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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	14.5/20
	/15

	Comments:
Started well with the abstract. However, it didn’t give a complete overview of the project work. Covered the vulnerabilities of SOHO networks, the application of virtual machines for testing purposes, and the mitigation options. Could have included the experiment, testing parameters of the project.
 
The introduction and the review of the literature were related to the project work. The work was detailed with adequate research work done. However, the objectives of the work could have been more appropriately stated. The last objective was to implement a secure home network. Maybe a detailed explanation of what aspects of home security is aimed to achieve could have provided some clarity. The literature reviewed was relevant. However, they were focused on limited SoHo network security factors. Could have done the review on a wide area to acquire more insight on the existing security weak points and mitigations.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments: The methodology is clear. It addressed the approach, strategy and the method for this project.





	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	4/10
	/10

	Comments:  The result was not discussed. It was stated that the attack was failed. However, the reason for experiment failure could have been more elaborately discussed with appropriate evidence which could have added value and would be a walkthrough for future implementations. Instead of stating a lack of “relevant skill”, the reason for experimental failure could have been analyzed, discussed, and recorded. The result discussion is very generic. 
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	8/15
	 -

	Comments: The work, right from the beginning had limited focus. It was focused only on Wireless security, whereas the title, aims, and objectives were set for Smart Homes. This could be one of the reasons for facing challenges in implementation and testing. Could have considered more available vulnerabilities, weak points and addressed multiple aspects.  The discussion was very limited.
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	Review
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	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	6/10
	/10

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

	Comments: You could have reflected more on what you could have done better or improved. Otherwise, the reflection was well categorized and attempted. The quality of the report is good.
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