Daniel Evans - Presentation

by Daniel Evans

FILE
TIME SUBMITTED 29-JAN-2019 05:48PM (UT C+0000) WORD COUNT 537
SUBMISSION ID 99985673 CHARACTER COUNT 3604



TATA STEEL — ECCS 4
COIL CENTRING ON PAY
OFF REELS




INTRODUCTION




NATURE OF THE PROBLEM
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PAY OFF REELS




SPECIFICATION




POSSIBLE SOLUTION 1
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Coil width
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Coil Centred position = Distance to centre of the line —
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CHOSEN OPTION
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Advantages Disadvantages

Low cost
Not much structural work required

Should be able to meet project
deadline and budget

Not as accurate

Feedback not as quick however
still adequate for application

Production will have to load coils
manually

Advantages Disadvantages

Extremely accurate
Very quick feedback

Production will be able to load
coils completely in automatic

High cost

Structural work required in order to
install encoders

May require to increase deadline
and budget




METHODS USED TO DESIGN, BUILD
AND TEST THE PROJECT




GANT CHART

Task
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Research possible 15 days
solutions for the

problem

Evaluate possible  5days
solutions and decide

on final solution

Carry out risk Sdays
assesment

Research & buy 20days
components

Prototype 20 days
programme

Install cable 5days
Install programme 10 days
Testing 5days

~ Duration ~ Start

Tue 16/10/18

Tue 06/11/18

Tue 13/11/18
Tue 20/11/18
Tue 15/01/19
Tue 12/02/19

Tue 19/02/19
Tue 05/03/19

~ Finish ~ Predecessors
Mon 05/11/18

Mon 12/11/18
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Mon 17/12/18
Mon 11/02/1%
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CONTINGENCIES
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FINAL TESTING
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ANY QUESTIONS?
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

(

Back ground investigation is evident and has been explained clearly. 6.5/10 Research literature of
possible solutions is limited. 5.5/10

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

12/20

(

f Problem definition is clear and a good understanding of the problem is demonstrated. 3.5/5 Project
constraints and codes of practice were explained and are part of company policy. 3/5 Environmental
and sustainability limitations were discussed and referred to in questioning section. 2.5/5 Functional
design was explained but some points were unclear, however the block diagrams on the slides were
very informative.3/5 Response to questioning showed an understanding, however there were some
technical points that were not clearly explained. 6/10

ANALYSIS

18/30

(




y‘ Problem definition form an analysis perspective was good and testing procedures were explained. 3.5/5 1 2/20
Functional design specification with regards to the analysis were explained, but there were some
technical points which were unclear. 6/10 Justification of final solution was clear and comparison with
solutions was carried out. The alternative solution was technically weak for this project. 2.5/5

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

(

y‘ Design specification practically was explained fairly well with some technical points missing. 3/5 Critical 1 3/20
choice and justification of final solution was achieved using comparison of solution alternatives.
However the alternative solution was a little weak technically. 6/10 Project planning was good and
using appropriate methods. 4/5

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

(

y‘ Quality of presentation slides was good. 3/5 Quality of deliver was good overall. 3/5 6/1 0



	Daniel Evans - Presentation
	by Daniel Evans

	Daniel Evans - Presentation
	GRADEMARK REPORT
	FINAL GRADE
	GENERAL COMMENTS
	Instructor


	DANIEL EVANS0


