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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	18/20
	/15

	Comments:
Excellent work. The abstract must give an overview of the work. The Abstract was good. However, it discusses more on research methods and philosophy and missing adequate details on implementation and outcomes. 

The introduction is descriptive with background information/scope of the project. The objectives set for the project were very detailed.  

Adequate, detailed, and relevant reviews of credible literatures. More critical appraisals and summaries of the related works could have added value to the work. 
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	Review
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The methodology is clear and adequate. It was very specific and adaptive to the project work. Added figures/ diagrams to illustrate the methodology and referenced literature to justify the selected methods. Very Good. In Risks and Limitations section, could have discussed the earlier idea on implementing and comparing IEEE standards and its challenges to modify your project plan.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	15/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	7/10
	/10

	Comments:
The result and the outcomes of the results could have been discussed more elaborately with adequate details. An experiment demonstrating successful attacks followed by basic security measures like firewalls, defenders etc and stating mitigation methods doesn’t add value.  Analysis of the results and discussions on the outcome needs more effort. Evaluation was a description of implementation. Could have evaluated the outcomes more elaborately.  
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	10/15
	 -

	Comments:
The design part requires more discussion. Could have given a detailed description of the designs.  Could have included the physical and logical topology. Giving infrastructure views on a security attack could have given the readers a better understanding. 

Discussion on what the attack is (Eg: SYN flood denial-of-service attack, Phishing attack etc) could be added in the Introduction/ Literature review part. 

The implementation was documented adequately. Justification on tools used in implementation, methods used to enhance the security needs more clarity. Could have done reviews of literature for the tools used. Does implementing a Firewall alone could secure a network from Syn Flood? More description required.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

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

	Comments:
Could have added personal reflections as well. However, it focused on the technical aspects. The quality of the report is very good. 

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	71/100
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