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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

While it is gratifying to see a breadboarded prototype, the actual original hardware and software design is fairly limited, as is the testing and results section.
A better quality and synthesis of research material would also have helped obtain a better mark.
The lack of a reflection section has also reduced the final classification.

	48.8

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

The project demonstrates a sound understanding of automated irrigation concepts and microcontroller integration, meeting core technical requirements. While the literature review and system design are well-researched, critical analysis and reflection are limited. 
The report structure is clear, but overlong sections and minor formatting issues affect readability. To improve, focus on deeper evaluation, conciseness, and stronger links to sustainability and professional practice
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	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark
Markers felt after discussion that a low 2:2 mark is appropriate 
	52%
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Engagement with Literature Skills
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	60/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	55/15

	Comments:


The introduction gives a broad outline of the perceived problem, however while there are references to articles and research material, no real hard data seems to be extracted to back up any justification. 

Some of the literature review sources do not appear to be of a particularly high quality. A cursory read of a few of them e.g. no.3 indicate that the information given is very simplistic, or even questionable in its accuracy.
More high quality sources should have been used, and better information should have been derived from reading them.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	50/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	50/5

	Comments:

A number of descisions made in the design are rather questionable. 
E.g. – why use a digital signal for the detection when an analogue one would have given FAR more information?
Why even need to have a rain detector to switch off the system when the ground could still be dry?



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	50/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	60/10

	Comments:

While its good to see an attempt has been made to do some measurements and obtain results, these are fairly superficial, and much more could have been done here.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Skills
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	55/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

Gratifying to see that a simple working prototype was achieved. 
Disappointing that more original analogue signal conditioning etc was not attempted, given the fairly straightforward nature of what was remaining – no real need to use predesigned modules given the timescales available.
The coding is very simplistic for a level6 project.











	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	0/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	58/10

	Comments:

There does not seem to be a reflection section.

The report is reasonably presented, however the style of much of the text reads as if its taken out of sales literature, or an AI engine has been used to generate it.



	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	48.8/100





	
	Out of
	As %
	Sheet
	

	Introduction
	5
	60
	3
	

	Lit review
	15
	55
	8.25
	

	Methodology
	5
	50
	2.5
	

	Requirements
	5
	50
	2.5
	

	Results & discussion 
	25
	50
	12.5
	

	Conclusions & Recc
	10
	60
	6
	

	Practical Skills (Dev)
	15
	55
	8.25
	

	Reflection
	10
	0
	0
	

	Quality of report
	10
	58
	5.8
	

	
	
	
	48.8
	Final%



