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FINAL GRADE

69/100

Group project assessment
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

1. Engagement with Literature (5%)
Awarded Marks: 4/5

The literature review section demonstrates a good 
engagement with relevant sources, including both 
academic studies and expert commentary. Studies 
such as Jain & Gupta (2020), Smith (2022), and Patel 
& Kumar (2021) are appropriately referenced to 
support the discussion on phishing, human error, 
and cyber threats. The student also used expert 
insights (e.g., Tal Zamir) to strengthen practical 
understanding. However, the range of academic 
sources could be slightly expanded to include more 
peer-reviewed, recent journal articles for a higher 
mark.

Feedback:
You have effectively cited relevant literature to 
support your arguments, especially in the literature 
review and significance sections. To further improve, 
integrate more up-to-date peer-reviewed sources 
and critically engage with differing viewpoints in the 
field.

2. Knowledge and Understanding
(20%)
Awarded Marks: 16/20

The report reflects a strong understanding of the 
topic, with clear articulation of the problem, 
objectives, and significance. The explanation of 
cybersecurity issues is well-structured and 
demonstrates a logical flow from background to 
specific research questions. The student clearly 
understands the social and technical dimensions of 
cybersecurity risks.

Feedback:
You’ve presented a thorough and well-structured 
introduction and problem statement. The objectives 
and significance of the study are clearly aligned with 
your research questions. For higher marks, aim to 
deepen the theoretical underpinnings by linking 



your discussion more explicitly to cybersecurity 
frameworks or models.

3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
(20%)
Awarded Marks: 14/20

There is evidence of analytical thinking in the 
literature review and in the selection of 
methodologies (qualitative and quantitative). The 
justification of research design, however, is brief and 
could benefit from a more rigorous explanation of 
how the methods align with the research objectives. 
The discussion lacks deeper critical engagement 
with the data and alternatives to the chosen 
approaches.

Feedback:
You demonstrated sound reasoning in method 
selection and linked some of your methodological 
choices to the study’s aims. To score higher, expand 
on the justification for using mixed methods and 
include a more critical evaluation of the 
methodology’s limitations.

4. Practical Skills (10%)
Awarded Marks: 6/10

The research includes a practical component 
(survey) and analysis of user attitudes, showing that 
the student has applied research in practice. 
However, there is little detail about the research 
design (e.g., sampling strategy, data collection 
process), and data analysis is quite general. More 
precise application of statistical or thematic analysis 
methods would strengthen this section.

Feedback:
Your report shows some practical application 
through the survey, which is commendable. To 
further enhance this section, provide more detail 
about how the research was conducted and 
analyzed, including tools used and how findings 
were validated.

5. Transferable Skills for Life and
Professional Practice (5%)



Awarded Marks: 4/5

The student has communicated the research 
findings clearly and in an organized manner. The 
report is well-structured, with appropriate headings, 
citations, and references. Language and tone are 
generally academic. A few grammatical errors and 
slight repetition in some areas detract from clarity 
but do not obscure meaning.

Feedback:
You’ve communicated your findings effectively and 
used appropriate academic referencing. For full 
marks, proofread your report to eliminate minor 
language issues and refine the structure for 
conciseness and impact.

Report : 44/60

Presentation 25/40
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