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FINAL GRADE

71/100

Josh Martin - CAE
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

Your use of literature throughout the report is
good, you have consulted a good range of sources
and embedded them well through the document
in support of your work. There could have been
more sources used in some areas to create a
critical and comparative discussion. 

You show a good fundamental understanding of
the different sub-divisions of CAE and their
industrial applications as well as noting some of
the limitations of implementing this type of
approach for engineering problems. Your
validation works are good to see, although it would
have been nice to have seen more information
given on the mesh study that was conducted, for
example more information about mesh
independence could have been shown through a
more varied study of mesh sizing's.

You have shown some information to the reader
about the study being conducted here, with the
assembly shown and seemingly accurate as well as
clear demonstration of the boundary conditions to
be applied. You could have gone further and
supplemented this with a screenshot of the
simulation setup that showed the boundary
conditions applied to the assembly to make it even
more clear to the reader. 

Your iterative design approach was good to see,
you have presented the results and changes made
clearly. Good that you have considered aspects
such as the colour bar scales needing to be
consistent etc. Each design is explained to a
reasonable level, and it is clear that you have
made effort to analyse the previous design to
inform the following iteration. Some of the
presentation of results was a bit inconsistent
unfortunately, especially with the final iterations



where the screen shots were either lacking the
colour bars, or the screenshots could have been
more focused on the main viewer window to make
the information clearer to the reader. 

Your summary of the work is decent, with some
valid points raised in your conclusion. Your
sections noting the limitations of the software have
some good information contained in them, but
could have been a bit more critical in their analysis
of the problem investigated. Overall though, a
good effort here. 
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