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FINAL GRADE

76/100

Andrew Curtis 1706668 ULA Rocket Hardware Challenge
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Comment 1

Good summary
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Comment 2

Good - by stating this you can refer to solve times later in the report.

Comment 3

Good explanation of Topology
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Comment 4

Figure 3?
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1. Secondary(+)

Good secondary research
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1. Secondary(+)

Good secondary research

Comment 5

Figure 5?

PAGE 11

PAGE 12

PAGE 13

Comment 6

Good explanation of the process that you have undertaken.  An iterative approach is often required.

PAGE 14

Comment 7

Why are you only considering one side in this analysis?

PAGE 15

Comment 8

Good.  You may need to modify your designable and your non-designable material regions.
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1. Secondary(+)

Good secondary research

Comment 9

good
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Comment 10

Ratio

Comment 11

Good.  Unrealistically stiff boundary conditions can lead to very high stresses that would not be seen
in reality.
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PAGE 19

Comment 12

Good analysis - although, as you say, this was not necessary.
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PAGE 21

Comment 13

Good comparison of your design with the designs that were chose by GrabCAD - it would be
interesting to know if these winning designs used topology optimisation.

Comment 14

Good - numerical tools such as this are used to complement physical prototypes - not replace them.
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Comment 15

Watch your word count.



RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

ANALYSIS

PRACT. APP. & DEPLOYMENT

SKILLS FOR PROF. PRACT.

GRADING FORM: ACM ROCKET BRACKET

ANDREW CURTIS 75.70
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