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FINAL GRADE

80/100

DanielJamesProposal
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS
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Comment 1

should not start with the literature.. here we are expecting the context of the study

Comment 2

citation ?

Comment 3

citation

Comment 4

are these hypbrid models ?
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Comment 5

which are those existing research ?
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GRADING FORM: ACFA7004 PROPOSAL MAY 2026

DANIEL JAMES 80
ENGAGEMENT WITH LIT.SKILL [30]

Structure and Organization of the literature review [8 Marks ] Critical
Engagement with Literature [10 Marks ] Relevance and Positioning of
Your Study [7 Marks] Recent and Relevant in-text citations and
reference list [5 Marks ]

26The review is logically structured and supported 
with tables; however, key ideas (especially dataset 
limitations) are repeated across sections without 
adding new insight, reducing clarity and 
conciseness.
The literature is well summarised and compared, 
but the analysis is mostly descriptive; there is 
limited critical discussion of how dataset design 



KNOWLEDGE & UNDERSTANDING [20]

Brief overview and current developments in the proposed research area
[10 Marks] Research problem statement [7 Marks] Significance of the
study [3 Marks ]

16

COGNITIVE & INTELLECTUAL [10]

Clearly state the aim of the research based on the identified research
problem [5] Break down the research aim into smaller, measurable,
and achievable steps [5]

7

PRACTICAL APPLICATION [25]

Research Design (Explanation of the overall research approach) [7]
Research methods [10] - a detailed explanation about the research

affects detection validity.
The research gap is clearly identified and relevant.
Sources are appropriate and relevant,

Demonstrates a good understanding of SDN, 
DDoS threats, and dataset challenges; however, 
some repetition is present and the discussion 
could explore the problem in slightly greater 
depth.
The problem is clearly stated and logically 
structured
The significance is clear and relevant, but some 
ideas are repeated across sections and could be 
presented more concisely.

The aim is clear and relevant.
 Some objectives are process-oriented (e.g., 
methodology development) rather than outcome-
focused, and should be revised to reflect clear 
research outputs instead of general research 
activities.



methods to achieve the research objectives Research materials [8] - in
terms of Software and hardware

18

TRANSFERABLE SKILLS [15]

Project planning and resource management [5 Marks] Description of
the project’s potential impact and limitations [5 Marks] - Expected
outcome Presentation style [5 Marks]

13

The design is appropriate and well-explained; 
The methodology is clearly described, but the 
justification of the evaluation strategy is limited; it 
is not clearly explained why specific detection 
approaches and evaluation metrics are 
appropriate for validating the dataset.
Also, there is no clear methodology stated for the 
first objective (systematic literature review), and 
the process for conducting the review (e.g., 
selection criteria, databases, or analysis approach) 
should be explicitly defined.
Tools and platforms are relevant and appropriate; 
however, the justification for their selection is 
limited

Project planning is well stated
Expected outcomes are clearly defined
The writing is generally clear and well presented; 
however, some repetition is evident.


