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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Technically a very strong project but there are some issues with the written report.   The literature reivew could have been more detailed and the experiment methodology made use of tables to add clarity.   The results of the experiments are really good, though could have been better displayed in the graphs.  The analysis of the results is excellent and valid conclusions and recommendations are made. 
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	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

After some discussion the markers agreed that while the work was technically very strong and a great deal of experimentation had been undertaken this was poorly reported in the document.  Were this not the case it would warrant a higher grade. 
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	14/20
	/15

	Comments:

A strong introduction, the aims and objectives of the project are re-stated.  Though there is a suggestion that they have been refined to reflect the exact content of the document.  I’d like to have seen a little more signposting in the final paragraph to outline the structure of the reset of the document.  

A reasonably literature review, however I’d like to have seen more detail relating to the alternative approaches.  There are some structural issues here, the approaches mentioned are not collected together in a logical way (for example connected to the kind of rotational representation they use).  I’d like to have seen a broader coverage of the other approaches with less depth on those approaches which are not implemneted or compared. 
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:

A good (if wordy,) experiment methodology which would benifiy from some tables to show the value where constant and the ranges when varied.   The development methodology is a little weak and the key benefits of the Agile UP methodology over other Agile appraoches are not used in the justification. 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	19/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	8/10
	/10

	Comments:

The results are numerous and reasonably well presented, thare are however a number of minor problems with the presentation.  Firstly the number of patterns results should have been presented with all other paramters being kept the same rather than as seperate plots.   Secondly the timing results could have been better displayed as an extra axis rather than for each experiement (which shows nothing unless you know what these experiemnets were). 

Some excellent conclusions though a key observation is missed in that if the influence sphere is to small then there is the potential for holes between the voxels.  The observations in terms of speeding up the appraoch and improving the results using a more dynamic subdivision mechansium are excellent. 

The structuring of these sections is not great seems to have been rushed. 
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	11/15
	 -

	Comments:

A comprehensive set of experiemnts which takes into account almost everything but the interplay of key variables many of which only became apparent during experimentation.  The requirement for a more complete parametric study is identified in the further work.  The presentation of the experiments to be undertaken could be better.  

The software produced (the experiment apparatus,) is good, though I’d like to have seen the designs for each of the use case (or scenarios) expressed as sequence diagrams.  These could have been just sketches to guide the implementation or photos of a whiteboard.  The scripts which run the experiements are a good idea. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	6/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	6/10
	/10

	Comments:

A good reflection on all aspects of the project. 

The report varies in quality, the earlier sections are better.  More subheadings would make a huge improvement as there are some unrelated paragraphs at the end of sections e.g. the section on development tools and technologies at the end of the methods section (could have been its own section labelled materials). 
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