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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	8.5/15

	Comments:
Abstract a little brief – no summary of findings.
Use of language - some occasional slips.

Some sections could be improved with more precise language and some sections are too brief and need contextualization within the problem space.   Some examples demonstrating the methods described would have helped too.  No review of existing datasets or pre-trained networks.

Otherwise, essential ideas covered.  I was expecting a more thorough and well integrated chapter here. 
References appropriate.

	 
	Survey
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3.5/5

	Comments:

A good review of methods appropriate to the project were in evidence.  Appropriate research methods, etc. identified and arguments for choice provided.  The Development methodology implies multiple team members and so an explanation of how this method can be used (altered too) by just one person is needed here.

Suitable libraries for DNN and pre-trained networks identified.  Good.  Appropriate language and libraries/packages selected and applied-  good. 
Requirements analysed are implicit in the discussion, design and implementation, however, when enumerated, these should be more detailed, explicit and numerous.  Several UML diagrams used appropriately.  Class diagrams?
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	12/25

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

	Comments:

The system is tested and this is documented in the results.  The evaluation is brief (though test schedules include results).  A shame – this could have been an excellent part of the project.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	12/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Use of several libraries and APIs together demonstrates good SE skills – well done.  OpenCV, QT, Python and relevant packages – very good.  Faces identified correctly and reliably from the (limited for ethical reasons) database. Good.  The final part of updating a simple register spreadsheet is not complete.  Still, a very good attempt.
s
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	3/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6.5/10

	Comments:

The refection is implied at very points in the project but this is not sufficient.  You need to include a reflection section.
The report is well structured with good use of references but some parts need more work.
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