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Name A~ HU(/LA—N D

Grade %2 Uza

(15%)

further factors

differenices in naive /
experienced gr‘gq&

cross-over between
the groups

of the two main
roups

the two main groups

SECTION EXCEPTIONAL MERITORIOUS HIGHLY COMPETENT PAss FaIL
COMPETENT
6 5 4 3 2 1
1) Site Descriptions | 6+ similarities or Assimilarities or 2 similarities or Material provided in | Names and dates None supplied
(10%) differences \differences differences task description only
2) User Groups Consideration of Consideration of _'C{jnsj_dcmlion of Detailed description | Brief description of None supplied

3) UX Elements
(30%)

Identifies and
discusses >6

Identifies-amd —

discusses 6 elements,

Identifies and
discusses 5 elements.

Identifies and
discusses 4 elements

Identifies and

discusses 3 elements.

Identifies and
discusses <3

elements. Includes In@:{les naive and Includes naive and May include naive May include naive elements
naive and experienced users experienced users and experienced and experienced
experienced users — users users
4) UX Element >4 examples, fully 4 ex’dmples. fully, 3 examples, fully 2 examples, fully 1 example, fully 0 examples
Interaction (10%) referenced -(cfcrcnged__}/ referenced referenced referenced
5) Problem UX >4 examples, fully 4,eﬁam1'!l'es fully 3 examples, fully 2 examples, fully 1 example, fully 0 examples
Elements referenced freferenced referenced referenced referenced
(15%) R o
6) Game Impact >4 examples, fully 4 examples, fully) 3 examples, fully 2 examples, fully 1 example, fully 0 examples

FRes o Ale VL \** RIS 1\

(10%) referenced referenced - referenced referenced— referenced
7) Breadth of All references are Almost all Two thirds of Hﬂl’fr of lcfe}cnc\s are | Only references No references
research journal/white papers | references are journal | references are journal | ]oumal papers or websites
(5%) or books papers or books | papers or books \ books P
8) Writing / Reads like a Good use of 7o | Clear sectioning of S abelling of Basic use of No clear structure;
Document technical review signposting; goo content; labelling of | tables and figures; introduction, body incomprehensible
Presentation article use of English; tables | tables gndﬁgures; clearly needs spell- and conclusion;
(5%) of figures and tz:ﬁ% reasonable English and grammar- English is
checking comprehensible.
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