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FINAL GRADE

55/100

Jamie Richards - 0852036 - Project Proposal
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Your proposal involves working with a vulnerable 
population (individuals with ASD), which will require 
extensive ethics approval (typically 3-6 months), DBS 
checks, specialist training, complex recruitment, and 
ongoing safeguarding. This often proves unfeasible 
within a BSc project timeline. Strongly recommend 
reconsidering your methodology to focus on 
technical development with expert evaluation OR 
neurotypical user testing for technical validation, 
with clinical validation positioned as future work. 
This maintains your core contribution while making 
the project achievable.

Introduction/Aims & Objectives:    11/20 

Objectives are not SMART - lacking measurable, 
quantitative targets (e.g., no specification of n= for 
participants, no performance metrics, no baseline 
measurements)

Background/Literature Review:      12/20 

Good literature coverage with 11 references
(needs more journal articles, fewer websites). Main 
weakness: descriptive
rather than critical analysis. Missing quantitative 
comparisons, evaluation of
methodological limitations, deeper critical 
engagement. Minimal ethics
discussion.

Project Design/Methodology:        12/30 

Methodology section significantly underdeveloped 
(~450 words instead of required 500) with critical 
omissions: no development methodology specified 
(Agile/Waterfall?), no risk assessment, no statistical 
analysis methods, vague evaluation framework

Resources/Planning:                10/15

Strong timeline with specific dates and
realistic progression. Good milestone identification. 

Missing detailed
deliverables list, resource confirmation, supervision 
schedule, backup
strategy. 

Document Presentation:             10/15



PAGE 1

PAGE 2

PAGE 3

Comment 1

Opening paragraph is too informal and anecdotal
for an academic proposal. Should begin with a clear, direct statement of the
research problem rather than general statistics. Academic tone required from
the first sentence.

Comment 2

Dont forget to caption images, this increases navigational experience and if the image fails to 
load or corrupts there is some context provided 
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Comment 3

Good use of a peer-reviewed journal
article from a reputable source (Review Journal of Autism and Developmental
Disorders, 2023).

Too descriptive. What specific
improvements were measured? What were the effect sizes? How did different
intervention types compare? Need quantitative details and critical evaluation.

Comment 4

Excellent reference choice - this is a
meta-analysis of 11 RCTs published in International Journal of Child-Computer
Interaction (2022), providing strong evidence.

You mention 'improved cognitive skills' but
don't specify the effect size (small: g=0.420) or what this means practically.
Critical analysis requires you to evaluate and interpret these quantitative
findings.

Comment 5

Good synthesis connecting back to
earlier literature and identifying genuine research gaps that emerge from the
reviewed studies.



Comment 6

Excellent identification of multiple specific
research gaps with clear explanations of why each gap exists and how it could
be addressed. This demonstrates strong understanding of the field.
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Comment 7

STRENGTH: Clear problem statement identifying the gap (lack of
tailored games) and stating what you will do about it.
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Comment 8

No development methodology specified. Will you
use Agile? Waterfall? Iterative prototyping? This is essential - you need to
justify your choice of development approach with reference to software
engineering best practices.

Comment 9

Such as?

Comment 10

EEK

Comment 11

no comment
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Comment 12

A gantt chart would have been so much easier to visualise than this
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