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No table of contents and no list of
figures. This is poor in any report.



The task is identified here
which is a good point.
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Good image to support explanation
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Table of comparison is good and an easy
and effective method of evaluating the
solutions.





This cost
breakdown
should be in an
appendix.



The task here is very simple and
for the project some
enhancements should be
included such as a comparison
of an analogue method.

Avoid first person terms.





Diagram supports the explanation



Where is the HMI part of the project for
visual feedback. The spec states a HMI
is required.











Testing methods are good and the use of
a table of results is a good method for
evaluating outcomes.The HMI should be implemented and
tested as the spec requires.





There could be more refs
and more academic sources
used.
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PAGE 1

Text Comment.  No table of  contents and no list of  f igures. This is poor in any report.

PAGE 2

Text Comment.  The task is identif ied here which is a good point.

PAGE 3

PAGE 4

Text Comment.  Avoid using f irst person terms

Text Comment.  Good use of  Gantt chart which compares planned and actual t ime lines.

PAGE 5

PAGE 6

Text Comment.  Good use of  image to explain solution

PAGE 7

Text Comment.  Good image to support explanation

PAGE 8

Text Comment.  Good diagram which supports your argument

PAGE 9



Text Comment.  Table of  comparison is good and an easy and ef f ective method of
evaluating the solutions.

PAGE 10

PAGE 11

Text Comment.  This cost breakdown should be in an appendix.

PAGE 12

Text Comment.  The task here is very simple and f or the project some enhancements
should be included such as a comparison of  an analogue method.

Text Comment.  Avoid f irst person terms.

PAGE 13

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  Diagram supports the explanation

PAGE 15

Text Comment.  Where is the HMI part of  the project f or visual f eedback. The spec states
a HMI is required.

PAGE 16

PAGE 17

PAGE 18

PAGE 19

PAGE 20

Text Comment.  Testing methods are good and the use of  a table of  results is a good
method f or evaluating outcomes.

Text Comment.  The HMI should be implemented and tested as the spec requires.
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PAGE 22



Text Comment.  There could be more ref s and more academic sources used.
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

11/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

THOMAS JONES 0

There is not much evidence of research besides the
background research. Only four in text refs are used
and two are for images only. poor effort here. 3/10
The number of references is not appropriate for the
report. However the online refs include the date
accessed. This is the Harvard spec. More refs
should be included and used in the report. 3/10

The specification is reasonable but could be clearer
on the requirements. However you have included a
block diagram of requirements overview. Nothing is
mentioned about sustainability and environmental
issues even though they must be covered as part of
the industry protocol. 5.5/10 Solutions considered
shows an understanding of what is needed for the
system and there is an evaluation for the solutions.
There is no mention of the HMI or similar in the
solutions as this is required according to the spec. A
reasonable effort . 5.5/10
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ANALYSIS

10/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

6/15

Testing and results is comprehensive for the sensor
but this cannot justify the solution choice because
the HMI or equivalent is missing. There has been a
reasonable effort made in this section even though
there are parts missing. 5/10 The conclusion and
recommendations cannot be accurate because the
spec has not been met. There is no HMI feedback
or equivalent implemented or tested. 3/10

The planning for the project using Gant charts is
good and shows the predicted and actual timeline
comparison. 3/5 Solutions considered are
reasonable. Practical testing has been carried out
on the chosen solution only but you have carried
out a reasonable evaluation of the solutions. There
is no application of the HMI which is required
according to your spec. 5/10 Implementation has
only been partly completed for the chosen solution.
The PLC program is explained and tested but
nothing about HMI. 5/10

The report was not structured very well and there is
no contents or list of figures. This is a poor effort.
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