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FINAL GRADE

71/100

ACCB5017 Assignment 1 - 2112389
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

PAGE 3

PAGE 4

PAGE 5

PAGE 6

PAGE 7

PAGE 8

PAGE 9

Comment 1

units?
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Can't see blue Verlet
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

15.5

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: SMU GENERIC_GJ

JOSHUA PIECKO 70.50

Some very good work here.  A quite wide ranging 
and detailed review.  Try to avoid too many 
electronic online refs.  Why not use Bishop and van 
Verth?

A very good understanding of the methods 
reviewed generated.  Well done.

Relevant equations/algorithms presented and 
discussed - good.



14

ANALYSIS

30.25

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

3.75

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

Comparisons of methods presented together with 
advantages and disadvantages - well done. The 
graphs presented were analysed too.  Well done.

The comparison between methods discussion was 
well structured but the graphs showed little/no 
difference between methods - some graph plots 
appeared to be missing a curve -  perhaps 
overdrawn by another?  If so then this problem 
needs solving.

Eurler and Verlet applied  Units included in 
comments-  generally comments were helpful - 
good.  Some evidence of good SE practices here.

Some further consideration of Verlet and Euler 
would help here.  Explore why results are so 
similar for this problem.

Table of comments missing.  Reference original 
source for figures used in the figure description.

Well written in general.  Well structured and well 
done!


