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FINAL GRADE

54/100

Report
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor
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Comment 1

Summarize results here.
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Comment 2

Be careful using subjective terms.
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Comment 3

Good work.  Tedious, I know.
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PAGE 10

Comment 4

Explain the meaning - any units here?
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE
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KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

18

ANALYSIS

GRADING FORM: SMU GENERIC_GJ

DAVID ROBIN JAMES 53.50

6.5Refs good and well used. Key topics identified and
reviewed.

A good understanding of essential concepts
demonstrated. Good data scraping and pre-
processing in evidence. Only one model covered in
detail (polynomial regression).

Some very good work done here to create the
dataset. Well done. Some nice relationships



15

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

3

extracted and a suitable polynomial regression
fitted. Good. You produce a confusion matrix but
don't attempt to discuss it ? These numbers need
further investigation, I think. You mention KNN but
do not go further with it? Report ends abruptly. No
results/conclusion sections.

Excellent data creation. Scraping, etc. Well done.
Further pre-processing in evidence. Only
polynomial regression attempted. You mention
KNN but do not go further with it? Confusion
matrix generated.

Structured. No conclusions or results. Refs well
used. Diagrams helpful.


