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FINAL GRADE

40/100

CAD Assignment
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Unfortunately it seems the report was not finished, 
meaning that there is information missing in 
critical areas. 

Report presentation and formatting has some 
good aspects to it, and looks like, had it been 
completed, would have yielded a good quality 
document. As it stands, there are clearly some 
issues with certain things missing and not 
presented in the way that I expect they would have
been intended. 

Use of literature is extremely limited in the report. 
Again, I feel this is a result of the timing issues 
rather than intent. There is a references list at the 
end, although not formatted correctly, and there 
are points in the document where I can see that 
citations would have been included, however in 
the form presented, there is minimal evidence of 
supporting literature being used in the report and 
as such the marks in this section are limited. 

The introductory sections of the report have some 
good information in them, and the discussions 
about the limitation and known assumptions made 
in a CAE process are decent. Some supporting 
evidence to add validity to these statements would 
have been beneficial. 

Your approach to performing validation has some 
good aspects to it, the general approach of testing 
how the software calculate high energy transfer 
scenarios like this was sensible. It is a shame that 
there were not comparative pieces of information, 
such as results from other studies to directly 
compare to to support your statements that the 
scenario had been modelled as expected. Some 
further discussion about material properties 
would have also been useful to better discuss how 



these can be influential on the output of the 
solver. 

The main studies run have generated some results
that seem to follow an expected trend and you 
were building up a good data set to then start 
analysing. There were issues with the simulations 
which would have warranted further investigation 
to see if you could pinpoint what was causing the 
issues that were being encountered. Software has 
been used competently though to generate results 
from the studies which was encouraging. 

Main issue is the lack of analysis in the report. This
comes from it being unfinished it seems, however 
because of this the marks that can be awarded for 
analysis are rather limited. There are points where 
your discussions point towards this in areas, 
however not in great depth which is a shame. 

With the way the marking scheme has worked out, 
it is just a pass, but was borderline. It is a shame 
that it was not completed as the results from the 
study, and approach you were showing to 
generating and collating your data would have 
been interesting to see the final product of. 
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