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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

3.5

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

6.25

ANALYSIS

14.7

The literature review is very limited and would be 
improved by adding more devices, a review of 
each device and followed up with a comparison 
table of pros and cons as you see them. 35%

Your schematic is somewhat complete but a 
number of issues are visible :- SCK2 is not taken to 
the correct pin, it is on rd3 not rd6; you have put 
signal conditioning blocks on the suspension, 
temp and rpm inputs, what are the signal 
conditioning circuits, this is supposed to be a 
completed circuit and not a guess the component 
game; You have incorrectly named the clamp and 
an amplifier circuit and applied +12V and -12V 
without reference form whence they came; You 
have parallel connected your gyro and speed 
input in such a way that neither can speak as 
there is no selector on either. You have not 
transferred the schematic to easy-pc and 
therefore have not attempted to design a pcb. You 
have also connected analog inputs to pins that are 
not meant for analog inputs . Your input for RPM 
is correctly taken to a interrupt input. 25%

A reasonable selection of micro controller, the 
selected sensors are reasonable but you have not 



PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

4

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

4.5

included any images or comparative tables 
showing the types of sensors you could have 
chosen from. Good case selection. No selection of 
connectors. 42%

The costings, are not related to actual 
components and are therefore meaningless 
guesstimates. 20%

The report is poorly presented but contains some 
tabled data but no images/illustrations and few 
diagrams except the operational flow charts. A 
reasonable array of references were included. You 
appear to have been more intent on trying to 
minimise the amount of data storage used, rather 
than following the specification you were given to 
design to.
A specification is given to you as a blue print for 
what your customer requires, it is not given to you 
so that you can ignore it and continue with your 
own blue print.  More care and better time 
management would have seen a huge 
improvement in the quality of this submission 
which is unexpectedly disappointing.  45%


