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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3 /5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	9/15

	Comments:
[bookmark: _GoBack]A good review of the area but with some omissions.  Often lacking a gaming context.  Refs mostly well used and appropriate.
Several examples used to explain the detailed algorithms and LSB techniques used in steganography-  very helpful.  Good.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:

An essential review of methods Remember the methods you discuss are team based  so you need to explain how they can be made to work for just one developer.  Appropriate research methods, etc. identified and contextualized.  
Requirements analysed and identified and features enumerated.  The priority given to each of these is unclear and should be discussed.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	11/25

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

	Comments:

Application was not completed.  Several requirments/features were implemented but the “core” techniques/methods” were lacking.  Testing was detailed and conclusions realistic.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	5/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
The resulting application was quite limited though several requirements were successfully implemented using existing libraries.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5.5/10

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

	Comments:

The refection is honest and highlights issues the student had with managing the project.
The report is structured.  References perhaps over-reliant on online references. 
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