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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	11/15

	Comments:

The introduction is a little on the brief side, but the aims and objective are stated quite clearly.

Are there any stats on medication non-adherence?
It would have been helpful to include some screenshots of existing apps, although it is good that their features have been noted. 

The idea of using an IoT device is an interesting one, and there is some good discussion of existing systems and their strengths/weaknesses.

A bit more investigation of the Web Interface side would be good, no need to limit to storing locally, the raw data can be uploaded. 


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:

Methodology considered clearly. Requirements are also well considered. 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	18/25

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

	Comments:

Functional testing has been carried out well, it would have been nice to have some usability testing/investigation into whether users felt the project was suitable for their medication needs. It is true that COVID19 has interfered a little with this, but nevertheless some feedback could have been recovered. 

Conclusion/Future work is a bit on the short side. I would have liked to see more on how the system would have been released to a wider audience and how this might have been managed.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	11/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
I would have liked a bit more content on the software development side from a software development student, I feel that the hardware aspects have been over-emphasised. It is a pity that the software aspects stay onboard the device – although it’s stated this is for security reasons it feels like a bit of an excuse not to do it! Nevertheless, some good implementation work. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

	Comments:

Well laid out report and suitably numbered etc. Occasionally I felt that some proof-reading would have been helpful, but well-written on the whole.

Reflection is a bit brief.
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