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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	8/15

	Comments:
Covers essential related literature but some areas might need a little more discussion – perhaps.
References used appropriately and some high quality refs cited however there are several electronic refs that could be of a better quality. Some minor typos/ grammar issues.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:
Nephi shows a fair understanding of the subject area and the software implementation also shows an an essential understanding of the problem.  The methodology section is weak but the design section is more detailed – additional use of use cases might have helped the requirements elicitation process the solution.  Choice of Unity appropriate and, given the nature of the project, I agree no need for shortest path calculation -  waypoints suffice.
Discussion of the design of the questionnaire could be more detailed.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	11.25/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4.25/10

	Comments:

A reasonably good interpretation of the problem into a working software tool.  Some issues apparent regarding data collection and some instructions/directions needed updating and correcting.  Results could be more clearly presented but some good feedback obtained to questions. Again evaluation could be stronger.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	6.25/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Code is in Unity and provides the essentials required to investigate the concepts but it lacks sophistication and there remain some problems that need correcting – eg some directions provided were confusing.  Questionnaire design could be better too.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	3.25/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Comments:

Some paragraphs appear to be out of place – perhaps a little more thought could have gone into the structure.  Reflection incorporated into conclusions,etc and could be more detailed.
Some minor grammar and typographical errors.

	

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	44.5/100







