MAJOR PROJECT -   Final Report – 55%

	Student Name:
	Thomas Myers

	Title of Project:
	EXPLORING VULNERABILITES WITHIN TYPICAL HOME NETWORKS

	Supervisor:
	Dr John Rees

	2nd marker: 
	Nitheesh Murugan Kaliyamurthy

	Course:    
	Computing      BIS       DIS      CNC      EE     EEE     
Games      SE     Web                                 (please highlight)

	Project Type:    
	Survey     Review     Experiment     Development          (please highlight)



		                           
	
	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark





	

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

The aim and objective set by the student were very interesting. 
However, involvement in experimenting towards achieving the goal was lacking. 
Very basic evidence was documented. More efforts could have made this project worthy.   
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	6/20
	/15

	Comments:

The Introduction is not clear, very general towards the topic. However, the Aims and objectives are well set. The student was only talking about analyzing the vulnerabilities. 
No clear proposals about the mitigation measures.

The intention to review the literature stated by the student during the objectives was impressive, however, on reviewing the literature, a more in-depth review is required. The review of the literature did not support helping the student to meet the objectives of the work. 

The Categorization/Sub-topics was not done. Man in the Middle is explained and very few tools were stated, which could not give a clear idea for the student to proceed further. The literature review is not adequate. Could have done better. 

Rather than a review of the literature, it was just a description of very few types of attacks and tools. Current state of ISP should have been reviewed deeply. The depth of the review is missing. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The methodology was very generic. Could have included diagrammatic representation for a better picture.
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	8/25
	/25

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

	Comments:
Lack of fully functional experiment has made the work fickle. More evidence should have been documented with clear explanations. 

The conclusion of the project was not clear. It was just a statement of the experimental actions and not a solution/output recommended.
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	Review
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	9/15
	 -

	Comments:

More shreds of evidence on design and implementation could have added value to the work. Wireshark captures should have been analyzed deeply with more classifications in order to get a feasible output. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	4/10
	/10

	Comments:

Very poor quality of report. Poor formatting. Poor structuring of the document. Unprofessional documentation.
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