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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Overall, very good work. Objectives could have been very specific. Literatures referred to the work could have been more appropriately in-text cited. Experiments did well. The evaluation could have been more elaborately discussed.
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	12/20
	/15

	Comments:
Excellent work. The abstract must give an overview of the work. However, the abstract must be very limited and specific. The introduction gives generic and basic information. Could have added more. The objectives discuss more details. The objectives must be set focusing on achieving the aim of the project. 

Literatures referred to the work. More academic credible literatures and critical analysis could have added value to the work. Could have in-text cited the discussions. On Literature review, you discussed quoting “This book presented an overview…”. Which book?
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The methodology is clear and adequate. Good. Gantt Chart with required modifications is a good approach. Explaining how the method suits the project is good. Could have also discussed the risks and limitations. 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	18/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	6/10
	/10

	Comments:
The experiment was well planned and executed. However, the results must be discussed more in detail. After the attack, a description on mitigation was provided. Could have implemented and discussed more elaborately. Could have evaluated the outcomes of your experiment with mitigation methods rather than a description of implementation. Good conclusion and recommendation.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	13/15
	 -

	Comments:
Rather than a packet tracer design, could have created a physical and logical topology with appropriate details. Experiments well documented. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	8/10
	/10

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

	Comments:
Good Reflection. The quality of the report is very good. 
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