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A good report.  Final application not quite as sophisticated as was hoped.  Overall a valiant effort.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	9.25/15

	Comments:
A good review of procedural texturing methods. Perhaps an over-reliance on referenced texts in the description of these methods. A more detailed discussion of choices made in selecting candidate methods would help as would a review of criteria identified to support decision making within the context of the project.   

Refs appropriate – perhaps a slight over-reliance on online refs.  Bibliography, good.



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:
Fair discussion of methodologies. Choices appropriate for this project. 
Requirements identified and placed within context.  Design could have made more use of diagrams. Lacking detailed algorithm design.
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	Review
	Experiment
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	13/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5.5/10

	Comments:

Results and discussion could have, earlier on, more clearly explained reasons for changing texturing algorithm.  Further testing and evaluation could have been attempted here – eg timings and comparisons with a reference method.

Conclusions generally appropriate as were recommendations.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8.75/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

A good attempt made at procedural texturing.  Some unusual artefacts occurring during rendering.  The final application was not quite as sophisticated as desired. Also object loader was not implemented.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6.5/10

	Comments:

Reflection could be a little more detailed.  It was honest and identified areas of personal development and growth.

Report well structured.  Refs appropriate.  Bibliography included too.  Some mistakes in language occasionally.   Please check meaning not just spelling of words.
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