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FINAL GRADE

53/100

THE PAPER!!!!
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Engagement with Literature: 10/15

Knowledge and Understanding: 10/15

Cognitive and Intellectual Skills: 10/20

Practical Skills: 20/45

Transferable Skills: 3/5

 

Overall  53/100

Comment:
A good variety of references 

Overall layout was a bit rough and could do with 
some improvements and a bout of proofreading. 

Your code has a fatal flaw, you have limited the 
loop to 5 seconds. 

This calculation for ft also suffered a flaw of it 
constantly applying the force of the spring for 
the entire duration of the simulation, where you 
were meant to set tractive force to 0 after the 
first 6 meters covered, to simulate the spring. 

This is also why your simulation ended in <3 
seconds rather than taking the usual 6~

You also did not discuss/implement a second NI 
method, such as RK4 as outlined in the brief. 

See inline comments also 
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Comment 1

Does this mean to say table of contents?
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Comment 2

In academic writing, particularly in scientific and
technical papers, the use of the first person (e.g., "I",



"we") is generally discouraged as it can make the writing appear
subjective and less formal. The focus of academic work should be on the
research, analysis, or findings rather than the researcher. Using an objective
tone ensures that the argument or evidence takes precedence over personal
opinions or experiences, which enhances the perceived credibility and
professionalism of the work. For example, instead of saying, "I conducted
the experiment," you could write, "The experiment was
conducted," which maintains an impersonal and objective stance. To improve
in this area, aim to use passive voice judiciously or rephrase sentences to
emphasise the action rather than the actor. Additionally, consider adopting
phrases like "the research indicates" or "it was observed"
to convey findings without self-referencing. Reviewing published papers in your
field can provide valuable examples of how to maintain an objective tone while
ensuring clarity and precision.

Comment 3

Wikipedia, while a valuable starting point for general information and preliminary research, is 
not considered a reliable academic source. The main issue lies in its open-edit nature, where 
content can be created or modified by anyone, potentially leading to inaccuracies or biases. 
Furthermore, the information is often unsourced or lacks the rigorous peer review required for 
scholarly work. Academic standards require the use of credible, authoritative sources such as 
peer-reviewed journal articles, books, and reputable industry publications. Instead of citing 
Wikipedia directly, it is better to use it as a guide to locate primary or secondary sources 
through its references section. This approach ensures your work is based on verifiable and 
credible evidence, maintaining the academic integrity and reliability of your arguments.
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Comment 4

typo

Comment 5

here it would have been more professional to say see fig.3 as you have given it a label, thus a 
means of navigation 
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Comment 6

typo and it was a report! 

an essay is subjective, a report is objective. Let me know if you want my notes on the 
definition/best practices for each. 
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