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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A good project with some impressive results.  Some opportunities missed regarding the evaluation of the NN.  You could have compared effect of pre-processing, or network design or datasets used, for instance.
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A fairly good project. 
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.75/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	12.25/15

	Comments:
A well written and structured introduction.  Equally, the lit. review was also well structured, clear and identitified and discussed the relevant topics within the project context.  Very good.  One or two errors in diagrams – see NN review section.
Refs of a good quality and they were used appropriately in general.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.25/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3.25/5

	Comments:

Suitable methodologies identified and argued for.  Nice to see the use of Geron’s machine Learning check list is used.  The use of a suitable prototyping method makes sense given the constraints of the project.

The applications requirements are identified but the design could be better documented here.  A more detailed explanation of how the NN can generate the music is required here.  Is it a generative/discriminative model? 
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	Review
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

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

	Comments:
Suitable questionnaires created and target respondents identified.
Graphs used to describe the results.  The generative neural network used here could have been better evaluated – was only one architecture used?  Why not compare with another?
Good discussion of music genres and reasons for choosing the target genre.  Pre-processing of midi datasets to rationalize keys was interesting.  The effect of these changes could have been explicitly evaluated and compared – a missed opportunity here. 

You could have varied the sequence length to see how it affected the quality of the composition.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	11/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

Some very interesting results here.  The composition(s) generated are impressive.  More discussion of the code implementation and choices of datasets would help.  The code relies on existing libraries – these could be explained in more detail.  Refs to these included in discussion.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Comments:
Reflection covers the expected areas.  Andrew acknowledges the dangers of procrastination and there is a big issue with Covid-19 pandemic.  I am impressed that you were able to find 100+ respondents to evaluate you NN’s compositions.  Well done.
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