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A solid project with an interesting premise, although it was limited somewhat in the final testing phase by the Covid-19 pandemic.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	13/15

	Comments:
Clear abstract, although it should provide the results.
Good background to the problem. Aim and objectives are clear, but not particularly SMART. The defined process is good.
Good survey of existing systems. Good to see consideration of usability and security issues. DPA2018 treats health data as sensitive personal data and protects it accordingly. Overall a strong literature review, if a little humanities-focused in places.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:
The Gantt chart would be better below the table. The description of the process is very strong, but the there is no consideration of the actual research methodology used, nor of the development methodology.
Details of prototyping and piloting of the surveys would have been useful. The pie chart on p35 does not match its label, and overall there are some data visualisations that are a bit challenging to interpret.
Good description and categorisation of the requirements, but how were these originally identified? Good use of appropriate software engineering diagrams. UI and database designs are rather simplistic.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	19/25

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

	Comments:
Discussion of the results of the initial survey are strong. Good use of the SUS for usability testing. The conclusions and recommendations are sensible, although they focus mainly on the software rather than the infrastructure that surrounds it.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	10/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Development is discussed, including technical issues raised during the process. The UI and database implementations are rather simplistic, and it would have been better to have a more graphical score reviewing mechanism.
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	Review
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	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

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

	Comments:
Very well written but the ordering of some sections is weak. App requirements and development should come before the results of testing the app. Feature-driven development should be documented in the methodology section. Solid reflection considering more than just the technical issues.
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