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FINAL GRADE

67/100

CAE George Goddard
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

You have some reasonable use of literature in your
discussions, especially in the early sections,
although the range of sources used in support of
the statements made could have been more
extensive. In the later sections of the report where
you discuss the limitations of CAE and present
your conclusions from the work, there ideally
would have been literature support worked into
these areas as well to add further validity to the
discussions. 

You demonstrate a good overall understanding
and knowledge of the use of CAE tools within the
industry, well demonstrated in your literature
review section where you have presented some
nice industrial contextualised examples of its
employment. Your background sections shows a
reasonable amount of information about the
different CAE phases and options. 

It is good to see that you have noted the
requirement to validate the software prior to use,
and the validation study appears to have been
conducted as expected. You could have presented
the values from your validation study as
percentage variances to the baseline numbers to
make it more obvious how much deviation there
was. You could have gone into more detail about
why the mesh sizing was affecting the results and
how this impacts the overall accuracy of the
simulations outside of just this simplified case.  

Your iterative approach to the designs was good to
see and you have given consistent information
when presenting the results of your simulations.
You could have gone into a bit more detailed
analysis with the post-processing you conducted,
looking in more detail at the specific problem
areas, however the overall approach makes sense.
There was also scope to give a bit more



explanation about how analysis of one design then
led to the next design. 

Although from the work presented it would appear
that you have done a decent job of using the
software to model and simulate the situation
asked of you, there was limited evidence of how
this was achieved in the report. You did not at any
point present images of the other components or
the final assembly that the simulations were
conducted upon which was a shame. However,
from the results, it would appear that the
boundary conditions have been correctly applied. 

Overall, you have produced a decent report here
that has covered many of the areas expected of it,
although more analytical depth could have been
shown in some areas. It was also a shame that you
did not highlight your own use of the CAE software
more as there were marks lost due to this that
were easy to obtain. 
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