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Overall, this could have been a better project if more time and effort was put on. 
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	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	12/25
	/15

	Comments: Background of the project was clearly stated. Aims of the project are vague and did not match project title (voice network). Part of aim is literature review. Aims and objectives must be clearly stated. 
Literature review section is brief, more in depth analysis is expected at MSc level. Background research on EIGRP & OSPF are the best part of the project but it is less relevant in the context. Literature review on how EIGRP or OSPF (or routing) impact the performance of voice traffic on a network is missing. Research informed literature review must be developed from academic sources such as journal articles, conference proceedings, books and peer-reviewed sources. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	1/5
	/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	/10

	Comments:
Very briefly outlined in section 1.6. At MSc level, students are expected to present a detailed methodology section. There are some discussions on justification on choosing simulation but did not present a critical evaluation.    
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	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	Problem Definition
	-
	-
	/10
	-
	-

	Results and Discussions
	/30
	/30
	/30
	10/30
	/30

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

	Comments: 
Discussion of results and cross reference with literature review findings is good practice and shows your results are valid. Results and analysis on throughput, jitter and end to end delay are good for comparison of OSPF and EIGRP but key parameter Voice performance is missing. Would have been interesting to see if the convergence was more than 150ms and how it affects voice QoS. Also, a detailed evaluation with multiple scenarios would be add strength to the project. 

Conclusions and recommendations drawn from experimental results are good.  

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	6/15
	 -

	Comments: 
Using OPNET a small and a large network were used for simulation. A lot of screenshots were shown on how simulation was setup. These could be added as an appendix rather than in main report. Instead more detailed explanation on choice of network design, devices, setting, etc would be strength to the project. No reference/discussion on what version of OPNET was used? how small and large network design was developed? Quantitative discussion on implementation is important.  
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	Review
	Analysis
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	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Comments:
It would have been good if a separate section was used to reflect on how the project was completed, issues faced, etc rather than a brief discuss in conclusion section. 
Proof reading is very important. There typos, grammatical errors and formatting issues that could have been avoided if proof reading was done. Few of the references sources from Wikipedia, ehow, and other forum, blogs, websites are not acceptable. At MSc level you are expected to use peer-reviews academic sources, books, whitepapers published by industry but not website.   

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	/100
	/100
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