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	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	/25
	11/15

	Comments:
Introduction nice overview of the field, but I would like to have seen the aim and the objectives being explicitly stated.
A highly mathematical evaluation of two techniques was presented in the lit review, but there should be more evaluation of how they relate to this project within this review. Instead, this analysis is postponed to Chapter 4.
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	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	1/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	7/10

	Comments:
Research methodology needed to present alternative research methods and consequently justify the research process undertaken. There was no development methodology even though there was significant python scripting undertaken.

Requirements and design are difficult to assess given the nature of the project,  I will therefore extract marks from chapter 4 which outline limitations in previous work.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	Problem Definition
	-
	-
	/10
	-
	-

	Results and Discussions
	/30
	/30
	/30
	/30
	18/30

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	/10
	9/10

	Comments:
Nice results and well presented. However, in focusing on the mathematical proofs so exclusively, the aim of the project has become lost in translation. The relevance to MTDs needed to be brought out more in the discussion presented.

The conclusion and recommendation are well written. 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	12/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
A nice mathematical study of a new approach, but some slight disappointment that the justification for the approach did not address some of the realities of applying it. For example, considerations into how the probability of compromise could be calculated and modelling more realistic hacking behaviour.
There was no discussion of the code implemented despite the fact this looked quite interesting.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	0/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Comments:
No reflection presented which is a shame.
Very nicely presented report with a few structural issues.
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	66/100







