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Overall, good background research and development process. Documentation of Application development and project evaluation could be enhanced.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	11.5/15

	Comments:

Intro.:
+ Good overview and introduction to the project.
- A paragraph to support project justification with relevant citations could be included at the start.
- A section/paragraph that focuses on the Technical aspect/challenge of the project could be included.
+ Aim and objectives. – Time stamps could be removed at this stage.
+/- Requirements, good in of themselves, but could be located in the Analysis/Design section of the report.
+ Application deliverables.
+ Structure of the report section although not required provides a clear overview of the project sections. V. Good.

Lit. rev.:
+ Good structure provided in the introduction. 
+ Literature review provides a good and clear introduction and analysis of Wellbeing in the Curriculum, Stress in Teaching Staff, Poor Pupil Behaviour Linked to Wellbeing and Applications and Young People. 
– Additional use of multiple citations could be increased in places to strengthen and support key points in the analysis.
+ Application design and Gamification analysis provide valuable insights to inform the application design.
- Usability & Accessibility considerations for Application design not considered.
- Research into existing Well-being applications for education would be very useful here.
+ Conclusion: A good clear summary of main points identified here.

+ Section 2.5 Primary research: adds great value to the project. 
- It could however be moved and located after the Res. & Dev. Meth. Sections to inform Analysis & Design and not part of the Literature review which focuses on secondary research.
+ Some good links identified with the lit. rev.


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:

Meth.: 
+ Although the use of the Res. Onion was not recommended due to an alternative Model being used in the school, the Research Onion is also appropriate and has been effectively used to clearly outline the project’s Res. Meth., Good.
+ Appropriate risks are identified and documented. Good. 
+ Validity, Reliability & Generalisability considered. Good. 
– Additional measure to test validity needs to be included to increase effectiveness and accuracy of data acquisition and analysis. * The need to test the application in multiple classes with different teachers to more accurately assess it’s validity and reliability could be considered. As a recommendation for further research, post-project. (Note: This is identified and documented later on) Good.
* Data collection and evaluation documents appropriate methods, - could be more clearly documented by separate teacher and pupil methods under appropriate headings.
- Interview questions and questionnaire could be documented here.
+ Appropriate Dev. meth. and resources considered and documented. Good.

Req./Design: 
+ Requirements and initial design diagrams clearly documented. Good.





	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	14.5/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:

Results & Discussions: 
+ Unfortunate the usability tests were not able to go ahead, however good evidence of how the usability testing would have been implemented is documented. Good. Appendix adds value here too. Good.
- Discussions/evaluation: Would compare the Secondary with the primary research. Although the usability testing could not be included, the Lit. rev. and School meeting research could be evaluated. This to some extent was documented earlier on in the project at the lit. rev. stage. This could have been revisited here after the development meetings and after the application had been built, to see to what extent the requirements and project objectives had been achieved.
Note: Evaluation page discovered after the Conclusion: There is some good evidence here of the project’s objectives and aim being referred to with reference to the research undertaken. Note: The objectives could be re-iterated here and reference to the level of achievement of each made clearly. 

Conclusion:
- Conclusion starts with content that is appropriate for the development section.
+ Good summary of system test process.
- Conclusion does not identify key findings from earlier sections or comment on the achievement of the project’s objectives and aim.
+ Summary section provides useful summary of key points particularly from the lit. rev. section.
· Reference to the achievement of each individual objective and application requirements could be referred to.
Recommendations: 
+ Recommendations for further research are identified and clearly documented.



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	7/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

Implementation: 
* Screenshot of initial prototype would be useful here.
+ Meeting summary is very useful to see how the development process unfolded. Good.
- Research into professional appropriate content for the Application should also be considered in addition to the pupils opinion, and such content could then be discussed with the pupils. Pupils are not necessarily aware of all the appropriate material that would be useful for them, as professionals in this area and professionally supported sources would. 
- There is no evidence of the technical implementation of the application here. This should be the main focus of the development section e.g. salient code extract and narration for the front-end coding, evidence of the server set-up, salient code extract and narration or the server-side coding and evidence of the database development.
+ Testing: Provides some evidence of technical problem-solving.
+ System Test tables provides excellent evidence of systematic and system wide testing.


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:

Ref.:
Identifies some good key learning points and findings. Open honest and appropriate.

QoR:
+ Table of figures.
- Table of figures could be placed after the Table of Contents.
+ Table of Contents.
+ Appendix: Meeting minutes, Gantt chart, Usability testing sheets. Etc. V. Good.
- P. 50, unable to locate Appendix 1.
* Minor grammar errors in places.
+/- Overall structure is good. - could be improved in places as indicated in feedback comments.
+ Reference list is appropriate relevant and well formatted. Good.
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	/100
	/100
	/100
	62/100







