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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

An interesting project with some good novel problems to overcome. There is a good dissertation here with information allowing both SQEP and Non-SQEP audiences to follow what was being investigated. Work mentions some classified information but this is not overly relied upon and as such does not have a detrimental effect to the work. Good level of referencing is used and is appropriate in technicality. SPG issues throughout and some sections are a bit muddled but generally a very high quality piece of work - well done.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

It was the muddled aspect of some sections that drew my gaze towards a 2:1 as opposed to 1:1. 
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On discussion with Marker 1, it was agreed that the report had been penalised sufficiently in the quality section (5/10) and analysis section (10/25). Marker 2 was happy to support the award of 70.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	10/15

	Comments:
Introduction (5)
3/5 - Generally good introduction with a clear outline of the dissertation. Some SPG errors are present and section changes tense halfway through.

Background (15)
10/15 - Good, wide subject net cast enabling thorough exploration of the topic by both specialists and laymen. Outlines some relevant issues such as lack of governance and gradually focuses in on UAT and their development. Could do with more information regarding current models used. Background sections also identify reason for investigation and a gap in the literature.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:  

Methodology (5) 
4/5 - Gap in literature identified and reasons for gap identified well, options from outside drones area considered and dismissed with reason, outlining novelty. Method development done well however the research question should have come right at the start.

Requirements and Design (5)
4/5 - Requirements are clearly noted, design of initial set of tests used well to highlight issues found at the range. 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	10/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	9/10

	Comments:  
Results and Discussion (25)
10/ 25 - Marks here are awarded for results for the calculations and results from section 2.2.6 onwards. They seem to be in the method section but I feel they should have at least been re-iterated in the main results section, if not put in that section entirely. I understand however that this preliminary investigation serves to highlight the issues and provide data for the experimental stage.  

Results for all systems are displayed well and logically thought through. information gained from a variety of sources. The analysis is well thought out, although only basic statistical measures are used in the analysis, there are some more complex calculations used. The actual results and discussion section is a little thin on discussion, there are further implications such as road closures and OME considered here however. 

Conclusion and Recommendations (10)
9/10 - Good conclusion section with clear benefits for the range and the company as a whole, future work section is good and gives opportunity for more work to be done 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	15/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments: 

Development (15)
15/ 15 - Experimental development has been done very well, from the initial testing through to the tests on each system there has been thought, consideration and logic used throughout. 











	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	10/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments: 


Reflection and Quality of Report (20 (10 marks each))
10/10 - Reflection section is good, flaws have been identified, I am glad that Owain has enjoyed the process.
   
5/10 - Quality of report is generally good, lots of good references and a clear story being told. Some sections are a bit muddled and there are some significant SPG issues throughout however.
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