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FINAL GRADE

68/100

2113123 - CAE
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

Abstract gives a reasonable overview of the work 
presented. 

Contents page seems to have gone a bit wrong! 
Think you have not got the section headings and 
captions correct in the document. 

There is a good range of citations used in the 
report, with some good academic quality ones 
used which was good to see. 

The introductory sections of the report give a nice 
contextual overview of the uses of CAE and the 
gneral process as it applies to this context. There 
were some areas that could have had a bit more 
discussion and support, but generally good. 

The report structure made the information a little 
hard to follow. A better approach would have been 
to have clearly split the report into more defined 
sections. Presenting the validation works in their 
own section and then analysing them would have 
made that clearer. Similar with the main study, it 
would have been better to have presented and 
analysed the results for each study in their own 
sub-sections rather than having to scroll up and 
down the report to refer back to the results images 
for the different study iterations. 

The post-processing shown in the report could 
have been clearer and more targeted. For example,
you mention about the velocity plots of the 
projectile and how the results were a bit abnormal,
but you did not show the plots in the main report 



as a graph, only a screenshot of a singular time 
step. 

You discussed the issues with the geometry in 
your early attempts, would have been good to have 
shown the failed results from these studies to 
better illustrate the points you were making and 
justify the decision to change direction with the 
geometry being used. 

You had some very valid discussion about the 
impact of meshing on results, with literature 
support, but it would have been nice to have seen 
you conduct your own study into this, even if on 
the validation case. Supporting your statements 
with data is always the better way of justifying the 
argument presented. 

You have noted some of the significant known 
limitations of use of CAE and had some good 
discussion around these areas, although these 
could have been contextualised to your own 
studies more. 
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