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FINAL GRADE

72/100

2218001 - Independent Project - Proposal
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

1)     
Introduction
/ A&O: (15/20 Marks)

Good project title. Identified an
industry and societal relevant problem in the water 
management system and
explained why this project is worth doing. The 
project aim are clearly stated
and well-aligned with the identified problem. SMART 
objectives are relevant,
measurable and achievable. Deliverables are 
mentioned and appropriate, but they
could be grouped and presented more clearly. Some 
parts repeat similar context
and can be streamlined.

2)     
Background
to the Project / Literature Review: (15/20
Marks)

Engaged with a good range of
academic studies, environmental regulatory reports 
and IoT technologies. The
chosen literature is relevant to build a rationale for 
the project and to
identify a clear research gap. It would have been 
better with providing strong
connection between each cited work and your 
project design. Some references appear incomplete 
or
lack full IEEE formatting.

3)     
Project
Design: (21/30 Marks)

The development methods and tools
are described well. The description of data collection 
is good. Good justification for chosen
technologies and methods. Strong alignment 
between objectives and design
strategy. However, the section could
be improved by explaining how the data will be 



analysed. It would
have been better if a block diagram of
system architecture is included and more detail on 
testing
methodology.

4)     
Resources
/ Planning: (11/15 Marks)

Listed the tools and deliverables. Good
Gantt chart showing when each tasks to be 
completed. Ethics form completed. It
would have been better if the planning section could 
describe resource
dependencies in more detail..

5)     
Document
Presentation: (10/15 Marks)

The document is well structured and
presented. The narrative flows logically, with 
sections transitioning smoothly
from one topic to the next. It would have been 
better with consistent
formatting, and spacing. Proofread to find minor 
errors or inconsistencies. It
is better to number subheadings appropriately. 
Some
references require correction (e.g., missing 
publisher details, incomplete titles, formatting 
inconsistencies). 
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