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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Overall, Well attempted work. Could have done better. More focus on critical analysis of literature, methodological justification and reflective evaluation could improve your work. 
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
The project addresses an enterprise cybersecurity problem and demonstrates an expected practical implementation of vulnerability assessment within a virtualised environment. Appropriate tools are selected and applied, and the project broadly achieves its stated objectives. However, the dissertation demonstrates only limited critical engagement with the literature, with much of the review remaining narrative rather than investigative. Results demonstrate practical activity, but analysis and discussion are relatively insignificant and focused on tool outputs rather than critical interpretation of findings.
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	Survey
	Review
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	Development

	1.Engagement with Literature Skills
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	10/20
	/15

	Comments:
The Introduction feels repetitive in certain areas focusing on Enterprise Networks and Vulnerabilities. Literatures reviewed, however need more critical discussions and summaries. It also requires more appropriate and adequate – academic credible literatures to be referred. More clarity on what this project tries to address focusing on Enterprise Networks required. 

For Example:
In the abstract, you are addressing “We” – Is this an individual work or a group work?
  
In the Literature review, “As for the literature on enterprise risk related to legacy systems and lateral movement, there’s a treasure trove of case studies out there. However, many of these tend to discuss risk in qualitative terms rather than providing quantitative models” 
· What is your reference to qualitative terms and quantitative models?
· What are the literatures you referred made you to come to this conclusion? No in-text citations done.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
Methodology chosen well. However, more justification on why this method is chosen could have added value. Rather than being generic, could have explicitly linked to the work done. Could have added a detailed contingency plan. 




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	12/25
	/25

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

	Comments: 
Results section lacks critical analysis. It is presented as describing the results. More analysis could have added value to strengthen your findings. Need to discuss broader implications for an enterprise level network security. Comparing your results with literatures reviewed could have strengthened your claims. Future work section could have provided some insights.




	 
	Survey
	Review
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	Development

	4. Practical Skills
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	8/15
	 -

	Comments: 
The Network Topology is used from the existing Advanced Cybersecurity Module. So, rather than description of the topology or in addition, more critical analysis on how this topology justifies the enterprise network scenario is required. The Linux (Debian) Network was not sufficiently integrated with the project.  More details on selecting specific vulnerabilities and misconfigurations need to be explained more clearly. I can understand the intention of your work, however the report lacks strong arguments to clarify.
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	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	0/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

	Comments: 
Reflection not done.  The flow of report is ok. 







