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The testing and evaluation provided basic screenshots and description.  A number of objectives were not met.  It did not demonstrated testing of a malware as outline in the objectives.

Formatting and writing style need improvement.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	11/20
	/15

	Comments:
The abstract written more of the structure of the project. It should highlight the key outcomes or findings from the project.

Introduction lacks sufficient background information to the project, this needs improvement.  The aim needs improvement to reflect the title. Appropriate objectives. Structure of the project outlined.

The literature review discusses various scanners and malware.  It would be good to have related work discuss as well.



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The research methodology outlines the approaches and technique for this project.  However, for a development or experiment project using only qualitative approach will not provide the relevant evaluation for the findings/outcomes. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	 10/25
	/25

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

	Comments:

The testing and evaluation provided basic screenshots and description.  The objective was not met.  It did not demonstrate testing of a malware as outline in the objectives.
 

A summary provided with a conclusion. 
Future recommendation also provided. 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	9/15
	 -

	Comments:
The design section tries to outline the problem formulation but in a jejune way. A hierarchy diagram provided to outline the design and implementation.  The description is somewhat not clear whether it’s a development or experiment. It alludes to using existing prototypes to form a single prototype.

A step by step setting up of the virtual box and kali Linux installation provided.
Documentation of development using python and existing code was tested for the proposed scanner.  The written description needs to be thought through more thoroughly to convey the main purpose to readers rather than explaining codes and variables example “An ‘f’ variable, which stands for file descriptor, is used to open a file with python and to specify the mode of file used, where in this case it would be to only read the file line by line, as created within the next line of code.” This is not relevant information for the public reader but is useful for the developer.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	4.5/10
	/10

	Comments:
A reflection statement was done.

Each chapter should start on a new page.  The report formatting needs improvement. The project has been done and some areas need to written giving and account of what was done and not what is to be done.   Several typo and grammatical errors.  Writing style need improvement.
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	51/100
	/100







