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FINAL GRADE

85/100

GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

Your lit review gives a sensible rationale for the
research question, and the background is very
clearly explained. Your concluding section situates
the research nicely in terms of its practical
applications.

The experiment runs nicely. The instructions are
all very well written, the audio stimuli are well
made and you've clearly gone beyond the plugins
we covered on the course. The experiment looks
clean and simple from a participant perspective
but I can see that you're doing quite a lot behind
the scenes to get it just right e.g. image buttons all
the same size, images preloaded, greying out
buttons until the audio has finished playing and
they become clickable. Great attention to detail!

The report is excellent, demonstrating the
extensive thought that has gone into your
experiment design. I was particularly impressed
that you had considered multiple solutions to the
issue you identified around replaying audio and
given detailed thoughts on the pros/cons of both.
It's also good to see that you've considered
accessibility issues and, specifically, how these
relate to your research question. 

Strengths: Very clear and detailed report; carefully
constructed and professional-looking experiment
combining a number of different trial types;
design decisions well justified.

Weaknesses: No major weaknesses - a very strong
piece of work!



PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Comment 1

A very minor point, but it might have been clearer to state this as two separate hypotheses
i.e. 1. There will be a generally positive correlation between synthesised voices' similarity to
a natural human voice and perceived likeability, 2. There will be a significant 'dip' in this
correlation above [a certain value of similarity]. It's not a big deal in the context of this
assignment but if you were running this for real I assume you would test these two things
separately (firstly is there a relationship between the two variables, and secondly is it linear?)
and it's always helpful for the reader if they can see the connection between the way your
hypotheses are stated and the way the results are then presented.
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Comment 2

It's great that you've included this and are thinking about how you would analyse your data.
Another very minor point but as a general rule, err on the side of more detailed figure
captions so the reader can interpret your visualisations without searching in the text for
more information (i.e. the last couple of sentences of the para above might be better as a
caption).
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Comment 3

For future reference, a 'while' loop might be what you're looking for here :)
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