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	Comments: 

There’s a lot of information squeezed into not much space. Perhaps a more selective approach to the fragmentation images would have helped. It may have been better to explain the experimental philosophy first, elaborated on the experimental factors (Not all that clear) then findings, then future work, explaining the limitations as you did in your report.

The header and footer rob you of valuable display space.


2nd Marker: The poster displayed some great detail but was too small in parts (the factors table for example). What were the lessons learned? Graphically (Figure 5), there is similarity in central distribution for the majority of images. Some grammatical errors such as “…runtime to fragments to form….”. The poster does not shout out “this is what I have learned”.
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