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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: SMU GENERIC_GJ

ANDREW PRESCOTT 66.40

The literature review is clear but limited with
reasonable background information but would have
been improved with a more detail, along with a
PWM advantage/disadvantage table.60%

The ladder logic program is clear and well
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ANALYSIS

13.6

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

9.3

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

17.5documented. 70%

The mechanism for generating the transfer function
from the plant input output response curve is very
good. Your method is vague but documented with
good graphics. 68%

Your screens are functional and uncluttered and
very well documented. All screens are nicely laid out
and make it easy to identify faults/warnings and
allow for user input and navigation. Good fault audit
document. Poor attempt at improvements.68%

The report is reasonably well presented with the
author using sufficient images and illustrations to
allow the reader to digest information readily.62%
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