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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

	



	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Overall, a lot of room for improvement. Aim and objectives lack clarity. More effort required. Only a scan targeting one victim was done. Could have focused on mitigating or proposing a mitigation on the vulnerabilities discovered during the scan.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	1/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	8/20
	/15

	Comments:
Abstract must be an overview of the complete project. After full scan report what happens to your project? 

Very basic introduction. Aim and objectives lack clarity. Aim must be specific. Your title of the project is to demonstrate network security and penetration testing. However, your aim states understanding network scanners and penetration testing. The objectives too lack clarity. After discovering the weakness, what is your objective? 

Literature review mostly addresses the “what is” answers rather than reviewing academic credible and industry focused literatures. More adequate academic credible literatures need to be referred to the work. Literatures require more critical analysis. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The methodology discussed with adequate attributes. However, some part of it like deliverables lack clarity. Justification required on how your project work fits in the methodology chosen. 



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	5/25
	/25

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

	Comments:
After the experiment, the result and the outcomes were not adequately discussed 
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	5/15
	 -

	Comments:
The design was very basic. Could have given a detailed description of the design and included the physical and logical topology. 

Is the design has only one server in the network? Overall, only Nessus scanner was used to scan a server. What steps were taken after identifying the vulnerabilities? 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	3/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

	Comments:
The report is ok.  Could have added personal reflections as well. However, it focused on the process of the work.
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