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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Overall, very good work. Well set aim and objectives. Adequate literatures referred to the work. Discussion on research methods is excellent. Well set experiments. However, experiments need more discussion. The evaluation and recommendations could have been more elaborately discussed.
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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 gives an overview of the work. Very well introduced the background information/scope of the project. The aim and objectives set for the project were very detailed. Adequate, detailed, and relevant reviews of credible literatures. 
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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. Very Good. Gantt Charts with required modifications shows your understanding. Data collection methods. Risks and Limitations discussed adequately. Documenting the deliverables is a good approach.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	18/25
	/25

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

	Comments:
The experiment was well planned and executed. However, the results must be discussed more in detail to mitigate. What happens after the attack? Analysis of the results and discussions on the outcome needs more effort. Could have evaluated the outcomes of your experiment with mitigation methods rather than a description of implementation. 
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	Development
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	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	10/15
	 -

	Comments:
Why did you do a packet tracer design and demonstrated a successful ping? Instead of that you could have created a physical and logical topology given appropriate details that are required. 
Based on the deliverables discussed in the previous chapter, the experiments were done. Good documentation. However, more description on the experiments could have added value to your work. Eg: With DOS attack, how did the payload is executed could have discussed elaborately. Likewise, for a Botnet attack, clicking on the link must execute a payload right? That needs more elaborate discussion. 
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	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	6/10
	/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. 
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