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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Overall, the work done was good. The intended experiment was done and the outcomes were discussed. However, more efforts, inputs and appropriate references on discussing the outcomes could have added more value to the work.

	

63


	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark


More research could be done in the literature review. The first part of the project was somewhat disappointed.  However, the experiment and the results discussion were the highlight or excellent aspect of the project.  Just the graphical comparison/output was needed.
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	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	15/20
	/15

	Comments:  The introduction and the Literature review covered the required aspects of the project. However, the following aspects require improvisation and refinement. The introduction part could have been more elaborately discussed adding more background work. The objectives could have been listed as points. The Literatures reviewed was very detail elaborating each section. However, a more critical analysis of the reviewed literature could have added value. More literature could have been covered which could have added more inputs to your work on analyzing the results obtained.  
 
The abstract should be a brief summary of your entire work. Could have been more precise rather than elaborately describing with sub-headings.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments: The methodology was not described citing research methods. It was describing the procedures on how was intended to collect values, which is not an appropriate way to describe the methodology. The methodology should be associated with existing/ proven methods to justify that your procedure is appropriate.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	17/25
	/25

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

	Comments:  The result and the outcomes of the results were discussed and an appropriate conclusion was made. However, the discussions and analysis could have been more elaborate based on statistical methods to prove your outcomes. 
 
The reference cited on the evaluation part of your document was just an internet source. Could have compared the outcomes with existing similar research and classified them with charts. 
 
Recommendations could have been more in detail. 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	10/15
	 -

	Comments: The design and experiment were done at different locations to collect the values. The justification for the design and the experiment was given. However, strong and supporting evidence could have been documented for adopting the design and experiment strategy. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	/10

	Comments: You could have documented your reflection more in detail. The report needs more attention in drafting. The tables, figures used in the document are not named/numbered. Chapters could have been numbered.   
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