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FINAL GRADE

49/100

Assignment
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

PAGE 1

Comment 1

Good Work,
the first page or the tile page of the report should have the name, student ID,
Module Name, Module code, Title of the Coursework, programme of study. Most of
these are in the title page, but however few are missing.

PAGE 2

Comment 2

Good work

PAGE 3

Comment 3

he abstract should be shorter and limited to one page, summarising all tasks.

PAGE 4

Comment 4

It is better to start from a fresh page

Comment 5

It is better to number each heading

PAGE 5

PAGE 6

Comment 6

It is better to number each page

PAGE 7

PAGE 8



PAGE 9

PAGE 10

Comment 7

the wave guide design screen short is missing

PAGE 11

Comment 8

Good Work

PAGE 12

Comment 9

Electric and Magnetic field vectors and magnitude screen shorts are missing

Comment 10

The dipole antenna, and radiation pattern screen shorts are missing

PAGE 13

PAGE 14

Comment 11

It is better to include more references

GRADING FORM: EMR-MAY 2025 OME

FINN MALLON 48.85
ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

Marks will be awarded based on the extent of research and/or own
reading, selection of credible sources, application of appropriate
referencing conventions. You MUST include evidence of sources that
you have discovered yourself during the course of your own student
centred work.

3.5Poor engagement with essential reading. No 
evidence of wider reading. . Heavily reliant on 
information gained through class contact. Weak 
use of referencing. Each paragraph discussing a 
concept or definition should be supported with a 
citation. Use latest engineering articles or IEEE 



KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

Marks will be awarded for the accuracy of your description of the
concepts and principles of EMW and how this relates to the design
used.

13.75

COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

Marks will be awarded for the quality and validity of your interpretation
of the experimental results gathered. You should consider the
differences between the simulated and theoretical and explain possible
causes for them.
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PRACTICAL SKILLS

Marks will be awarded for the use of the available tools, models and
techniques to explain your results and their relationship to the theory
of the concepts.

papers to enhance technical credibility and 
demonstrate engagement with current research.

Knowledge is reasonably detailed and accurate, 
with a good critical understanding of well-
established concepts and principles of 
electromagnetic radiation. Shows sound 
understanding of waveguide theory, cutoff 
frequency, and the impact of materials. Could 
elaborate further on field distributions and mode 
shapes. A deeper explanation of why a higher 
dielectric constant lowers the cutoff frequency 
would strengthen the analysis. Cutoff frequency 
calculations are not supported by screenshots of 
the port field display.

Limited critical evaluation of electromagnetic 
radiation concepts, with a tendency toward 
description. Theoretical and simulated results are 
compared logically with reasonable accuracy, and 
formulas are applied consistently with supporting 
numerical evidence. However, there is no 
quantitative error analysis. Parts of the conclusion 
are descriptive. Radiation pattern, mode 
screenshots, and electric/magnetic field plots 
(vector and magnitude) are missing.



8.6

TRANSFERABLE SKILLS FOR LIFE

This section will be assessed based on the employability skills gained,
written and presentational quality of the report. Style, structure,
grammar, spelling etc..
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An adequate awareness and mostly appropriate 
application of established methods, materials, 
tools and techniques. Correct use of PEC 
boundaries, wave ports, and lumped ports. No 
mention of mesh settings, solver convergence, or 
computational considerations. Consider adding 
field plots or gain charts for the antenna. the 
wavegudie design screen shorts and antenna 
design screen shorts are missing

Communicates well, consistently using a medium 
suitable for the intended audience. The report is 
mostly well-organised, with clear sectioning and 
logical flow. Mathematical formatting is clean and 
legible. The introduction is too long. Section titles 
and structure are clear. Proper alignment and 
thorough proofreading, proper caption for the 
figures would have improved the overall quality of 
the report.


