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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A very good start to the project with Abstract and good introduction but ending was not good. Discussion of Findings could have been improved if proof of concept had been implemented as a result, Discussion of findings were based on reviewed literature only. Overall, an average performance was given.
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The results and discussion were more of an analysis of research literature of MFT rather than design and implementation of experiment. Did not met the objective of an experimental or development project.
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	12/20
	/15

	Comments:

It’s good you have an Abstract, but you wrote it like you write an introduction. Abstract should contain a summary of the actual contents in the project document. Otherwise have well written aim and Objectives. Good scholarly and relevant material reviewed although a wide range of topics/themes could have been discussed
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:

Room of improvement on Methodology.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	16/25
	/25

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

	Comments:
Analysis was done based on available literature and metrics, but more marks could have been gained if proof of concept could have been implemented. You managed to evaluate the project against the set objectives and a gave a good summary of the tasks carried out through out the execution of the project. Manage to give valid point for future research work.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	5/15
	 -

	Comments:

Unfortunately, the implementation of the proof of concept was not done and hence no demo could not be given. Some content from lit review and Methodology could have been discussed under Experimental Design
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	6/10
	/10

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

	Comments:

Reflection could have been better  if you had written it a in a narrative way rather than point form. It would have helped you to make connections between the documented theory and what you did in practice. Quality of report could have been improved.
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