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KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

ANALYSIS

GRADING FORM: SMU GENERIC_GJ

TAO CHEN 50

Refs are quite light here. Check their formatting
too. Use the School's preferred referencing
method please.

Essential ideas identified and discussed but lacking
sufficient detail in places. I was expecting you to
develop and modify your own networks, however
you do compare two differing networks and
discuss these.
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You have compared two networks though
modification of hyper parameters and their effects
on accuracy is poorly documented. How many
modifications did you make? Evaluation results
covers the required areas but you do not
analyse/discuss these in depth. Biases in dataset
not addressed.

Two existing networks used - what about your
design? Trained and evaluated - but validation,
splitting of training and test sets not explained.
Confusion matrices and evaluation reports
generated. Biases in datasets not addressed.

Report could be better sections. Diagrams
included - good. More please. Refs poor.


