FEED BACK
Please note the following sample feedback is taken from the Moodle Turnitin student assignment final submission feedback section.  (Please see this on Moodle for more feedback and comments on the reports themselves}.
Josh Archers 68%
Your report is structured and covers the essentials of the assignment brief. 

An abstract would help here.  References used appropriately in general.
The structure is fine but one or two topics/concepts might be re-ordered - eg  the "main body" section 's discussion of the ML method/procedure would be better placed in the Methodology section.  Also the discussion of metrics used would be better off here rather than in the results. 
The related work reviews the ML algorithms and identifies key concepts including some discussion of hyperparameters.  You could have improved this by reviewing papers that carry out similar investigations and use these to inform your work and to act as a benchmark for your investigations.
Your experiments design is fine.  Good. You use established evaluation metrics, good, but please also include the confusion matrix and analyse this to identify where misclassifications are common.

Discuss test train split and it's importance and explain where you used it (eg in the method section). 

You could also have reported as summary results the results obtained as you experimented with parameter adjustments.

Try using bar plots to show comparisons.

In your conclusions  clearly summarise your key findings for both models experimented upon, drawing conclusions supported by your results.

Ashleigh Simons 39%
An abstract would be helpful at the start of your report.
The report is structured - but some important sections are missing.  You need to provide a good discussion of your results and draw suitable conclusions.
Refs provided but mostly on-line refs.  Please use well regarded texts and seminal/important papers here.

We're classifying data but early in your report you discuss mean squared error and regression.  These are not used for classification.


You focus on your code at the expense of a review of relevant literature.  Try to find some publications that attempt similar experiments.  You can then compare results with yours.


You appear to be misreading the data, hence your results don't make sense.  There are 10 classes not 255.  Some errors in your data reading and formatting.


No results for decision tree. 
No discussion of results or conclusions.

You do discuss the algorithms and explain your methods to an extent but unfortunately a lot of relevant content is missing or confused here.


Steffan Wilkins 37%
Abstract provided - good but please include brief summary metrics and a justification for the work

References provided but these are mostly on-line.  Try to use quality references in your work.

Overall this report is very short and lacks detailed results and discussions.  You have the essential ideas there but more is required here to improve the overall quality of this submission.

Ava Kennedy 80%
Abstract provided, Good.  Please don't shy away from including brief summary results here.

References relevant and well used.
Your report is well structured and you cover required concepts.

Good to see you use related work to provide bench marks for your experiments and inform your experimental design. A table showing summary results from similar work would help here.
Good to see you apply some hyperparameter tuning too.

Regarding your results, include a table or plot comparing key findings.

Discussions detailed  - perhaps overly so in places.  Conclusions appropriate..


Overall, an excellent submission.  Well done. 

Ben Gaylard 68%
Abstract provided.  Don't be shy of including some summary results here.

Regarding your review of related work some more detail providing summary results of similar experiments (using similar/equivalent algorithms) would help place your  work in context. A v brief look at CNN (you identified CNNs in your review) papers and their  performance classifying the fashion dataset would help show how kNN and decision trees  perform against  state of the art  methods (i.e. CNNS).

Good to see you mention image pre-processing (scaling, rotation, etc) - you could have explored the effect of this on kNN, etc or identified this as future work.

A figure showing the confusion matrix would help in showing how you identified mis-classifications and then you could compare the misclassified images against the correct image class.

A table of results or bar plot showing comparisons between classifiers would help the reader.
I see from your code that you may have had some difficulty in plotting some data. A quick run of your code with default parameters for the decision tree and switching the tree plot functionality off shows the plots generated.  These were available and could have provided more substance to your report.
Your code as submitted needed some work on my part to run successfully.  Putting this to one side, your written report is very good.  Once again, a confusion matrix and analysis of this would have helped.
A good effort.

S Raveenthiran 63%
A structured report provided but please check your formatting.  Refs provided and used appropriately, in general.  I notice that your report writing is at times a little vague or confusing for example, regarding your discussion of hyperplanes and SVMs (see comment on your work) you confusingly say 3 classifications are used yet only one hyperplane exists - please provide a more detailed explanation here or correct it.


Good detailed discussion of data exploration and  pre-processing undertaken.  You have reported results for 7 classifiers yet I asked for two.  Please explain your thinking. Plots are helpful for comparison but absolute values help more when values are close or when you want to use the data to do further calculations, etc.


Try to explain why some classes are more easily misclassified that others.  What is the significance of recall and precision?


Re  the HOG pre-process  - discuss this further and explain the reasons for choosing it.


Please provide a conclusion for your report.  This is very important.

