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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Generally a fairly good effort has been made here to implement 2D and 3D morphing. Poor time management appears to have played a detrimental role in the overall results achieved. The final sections of this report have been skimmed over – with some parts missing important detail. 
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A fair lit review.  Time management appears to be an issue.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	11/15

	Comments:
Abstract – Details a brief overview of the project aim.
Introduction to the field of study – with aims and objectives clearly outlined
A good review of the relevant literature has been undertaken to support the aims of the project.


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:
Appropriate methodologies identified – with strengths and weaknesses discussed – good.

The requirements / design section describe key features within the design and implementation of the software application needed to ensure success. This section tends to read more like an ‘I did this’ list rather than a software design/requirements specification.
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	Review
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	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	15/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4.5/10

	Comments:

A fair evaluation of the project has been documented in respect to addressing the research aims and objectives.
Time management has been identified as an issue that has affected the results achieved. However, apart from integrating this program within a virtual reality environment, the project aims have been achieved.
The only results produced are visual – no quantitative analysis has been undertaken to ascertain the computational impact of running the algorithm. This could easily have been graphed using mesh complexity vs computation time and/or set up time. This is a shame as the analysis fails to utilise the proposed research methodologies identified.

Conclusions and recommendations are fairly poor. 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	12/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

A good attempt has been made to address the practical aims and objectives for this project. The application of a 2D testing framework was used to underpin the final 3D implementation. This appears to have been a sensible approach to take – with good visual results achieved. Although the final code has not been integrated within a virtual environment – this is a minor point.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5.5/10

	Comments:
A fair reflection undertaken that identifies some aspects of the project where improvements could be made. Time management appears to be a factor in the overall results achieved.

The quality of the report is generally very good – well written / structured document. Well referenced throughout.

It is a shame that the final sections covering the results / analysis / conclusions and future work have not been given the same attention as the initial sections covering the literature review and methodologies. This does adversely affect the overall quality of the report produced.
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