MAJOR PROJECT -   Final Report – 55%

	Student Name:
	Callum Cross

	Title of Project:
	Develop a Node.js Web Application with RESTful Based API and MongoDB

	Supervisor:
	Mike Dacey

	2nd marker: 
	Kemi Ademoye

	Course:    
	Computing      BIS       DIS      CNC      EE     EEE     
Games      SE     Web                                 (please highlight)

	Project Type:    
	Survey     Review     Experiment     Development          (please highlight)



		                           
	
	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

[bookmark: _GoBack]See other sheet



	


45

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A satisfactory project. The project aim and objectives have not really been defined and this has had an overall impact on the project. The project title, while it mentions the software tools and frameworks used, is somewhat misleading, as it does not really reflect what the student was trying to achieve.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	6/15

	Comments:

The introduction and literature review are quite basic. Generally, the project aim and objectives have not really been defined. The overall project description and focus needs to be clearer. A very limited number  of reference sources (4) have been consulted and is generally made up of mostly “quoted sentences and paragraphs” from these sources. The limited discussion needs to demonstrate a more critical review and evaluation literature review and needs to have some connection to the project title. Having a well-defined project aim and set of objectives would have helped in determining the direction of the literature review. Also, note that the title of the literature review chapter is wrong – you have called this the research methodology. The citation format also requires improvements.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	1/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2/5

	Comments:

The aim of the methodology section is to document the why and how of the procedures you used in order to generate the solution to the project. A very basic development methodology has been included while you have not included a research methodology. The choice of the development methodology is not appropriate as the project is being developed by a one-man team, thus the discussion of managers, customers/users, designers, etc. is not relevant. Requirements and design simply identifies the software libraries and frameworks used, but does not really discuss how they are being used in the context of the project. Again, the lack of a defined project aim and objectives is noticeable and the discussion of tools is more akin to a kitchen-sink approach.

	

	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	11/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Comments:

Some results have been presented, however, it is not very clear how these results have been generated. It would have been expected that this would have been discussed in the initial section under Project Analysis, which simply more or less states that "it worked". The experimental process to test and generate results has not been well defined and the evidence to support how the results shown in the presented graphs has been generated is very weak. The results discuss users whereas for this type of experiment you would expect to use a load testing tool/simulator. However, the demo has provided some clarification on how some of the timings were calculated but no clarity on how user results were generated.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	10/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

A good implementation of a simple application, but the function of the development in the context of the project is unclear and generally gives the appearance of playing around with some technologies. The viva demo, however, has partly cleared up the role of the development in the project to some extent.
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Comments:

A satisfactory reflection has been provided. You have been taught JavaScript in a number of modules and would know this if you had actually attended lectures. Generally, the overall report requires improvements as it has the appearance of a last minute rush job rather than a project that has been given some thought, and worked on over a period. Some other things to note: even though the report is submitted electronically, you still have to follow the formatting requirements. Use the formatting features in your word processing software to improve line spacing (change the line spacing from single-line spacing to 1.5 lines) and to carry out a spelling and grammar check. See comment above about excessive quoting from reference sources.
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