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A satisfactory project. The project aim and objectives have not really been defined and this has had an overall impact on the project. The project title, while it mentions the software tools and frameworks used, is somewhat misleading, as it does not really reflect what the student was trying to achieve.



	43

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark
Agreed on
	44




Signature: ………Michael Dacey............……   Date: …………21/05/20....……..

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	5/15

	Comments:
The introduction does not provide the aim and objectives.

A lit review is not provided, it is sort of spread across the research methodology and project requirements.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	1.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2.5/5

	Comments:
Research methodology content is more appropriate for the lit review. 
The requirements are more of an analysis of different technologies available.
There were some flow charts provided for the design.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	10/25

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

	Comments:
Results are a little confusing and some of the figures provided needed clarification. The results seem a bit tenuous because it is not mad clear how the microservice approach would improve performance.
The section marked “evaluation” is actually the conclusion, the “conclusion” section itself is more of a summary of the document sections and a bit pointless.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
It was not a complex operation but involved an investigation of Node.js development techniques.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5.5/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Comments:
Unfortunately the reflection is written in a strange way but covers some discussion of his learning process.

The report structure is a bit of mess and the content in certain sections is not appropriate. Section numbering is also very strange.
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