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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	12/20
	/15

	Comments:
The student presented a well-structured introduction his aim was clear and the expected outcome was clear too. 
His objectives was a bit too much, where I think he could have combine some of these objectives in one, and rewrite them to make more since. 

His Literature review was divided in two chapters: Background research, which needed a bit more organisation and re writing in some parts. But most of the technologies discussed make sense. 
His related work chapter is stronger and the related work discussed is suitable the methods of describing what, why and how is clear but in some places the discussion felt a bit brief. 
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The methodology is part of his introduction chapter. His choices of methodology make sense but the discussion and the analysis was brief. 
The students included a risk assessment and project schedule. 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	13/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	4/10
	/10

	Comments:
The outcome of the experiment was successful, but the student could have tested the device with someone who is more expert in the sign language and recorded his feedback. 

Conclusion is very brief, and lacks the final discussion of the findings. 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	10/15
	 -

	Comments:
The experiment is well thought of the important information are all available in most parts. 
A good and appropriate application of established methods, materials, tools and/or techniques. Clear appreciation of the context of the application. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	2/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	7/10
	/10

	Comments:
There is no real reflection on the project or the result but the stunt showed some in some parts throughout the dissertation. 
The report is well structured and reads well in most parts. Can communicate well, confidently and consistently in a suitable medium for the audience.
Work is coherent, fluent, well-structured and organised.

Referencing is mainly consistent but there is lack of referencing in some parts I.e., section 2.1.2.1 or 2.1.1.3.
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