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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.9/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	12/15

	Comments:
A good introduction to the topic under investigation with a clearly defined aim and set of objectives.
A good literature review has been undertaken. However, it would have benefitted from being edited to remove general background information – i.e historical background info etc..
 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3.5/5

	Comments:
Very strong methodology section here.
Very good requirements section that details a set of User Stories and their individual requirements – good effort
Large sections of the design methodology describe the various pitfalls/workarounds faced during the project development. This is more like a journal than a methodology and should be removed or re-written to emphasise the selected methodology used. 
Again, the methodology section is not the best place to detail the implementation specifics. The specifics relating to the implementation of code snippets could have been edited or removed altogether with details of the algorithm moved into the literature review section alongside the discussion of LSB.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	22/25
	21/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	6.5/10
	7/10

	Comments:
Good set of results achieved with comparative analysis undertaken to determine varying levels of compression, modulus values and timings – very good effort.
The conclusions section details (in-depth) every aspect of the project. However, much of the detail included in this section is waffle and should have been heavily edited to ensure the specified word limit is met.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	12/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
A solid project that successfully addresses the project aim – very good
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

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

	Comments:
A great deal of personal reflection evidenced.
The overall quality of the report is very high. However, a more draconian approach to editing would have improved the overall report. 
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