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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

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

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	20/25
	/15

	Comments:
Abstract lacks vital information about the project. This is not a paper. This is a project report. Well written Introduction. Covers the background. However, more details on the methods and significance could have added value to the work. Very well done Literature review. Critical analysis done. Could have reviewed more literatures and summarised them to give an overview.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5
	/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	/10

	Comments:
Project planning aspects and discussions around this is missing in research methods. Could have had a detailed discussion on the research model/ framework that is involved in this project.   
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	Problem Definition
	-
	-
	/10
	-
	-

	Results and Discussions
	/30
	/30
	/30
	20.5/30
	/30

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6.5/10
	/10

	Comments: Results gathers and discussed. Could have discussed the outcomes and concluded with strong arguments. Recommendations made as required. 
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	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	12/15
	 -

	Comments: The experimental design and implementation is structured well. However, more clarity on how the survey maps the project required. Questions like how many participants, whats the background and how statistically the survey is associated with the implementation and analysis needs clarity. 
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	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5
	/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Comments:
Could have reflected on personal/ transferrable skills learned by doing this project. The quality of the report is good. 
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