INDEPENDENT PROJECT -   Final Report – 55%

	Student Name:
	Sameeran Raveenthiran

	Title of Project:
	

	Supervisor:
	Tim Bashford

	2nd marker: 
	Nik Whitehead

	Course:    
	☐ Applied Computing    
☐ CNC   
☒ DIS     
☐ Software Dev   
☐ Games Dev    
☐ Web Dev
☐ EEE

	Project Type:    
	☐ Experiment     ☒ Development          (please indicate)


		                           
	
	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark




	27%

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A weak report that lacks the necessary underpinnings in the literature, and although several analyses are performed, they are not reported well. While this is a data analysis project it does not show the necessary depth of understanding of either the data or the analysis.

	33%

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

	30%



	Signed:
	Nik Whitehead

	Date:
	28/5/2024




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Engagement with Literature Skills
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	4/15

	Comments:
The literature review is very weak. Further figures are needed to illustrate the overhead effect and capacity loss. More references are needed to support the technical descriptions. This is not well structured to make the literature review clear.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	1/5

	Comments:
The data source is noted and the attributes identified, although no descriptive statistics relating to the dataset are provided. Why only select 4 batteries? Why these particular 4? 
No methodology, reliability, generalisability etc. Aim and objectives are given, although these are not signposted or clearly labelled. Some descriptive statistics provided later.
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	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	9/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:
Results should not be given to 20 decimal places. You should describe how you split your dataset into training and testing sets. Which batteries did you use for each of these?
Some reasonable conclusions drawn. Recommendations and future work are acceptable.
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	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	6/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Graph 4 is not normal. The graphs need far more explanation than is provided. Correlations should not be shown using barcharts. Decisions are partially justified although the justifications are weak.
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	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	0/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Comments:
No reflection provided.
Table of contents should be numbered, not bulleted, and there should also be tables of figures and tables. The abstract should include the results.
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