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The Student is not clear with what he is intending to work on. The Abstract of the work is not clearly expressed. Most of the documentation is just a description of terminologies, rather than specific aspects of either identifying a problem or working towards a problem. Overall, a very poor exhibition of the project work.
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	7/20
	/15

	Comments:

The introduction is very vague. Aims and objectives are very generic and very much deviated. Aiming to demonstrate a DDoS attack in a network and later intending to identify the popular attacks in 2020 shows that the student is not clear in his work. 

From the beginning of the document, the student is not clear of what is going to be done.
 
The references are typically making up the paper. They were not referred to the experimental work of the project. (eg. References 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 just online references in-text cited for merely using the names). 

Background research was literally, a definition of a few topics however, no review of existing literature was done.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:

Poor structuring of the project. Very generic.





	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	2/10
	/10

	Comments:

The conclusion of the project states only to have a more complex password. No recommendations. 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	5/15
	 -

	Comments:

The experimental work was not clearly demonstrated in the document. The aims and objective to start with, followed by the experiment and its outcomes were not concurring.  
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	2/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	2/10
	/10

	Comments:

The student has failed to put forth necessary evidence in the project documentation to claim the reflections stated.

Very poor quality of report. Seems, like the student was in a rush to complete the entire documentation in a couple of hours.
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