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Overall Quality of the Study
1. Good research question?
The questions are well posed and considered.
2. Appropriate research design?
The indicated approach uses existing methods for text and content analysis, with page scraping to source the input sentiment information needed.
3. Rigorous and feasible methods? 
There is a clear idea of what is needed, and a detailed appreciation of the underlying and unavoidable difficulties in the application.  The causality problem is highlighted.  The only real solution is the use of a long-term longitudinal study, which is not feasible on the timescales of the Masters project.  However, the case study approach in this kind of short term proof of concept is entirely appropriate and should yield some interesting outcomes.
Quality of the Proposal
1. Informative title
Fine.
2. Self-sufficient and convincing abstract
No abstract is included.
3. Clear research questions 
The direction of the work is laid out in some detail, with sensible staging in the objectives.
4. Scholarly background and rationale 
Nice, clear indication of the need for the work and its importance.
5. Relevant previous work
The literature survey is extensive and based on credible research work.  It is properly selected and sequenced, and forms a good introduction to the topic.  Really a very good piece of work.
6. Appropriate population and sample 
The required data is available, and in sufficient quantities to allow an ANN (convolutional or recurrent in this case) to be applied.  Creation of a training set, a validation set and a test set should be readily feasible.
7. Appropriate measurement and methods 
Yes, although it needs breaking down further into specific outcomes at defined stages in the work.
8. Sound analysis plan 
No problems here.
9. Ethical issues well addressed 
Gets the basic ethical issues across.  This may need revisiting to put in full compliance with university requirements.
10. Realistic timetable 
No timescale presented in the report.  This needs to be addressed.
Quality of the Presentation
1. Clear, concise, well-organized
The report is well structured and put together, informative and easy to follow.
2. Helpful table of contents and subheadings 
Fine.
3. Good schematic diagrams and tables 
The report doesn’t use any visual presentation in its content.
4. Limited typographical errors
There are some spelling and grammatical errors, but not at a level to detract from the readability of the work.

Overall
Overall, this is a good piece of work.  The project is interesting and uses appropriate skills.  It is well-directed in terms of its intent, and the problems addressed are significant.  The methodology is appropriate.  The algorithmic approach is credible and based on the best of current practices.
It lacks a time plan (which needs to be done soon, as a matter of importance for scheduling your effort and use of resources).  
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	Generic Assessment Criteria 
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
.
	20
	

	
Excellent.  A good literature survey based on quality sources




	
	
16

	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills

	20
	

	
The report shows a depth of knowledge on the topic, and an appreciation of the current methods for its solution.




	
	
16

	
	
	

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills

	30
	

	
The development of the work and the chosen approach is valid, particularly in the use of scraper technology to source sentiment material for analysis and the choice of learning methods.


	
	
24

	
	
	

	4. Practical Application Skills

	10
	

	
The report is appropriately presented and well written in general.  There are a small number of grammatical and spelling errors, and be careful of the automatic formatting with Word (see the “accidental” sub-section 3.1 as an example).

	
	
7

	
	
	

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice

	20
	

	
Good desk research skills evident in the work.  It needs more indication of resource and time planning (it is missing anything in this area).


	
	
12

	
	
	



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	75%

	
	Up to 1 week late (50% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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