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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

An interesting project that could have been much improved by conducting a wider range of experiments and discussing the obtained results in greater detail.  Other aspects, such as the literature review and design and implementation chapters are generally very good.
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	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	20/25
	/15

	Comments:

Good abstract giving an overview of the rationale for this research and the project’s contributions.  It would have been improved by including a summary of the outcomes and achievements of the project.

Good introduction, giving a brief background (though this could be clearer and more focused) and a well defined aim broken down into suitable objectives.

The literature review is very detailed and based on appropriate up to date academic sources.  Some of it is a bit general and would be improved by having a greater focus on the deep/dark web.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5
	/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	/10

	Comments:

The research methodology chapter clearly explains the philosophies and approaches chosen.  However, only one source is referenced throughout the whole chapter; a wider range of sources would better justify your approach.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	Problem Definition
	-
	-
	/10
	-
	-

	Results and Discussions
	/30
	/30
	/30
	15/30
	/30

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

	Comments:

Better discussion is needed of results.  For example:

· P54 TLSv1.2 "did not show for some reason” - some possible reasons should at least be discussed, even if it isn’t known.
· P58 – some better data could have been presented, for example using a tool like Pingdom to get some proper data showing that the website is loading slower.

Some appropriate recommendations are given for protection against the attacks carried out, but it would have been much better if an attempt had been made to implement these to assess if they were effective or not.  Additionally, the discussion of the results of all these attacks need to be focused on the dark web/deep web.  As it stands the discussion is quite generic.

The conclusion is quite brief and could discussion the key outcomes of the research more clearly.  Some good recommendations, but these are more general security recommendations rather than suggestions for future work.  How could this research be extended in the future?

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	13/15
	 -

	Comments:

Chapter 4 gives good detail regarding the design and implementation of the experiment, starting with consideration of possible barriers and how these could be overcome.  Good to see discussion of ethical issues and potential implications.  Good justification for choosing a virtualised approach.  Detailed information given on the configuration of the virtualised test-bed.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Comments:

Good reflection.  What would be done differently if you were to repeat the project?

Overall the thesis is suitably structured and flows reasonably well.  Some improvements:

· The thesis needs proofreading.
· Some references aren’t formatted properly in the references list, e.g. [5], [9], [10]

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	67.5/100
	/100







