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	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	/25
	12/15

	Comments:

Abstract fails to summarize the findings of the report.
Aims and objectives outlined. 
Intro refers to testing a hypothesis, without first stating what the hypothesis is???

A comprehensive overview of core AR technologies has been reviewed within the literature – good.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	7/10

	Comments:
Methodology section refers to a hypothesis, without first stating what the hypothesis is???
Agile methodologies discussed with various options considered. However, whilst reading this section, it was unclear which agile methodology was actually going to be used for this project. It would have been very helpful to identify the methodologies you were going to use – and then conduct a discussion of their individual attributes.

Methodology conclusion – reference to hypothesis??

Requirements / Design section – generally good. Some additional information re: offensive number plate recognition would have been useful – i.e. how are you going to detect if a number plate is offensive?? Does this require additional software / database connectivity??
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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
	5.5/10

	Comments:

Results identified and discussed to some degree. It would have been helpful to separate the results from the analysis of the results.
This section lacks detail in respect to discussing the limits regarding the minimum number of features required to use AR. Was this accidental? Is the placement of features random/determined by the user? Could the number of features have been graphed to help the user understand this relationship?

Conclusions are somewhat brief providing a general overview of how the project went. A little more detail in this section would have been useful.
Some sensible Recommendations highlighted here.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	9/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Comments:

The report is generally well written. However, at times, it was noted that the use of unnecessarily complex wording/sentence structure resulted in difficult to decipher sections of the report. This was not helpful to the reader. One example: see first sentence of section 9.1 Conclusion – this is illegible.

Poorly formatted document containing large blank spaces within the text.

Sensible reflection conducted - good
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