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A good review .  The implementation works but could be more sophisticated.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	12.5/15

	Comments:
Use of  language  - some occasional slips – eg be careful of word meanings: page 12, infamous – don’t you mean famous; Little not Litter, etc
Some sections could be improved with more precise language.  Some some examples demonstrating the methods described would have helped too.
Otherwise  quite thorough and covers the usual points and includes some historical notes of interest.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:

A good review of methods appropriate to the project were in evidence.  Appropriate research methods, etc identified and arguments for choice provided.  The Development methodology implies multiple team members and so an explanation of how this method can be used (altered too) by just one person is needed here.

Suitable libraries for big integer work identified.  Good.  Limitations and vulnerabilities of chosen libraries are…?
Requirements analysed are implicit in the discussion, design and implementation, however, when enumerated, these should be more detailed, explicit and numerous.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	14/25

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

	Comments:

The comparison of timings among different machines did little to help evaluate the algorithm. Keeping the message size constant and varying key length would be more informative.
Also increasing message size and repeating the above would also have yielded some interesting results.
Evaluation on exponentiation and related number theoretic methods would be useful.  Conclusions based on resulting graphs a little confused.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	9.5/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Essential elements coded and encryption/decryption demo’d.  Relies heavily on the MPI library; additional work required to make this a sophisticated application that could test and exercise all aspects of the RSA method and the time complexity of the underlying library.
Some testing in evidence. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Comments:

The refection is honest and does point out the limitations of SCRUM when used by one individual.
The report is well structured (though avoid too much sub-sectioning).   Could be more succinct.
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