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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	11.5/15

	Comments:
The lit review cites relevant papers but the style is a little awkward, and the relationship between the relevant topic areas needs clarification and some contextualisation  with the project.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2/5

	Comments:
Research methodology identified and explained. Some confusion – is this an experiment or development.  Little evidence of experiment design.  The code is part of the apparatus if this is an experiment but this is not made clear.   Otherwise, the project is written more as if it is a development project.  No real discussion of developmental methods  - some form of iterative prototyping?  
Requirements are not clearly identified/enumerated though a general description of the design implies the requirments.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	8/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	3/10

	Comments:
Limited.
A more comprehensive evaluation of the efficiency of the method and perhaps some comparison with a reference algorithm would have been helpful.
Lacking clarity at times – you need to differentiate clearly between the meta-balls and marching cube aspects of the project.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	6.5/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

A 3D version was anticipated. A 2D version was implemented and the student does manage to render some 2D merging circles. -  does this really apply the meta-ball ideas faithfully?
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4.5/10

	Comments:

Abstract doesn’t provide a summary of findings/concusions.
Reflection provided-  some insights gained.
The report itself could be better structured.  Page numbering would help.
Refs were appropriate but only 15 !?




	

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	45/100







