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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark


An excellent project in which the author not only designed and built a good working prototype, but also performed a very effective pivot to change their testing methods to cope with the C-19 pandemic. The inclusion of a user manual is exceptional.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	12/15

	Comments:
Abstract is concise and contains all of the necessary information. Clear statements of problem and purpose. Good explanation of why it isn’t to be tested with patients. Clearly stated aim and objectives.
Good coverage of the range and extent of the potential user groups. Good comparison of features of existing system. Clear consideration of what IoT systems might be able to do within the wider project space, rather than just focusing on what the author wants to do. A solid literature review, from which the author identifies the elements to be carried forward into the next part of the project.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:
Excellent linkage of the validity, reliability and generalisability of the project to the methods used. Good justification of the change in data collection methods given the Covid-19 pandemic. The alternative methods chosen are appropriate. Resources are generally good, though human resources have been omitted. The software development methodology selected is appropriate for the project.
Good set of prioritised requirements, although more could have been said about how these were derived. Interesting to see the incremental development of the hardware design. Consideration has been given to the practicality of the designs for commercial production.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	21/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

	Comments:
Software testing is comprehensive. User testing was not possible under lockdown, but appropriate developer-level usability testing was carried out instead. The software produced clearly meets all of the Must and Should requirements. The hardware meets those requirements not related to the physically printed prototype. More detail on the cognitive walkthrough is needed in the main body of the text, but this is documented fully in an appendix.
A good set of recommendations for a re-run of the project, both hardware and software.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	13/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Very well documented, with clear development over time due to the problems that occurred during the implementation process. Changes made to complete the project under lockdown conditions allowed the author to demonstrate all of the software and most of the electronics issues related to the prototype; only the physical prototype itself was abandoned. Coding decisions are justified. Testing of the code is fully detailed in the appendices with appropriate comment in the main body of the text. More discussion of the design of the interface would be useful, including screenshots, although this is found in the appendices.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

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

	Comments:
Correctly set out tables of contents etc. Good use of list of acronyms. Excellent signposting throughout the report, with clear explanations of not only what has gone into the appendices, but why.
Reflection is synthetic and holistic.
A user manual is provided.


	

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	86/100







