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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

The project demonstrates the development of a working facial recognition system, which shows technical effort and achievement. However, the overall presentation of the report does not meet the expected academic level. The work lacks depth in explanation, critical analysis, and structured presentation
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	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	/5
	2/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	/20
	7/15

	Comments:

The introduction is underdeveloped and does not provide sufficient context for the project. While the aim and objectives are included, they need to be expressed in a more academic and formal manner. 
The literature review lacks structure and does not meet the expected requirements. It reads largely as a collection of facts rather than a critical discussion or synthesis of existing research. There are issues with incorrect citation, and some content—for example, the description of the facial recognition process—is presented without adequate support from relevant literature.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	
	
	/5
	2/5

	Survey Design
	
	
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	
	
	 -
	2/5

	Comments:

Saunders’ research onion framework has been used to present the research methods; however, the diagram included is very generic. While the content is broadly aligned with the research approach and some justification is provided, the explanation lacks depth. The system architecture is not well explained, with only superficial information included. Furthermore, the data collection methods and the chosen evaluation metrics are stated but not justified, which weakens the methodological rigor of the report.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	
	
	/25
	17/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:
The results section presents outcomes from various testing performed on the facial recognition system; however, the presentation is weak. While results are included, they are not clearly structured, and too much information is provided without appropriate analysis or focus. There is no evidence of comparison with findings from existing studies, which limits the depth of discussion. The conclusions and recommendations are included, but they remain at a very basic level. Although the recommendations align with the identified limitations, the section lacks a strong, analytical conclusion that connects back to the research objectives and results. 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	
	
	 -
	12/15

	Experimental Design
	
	
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

The report provides evidence of the developed system, including test results and code snippets.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	/10
	4/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:

The overall quality of the report needs improvement. The content is not well presented and lacks logical flow. Spelling and grammatical errors are noticeable throughout. Citations and references do not meet the required academic standards. The reflection section is very limited and lacks depth, offering only a superficial account without demonstrating critical insight or personal learning.
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