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An excellent project with a market ready IoT device created. Brought together many areas of theory and practice with excellent analysis 
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	12/15

	Comments:
Intro states aim and objectives and gives an excellent introduction to the problem area. 

The Lit Review contains appropriate research on the diverse areas in IoT and Web research. Very well structured given this diversity. I’ have liked to see content of Usability as this is applied later. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:
The Methodology chapter gives aa well presented outline of choices in research and development methodology. Excellent discussion and exploration of alternatives. 
Thorough Requirements Analysis with excellent evidence of engagement with stakeholders (including the lizards!). Design stages for hardware and software were well synthesized.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	23/25

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

	Comments:
There was an excellent evaluation plan, it was pleasing to see in depth explanation of the meaning of results and that the system performed so well, exceeding expectations for an undergraduate project.
Conclusions were thoughtful and details of the few changes needed were included as well as the potential of the hardware and software created.  

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	14/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	A professional standard of IoT hardware and software development which was explained with reference to theory, an extremely strong submission.










	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

	Comments:
The Reflection Chapter provides thorough insight, there are good reflective elements included.

 The Report is very laid out. A strength was the inclusion of designs and photos to bring home the excellent product completed. 


	

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	84/100







