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Generally the presentation of the report needed a bit more work and the project need a clearer focus. However, sufficient results were obtained.
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	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	/25
	9.5/15

	Comments:
Introduction is a bit brief and the aims and objectives needed more work.
Good discussion of the various frameworks but the lit review did not provide sufficient discussion of the relevance of this research to this project.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	5/10

	Comments:
Research and development methodologies provided, although it feels a bit rushed. 
No analysis of the requirements and the design provided a number of figures but with little evaluation of the design decisions.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	Problem Definition
	-
	-
	/10
	-
	-

	Results and Discussions
	/30
	/30
	/30
	/30
	15/30

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

	Comments:
Results are a bit strange, they evaluate other developers’ views on frameworks but it is not clear why this is relevant to the aim of the project. The presentation of these results should have been clearer. Some performance tests were provided. Again the relevance to the project is not clear.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	9/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
The design documentation is a bit simplistic, and needed to evaluate the main features and critical implementation decisions.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Comments:
Some reflection provided.
There were a number of spelling mistakes, and the overall presentation needed more work.
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