MAJOR PROJECT -   Final Report – 55%

	Student Name:
	Matthew Dickinson

	Title of Project:
	Naïve Bayes Race Car Controller

	Supervisor:
	G Dickers

	2nd marker: 
	A Baker

	Course:    
	Computing      BIS       DIS      CNC      EE     EEE     
Games      SE     Web                                 (please highlight)

	Project Type:    
	Survey     Review     Experiment     Development          (please highlight)



		                           
	
	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Overall an excellent working project. You could have studied the effect of increasing the training data on the quality of the solution.



	75%

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark





	71.2%

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark
Excellent project. Agreed mark of 73.5%
	73.5%




Signature: ………………G Dickers……..........................……   Date: ……………..8/6/2020..…….....……..

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	8/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	10.5/15

	Comments:
A well-researched literature review. Excellent use of references. Relevant topics identified and addressed in respect of the project aims.
One of the clearest descriptions of Naïve Bayes I’ve come across in final year projects.
Naïve Bayes implementation subtleties identified and addressed here.
Objectives clearly identified and reflect the project aim.
Writing is clear and concise.


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3.5/5

	Comments:
Again, well structured.  Appropriate choices made with supporting arguments.

Requirements clearly identified and in line with development methodology (Feature Driven).
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	19.5/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7.5/10

	Comments:

Good analysis of the problem but this could be improved with the addition of further quantitative comparisons and evaluation.
Shortcoming identified and resolved (out of turn direction correction).  A clever solution.  Well done.  Could be a little better described.

Effects of varying amount of training  data on quality of solution could be investigated further.

Discrete NB used here why not discuss continuous NB?

Conclusion reasonable and relate to future work well.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	11.5/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Some excellent work here.  Implementation makes use of multiple files (good design of data collection and management system).
Issues with steering addressed – good but training data does need to be increased.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Comments:

Reflection was brief – a let down here.
Otherwise the report was excellent.  Good structure well written and figures/tables helped to communicate ideas well.  Refs excellent.


	

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	75/100







