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Assessment comments 
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Subject: DP Computer Science  

Component: Internal Assessment The computational solution 

Assessment 
criteria 

Marks 
awarded 

Marks 
available Comments 

Criterion A: 
Problem 
specification 

4 4 All three strands achieve in the upper descriptor. 

The problem scenario is reasonably described with some 
measurable requirements. 

The success criteria (SC) are sufficient and testable but not 
always specific. 

The choice of computational context has some elements of 
explanation but also some generic statements. 

Criterion B: 
Planning 

4 4 A reasonable, solid decomposition has been constructed. 

The plan clearly addresses the requirements in terms of the SC, 
and it also includes a chronology that includes all five stages. 

Criterion C: 
System 
overview 

5 6 All three strands achieve in the upper descriptor, but the 
documentation is lacking some detail. 

The system model is somewhat complete, but not extensive (no 
design of the format of the timetable). 

The algorithms are clear and support the solution created. 

The testing strategy aligns with the SC, but it is not always clear 
or complete. 

Criterion D: 
Development 

10 12 This assessment criterion shows very good documentation with a 
few comments. 

The solution appears fully functional, but the configuration file has 
not been integrated and must be maintained outside the solution. 

Appropriate techniques have been described (apart from the 
configuration file issue). 

There are elements of evaluation of the implementation choices. 

Effectiveness of the testing strategy has been somewhat 
described, but limited testing is shown in the video (especially of 
extreme and abnormal data). 

Criterion E: 
Evaluation 

3 4 Most but not all SC have been properly evaluated (SC 7 is 
inadequately implemented). 

There is an attempt at justification of two proper improvements, 
although there is not enough critical thinking to award the highest 
mark. Note that improvement 2 is considered to be trivial. 

Total 26 30 The short video shows: limited test data, testing without extreme / 
abnormal data, no edit/delete, not fully integrated (the 
configuration file of subjects), the actual timetable is unclear, and 
the output format is unclear. Code has been included without 
comments.  

On the other hand, this work made a clear and genuine effort to 
address all the assessment criteria. 

 


