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	Survey
	Review
	Analysis
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/25
	/40
	/30
	/25
	12/15

	Comments:
Introduction provide a nice background to the project.
The lit review discussed alternative technologies and approaches in some detail. Although some discussion has been provided for performance tools, insufficient detail has been presented on the metrics or the features that can be compared.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Data Collection Process Design
	/15
	 -
	-
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	5/10

	Comments:
Research methodology could have provided more discussion of research methods.
The requirements were very brief as was the design.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	Problem Definition
	-
	-
	/10
	-
	-

	Results and Discussions
	/30
	/30
	/30
	/30
	18/30

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:
A number of software tests were implemented but it was not clear how these contributed to the overall aim of the project. The results of a questionnaire were presented and analysed in sufficient detail. It was not clear how these were related to the implementation.
Also the performance analysis results were too briefly presented and analysed. 
A flaw was discovered in that non-serverless code was running locally in docker while the serverless code was running the cloud. This clearly invalidated the results, but the student acknowledged this mistake late on in the project.
Conclusion is a bit short.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	-
	 -
	11/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	-
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Two different approaches were implemented and tested, using a number of technologies. The discussion of the implementation in the report was very brief, and It was not totally clear how they would be compared.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Quality of Report
	/5
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Comments:
Some reflection provided a bit brief. 
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