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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Overall, a Good work. use of both pre-made and custom datasets strengthens the empirical approach, and the critical analysis aligns findings with existing literature. Limitations: Time constraints, restricted tool access, and incomplete data extraction slightly hinder the depth of the study. 
The report could benefit from broader tool comparisons and more detailed documentation of pre-made datasets to enhance generalizability. 
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Good work, with a strong start in the early chapters compared to the discussion of results. Overall, a solid performance
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	1.Engagement with Literature Skills
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	15/20
	/15

	Comments:
The introduction, aim and objectives well set. The literature review is comprehensive, covering digital forensic methodologies, tool comparisons, legal considerations, and emerging trends. The structured search strategy, with clear inclusion/exclusion criteria, ensures rigor. The comparison of Cellebrite and Autopsy is well-executed, highlighting their strengths and limitations. However, the review could deepen its critical evaluation by addressing conflicting findings in the literature
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The methodology is robust. The combination of systematic literature review and experimental testing is well-justified, and ethical considerations are adequately addressed. The contingency plan is well set. Though the limitation of testing only Cellebrite reduces the scope. More detail on how performance metrics were standardized across devices would strengthen this section.
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	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	
	
	
	

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

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	8/10
	/10

	Comments: 
The results are clearly presented with detailed tables and graphs, comparing extraction outcomes across devices and methods. However, the inability to extract messages and call logs from the Pixel 7a and the lack of precise data for pre-made datasets limit the comprehensiveness. Further exploration of why certain failures occurred (e.g., parser issues) would enhance the discussion. The recommendations could be more specific.
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	4. Practical Skills
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	12/15
	 -

	Comments: 
The experimental design is well-planned, with a clear selection of devices and datasets. The use of both physical and logical extractions adds depth, and the effectiveness measurement criteria are appropriate.
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	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	8/10
	/10

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

	Comments: 
Good flow of the report. Well Reflected. The reflection addresses how each objective was met and discussing personal development in technical and soft skills. The acknowledgment of setbacks and adaptability demonstrates maturity.








