CRITERIA FOR PROJECT ASSESSMENT MARK ASSIGNMENT

I (70 - 100):

Here the candidate must demonstrate clear excellence across ALL aspects of the background research, project report, software/hardware implementation, oral presentation and project management. There must be evidence of originality and creativity, indicated by novel insight, and clearly supported by a high level of initiative, motivation and independent work. The work must be at a level which shows clearly that the student has the ability to pursue doctoral research. The student must impress the examiners with the elegance of his/her conception of the solution to the problem. 

2I (60 - 70):

To achieve this level there must be significant evidence of wide and deep study in relevant material and texts. This must be placed in its wider academic and research context. There must be imaginative approach, a balanced treatment of possibilities and comprehensive thinking. The expression of a solution must exhibit an understanding of its relation to the total process. All or most of the project report, software/hardware implementation, oral presentation and project management are considered at least adequate with some parts excellent although there will likely be a lack of creativity or innovative flair.

2II (50 - 60):

At this level the candidate has performed a study of the given project but there is not much evidence of in-depth work. All or most of the project report, software/hardware implementation, oral presentation and project management are considered adequate although some or all are not covered in depth. Requirements analysis might include user requirements but lack functional/non-functional requirements. Testing and evaluation might have been conducted, but not as part of an overall test strategy which incorporates formal recording of results. The software/hardware implementation may be available but with a number of flaws and deficiencies and possibly an inadequate coverage of the original specification. 

III (40 - 50):

To achieve this level an integrated understanding of relevant work is present. The text of the report, and the presentation, is coherent. There should be evidence of competence in practical areas indicating that the student can use relevant hardware and software. However, there are shortcomings in the work. These could be as mundane as an inadvertently missing the bibliography in the text, or a failure to translate a hardware/software design into an effective implementation. Other reasons might be a missing link in an argument, requiring the addition of a chapter in the project report. It is likely that one or more elements of the project report (e.g. testing) are missing or inadequately completed.

FAIL (0 - 40):

Here the student has completely failed to achieve mastery in a relevant area; the work is considered irredeemable. The project area is insufficiently understood, the results untenable, the written and/or oral presentation of the work is completely flawed, etc. There may be no software or hardware demonstration. There may have been a complete lack of background research, leading to a serious lack of understanding of the requirements or methodology appropriate to the topic under consideration. All or most of the project report, software/hardware demonstration and oral presentation and project management are inadequate. The supervisor might have found the candidate not attending regular meetings or only providing work towards the end of the project rather than consistently throughout the period.
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