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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.25/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	10.25/15

	Comments:


Covers relevant literature of neural networks but this section could be more detailed and some areas might need a little more discussion – perhaps.  Current classification of NN types covered but nothing on auto-encoders. Some essential technical detail missing in places.

Overview of the problem and description of candidate parameters and features for input needs further work, however there is a more comprehensive discussion of previous work related to this project together with results detailing accuracy – good.

 The design section makes use of concepts not discussed in the literature review or defined in the glossary. However, within the design section these ideas are defined and discussed -  though not consistently.

Discussion of the process of training and of how training data is obtained and processed in not provided here.

References used appropriately and high quality refs cited. Some very minor typos/ grammar issues.





	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2/5

	Comments:
Jack clearly has a good understanding of many of the concepts relevant to the project but the report does not always include sufficient detail to fully express his understanding – particularly in the earlier parts of the project.
The design section lacks important detail however later sections do cover some design aspects and the implementation shows that Jack did clearly go through a design phase.  Documentation poor here.  

Analysis of multithreading timing results shows a further understanding of important design considerations and the implementation clearly shows a thorough understanding at the coding level of the requisite algorithms (and language used).

Methodology identified and appropriate.

Requirements need to be more explicitly defined .




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	18/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6.25/10

	Comments:

Results provided are analysed and evaluated well but overall this section lacks thoroughness. More details regarding the how the accuracy calculations were performed would be helpful here as would a discussion and analysis of the relationship between training data corpus size and accuracy of predictions.

Results appear to show a complete system that performs very well – let’s hope this is confirmed during the demonstration. 

Analysis of multithreading timing results are very helpful and have served to inform later design/development iterations.

Conclusions a little harsh regarding success of the project overall, I think.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	13/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:


An excellent, working piece of software that produces some good results.  A shame it was not able to do this in real time.  Accuracy appears to be very high, but more analysis and discussion is required.

Results appear to show a complete system that performs very well – let’s hope this is confirmed during the demonstration. 











	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5.75/10

	Comments:

Abstract could better summarize results/conclusions.
The organisation of the report needs working on – some parts of the report where spread over several section and perhaps the quality of the report would be improved if some ideas/discussions were placed together in the same section
Good references used -  well donel.  You call it a bibliography. Should it not be reference section?
The reflection could be better organised and more detailed.
Glossary provided (positioning of this is unusual) but is a little selective – some definitions need expanding and terms need to be consistently used throughout.   
Some minor grammar and typographical errors.
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	/100
	/100
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	66/100







