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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
The expected structure has been applied perfectly.  It is clear, detailed and provides for a logical flow within the work.

	10
	10

	(ii)Literature Review
The literature review provides an excellent basis for the rest of the work.  It is clear and outlines various contexts to then understand the work, including a historical context.  A background to the site and the wider project on which this work is based is also provided.  Where Latin names are provided, these should be italicized and the common name also given.

	10
	8

	(iii) Research Methodology
A very detailed description of the method applied is provided.  Links to literature and previous testing are well applied.  There could have also been an outline of any of the key limitations outlined within this section, although these are very well provided later in the document.

	10
	8

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
The concept of the work is very strong, and also continues ongoing research in a new way.  The work appears well planned and executed.

	10
	8

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
The analysis is two-fold – some analysis of existing data to establish trends, in relation to tree mortality and using a number of variables.  Following this, analysis of the data collected as part of the research, including various descriptive statistics and development of contour maps.  The analysis is very thorough, with clear links to other published studies for interpreting the data.  Contour maps have been provided; these need to be larger within the document to aid legibility.  The discussion is also clear in relation to the concept of phytoremediation of the land / site in question.
	30
	22

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
The abstract is a clear summary of the work, including results and the key conclusion.  The conclusion is also clear, although it would have been beneficial to outline whether this method could be applied to other similarly contaminated land in the locality.  It is also clear in relation to the challenging nature of the issue, and that the work only addresses a small aspect of this overall.  The limitations are excellent.

	20
	16

	(vii) Referencing
There is a wide breadth of sources used within the work.  Citations are applied according to Harvard convention, as is the reference list.  There is also clear reference to existing research from the site.  Minor errors are noted.

	10
	8

	Other Comments
This work is of publishable quality and this should be investigated further.
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