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	Generic Assessment Criteria 
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
	
	

	
Your report demonstrates a basic understanding of the topic and covers several key areas required by the task. There is some engagement with external sources, and it is positive to see attempts at using in-text citations within the body of the text.
However, the analysis is largely descriptive, with limited evidence of critical thinking or deeper evaluation of concepts. Much of the content is paraphrased from source material without sufficient synthesis or independent insight. A more analytical approach would significantly improve the academic quality of your work.
With regard to referencing, while you have attempted to apply the Harvard style, the majority of your sources are informal and web-based, such as blogs and tutorial websites. These sources lack academic accuracy and are not suitable substitutes for peer-reviewed journal articles, textbooks, or scholarly publications. To improve future work, it is important to rely on more authoritative and academically credible sources.
Overall, while there is some effort evident in your submission, the report remains underdeveloped. To achieve a higher standard, greater critical insight, stronger academic referencing, and the use of more reliable sources are essential.

	
	

7

	
	15
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills

	
	

	Assessed in task 2,3,4

You have made a basic attempt at completing the required calculations in Tasks 2, 3, and 4, and there is some evidence of understanding of the underlying mathematical principles. Your use of MATLAB shows effort, and while the amplitude and phase spectra have been presented, the clarity and interpretation of the plots could be improved.
Although some appropriate mathematical methods have been used, the MATLAB implementation lacks depth in parts. In particular, the section in Task 2 requiring a MATLAB script with a for loop to include additional harmonics was not attempted, which limits your engagement with the full requirements of the task.
The graphical output is provided, but it would benefit from clearer labelling, improved formatting, and more explanation of how the results relate to the theoretical background. The work shows some understanding of the purpose of the tasks, but the analysis remains largely descriptive, and more explanation of how the results support the theory is needed.
Overall, while you have tried to complete the work, the limited analytical depth and missing elements reduce the overall effectiveness of your submission. A more thorough and critical approach would strengthen your report.


	
	

7

	
	15
	

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills

	
	

	Assessed in task 2,3,4

Your report contains some analysis; however, it largely remains at a descriptive level and tends to summarise what was done rather than critically examine the results and underlying concepts. MATLAB has been used appropriately in several parts of the tasks, and it is positive that you completed the required calculations, including the use of the trapz function in Task 3b.
The analytical depth is limited and would benefit from clearer justification of your choices and a more thoughtful interpretation of the outputs. There is minimal evidence of critical thinking, and your evaluation of the results lacks the depth expected at this level. While you have shown some engagement with the task requirements, much of the discussion is surface-level and does not fully connect with the theoretical context or explore alternative interpretations.
To improve, focus on going beyond description. Try to analyse the significance of your results, explain why certain approaches were taken, and reflect on their implications. A more critical and evaluative approach would strengthen the academic rigour and clarity of your work.
	
	

17

	
	30
	

	4. Practical Application Skills

	
	

	Assessed in task 2,3,4
Your report demonstrates some attempts to link theory to practice, and you’ve provided relevant results and explanations of the calculations and simulations. However, while there is an adequate presentation of the evidence, the evaluation of the findings lacks the necessary depth and critical engagement expected at this level.
You’ve explained the process of carrying out the simulation and provided a clear rationale for the approach in most areas. However, you have not sufficiently discussed what you would do differently if you were to repeat the simulation, nor why such changes would improve the results or understanding.
The graphs and key analytical results from your MATLAB outputs are presented well, and the MATLAB code is clear with useful comments, which is positive. However, the analysis of the results is largely descriptive. More critical evaluation is needed. Rather than just summarising the results, aim to critically assess the significance, limitations, and implications of your findings. This will help strengthen the overall quality of your analysis.
In general, you have made a solid start, but to improve, ensure you critically evaluate all your results and reflect on how the methods or simulations could be improved based on your findings.
	
	

17

	
	30
	

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice

	
	

	Assessed in task 1,2,3,4
Your report demonstrates a reasonable understanding of the assessment criteria, with a clear and logical structure. It is well-presented, professional, and easy to follow, with each of the tasks addressed. The graphical interpretation of results is appropriate and helps support your analysis.
The Harvard system of referencing not been employed to evidence research in some part of your assignment.
The abstract has a clear purpose but needs a more formal tone and greater technical detail. It should focus on what the report covers, not on instructions or requirements and avoid casual or redundant phrasing.
Additionally, the figures within the report are not captioned, which makes it harder for readers to understand their context and relevance. Each figure should be clearly labelled with a caption that explains what it represents and its significance to the content discussed.
The reference list attempts to follow the Harvard referencing style but does not fully adhere to its conventions. While it includes elements such as author, title, URL, and access date, the formatting is inconsistent. Author names should follow the surname-initials format, and some references lack complete author information. The structure of online sources needs refinement, including consistent use of italics and correct ordering of details—author(s), year, title, source, available at, and access date. To improve academic quality, scholarly sources like textbooks or peer-reviewed articles should be prioritized over informal web content. 
To strengthen your report overall, I encourage you to improve the quality of your references, include in-text citations, and refine your abstract and figures. A more critical evaluation of your results will also add depth to your analysis and help you meet the full academic standards expected.		
	10
	5

	
	
	



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	53%

	
	Up to 1 week late (40% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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