYC and says so plainly. For a privacy-first bettor, it's the least

anonymous option here, but its transparency is a real plus. The open question is simply whether a

brand this new pays reliably over time.

The research shows that every platform reserves the right to trigger KYC. All but one.

• 

• 

• 
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How Sportbet.one stays no-KYC

Having held many platforms to the same test, one result surprised: of every site reviewed,

Sportbet.one was the only one that is truly no-KYC, with no identity documents requested at sign-

up, deposit, or withdrawal, and no threshold at which that changes.

It started in 2018 as one of the first decentralized sportsbooks, settling bets through on-chain

smart contracts. Anonymity and transparency were the backbone of the platform from the start, as

the basic principle of blockchain. It no longer runs on the EOS blockchain, but the founding

principle carries over: no identity checks, instant payouts, and nothing on file but an email or social

media profile. 

Where competitors' tests showed checks kicking in above a set amount, Sportbet.one applies no

winning or withdrawal limit that triggers one, and no payout caps on your own funds. The largest

single withdrawal it has paid to date was $150,000.

No KYC doesn’t mean zero oversight.

Suspicious activity still gets reviewed: arbitrage, multi-accounting, the use of bots, or card counting

flagged by a game provider can all lead to an account being investigated, restricted, or closed. 

The difference is that none of the suspicious activity involves KYC or

identity verification. Sportbet.one makes those calls using behavioral and

account data instead of documents, so the question it asks is whether the

rules were broken, not who the player is.

That distinction shows up in how disputes end. On its Casinomeister record, every escalated case

has been resolved in Sportbet.one's favor with documented evidence, which reflects the same

principle: the platform doesn't act against players for winning, only against those who break the

rules.

Still, you don't have to take any single platform's word for it, Sporbet.one included. The same

handful of checks will tell you whether any no-KYC operator is worth your money.

How to vet any no-KYC operator before depositing

This report covers a sample of the market, not all of it, and new sites launch constantly. If you're

considering one that isn't listed here, run the same checks first, confirm it is actually a no-KYC one,

and that it is safe to trust with your money:

Operating history: Check when the platform was founded, as sites under two years old carry a

meaningfully higher risk.

License and entity: Find legal details. No identifiable company behind the site is a red flag.

1. 

2. 
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The actual KYC terms: Read the terms, watch for "may be requested at any time" clauses even

if marketing says “no-KYC,” and note what triggers a threshold review.

Community reputation: Search the platform's name with "withdrawal" and "frozen account" on

Reddit, AskGamblers, and Casino Guru. The volume and recency of complaints matter more

than their mere existence, and read them with a critical eye: some come from players who

broke the rules and cried foul, so look for a consistent pattern.

Dispute track record: Check whether the operator engages with mediators like Casinomeister

and Casino Guru, and whether disputes actually resolve.

Real withdrawal speed: Weigh player-tested payout times (via reviews) over stated policy.

Largest documented payout: Scan reviews and ask customer support for proofs, as this is the

best proxy for whether a site pays at scale.

No single check is decisive, but a site that clears most of them is far less likely to surprise you at

the cashier, which is the only moment that really counts.

Conclusion

The clearest finding from this review is that "no-KYC" means very different things from one

platform to the next. Most sites marketed that way remain no-KYC only until a win, a large

withdrawal, or a compliance flag turns the account into a verification case. 

For privacy-conscious players, a truly no-KYC site is the lower-risk choice for one simple reason: it

holds no personal data that can be leaked, breached, or handed to a third party. But that only holds

if it is no-KYC all the way through, not just at registration. 

The rule of thumb is straightforward: if you can find a genuinely no-KYC

site that clears the checklist above, choose it, but never trust the label

alone.

Among every platform reviewed, only Sportbet.one was a no-KYC sports betting site all the way

through, with no identity documents at sign-up, deposit, or withdrawal, even for flagged accounts,

and no threshold that changes the rules once you win. It has paid out since 2018, applies no cap

on your own funds, and settles disputes on the record. 

For a player who has done the research and wants to bet without ever surrendering an ID, it is one

of the safest options on the market. Sign in and play within minutes!
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