	Doppler and image optimisation
Part A

	FAIL

	MEETS STANDARDS

	
	
	PASS 

	Module 1 Physics video and quizzes
Weighting - 10%

	Not view 
	VIEWED 

	Presentation/Graphics
                                          




Weighting - 15%
	
-No effort has been made on slide appearance.
-No graphics or effects incorporated.
-Limited information presented.
	
-Slides are attractive.
-Text is easy to read.
-Graphics and effects are used throughout to enhance the presentation.


	Content 

Weighting 55%
	
· Slides do not contain relevant information.
· -Limited information provided.
· Limited or no evidence of an understanding of the Doppler modes or plan for assignment.
· Approach to the presentation is unclear
· A large amount of relevant information is missing
· Limited or no research
· Presentation is longer than 5 minutes 

	
· All required slides are included with correct information.
· Most relevant concepts identified.
· All relevant concepts have been identified.
· Topics are discussed clearly and in an organised manner.
· Consistent evidence of comprehensive understanding of ultrasound terminology if applicable.
· Displays evidence of exceptional understanding of the course material and key concepts.
· Displays evidence of satisfactory understanding of the course material. 
· No voice over included in presentation


	Grammar and Mechanics





 Weighting - 10%
	
· Presentation does not work or has not been compiled correctly.
· No voice recording included on slides.
· Multiple typographic, grammatical and punctuation errors throughout presentation.
	
· There are no mechanical errors throughout the presentation.
· Voice recording included on all slides.
· There are no typographic, grammatical and punctuation errors throughout presentation.

	Academic Integrity 

Weighting 10%

Note: if the student fails this category, then the overall mark will be a F. 
	· No evidence of citation of literature. (or limited and incomplete)
· Literature if cited is limited in number and incomplete.
· No evidence of paraphrasing.
· Inconsistent referencing.

	· Literature cited and complete with a variety of relevant, unique peer reviewed and scholarly resources.
· Appropriate referencing style as advised.
· Sources are integrated exceptionally well in the content to cover a comprehensive and succinct analysis of key concepts. 
· Limited in text referencing. Lacking in some part. Some physics references would be warranted, but some good scholarly references cited. 




This is a good start Joseph, you have displayed a satisfactory level of understanding of the vascular concepts. Level two courses require some higher order thinking to bring together facts and reasoning which is a little lacking. You have answered each question and have some good answers in here. Little attention has been given to aesthetics and there are some areas where referencing is required and it is not present. A good start here to build on your skills in vascular sonography. This is not really a presentation as there is no voice over and it would have been nice to have this added. 
