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	Review
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	8/15

	Comments:

A reasonable introduction, outlining the principles of the research and the sections within. A little too focused on the latter with too little emphasis on the former.

A fairly good literature review, outlining the existing work in the domain – however, a small number of sources used rather too much.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2/5

	Comments:

The methodology has a few errors in understanding – agile is not a methodology, it’s a set of principles on which a number of methodologies are derived. As such, the precise development practices being used here are unclear. The outline of what you’ll be doing, however, is reasonably good.

The requirements aren’t entirely clear, nor is the design well formalised, but the section is reasonably detailed on some of the surrounding issues.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	6/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:

There aren’t results presented, as such – which is a shame. You have some data in the appendices and outlined in section 4, but could’ve done much more with it, even though the project didn’t pan out as you’d hoped.

Good conclusions and recommendations made, given the status of the project.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

The development was not completed to the standard you’d hoped for, but there is some code present and it’s of reasonable quality. I daresay with another month or two (or starting earlier) you would’ve gotten there.










	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Comments:

A brief reflection section outlining some minor lessons learned.

The overall quality of the document is good.
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