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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Overall, good work, apart from documenting the implementation part of the project and discussing its results. The use of charts though out the documentation was good. Statistical information adds value to the work. Good Documentation, however in a few portions of the documentation the student could have been more descriptive. 
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	15/20
	/15

	Comments:
The introduction part was very brief. The introduction makes a decent attempt at setting the scene for the work, and summarises the thesis in good form.  It doesn’t establish the intention or give real guidance as to what approaches were taken, nor give any basis for why the work is important.

The Aims and objectives were set right in the right direction to proceed with the work. The abstract should be describing the idea of the entire work done. It was describing the structure of the document rather than the work is done. 

A good review of literature. It covers a wide range of security topics.  It includes some interesting charts as diagrams.  The work is a bit lax in defining terms sometimes (e.g. “port knocking” on p.19).  It does narrow down onto the main subjects of the project.
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:

Decent job on the methodology, picking the logical options throughout and explaining the data collection approaches as to areas of application. The methodology was partially within the scope.

The design specifies the methods the student proposes to implement.  These are essentially rather basic and standard.
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	Review
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	10/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

	Comments:

The results shown are logically sequenced and would make it relatively easy to replicate the work.  The discussion of the results is shallow, resulting from the application of prewritten tools. Could have explained in detail about the outputs from the experiment. 

There is no consideration of the means of inhibiting the attacks shown. The conclusions and recommendations are cursory.
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	Review
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	9/15
	 -

	Comments:
The Experimental design is good. Selection of attacks and implementation of the attacks are appreciated. 

However, could have been more descriptive in design and implementation. It was a little bit generic. Should have added more details/ explanation on the implementation part. 

The development is essentially the application of pre-established tools to network penetration testing.  There is evidence of a decent level of networking knowledge in the use of the various Kali tools, and the implementations are reasonably complex in nature.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	7/10
	/10

	Comments:

The reflections section doesn’t use the project plan.  There is some commentary on work approach and lessons learned. The reflections could have focused on how to improve on what is done throughout this work. The report is structured well and well presented.  There is a decent structure to it, and the layout of explanation is generally good.  

The writing has too many grammatical and spelling mistakes.  Spelling mistakes, in particular, should not be present give the availability of moderately effective spellchecker software in the Word package used to generate the report.
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