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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
Excellent structure and presentation throughout. Turnitin ok, word count ok. All required elements are present. Page numbering, Justified border margins. 
Aim and Objectives are well focused and clear. Well illustrated throughout and these illustrations are fully referenced. Tables and Figures are well presented and detailed. Terms of equations explained.
	10
	9

	(ii)Literature Review
Background reading is well evidenced. Student writes extremely well academically and with a wide and professional knowledge. Literature review supports the Aim and Objectives of the study area very well. Literature builds general historic information and definition, appraisal of technique, benefits  and governing legislation. Comparison in feasibility of employment of retrofit against the installation of urban schemes / technologies. Solution of Thames Tideway tunnel held up as example case study. ’Similarity’ statements could be referenced.

	10
	8

	(iii) Research Methodology
Research methodology approaches was perhaps over-written. Research established in two test methods,  in 5 personal interviews (10 originally , but Covid interruption) and  comprising questionnaire (30 responses), transcripts supplied in Appendices. Pro-forma for respondents was centered in Aim and Objectives. Industry professionals from various approach backgrounds took part in interviews ( these could have been detailed for support). Limitations to study discussed.

	10
	7

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
Topic area is well supported, proven as timely and valuable in future contexts in sustainable approach. Student started the planning and progress in early July of 2019 and has been in constant contact for supervision. Development of research approach has been focused more narrowly since January 2019. Commendable for the diversity of approach in trying to answer the questions set in the Aim.

	10
	8

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
Professional approach to delivering data in ‘Question / Response’ styling. Comments examine data findings in cross evaluation. Correlations examined utilizing statistical analysis. Well detailed charts/tables give clarity to the data set and hence interpretation. Attempts at analysis ‘blends’ to be commended

	30
	22

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
Abstract is engaging and very well written. A innovative writing style. Conclusion directly address the Objectives set for the study, and attempts a mathematical cost comparison for the implementation of MLW’s. Recommendations and Limitations considered here. Reference back to Lit Review could have been stronger in support of argument and discussion, though student does link arguments to data collected and responses
	20
	16

	(vii) Referencing
Very well supported throughout with citations from multiple, topical and recent reference, showing diversity in choice and reading. List is Reference…not Bibliography….but citations are comprehensive, numerous, up to date and diverse.

	10
	7

	Other Comments
A professional and competent submission of high academic standard. 
	
	

	TOTAL
	100
	77%
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