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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Although technically there was some challenge in understanding of AWS that had to overcome, the project itself has not made much progress beyond developing a fairly simple implementation. The report also needed to be clearer in distinguishing between microservices and FaaS.
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A satisfactory project investigating the benefits of micro services. The main areas for improvement are the experimentation process and the process of generating the results for analysis.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	12/15

	Comments:
The introduction is a little short and there were a few too many objectives.
An interesting lit review, there were parts which could have been better written but it provided a good analysis of the technology and benefits.


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	1/5

	Comments:
Research methodology discussed the research onion but should have put more emphasis on comparing research methods and the selection of appropriate methods for this project. 
Also needed to discuss development methodology.

The design section was more an overview of the AWS management console.
No requirements formally identified.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	10/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:
Results presented seem to be drawn from Lambda function calls and are fairly limited. It is a bit confusing.
I think Dan has confused microservices and FaaS, or at least the distinction in the different implementation and testing is not clear from this report.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	7/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

Implementation required a certain understanding of the AWS system and a number of Lambda functions were created. Although the code for these functions does seem fairly limited.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:
Reflection could have provided more discussion on the general learning process and problems encountered.
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