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FINAL GRADE

58/100

Assignment1
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Total: 58

1. Engagement with Literature Skills 10, 10 12

- Descriptive use of citations. References
  are included but all sources are websites 
and YouTube; no peer-reviewed
  literature. 

- IEEE reference list format partially
  correct but inconsistent. No real in-text 
citation integration (just listed)

2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills 5, 
5, 5, 5

10

T1Q1 Innovation: - Insufficient knowledge 
and
  understanding of some unit 1
  topic 1 concepts.

T1Q2 Ideation: -
  Several project ideas documented. And 1 



project area selected. Good
  pros and cons analysis supports project 
selection, although further depth in
  justification would strengthen this.

  T1Q2 T-A&Os: - A project title, single Aim, 
and
  brief description clearly documented are 
present but specific objectives are
  missing

  T1Q3 Research: - 3-5 key courses and 
sources documented.
  – The relevance could be briefly described 
i.e. briefly state how each will
  help you to complete your project 
aim/objectives. List of courses/sources is
  provided but their purpose is not explained.

3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills 5, 5, 5, 5 4

T2Q1: 

  - No project
  scope. solution and required 
technologies/resources documented.
  

  - No project timeline and task schedule 
documented.

  T2Q2: - Gantt chart created, documented 
and but impossible to read;
  too small

  T2Q3: - Risks/challenges and contingencies 
clearly documented. Identified
  but mitigation could be further developed 

4. Practical Application Skills 5, 10, 5 18

T3Q1: + A suitable
  Development method to plan and 
complete the project is clearly
  described.

  T3Q2: - Evidence of x2 Design work
  documented. Limited explanation why 
these designs were chosen 

5

8

5



  T3Q3: + Use of several screenshots with 
brief
  description to show some initial practical 
implementation is
  documented. Good

5.
  Transferable Skills for Life and 
Professional Practice 10, 5, 5

14

+ Format, structure and
  presentation. Good 

    - Title page.  - ToC: Table of contents. 

      - Spelling and grammar mostly good,
  but the language is not professional 

Appendix: 

  - No evidence of engagement with 1 
relevant
  course documented.

  + Evidence of use of a relevant Digital tool 
e.g. Project Planning /
  Management tool 

On-time/Late: OT.



Strengths

·      
Clear technical focus and ambition

·      
Strong practical implementation using Unreal Engine

·      
Good evidence of hands-on development

·      
Project idea is feasible and relevant to course.

Areas for Improvement

·      
Very limited academic depth and critical thinking

·      
Innovation section does not meet L5 theoretical
expectations

·      
Weak justification of ideas and design decisions

·      
Gantt chart and planning are unclear and 
underdeveloped

·      
Sources are non-academic and poorly integrated

·      
Writing style is too informal for L5

·     
Objectives are not clearly defined or measurable
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Text Comment.  same as the previous one
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Text Comment.  unnecessary repetition

Strikethrough.
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Text Comment.  impossible to read
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