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Tick  Comment box 
 Completeness of the work 
A*  Relevant additional experiments carried out  
A  Assignment instructions followed properly 
B  Minor omissions in requested work 
C  Parts of the instruction not followed 
D  Student did not follow instructions 
 Completeness of the report 
A*  Additional relevant information provided, including references  
A  All required information included, including references 
B  Minor omissions in information 
C  Notable omissions in information 
D  Major omissions in information 
 Structure and clarity 
A*  Outstanding clarity and organisation of the material  
A  Clear and well structured document 
B  Weakness in structure, lack of clarity, too wordy or too brief 
C  Unclear structure of the document 
D  Inadequate structure 
 Presentation of the data and references 
A*  Professional use of figures, tables and references  
A  Good use of diagrams, tables, references 
B  Graphs and tables are poorly presented and/or improperly referenced 
C  Inappropriate use of graphs, tables and references 
D  Lack of graphs, tables and references 
 Typographic errors and attention to the details 
A*  Professional level of typesetting  
A  A few typographic errors, weakness in layout 
B  Minor typographic or language errors, some typos in mathematical 

expressions 
C  Numerous typographic errors, unprofessional display of equations 
D  Sentences and formulae difficult to understand. 
 Quality of the data presented 
A*  Data presented in insightful way  
A  Graphs and figures are correct 
B  Poor choice of data in graphs 
C  Missing important graphs or tables 
D  No data presented 
 Analysis of the results 
A*  Novel analysis, computing effort  
A  Calculations are correct 
B  Correct methods, but some numerical mistakes, lack of error analysis 
C  Substantial errors in analysis, inappropriate methods 
D  Failure to apply appropriate method 
 Depth of understanding, critical thinking 
A*  Incisive remarks  
A  Good remarks 
B  Insufficient comment on the results 
C  Remarks showing lack of understanding 
D  Misunderstanding of fundamental aspect 

 Quality of the discussion 
A*  Excellent depth of discussion  
A  Competent discussion of all main issues 
B  Incomplete discussion 
C  Discussion weak, muddled or incorrect 
D  Poor discussion, incorrect conclusions 

 


