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This project needed improvement. Though Packet Tracer was used instead of the intended physical experiment, there was lot more that could have achieved as this tool has a IoT component for this purpose.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	8/20
	/15

	Comments:
The abstract should be the last to be written outlining the key finding or contribution that would interest key players.  Not outlining what is expected but rather what was done.
The introduction attempt to outline some background of the project but actually pre-empting the outcome of the project rather than giving a background insight.  Some could go in the abstract and vice versa.

The Lit review should technically be the most reference aspect of your report, this is where a number of research into journal articles, company white papers, etc. around your project area should showcase your analysis, evaluation and critique of the literature.  This was done at a very basic level, just explaining basics terms.  


Based on your project title, more security measures should have covered and use to link your results finding as it relates to building automation and security preventative measures.

This area need improvement. Your discussion is too brief in some areas and does not demonstrate the required level of research. Expand the scope of reference sources consulted.



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	2.8/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
A good attempt at covering your methodology. Some discussion could be put in other part of the report. You tend to write in a jejune way.  Conclusions should not include new augments but rather summarising key aspects from your discussions.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	4.5/10
	/10

	Comments:

This is more explaining the implementation rather the testing and evaluation.  Screenshot could be captured each time you test your configured experiment and then discuss the outcome whether it works or not.

There was no tangible test documented in this chapter (see comment above, how this could have been achieved).


Conclusion should summarise the key aspects and finding from the entire project.  Not bringing new information.  Most of these information should be in other areas such as results and discussions.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	6/15
	 -

	Comments:
The experimental design would have been better illustrated by using a diagram to outline or discuss.  Improvement needed.


A step by step instruction of your implementation with the software used would enhance this section. This section need improvement.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	4/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	4/10
	/10

	Comments:


The reflection should be about your reflection on what you could do better, what you would change if you should redo this project and what advice would you give to someone who intend to do a similar project in the future.

The report submitted, seems to be a draft version.  All guidance and changes given through tracking were still in the report.
The report should be written and giving an account of what was done and not what will be done.


Start main sections on a new page, for example, cover page, table of contents, main sections (chapters), references. This will improve the presentation of your report.
Need formatting and written more like an academic work.
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