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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	8.5/15

	Comments:
The introduction does not provide much insight into the purpose or the background of the project. Also the aims and objectives needed to stated more formally.
A literature review is intended to collate information from a number of sources, debate its relevance and provided evidence in support of both the field/topic being investigated and the approach to be undertaken. This literature review is just an account of a number of sources and provides little analysis of the content of the sources.


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:
Research methods discussed and the waterfall development methodology was selected. I would liked to have seen more discussion of alternative development approaches and methods to establish more formal software design approaches.

A brief set of requirements are provided, but it is not clear how they were obtained nor how they are relevant to the aim of the project. There is no formal design presented, there are some drawn GUI prototypes provided.
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	15/25

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

	Comments:
Results are a little hard to evaluate since they broadly consist of measurements obtained by running a number of benchmark tools on a set of machines. No test results are presented for the website developed, therefore it is difficult to assess the purpose or importance of this website.

The conclusion section does not come to any particular conclusion. Also recommendations such as creating new benchmarking software are not really relevant.

Overall, I am a bit confused although it is clear a significant amount of work has been completed.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
It was not a particularly complicated application to build and it was not very clear why this application was required nor how it contributed to the overall results.
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	Review
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

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

	Comments:
Unfortunately, this project was fairly limited and this was reflected in the confusing presentation of report which probably did not reflect the capabilities of the student. Even having read the entire project I still do not understand why this project was necessary or interesting.
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