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	Assessment Criteria
	Mark
	Allocated
Mark
	Comment

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
	20%
	14
	What is done well:
The development plan covers a wide range of literature on cybersecurity, cloud security, and AI-driven threat detection. The references cover both academic sources, industry reports as well as the company-specific sources (e.g. Palo Alto Networks’ own reports).

What could have been done differently:
While coverage is extensive, the literature is mostly descriptive rather than analytical. There is not enough discussion on the firm’s operation (e.g. from page 17 onwards)

How to do better next time:
Include more critical discussion: e.g. by comparing the business model of the chosen company vs its major competitor.


	2.  Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	20%
	15
	What is done well:
The development plan demonstrates a strong understanding of cybersecurity, cloud security, and AI-driven risk mitigation. The discussion of Palo Alto Networks' role in the industry is very detailed. The development objectives align very well with key business performance indicators (e.g. compliance, automation, and cloud security risks).
What could have been done differently:
However, some development objectives are too ambitious, making it difficult to fully accomplished by an implementation plan only months long (e.g. page 40).
How to do better next time:
Ensure that each development objective is realistically achievable within the scope of the study. Clearly connect theoretical concepts (e.g., AI threat detection frameworks, cybersecurity risk models) to real-world applications. 

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	20%
	12
	What is done well:
The development plan has considered arguments about cloud security, AI-driven automation, and cybersecurity challenges. The risk assessment and business strategy discussions show some level of critical thinking.
What could have been done differently:
There is not enough discussion of alternative perspectives. For instance: while risks and challenges are mentioned, the development plan should discuss alternative cybersecurity approaches. In addition, the implementation section lacks a critical discussion of the plan limitations.
How to do better next time:
Discuss and compare different cybersecurity strategies. Critically discuss the limitations of your implementation plan.

	4. Practical Application Skills
	20%
	11
	What is done well:
The development plan provides a real-world application by linking cybersecurity solutions to Palo Alto Networks’ business model and strategic objectives. The business model canvas provided is very clear.
What could have been done differently:
There are not enough real-world case studies or empirical data to support. It is more theory based rather than evidence-based.
How to do better next time:
Incorporate case studies or primary data: for instance, you could use expert interviews, company financial data to support your argument.

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	20%
	14
	What is done well:
The development proposal is well-structured, from introduction to implementation plan. It follows a clear business proposal format, making it easy to follow. The use of tables, figures, and business frameworks (e.g., Business Model Canvas) shows the quality of the presentation.
What could have been done differently:
While the writing is overall clear. There are grammatical and formatting inconsistencies. Referencing should be strictly followed.
How to do better next time:
Proofread the document carefully before submission. Make sure referencing is consistent throughout.


	
Total

	100%
	66
	

	General Comments

This work provides a clear planned development proposal in cybersecurity and AI-driven cloud security for Palo Alto Networks. However, this could be improved with more real-world case studies, and empirical data to justify the implementation plan.



The result is provisional until confirmed by Examination Board



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	100%

	
	Up to 1 week late (50% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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