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Concise abstract given which does fairly reflect the
project undertaken



Very brief set of acknowledgements



Numbered
incorrectly









Good, clear introduction to the project







Good background research showing what equipment is
available at present



Why 2.3.3 and not 1.2.5?



Good explanation of what the problem is that the project will

attempt to alleviate











3 potential solutions noted, a realistic comparison table produced and a
good, reasoned choice made as to which solution to take forward



General specification given which is detailed
and realistic



Good pre-test table noted to test the equipment
before main test begins



Very good set of tests to be carried out on the main sequence
with a 'pass requirement' noted



Where is the POWRA?

Very good detail noted on Safety, Sustainability, Environmental
protection & Professionalism



Maintenance & Reliability taken into consideration in relation
to equipment used







Excellent series of block diagrams and explanations which clearly
shows how the project is to be designed







All hardware components being used have been researched,
referenced and clearly understood



Very clear design flow chart noted which will help in
developing main LabVIEW program



The main LabVIEW program Block Diagram could
have been clearer



Very good detail on how the analogue inputs are
converted in to pressure in mBAR





Excellent detail

Excellent



















Excellent detail on the states used within the state diagram and
how they control the testing process





Very good detail on how the LabVIEW 'data logs' the pressures
allowing EXCEL graphs to be produced









Excellent set of test results in Figs 43 & 44 showing the system
is being tested right through the positive and negative pressure
ranges and does not go out of tolerance







Hardware implementation clearly noted and
informative









All tests carried out according to the test tables produced in
specification with good detail on test results obtained



Good set of graphical test results noted and
explained clearly

























LabVIEW Front panel full test sequence noted and
explained in great detail





Excellent detail on how a failed test would indicate
within the test sequence







Very detailed evaluation of project hardware /
software outcomes





Well thought out criteria used to produce a minimum time for 'return on
investment though it could have been left as 128 calibrated instruments.



(within 5 mins)



Excellent detail on future
recommendations

Reflection given shows understanding through
knowledge gained



Good, varied list of research carried out









Good comparison made of the proposed and actual Gantt chart
clearly showing where problems occurred and how they were
overcome



Detailed WBS shown in
appendix
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Research Informed Literature: 1. Abstract, acknowledgements,
introduction and setting out of aims and objectives. (/20) 2.
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Background research, setting the context of the project, statement of
user or customer needs. (/30) 3. Literature review, solutions
considered and choice made. (/40) 4. Use of Harvard Referencing for
citing and listing sources. (/10)

13.8

KNOWLEDGE (20%)

Knowledge & Understanding of Subject: 1. Specification, design
requirements and project outcomes, time and financial constraints.
(/30) 2. Test planning and procedures. (/20) 3. Formal project planning
and identification of milestones. (/25) 4. Consideration of maintenance
and reliability. (/25)

1. Concise abstract given which fairly reflects the
project undertaken. Very brief set of
acknowledgements. Good clear introduction to the
project. (13) 2. Good background research showing
what equipment is available at present. Good
explanation of what the problem is that the project
will attempt to alleviate. (24) 3. Three potential
solutions noted, a realistic comparison table
produced and a good, reasoned choice made as to
which solution to take forward. (27) 4. Correct use
made of Harvard referencing and a good list of
references cited. (7)

1. General specification given which is detailed and
realistic. Excellent series of block diagrams and
explanations which clearly shows how the project is
to be designed. Very clear design flow chart noted
which will help in developing the main LabVIEW
program. No time constraints. (22) 2. Good pre-test
table noted to test the equipment before main test
begins. Very good set of tests to be carried out on
the main sequence with a 'pass requirement' noted.
(15) 3. Detailed WBS shown in appendix.Good
comparison made of the proposed and actual Gantt
chart clearly showing where problems occurred and
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ANALYSIS (20%)

Analysis: 1. Evaluation of Implementation stage, monitoring of
progress and milestone activities. (/20) 2. Testing & test results. (/30)
3. Comparison of project outcomes to specification. (/20) 4.
Conclusions, recommendations and reflections. (/30)

15.8

PRACTICAL APPLICATION (20%)

Practical Application & Deployment: 1. Quality, innovation and creativity
of design solution. (/20) 2. Implementation stage, working
independently with limited supervision. (/30) 3. Meeting customer or
user needs, fitness of solution to purpose, working within time and
financial constraints. (/20) 4. Log book. (/30)

how they were overcome. (18) 4. Maintenance &
Reliability taken into consideration in relation to
equipment used. (14)

1. Very good detail on how the analogue inputs are
converted into pressure in mBAR. Excellent detail
on the states used within the state diagram and how
they control the testing process. Hardware
implementation clearly noted and informative. (17)
2. Good set of graphical test results noted and
explained clearly. LabVIEW Front panel test
sequence noted and explained in great detail. (25)
3. All tests carried out according to the test tables
produced in the specification with good detail on
test results obtained. (19) 4. Very detailed
evaluation of the project hardware / software
outcomes. Excellent detail on future
recommendations. Reflection given shows
understanding through knowledge gained. (24)

1. Design solution explained in great detail, clearly
showing understanding of the use of LabVIEW



10.8

PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE (20%)

Skills for Professional Pracice: 1. Professionalism and ethical conduct.
(/25) 2. Health and safety, assessment of risk. (/25) 3. Sustainability
and environmental protection.. (/25) 4. Presentation and organisational
quality of report. (/25)

software and chosen hardware which was both
innovative and creative. (17) 2. Hardware
implementation clearly noted through pictorial
evidence and clearly working with limited
supervision. (25) 3. The project evaluation shown
clearly indicates the project is fit for purpose. Actual
Gantt chart shows timing met and Costing exercise
shows the project was completed within budget.
(17) 4. Log book shows clearly how the project was
developed over the time allocation given. (20)

1. Very good detail noted on Professionalism. (11)
2. Safety mentioned in Section 4 and comment on
POWRA being carried out. No evidence of this in
report. (7) 3. Very good detail noted on
Sustainability and Environmental protection. (14) 4.
Very good report structure and use of pictorial
evidence, EXCEL graphical results and varied
screen dumps to prove project functions a specified.
(22)
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