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FINAL GRADE

21/100

report
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

a.  Introduction to
Multipliers/ Various Multipliers/ Advantages and 
Disadvantages/ Applications of
Multipliers            :2                        

The work is very General. It could be better if more 
points are added in relation with the multipliers. 
The introduction talks about FPGA.
But the assessment task has not been identified 
and diverted from what is
required.                                                     

b.  Background
Research            :6                        

The Main parameters are taken for comparisons. It is 
clear that you have made a research on the multipliers.
Theory based comparisons are made while the 
simulations were missing.

                                                        

c.  Diversity of
sources and Referencing Skills    :2                        

Use of referencing, with no/very few inaccuracies 
or
inconsistencies.                                           

a.  Task 1:
Identifying the correct Multiplier (4), Architecture 
of Brauns Multiplier               :1                           

The identified Multiplier is not done. Very limited 
discussions
were made related to the concepts of Multipliers. 
There is no architecture
diagram is found                                                       

b.  Task 2: Dot
Diagram(4), Architecture of Wallace 
Multiplier                       :1                        

No dot Diagram found. Very limited discussions 
were made



related to the concepts of Multipliers. There is no 
architecture diagram is
found                                                      

a.  Finding
 Critical Path, Longest Delay, Min and Max Delay, 
Power Consumption                      :0          No 
Analysis Found              

                                                 

b.  Innovative
thinking in problem solving and feature 
additions                      :2                        

Generalised statements made with scant evidence. 
Ideas
sometimes illogical and contradictory.         
                                         

a.  Simulation           :0                        

No evidence of Simulation is found.                      
                           

b.  VHDL Coding’s    :0                        

The codes are not relevant to the Module. Very 
Poor
Assumptions are made.                                           

b.  Circuit
Schematic  :0                        

No Schematic Found.                                               

d.  FPGA Synthesis   :0                        

No evidence of FPGA is found.                               
              

a.  Logical order
of ideas, Flow of ideas in the report from the 
beginning to end with
appropriate chapters, sub chapters and 
continuation              :3                        

The flow of the work is good. But many gaps are 
found. There
is no connection with the assessment 
Tasks.                                             



b.  Definitions,
Acronyms and Abbreviations      
     :2                        

Definitions, Acronyms and Abbreviations are 
captured but
limited                                                  

c. 
Professionalism, Spelling and Grammar, 
Complete Report, Proper
Presentation, Quality of the report                          
:2                        

Spelling and Grammar mistakes are limited. 
Quality of the
report needs to be improved.                          
                           

Total Marks               :21          
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Comment 1

The work is very General. It could be better if more points are added in relation with the 
multipliers. The introduction talks about FPGA. But the assessment task has not been 
identified and diverted from what is required.- 2 Marks
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Comment 2

The same applies here. The literature review is done on a deviated topic and the review of 
the main topic (Braun's and Wallace)  is missing. You might have done the literature review  
 on essential  reading. (2 Marks)
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Comment 3

Its Good to do a comparisons on both the Multipliers.
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Comment 4

The Main parameters are taken for comparisons. It is clear that you have made a research 
on the multipliers. Theory based comparisons are made while the simulations were missing 
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