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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Overall, Selection of the project is Excellent. Started well with well-set aim and objectives. However, the analysis on the results was not done adequately. Could have concluded based on the outcomes. 
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A fair performance which could have been improved by checking the project guideline. Although you did well on initial stages of the project , the ending was not so go as you did not conclude well and also did not explicitly give a personal reflection.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	16.5/20
	/15

	Comments:
Well written introduction with adequate review of literature. More critical review on the literature could have added value to the work. In objectives “Recommend network penetration testing tool based on analyse” or analysis? Proofreading your work could have avoided these mistakes. The criteria matrix: Is the classification based on your literature review? Could have added a review on literatures related to OWASP Juice shop.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
Good methodology section. Covered all aspects in detail. Added figures/ diagrams to illustrate the methodology and referenced literature to justify the selected methods. 



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	15/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	4/10
	/10

	Comments:
The results were documented. More detailed analysis could have added value to the work. Reflections on each tool is a good approach. However, concrete conclusions based on the implementation is not documented. 


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	11.5/15
	 -

	Comments:
The experimental design is adequately documented. However, clarity on the purpose of the design could have added more value. Eg: Why Juice shop was setup in Win Ser 19? Any attack on the Juice shop is done using Kali? The implementation part has attacks/scans based on Juice shop. However, the design part lacks clarity.










	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	5.5/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	8/10
	/10

	Comments:
Reflections focused on the technical aspects. Could have added personal reflections as well. The quality of the report is very good.


	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	68/100
	/100







