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Good table of
contents and list
of figures. The
problem definition
should come
before the spec in
contents.





Introduction and
background
research is
relevant.
However there
is no need of
the extent of
word count
here. The use
of an image
would reduce
the word count
and improve the
explanation.

Good argument for this motor as
the P.F means better efficiency.



Good explanation of the AC drive

Good explanations with
reference



A good
argum
ent for
PLC's
support
ed by
referen
ces
and a
block

diagra
m.



No need to
define what
a spec is.
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Do not use first person
terms.

There is far too
much
explanation
here.

The Gantt
chart tells the
story and only
requres a
simple
explanation

Good use of Gantt chart



Reasonable argument for the
MCU. This could be explained
better using images and less
words.

There are spelling
and grammar errors
which make the
reading difficult.



A good example of how a
system could work.

The test on the motor with
feedback for speed control
is a good test.

The set point values are set
using the keypad shows how
flexible the system can be.



Do not use first
person terms.

Good arguments for this method.
There are many spelling and
grammar errors here.



The
explanation
is far too
long. Fewer
words with
a diagram
would be
much
better. The
spelling
and
grammar
errors make
reading
difficult.



A comprehensive costing analysis.
This could be in the appendix and
referred to from the main report.



Good image which shows the layout
of the components.



Good images and a
brief outline here is
enough.

HMI image and a
brief explanation is
all that is needed
here. The
explanation is far to
extensive.







Prog
ram
is
expl
aine
d
reas
onab
ly
well







The
func
tion
s of
the
mot
or
driv
e
are
clea
r

Go
od
top
olo
gy
of
the
net
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rk
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k





program
explained
well



HMI is good
and clearly
indicates the
operation.

This
section
should be
condense
d because
the
explanatio
ns are

excessive.



Table of
results
explains
the test
outcomes
and
assumpti
ons

Issues and outcomes
are explained







This section is much better
and gets to the point.



Go
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t
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The conclusion should consist of the performance of the
chosen solution and whether it met the criteria from the
spec. The solution comparisons has already been made
and doe not belong in the conclusion. The
recommendations are valid and relevant.



A good reference list
with dates accessed
included.
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PAGE 1

PAGE 2

PAGE 3

Text Comment.  Good table of  contents and list of  f igures. The problem def init ion should
come bef ore the spec in contents.

PAGE 4

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  Introduction and background research is relevant. However there is no
need of  the extent of  word count here. The use of  an image would reduce the word count and
improve the explanation.

Text Comment.  Good argument f or this motor as the P.F means better ef f iciency.

PAGE 6

Text Comment.  Good explanation of  the AC drive

Text Comment.  Good explanations with ref erence

PAGE 7

Text Comment.  A good argument f or PLC's supported by ref erences and a block diagram.

PAGE 8

Text Comment.  No need to def ine what a spec is.



Text Comment.  The need f or the project is clear and a good spec which def ines the
requirements.

PAGE 9

PAGE 10

Text Comment.  Do not use f irst person terms.

Text Comment.  There is f ar too much explanation here.

Text Comment.  The Gantt chart tells the story and only requres a simple explanation

Text Comment.  Good use of  Gantt chart

PAGE 11

Text Comment.  Reasonable argument f or the MCU. This could be explained better using
images and less words.

Text Comment.  There are spelling and grammar errors which make the reading dif f icult.

PAGE 12

Text Comment.  A good example of  how a system could work.

Text Comment.  The test on the motor with f eedback f or speed control is a good test.

Text Comment.  The set point values are set using the keypad shows how f lexible the
system can be.

PAGE 13

Text Comment.  Do not use f irst person terms.

Text Comment.  Good arguments f or this method. There are many spelling and grammar
errors here.

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  The explanation is f ar too long. Fewer words with a diagram would be
much better. The spelling and grammar errors make reading dif f icult.



PAGE 15

Text Comment.  A comprehensive costing analysis.

Text Comment.  This could be in the appendix and ref erred to f rom the main report.

PAGE 16

Text Comment.  Good image which shows the layout of  the components.

PAGE 17

Text Comment.  Good images and a brief  outline here is enough.

Text Comment.  HMI image and a brief  explanation is all that is needed here. The
explanation is f ar to extensive.

PAGE 18

PAGE 19

PAGE 20

Text Comment.  Program is explained reasonably well

PAGE 21

PAGE 22

PAGE 23

Text Comment.  The f unctions of  the motor drive are clear

Text Comment.  Good topology of  the network link

PAGE 24

PAGE 25

Text Comment.  program explained well

PAGE 26

Text Comment.  HMI is good and clearly indicates the operation.



Text Comment.  This section should be condensed because the explanations are
excessive.

PAGE 27

Text Comment.  Table of  results explains the test outcomes and assumptions

Text Comment.  Issues and outcomes are explained

PAGE 28

PAGE 29

PAGE 30

Text Comment.  This section is much better and gets to the point.

PAGE 31

Text Comment.  Good test results

PAGE 32

PAGE 33

PAGE 34

Text Comment.  The conclusion should consist of  the perf ormance of  the chosen solution
and whether it met the criteria f rom the spec. The solution comparisons has already been made
and doe not belong in the conclusion. The recommendations are valid and relevant.

PAGE 35

Text Comment.  A good ref erence list with dates accessed included.
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13/20

RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

12/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

12/20

ANALYSIS

The research and sources are relevant to the
project. However there should be more academic
sources included. There is evidence of extensive
background research in the report. The explanations
are excessive in parts. 6/10 The number of
references is appropriate for the report. The online
refs should include the date accessed. This is the
Harvard spec. 7/10

The specification could be clearer as to what the
task is. Needs to get to the point here. There is
nothing about sustainability or environmental issues.
5/10 Solutions considered shows a good
comprehensive understanding of what is needed for
the system and alternative methods. There are
images used so the word count here could have
been reduced. The effort made here is very good
with images of tested solutions to support the
argument. This should have been rounded off by a
table of comparison. 7/10

Testing and results are explained well with visual
evidence to back up the explanation claims. Good
use of tables for results. 7/10 There is no need to
extensively explain the comparison of solutions in
the conclusion when this has been covered in the



16/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

8/15

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

solitons part of report. It should explain the
outcomes and if the spec was satisfied. This could
have been much better. 5/10

The planning using Gant chart is good but the
explanations are far too excessive here. There are
many spelling and grammatical errors in this section
which has far too many words. 3/5 There solutions
considered have been researched and there are
good arguments for all the alternatives. However
the main issue is that the explanations are too long
as far as word count.6.5/10 Implementation is good
and there is evidence to support this including the
PLC program and HMI. 6.5/10

The report has far too many spelling and
grammatical errors and explanations are excessive
to the point where it makes reading difficult. All the
relevant technical content was present in the report
but the quality of the flow of the report could have
been better.
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