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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	2/5
	/5
	/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	7/20
	/35
	/20
	/15

	Comments:
The abstract rambles a bit, and doesn’t effectively present the project.
Aim and objectives are stated but are not well focussed. 
Structure is mentioned but has insufficient detail.
The different touchscreen technologies are discussed, but this could have been improved by the inclusion of diagrams showing how they work.
Overall, the literature review covers the basics of the field but is confused and difficult to follow in places.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	1/5
	/5
	/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	7/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
A sensible research approach was selected with some attempt to justify it. SMART objectives are considered (vaguely and repeatedly). Reliability and generalisability are mentioned but not correctly interpreted. No formal methods of data analysis defined.
The survey questions were prototyped with the tutor, but not with a wider group. Each question is discussed in terms of why they are asked and how this links to the literature, but the answers are not always insightful and there are few links to the literature.
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	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	3/10
	/10
	/10
	/10

	Comments:
The results are presented clearly, with some relevant comment but few links back to the literature. Good use of a wordcloud. 
The recommendations are for the Sony Vision, which was only considered briefly and was not the focus of the project.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	4/10
	/10
	/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	3/10
	/10
	/10
	/10

	Comments:
Chapters should start on new pages. Reference numbers should be beside the author names, not at the end of the paragraph. All figures and tables should be captioned, with appropriate tables of figures and tables at the start of the document. Some sections are repeated. Needs both spellchecking and grammar-checking.
Reflection considers some obvious points.
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