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	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	/25
	9/15

	Comments:
One of the objectives should be to perform a literature review in order to identify the current state of the art.
The opening sections on general AI aren’t really necessary; it would be better to go straight into a discussion of machine learning and data mining. Overall there is a lot of stuff which is related to the topic but not necessarily relevant. I would have liked more on the specific tools and techniques that will be used rather than a general discussion. Very little of it was actually about sentiment analysis and topic modelling.
Figure 2 needs better explanation. What does it produce?
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	Review
	Analysis
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	5/10

	Comments:
That there are legal issues implies that there are ethical questions that need to be discussed within this section.
Prototyping is a practice, not a methodology.
The list of requirements is very weak; what does the system need to do beyond allow the user to paste a text block into it? If you’re going to define use cases then include the use case diagram.
More explanations are needed about how things like Vader/Gensim work, not just how they are used.
No consideration of any ethical issues.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	Problem Definition
	-
	-
	/10
	-
	-

	Results and Discussions
	/30
	/30
	/30
	/30
	17/30

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

	Comments:
The figures are presented but not explained well. The graphics themselves are difficult to understand.
Good consideration of the likelihood that most social media communications will be negative, but this should have been considered in the literature review.
Surely the addition of a specialised word list for DVLA analysis should be a recommendation too?
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	10/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
There’s a lot of detail of what was done, but not why it was done. Many more explanations are needed.
As evinced in the viva, a lot of work was done on data cleansing which was not mentioned in the report.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Comments:
The abstract should be in the past tense and no more than 1 page long.
Good usage of tables of content etc., and a useful glossary of abbreviations.
Well signposted.
Very well presented and well written, although there is a tendency to expect figures to explain themselves.
Reflection considers both the skills learned and the broader work-related context.
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	/100
	/100
	/100
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	60/100







