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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	12.5/20
	/15

	Comments:

SMART project aim and objectives have been defined, but it would have been nice if the introduction also indicated the relevance of the project. The literature review demonstrates a good awareness of the concepts associated with the project topic, but needs to demonstrate a more critical review and evaluation. While it is evident that a good range of appropriate reference sources have consulted to inform the literature review section, the literature review needs to be a more critical discussion of the literature and not a just (often) quite brief description of the concepts. When citing reference sources, there is no need to include the full title.
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	Review
	Experiment
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:

Very good choice of research methods, but again the discussion is often brief excluding the details of how the method are applied. Although the project discusses deliverables, it omits the data collection methods applied. A bit of restructuring would have been beneficial in the design and implementation chapter i.e. I would consider combining the sections under problem formulation and design decision. Good description of the implementation approach, but although you have mentioned the use the FDD and MoSCoW approaches in your development methods, you have not actually detailed the requirements/features using any of these methods. 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	20.5/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	8/10
	/10

	Comments:

The well-thought-out experimental setup has led to the generation of a very good set of results for analysis. The analysis of the results is also very good, but the presentation and order of presenting the accompanying discussions could be improved. For example, while you have explained the cost calculation formula well, you have not used the key variables, A to D, in the table of results. Also, while the overall table of results is very good, as you analysed and discussed each metric, you should have presented the results for that metric and I would also consider using a graph to further aid visualisation of results. Side-by-side presentation of results when doing the comparative analysis would also have been beneficial and made it easier for the reader to follow the discussion. Minor comment – the use of double-line spacing for the table also makes the results difficult to read. Very good conclusions drawn, but be mindful of repeating yourself.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	13.5/15
	 -

	Comments:

An excellent and detailed experimental setup and process has been followed. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	7/10
	/10

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

	Comments:

The report is generally well-written and presented, but there is still room for improvement. Aim to improve your use of apostrophes and note the difference between affect and effect. As mentioned above, some sections of the literature review in particular were too brief, which led to quite a few single-sentence paragraphs.
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