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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

10/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

13/20

ANALYSIS

16/20

Research includes many relevant points, but there 
should be more content to meet the 
requirements. However, there is relevant research 
for the solutions with ref sources and supporting 
images. 
Good number of ref sources.10/20

Good informative spec with good relevant points 
included. 7/10
Good solutions considered with good arguments 
and ref source for each.
Evaluation for chosen solution should have been 
more detailed and used a table method. 6/10

Table of results with evidence for the system is 
very good and a good explanation to support test 
results. 8/10
Very good conclusion with very significant points 
relative to the industry. 
Good relevant recommendation that will probably 
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Planning uses a plan chart and a chart with plan 
and actual timeline comparison with explanations 
to support. Discrepancies have been explained. 
4/5
Solutions are good arguments for practical 
implementation and ref source for each. There 
should have been a more effective evaluation. 
6/10
Implementation is very detailed with plenty of 
evidence. 7/10

A very good structured report and very well 
presented.


