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Contents list is good
and informative



Do not use first person
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Good explanation with a good block
diagram.
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Good argument for
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This is a good
option which ties
in with IIOT 4.0
and most
probably is the
future of
automation.

Costs is probably the
main driver here



Good
diagram
showing
the system
connections



The test looks
successful

Set point
values look
correct



The test looks
successful with the
values changing



Circuit looks
correct



This test looks good. This obviously
shows the PWM function is
working.



Good test
setup



Duty
cycle
of
PWM
contro
l
looks
correc
t.

This labVIEW
program looks
correct but it
must be
connected to the
Arduino to test.
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The program could have been
put in an appendix and
referenced from the main report.



Good use of test
table

Setup shows all the
components are present.





Good test to show the system holding
position and no shift in the PWM.



Shift in PWM
is clear.



PWM
no shift
and
holding
values



The disturbance tests
the PID control and it
is clear that the PWM
output has changed
due to the
disturbance.





Good test showing
the PWM output

reacting to the set
point values and
process variable.







The test images
show the output
reacting to the
setpoint value
condition.



Good conclusion

Do not use
first person
terms

Good Gantt
chart showing
actual and
planned time
linesfor
comparison.



Good relevant sources used.





Good list of figures but should be
after the contents page.
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Text Comment.  Contents list is good and informative
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Text Comment.  Do not use first person terms

Text Comment.  Good explanation with a good block diagram.
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Text Comment.  Good explanation and breakdown of functions.
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Text Comment.  Good clear specification with environmental and safety issues identified.
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Text Comment.  Good argument for sustainability
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Text Comment.  Good use of Gantt chart



Text Comment.  The use of a table for test analysis is a good method
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Text Comment.  This is a good method and the software and components identified
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Text Comment.  A good possible solution
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Text Comment.  This is a good option which ties in with IIOT 4.0 and most probably is the future
of automation.
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Text Comment.  The test looks successful
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Text Comment.  The test looks successful with the values changing
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Text Comment.  Circuit looks correct

PAGE 24

Text Comment.  This test looks good. This obviously shows the PWM function is working.
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Text Comment.  Good test setup

PAGE 26

Text Comment.  Duty cycle of PWM control looks correct.

Text Comment.  This labVIEW program looks correct but it must be connected to the Arduino to
test.
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Text Comment.  The front end visual has all the necessary components.
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Text Comment.  The program could have been put in an appendix and referenced from the
main report.
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Text Comment.  Good use of test table

Text Comment.  Setup shows all the components are present.
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Text Comment.  Good test to show the system holding position and no shift in the PWM.
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Text Comment.  Shift in PWM is clear.
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Text Comment.  PWM no shift and holding values
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Text Comment.  The disturbance tests the PID control and it is clear that the PWM output has
changed due to the disturbance.
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Text Comment.  Good test showing the PWM output reacting to the set point values and
process variable.
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Text Comment.  The test images show the output reacting to the setpoint value condition.
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Text Comment.  Good conclusion

Text Comment.  Do not use first person terms

Text Comment.  Good Gantt chart showing actual and planned time linesfor comparison.
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Text Comment.  Good relevant sources used.
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Text Comment.  Good list of figures but should be after the contents page.
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE
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KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

13/20

ANALYSIS

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

GARI DAVIES 0

The research carried out is of a good quality and
appropriate number of relevant sources used. 7/10
Good relevant sources used 7/10

Specification is clear with budget breakdown and
good use of diagram. 6/10 The solutions considered
are the final solution which is good and in depth. You
have also carried out good relevant research on the
alternative solutions. 7/10

Testing and results are good and clearly explained.
There is sufficient detail in this section. 7/10
Conclusion and recommendations make a relevant
point. 6/10
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SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

10/15

Planning with the use of a Gantt chart and a
comparison chart is clear and the project seems to
have run to the plan. 3.5/5 Final solution considered
and the relevant alternative solutions are good. 7/10
Implementation is explained very well with supporting
images as evidence. 7.5/10

The quality of the report is good with some minor
grammatical errors.
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