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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	16/20
	/15

	Comments:
The introduction is a little brief and I would have liked to have seen fewer objectives,
Good overview of the RFM model and fairly clear discussion of k-mean analysis. Perhaps a little more analysis of k-Means testing should have been provided in order to contextualise its usage in this specific project. There should have been discussion of the nature of the data generated by sites such as trip advisor e.g. what kinds of data do they gather and how clean is that data?
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	Review
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The research methodology could have provided more evaluation of research methods themselves to allow appropriate methods to be selected. However, there is a very nice discussion of the nature of the data and its effects on results i.e. addressing the problem of the curse of dimensionality. A more detailed analysis of development methods should have been provided, rather than just a selection of languages.

Although the requirements are not formally presented and written as a numbered list in “problem formation”, they do address the main issues to be tackled.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

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

	Comments:
The results discussion could have been made a bit clearer, but the methods used for obtain the results are good. A secondary study of TripAdvisor seemed a bit unnecessary but demonstrated the students willingness to stretch himself in this project.
The evaluation section did not provide any overview of the meaning of the results obtained and was too informal.

Again the conclusion contained a general discussion of the work but did not provide an analysis of the overall result(s) of the experiment performed in any detail.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	15/15
	 -

	Comments:
Why were 5 clusters chosen?
How were the names/characteristics of these clusters chosen?
Although there are a couple of questions that remain unanswered in the outlined approach, the standard of the work is very high and provides good arguments at each step of the process.









	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	7.5/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	8/10
	/10

	Comments:
Reflection was appropriate but perhaps focused a little too much on technologies/algorithms used.



	

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	/100







