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A good project investigating the usability of progressive web apps. The main areas for improvement are the overall evaluation and analysis of results.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	10.5/15

	Comments:

A good introduction to the project but the project aim and objectives could be better defined. The literature review demonstrates a generally, very good awareness of the concepts associated with the project topic for the sections on app development. More in-depth research, however, is required for the section on usability, while the section on “Fitness Industry” would have been better in the Introduction chapter of the report. To further improve the quality of the literature review, the reference sources consulted should be expanded to include more academic and peer-reviewed sources. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:

Broad overview of the research and development approaches adopted. There is, however, some mix-up in the use of the terminologies. For example, development methods discussed as research methods, the use of data mining, etc. Generally, the discussion of the research and development methods, and the requirements needs to be expanded upon and include the use of CASE tools to support the design and development processes.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	10.5/25

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

	Comments:

The results discussed are satisfactory. Generally, there is little evidence to support and show the actual use of the SUS questionnaire and especially for the pre-study evaluations carried out on the JD website and “Home Workout: Fitness Trainer” app. The discussion and presentation of the results obtained from the implemented project is also weak. In the first instance, the PWA evaluation results from the Lighthouse tool should have been discussed and evaluated. For example, show average score across all pages and not just present the results from the best pages, improve or discuss what needs to be done for the best practice score (one of the suggested fixes was a simple fix, remove the JS from pages that did not need it). The discussion of results should also show a breakdown of the SUS scores obtained. The presentation of the results also require improvements such as using better labels on graphs to aid the reader’s understanding e.g. strongly disagree to strongly agree instead of numerical values 1 to 5. Alternatives to pie charts would also have been better for one/two graphs.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8.75/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

A simple, but good implementation featuring the basic requirements of a PWA using HTML and CSS, and a simple JS function. Some things to note: the inclusion of the JS file on every page was not necessary as not all pages needed its functionality and this was what caused some of the errors you were getting and impacted on the Lighthouse evaluation results. Overall, it would have been nice to see some more dynamic functionality e.g. for the calendar, you could have used JSON to simulate this behaviour. There were also some issues on smaller screen devices.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	3.25/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:

The report is of a good standard, but some improvements are also needed. Even though the report is submitted electronically, you still have to follow the formatting requirements. Some things to note: use the formatting features in your word processing software to improve line spacing (change the line spacing from single-line spacing to 1.5 lines), format heading levels, and adding captions to tables/figures. Aim to improve your understanding of the use of apostrophes, and perform a spelling and grammar check. A basic reflection has been provided. 
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