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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Overall, Excellent work. Well set aim and objectives. Adequate literatures referred to the work. Adequate design, implementation and analysis on the results done. The flow of the report is very good. 
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
An Excellent piece of work which was professionally done, with a good abstract and well written introduction to the project.  The aim and Objectives were outlined and easy to measure. A good literature review with analysis of relevant and credible sources, and results discussed with appropriate illustrations. Overall, this is excellent work
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	18/20
	/15

	Comments:
The abstract must be an overview of the complete project work and not detailing the structure of the project. Started well with outline of the project. Abstract could have been tailored with appropriate information. Very well introduced the background information/scope of the project covering existing networks, mobile enablement etc. The aim and objectives set for the project were very detailed. 

Adequate, detailed, and relevant reviews of credible literatures. Critical appraisals done. 
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:

The methodology is good. However more clarity required. Explained on research approaches, methods etc. The approach adopted in your project work could have been discussed more elaborately. Including the project cost, resources etc adds value. Could have added contingency plan.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	22/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	7/10
	/10

	Comments:
Excellent analysis on the implemented design. Well classified results. “Benefits of Deployment of Single Management Pain?” – Proof-reading could have avoided these typos. Benefits discussed. Recommendations on future work given.  
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	13/15
	 -

	Comments:

Adequately documented design and implementation. High level overview of the design gives better understanding. However, could have used adequate labelling in the high-level overview and cited to the appropriate design and implementation in the later part of the document (Eg: Device configuration policies, Device enrolment etc) to understand the flow of the report.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	8/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	9/10
	/10

	Comments:
Reflection on personal experience (what transferable skills you learned), with project/technical skills documented. Good quality report, evidence of excellent professional practice.
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