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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A limited number of references limited the study.
Slight repetition could have been avoided for a better flow.
Overall some good research work and experimentation.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Engagement with Literature Skills
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	11.5/20
	/15

	Comments:
The introduction gives a little context to the field but could be a little clearer.
The aim could be a little less verbose and a bit clearer.
Much clearer SMART objectives feeding into the aim.
Some reasonable research questions. Attention could have been given to the order of the introduction for a better flow.

A little more detailed discussion highlighting the gap would have been beneficial.
More citation and referencing would have been beneficial to give credence and back up the points raised more. Some referencing is a little sparse.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
A more detailed discussion of the methodology would have been beneficial.
Some referencing tying the processes back to the literature to justify the process a little more would have been desirable.
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	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	19/25
	/25

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

	Comments:
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	4. Practical Skills
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	11.5/15
	 -

	Comments:

A comparatively strong experiment design / implementation. Good description makes this repeatable.
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	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	0/10
	/10

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

	Comments:
No reflection?

Quite a bit of unnecessary repetition could have been avoided to produce a terser report.
Overall however a good quality report, well laid out and generally good flow.







