MAJOR PROJECT -   Final Report – 55%

	Student Name:
	Oliver Jordan

	Title of Project:
	Adaptive LOD System for VR

	Supervisor:
	Andrew Baker

	2nd marker: 
	Gordon Dickers

	Course:    
	AC    BIT     CIS    CNC    CSE      Electrical      
Games        SE     Web                                 (please underline)

	Project Type:    
	Survey     Review     Experiment     Development        (please underline)



		                           
	
	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
An excellent effort has been made to write an adaptive LOD system and integrate the system within your own real-time graphics engine. 
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An excellent report. Good evaluation.  Good implementation, inclusion of additional optimisations would have made this project exceptional.
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	Review
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	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	13/15

	Comments:
Very good abstract included that adequately sums up the research undertaken.
Good introduction that details the core aims and objectives of the research being conducted.

The use of informal language should be avoided.

A very comprehensive discussion of the existing literature that covers many variations of LOD management systems/approaches. Strengths and weaknesses of each technique has also been considered – good. 
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:
Appropriate methodologies selected with respect to the research being undertaken. A breakdown of the specific requirements pertaining to the project needs has also been evidenced.

The requirements / design chapter contains a detailed discussion of the coding structures/requirements used to load/handle object data. The emphasis has been placed on how elements of the software development were handled, rather than as a forward-looking requirements specification.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	15/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6.5/10

	Comments:
The results produced are based on the implementation of the LOD system. This has been measured against the project aims/objectives. Although a discussion regarding the overhead of calculating a reduction in LOD and the resulting speed increase, this was not actually measured. This is a shame.

A fair set of conclusions have been drawn. However, these are not exactly based on the analytical findings of the research. Recommendations for future research has also been discussed briefly.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	14/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
A very good effort has been made to implement LOD management system within your own renderer. This is a complex area of research that has generally been very positive. One drawback to the research is the lack of results achieved to determine the system cost of lowering the LOD in real-time. Although the student identifies this as an issue, it would have been useful to see these results graphed to gain a better understanding of the relationship between LOD and framerate.
Overall a very good effort has been made, that could lead on to further investigations in the future.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6.5/10

	Comments:

A fair reflection has been undertaken that identifies areas within the research where future improvements could be made.
The quality of the report is satisfactory. Some use of informal language has been noted. 
A very good set of references use throughout the report. Some references are incomplete. Overall, the document has been clearly presented.
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