	ID
	Mark (%)
	Comments

	330419
	62
	Well presented report but quite brief and mainly text. No design diagrams. Compact design with good use of class interaction. Unable to verify operation as the program wouldn’t compile. Good code layout, use of data structures and GUI. Well presented test results but not much performance analysis

	330418
	62
	Well presented report although lacking in detail. Compact design but no use of design diagrams to explain class structure. Correct operation verified. Only a basic implementation with no add-ons. Readable code but not much commenting. Some testing but no detailed results analysis and, for example, how parameter settings affect performance.

	330223
	63
	Well presented. Rather concise. Nice use of appendices. No design diagrams but good use of pseudo-code to explain design. Basic operation from console. Looks like an efficient implementation of the basic ACO algorithm. Testing rather insubstantial. No use of screenshots and no performance analysis.

	329391
	67
	Rather verbose report but reasonable presentation. Compact design but no design diagrams. Correct operation. Basic features only. Code readable but with few comments. Good use of screenshots to illustrate program output but little performance analysis

	329377
	80
	Very well presented report. Clear description. Well thought out design and clear use of design diagrams. Extended and correct operation. Very nice GUI. Good use of data structures. Nice use of screenshots. Would have been nice to have seen a more extensive performance analysis.

	329291
	66
	Very informal style. Don’t use first person! I didn’t need to see the log book. Rather more written on algorithm implementation than design. No explanation of class interaction. Good effort on implementation with full features. Coding looks efficient. Provide default values for input parameters. Nice presentation of test results 

	329048
	58
	Rather brief report lacking in substantial detail or analysis. Reasonably compact design and some discussion of OO issues. Not clear if correct operation as not tested on a substantial TSP problem. Very little substantive testing. Why not test it on data where the optimal solution is known?

	328971
	67
	Rather brief report but well written. Little substantive design description. Pseudo-code OK but no design diagrams to explain class interactions. Correct operation and seems like an efficient implementation. Good effort on testing and good range of test data. Not much results analysis such as the dependence of parameter setting on efficiency

	328625
	74
	Very well written report. Rather verbose in places but good presentation. Please don’t use scanned equations. Full OO design and sensible partition into correct classes. Good functionality and good use of graphical displays. Extended features implemented. Good attempt at performance evaluation.

	321932
	35
	Rather brief. Little substantive discussion or analysis. Do not delegate design discussion to cd. Include in report. Some reasonable attempt at an OO design. No functionality implemented. Attempt at windows application may have detracted you from tackling the real problem. I cannot compile your code. No testing results presented. Poor effort for an M.Eng assignment.


