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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:

A very good start – a reasonable introduction and a strong literature review.
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	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:
The methodology is short but appropriate and the survey design is well thought-out.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Comments:
Appropriate results, however the conclusions and recommendations are fairly short.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	11/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
A good Java implementation, especially within the context of a single student completing a group project.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	4/10
	/10
	/10
	2/10

	Quality of Report
	3/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Comments:
A very brief reflection.  Document quality could be better – a strong start, but significantly diminished at the end.
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