Simulation grading rubric: Total of 80 pt scale (40 for Matlab, 40 for report)


Matlab grading rubric (40 pts)
Note that this rubric only applies to the algorithm and the final task in the .mlx file. We will only grade this final task. However, we recommend that you fully complete all tasks, as this will guide you through the process and help you to produce code that works as expected. 

	Category
	Excellent (30)
	Good (24)
	Unsatisfactory (15)
	Poor (0-6)

	Matlab: Program execution 
	Program works as expected and was written using the functions and guidelines we provided in class and outlined in the Matlab learning goals.
	Program generally works but does not work as expected under certain conditions, or was not written using the functions and guidelines that we provided in class.
	Program is incomplete or has significant problems.
	Program does not execute due to errors, or program has serious problems.

	Category
	Excellent (10)
	Good (8)
	Unsatisfactory (5)
	Poor (0-2)

	Matlab: Best practices 
	Program adheres to all best practices throughout. This includes proper commenting, indenting, use of descriptive variable names, and initializing variables instead of using constants in the code.
	Program usually adheres to best practices but there are some instances where they were not followed.
	Program sometimes adheres to best practices, but there are many instances where they were not followed.
	Program rarely adheres to best practices.







Report grading rubric (40 pts)

	Category
	Excellent (10)
	Good (8)
	Unsatisfactory (5)
	Poor (0-2)

	Report: Introduction
	The introduction describes the problem that you are addressing and explains the significance of this issue. The writing is clear and concise and does not contain grammatical or punctuation errors.
	The introduction describes the problem that you are addressing and explains the significance of this issue, but the writing could be more clear or concise or there are a few grammatical or punctuation errors.
	Some material is missing from this section or there are significant problems with the writing.
	There are significant shortcomings in this section.

	Report: Methods 
	The section, including the algorithm, is complete and demonstrates the details needed to describe the simulation method.
	The algorithm is missing a few steps or it is not properly organized, or other information is missing from this section.
	The algorithm is missing many steps.
	There are significant shortcomings in this section.

	Report: Results 
	The results include properly labelled plots for at least two simulations using different input parameters. It shows that you have addressed the appropriate simulation learning goals.
	The results include two plots using different simulation parameters, but the plots are not properly labelled, or there are other minor issues with the results.
	The results do not include two plots using different simulation parameters, or there are other significant issues with the results.
	There are significant shortcomings in this section.

	Report: Discussion
	You justify your conclusions by referencing the results and addressing the design questions and simulation learning goals. The writing is clear and concise and does not contain grammatical or punctuation errors.
	You justify your conclusions by referencing the results and addressing the design questions and simulation learning goals, but the writing could be more clear or concise or there are a few grammatical or punctuation errors.
	Some material is missing from this section or there are significant problems with the writing.
	There are significant shortcomings in this section.




