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	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	/25
	8.5/15

	Comments:
The introduction and literature review places the project in context, and background research in the area of diabetes has been carried out. I would have liked a bit more on existing diabetes apps and what their limitations are. In fact, as the supervisor I know a great deal of analysis was carried out, but this does not come through strongly in the written report. 
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	6/10

	Comments:
The process of gathering primary research was followed well with clear progression of formulating questions, undertaking a pilot study and then a main survey. The feedback from the main survey was presented quite well, and clearly fed into the requirements for the implementation.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	Problem Definition
	-
	-
	/10
	-
	-

	Results and Discussions
	/30
	/30
	/30
	/30
	16/30

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:

The results and discussions are on the short side. More could be made on what has been achieved – the discussion of this is rather underplayed. 

Regarding the testing of the website, it's not entirely clear what the process for testing the website was, a more structured method of testing, and more testers would greatly benefit the results. This is turn would also allow more evidenced conclusions to be drawn. 

The future work section seems reasonable, but could include security requirements were the site to go live.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	10/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
A reasonable implementation has been achieved considering the timescale of the project. The main features of storing data, representing as a graph and the group system (implementing doctor-patient discussion) have been implemented. The system of invitations for the doctor has been thought through well, and the database design is suitable and efficient.

While a template was used to facilitate the web design part of the implementation, this has been well-selected and appropriately adapted for the application without losing functionality.

There could perhaps be some "polish" applied to the front end, but the back-end programming is good.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	1/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Comments:
On the whole, the quality of the report is good in terms of the layout – it has been structured correctly with references clearly shown. There are some errors in linguistic expression which would benefit from some deeper proof-reading.

The reflection has not been put into its own section.
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