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Overall Excellent Work. Quite impressive for student work. Involving professionals in the project is a top notch. Good initiative. Good referencing. Few topics in the documentation could have been omitted and few could have been explained/ described in detail. Apart from minor issues, the work is excellent. Recommend this project work/ documentation should be kept as a reference for all students who start their project.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	16/20
	/15

	Comments:

The introduction part was nicely structured. Aim and Objectives are clear. Instead of moving straight into attacks, the student could have reviewed the infrastructure which would have given some space to digest the workflow. More reviews on Advance Persistent Threat could be more valuable. 
Instead of covering all the attacks, very limited attacks with more reviews on its happenings could have been better.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:

The methodology was very specific and adaptive to the project work undertook. Good contingency plan. 




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	22/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	9/10
	/10

	Comments:

The results, followed by the analysis was intact with the aim and objectives of the work. Good Conclusion. The project work met the aim and objectives of the work. 

Overall Perfect.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	14/15
	 -

	Comments:

Collaborating with industry professional for a student project is appreciatable. Good move.
Good referencing associating the work with screenshots/ pictures. 

Including a step by step screenshot, carried the document like a manual. Diagrammatic representation of the timeline made it easy to understand the scenario. However, for such a good report, the student should have considered drawing his own diagrams on few concepts (APT Tree structure) taking the concept from the original source with proper citation. This could have made the difference. 

Otherwise, fantastic project work.
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	10/10
	/10

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

	Comments:

Reflections described was with utmost description. 

Could use this documentation as a sample for other students to refer to in the future. 

Good Work.  
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