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FINAL GRADE
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GENERAL COMMENTS
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SPECIFICATION (20)

Distinction: The specification and design of the system/software clearly
demonstrates how to meet the requirements, and all components fit
together in a coherent way. Merit: A good attempt has been made in the
specification and design of the system/software. Pass: Before starting
the implementation, a specification and design of the system/software is
laid out. Borderline Fail: Some attempt has been made in the
specification and design of the system/software but not in sufficient
detail or too much irrelevant information has been included. Fail: Very

GRADING FORM: MSC PROJECT (21/22) ZW

ANA LUIZA SILVA DE CASTRO 72



16

little or no attempt has been made in the specification and design of the
system/software.

IMPLEMENTATION (30)

Distinction: The key stages of the implementation or research are clearly
explained. The implementation or research for a challenging problem is
carried out to a high standard. Merit: The implementation or research
for a challening problem has been partially successful or has been
carried out to a high standard for a less ambitious project. Merit: The
implementation or research for a challenging problem has been
partially successful or has been carriedout to a high standard for a less
ambitious project. Pass: The key stages of the implementation or
research are explained. The implementation or research is sound.
Borderline fail: Some attempt to explain the key stages of the
implementation or research. The implementation or research has been
only partially successful. Fail: Little or no attempt to explain the key
stages of the implementation or research. The implementation or
research only addressed simple aspects of the problem.

TESTING (30)

Distinction: The solution demonstrates deep insight into the
problem/research question. Reflections on the contribution and its
limitations are fully justified. Key results are accurately and critically
analysed. Relevant conclusions are drawn. Merit: The report has a clear
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The specification and design are comprehensive
and fit together in a coherent way. I appreciate the
thought that went into the design especially the
accessibility considerations described on Page 30.

This is a relatively straightforward design that has
been implemented well.



and logical argument to support the contribution and its limitations. It
discusses how the software meets the requirements and is well
reinforced by evidence. Pass: The report attempts to provide a clear and
justified reflection upon the contribution and its limitations. It discusses
how the software meets the specified requirements. Borderline fail:
Some attempt at reflection upon the contribution and its limitations but
the argument may be difficult to identify or follow. Some attempt to
discuss how the software meets the specified requirements. Fail: Little or
no attempt at reflection upon the contribution and its limitations. Little
or no attempt to discuss how the software meets the specified
requirements.
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PRESENTATION (20)

Distinction: The report is self-contained, providing background and
context. It is well-organised and demonstrates the concepts presented.
Complex issues are explained clearly. The solution is well-justified. The
report cites relevant resources using consistent style and is of
professional quality. Merit: Relevant background research and context
are presented. Material is generally well-organised and clearly
presented. The solution is justified. The report cites relevant resources
using an appropriate consistent referencing style. Pass: The report is
coherent in style and structure and includes citations. It communicates
the main project outcomes. Borderline fail: Some aspects of the material
may be poorly presented and badly-organised. Outcomes are not
clearly communicated. Referencing is limited or incomplete. Fail:
Material is poorly presented and badly-organised. The student’s
contribution is unclear. Referencing is limited or incomplete.

25The report describes a thorough testing procedure
and comments on its limitations.

This is an unusual presentation for a report,
particularly organising material around sprints,



which I found to be rather engaging. The
references are not entirely consistent. I am not
clear what "closed" is meant to represent in Figure
1. The description of the implementation is far too
long at 35 pages.


