MAJOR PROJECT -   Final Report – 55%

	Student Name:
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Ethan Randell

	Title of Project:
	LOD iInvestigation

	Supervisor:
	A Baker

	2nd marker: 
	G Dickers

	Course:    
	BIT     BusComp    CIS    CNets    CSE      Electrical      
Games      Mobile     TRE     SE     Web                                 (please circle)

	Project Type:    
	Survey     Review     Experiment     Development            (please circle)



		                           
	
	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark





	

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark





	42.5

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

	




Signature: …G Dickers………..........................……   Date: ………21/5/2019…….............…….....……..

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	
2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	8/15
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Covers essential concepts and topics related to LOD and included a piecemeal historical review of computer generated graphics – interesting but was all this necessary?
Appropriate development platforms/engines reviewed.
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A detailed review and discussion of relevant methods for research and development.  Choices made were appropriate for the project though more detail, please, regarding how you adapt these methods for an individual.  Some minor clarifications required.
Project requirements/ design provided.  Some more detail required in places.  Overall the requirements are basic and design lacks sophistication but it does satisfy in a minimal way the aims/objectives.
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Some missed opportunities here.
No real quantative evaluations.  No timings/graphs showing effect of changes in LOD.
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Discussions provided – recommendations too- a little superficial at times.
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