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[bookmark: _GoBack]Report is also rather brief, comprising only one self generated diagram with no details of any coding/logic.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	3/15

	This is by far the weakest section.
Very limited research performed. No background of sorting systems, technologies used, algorithms or methodologies etc. 
No real details of Factory IO capabilities either.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2/5

	Comments:

Again – weaknesses here because of the almost total lack of background research.

The student has however shown exceptional knowledge of the working of the actual Factory IO software.
But conversely, there is no evidence at all of ‘design’ as such. No flowcharts, no planning etc!
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	14/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:


Once again – the report is fairly limited. No comparisons or real analysis performed.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	14/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

An exceptional piece of practical work in getting the system to operate correctly in most areas.
Doubly impressive as this is the first project of this kind done at UWTSD.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:

The report is generally laid out and presented adequately, however its limited, and needs to contain far more material, both in terms of background research into the associated topic areas, as well as details of the technologies used.
Also, needs flowcharts, or at least some explanation of what is happening in the PCL code.

Report doesn’t follow the 
1.1
1.2
Formatting style of the template document.
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