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FINAL GRADE

73/100

GPU assignment
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Nice, I like your implementation especially! 
Your engagement with literature and lack of use of 
IEEE referencing let you down big time, you could 
have scored a decent chunk for that! 

Your other fatal flaw was the use of subjective 
writing. 
In academic report writing, the use of personal 
pronouns such as "I" or "we" is generally avoided to 
maintain an objective and formal tone. Academic 
writing aims to present information, arguments, and 
findings in a way that is neutral and evidence-based, 
rather than reflective of personal opinion or 
involvement. By avoiding "we", the focus remains on 
the subject matter rather than the author, which 
enhances the credibility and impartiality of the 
report. This convention also aligns with the broader 
academic goal of producing work that can be 
critically evaluated on the basis of logic and 
evidence, rather than perceived personal bias or 
collective authorship.

====== MARKING GRID ======  Engagement with 
Literature Skills [20] - Review of GPUs/shaders 

5

 Knowledge and Understanding Skills [10] - 
Understanding shader/GPU architectures - Evident in 
review + code  9

Cognitive and Intellectual Skills [25] - Critical review of 
literature - Problem analysis & solution design 22

Practical Application Skills [40] - Solution/testing in C++ 
OGL + shaders  35



Transferable/Professional Skills [5] - Report writing & 
referencing 2 =========================== 
TOTAL 73/  [100] 
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Comment 1

no comment
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Comment 2

In academic report writing, the use of personal pronouns such as "we" is generally avoided to 
maintain an objective and formal tone. Academic writing aims to present information, 
arguments, and findings in a way that is neutral and evidence-based, rather than reflective of 
personal opinion or involvement. By avoiding "we", the focus remains on the subject matter 
rather than the author, which enhances the credibility and impartiality of the report. This 
convention also aligns with the broader academic goal of producing work that can be critically 
evaluated on the basis of logic and evidence, rather than perceived personal bias or collective 
authorship.
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