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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

An excellent project with a solid implementation, however the written component is disappointing.  The application of the design methodology including Agile Modelling is well executed and reported (though the appendix is not referred to in the main document).  The software produced is under-reported but well constructed and functionally complete.  
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Markers in good agreement, decided to go with the mark of the first marker. 
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	11/15

	Comments:

A strong introduction, the aims and objectives of the project are re-stated.   There is also excellent signposting to the later sections of the project. 

Some excellent sections in the literature review, though there are others which more definitions than reviews (e.g. JSON).  I’d like to have seen a little more detail in terms of the technologies discussed and when evaluating these the requirements of the project should be referred to.  The discussion of RUP contains a number of minor errors. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	5
	4.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	5/5

	Comments:

The rational for using the methodology is a little weak, however its application to the project is excellent.  The analysis/design documentation is presented as an appendix but is not linked from the text describing the staged implementation of the project.  Screen shots of the final application are also presented but not linked to the text. 




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	18/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:

Results and discussion of the R & D section into a multi-threaded implementation are well constructed and some effort is made to understand the results obtained.  The student doesn’t really get to the bottom  of these as the relation between cores/threads is not fully explored.  However the rudimentary interpretation of the results informs the development. 

The project is well evaluated against its original aims and compared to the competitors identified in the original literature review.   The conclusions related mainly to the literature review but provide some general observations in terms of the project as a whole and some ideas for future work (though these are poorly articulated).   The developed software compares well to the competitors identified and achieves the aim of the project. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	13/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

An excellent development following the selected methodology and demonstrating good design principles.  The use of key industry technologies is noted and there is even some R & D related to the improvement of an early iteration where performance was a concern.  This makes an excellent BSc project. 



	
	Survey
	Review
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	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4.5/10

	Comments:

The student honestly reflects on their implementation of the project identifying key lessons learned and demonstrates significant self incite. 

The quality of the report is a little disappointing, there are a lot of grammatical errors and incomplete sentences.  More proof reading would have greatly improved this project!
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	/100
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	73/100







