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A better organisation of the project could have added value. More clarity in design and implementation required. Results and analysis need more work.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	16/20
	/15

	Comments:
An abstract was not written giving an account of the overall project. It must be an overview of the complete project work done. Could have highlighted the key findings.
Very briefly written introduction. Could have added more discussion on what end point protection is? How can it enhance the protection? Etc. The aim and objectives are set well. However, could have addressed post-implementation. What happens after implementation? Are there any plans to evaluate/analyse the implemented security structure? Could have considered as a part of future work.

Literature review covers the required areas. Could have added more academic credible literatures. Summaries on the literature adds value to the work. Could have added more critical reviews on the reviewed literature. 
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
This section addressed the methods, philosophy and technique for this project. Could have added contingency plans, planning information etc (Gantt Chart). 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	6/10
	/10

	Comments: Results and discussions need more clarity. After a sandbox is set-up in the previous chapter, a payload was generated. More clarity on executing the payload not documented. Generating other payloads not documented. More detailed justification on the final analysis (based on Crowd Strike, ATP and Trendmicro) required. Other than generating a payload, no other implementation was documented. Justification on effectiveness and usability required. How is the usability and effectiveness assumed? 

A summarised conclusion and recommendation done.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	10/15
	 -

	Comments:
The experimental design documented. However, appropriate labelling could have given clarity on the topology. Could have avoided screenshots on installing virtual machines. Rather than providing screenshots on installation, could have documented more on evaluating different threat protection considered in this project. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	6.5/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	6.5/10
	/10

	Comments:
Reflections done. 
A better organisation could have added value to the report.
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