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Table of contenets could be more detailed



Comprehensive list of figures



Good introduction that identifies requirements
There are no ref sources to support the research element of this
section



Good use of table

The spec should include more functional requirements
Budget should be included



Good overview of the Gantt chart and its purpose

The chart has a comparison timeline, hwever, the actual timeline has no plots

The actual timeline should be present so that an evaluation can be carried out!



There are significant points highlighted here, however, there should be at
least one ref source and a supporting image.

Good supporting block diagram

This should include at least one ref source



There is an argument here, the main being that Siemens uses Profinet. This
would be more effective and better presented in a table with pros and cons
for the evaluation.



Good use of prototype method to devlope the system

Good evidence

Good explanation

develope

The HMI should be included here, since it is covered in the explanation



Good evidence of the ladder logic

Good sample and explanation



Explanation is too brief, there are many parts to the system that could be
explained.

Good supporting evidence



Good HMI design

The manual function screen is included in the appendix

Good use of table for output mapping to new system



Good use of table for input mapping to new system





Very good detailed test evidence



Good functional test evidence form PLC





Very good detailed test results



Good functional test results from PLC



Good evidence of live auto test



beginning

Good conclusion with a very relevant recommendation









Good evidence of prototype #1













Good evidence of prototype #2















Good evidence of prototype #3

















Good evidence of prototype #4





FINAL GRADE

51/100
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Text Comment.  Table of contenets could be more detailed
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Text Comment.  Comprehensive list of figures
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Text Comment.  Good introduction that identifies requirements

Text Comment.  There are no ref sources to support the research element of this section
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Text Comment.  Good use of table

Text Comment.  The spec should include more functional requirements

Text Comment.  Budget should be included
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Text Comment.  Good overview of the Gantt chart and its purpose



Text Comment.  The chart has a comparison timeline, hwever, the actual timeline has no
plots

Text Comment.  The actual timeline should be present so that an evaluation can be
carried out!
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Text Comment.  There are significant points highlighted here, however, there should be
at least one ref source and a supporting image.

Text Comment.  Good supporting block diagram

Text Comment.  This should include at least one ref source
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Text Comment.  There is an argument here, the main being that Siemens uses Profinet.
This would be more effective and better presented in a table with pros and cons for the
evaluation.
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Text Comment.  Good use of prototype method to devlope the system

Text Comment.  Good evidence

Text Comment.  Good explanation

Text Comment.  develope

Text Comment.  The HMI should be included here, since it is covered in the explanation
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Text Comment.  Good evidence of the ladder logic

Text Comment.  Good sample and explanation
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Text Comment.  Explanation is too brief, there are many parts to the system that could
be explained.



Text Comment.  Good supporting evidence
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Text Comment.  Good HMI design

Text Comment.  The manual function screen is included in the appendix

Text Comment.  Good use of table for output mapping to new system
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Text Comment.  Good use of table for input mapping to new system
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Text Comment.  Very good detailed test evidence
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Text Comment.  Good functional test evidence form PLC
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Text Comment.  Very good detailed test results
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Text Comment.  Good functional test results from PLC
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Text Comment.  Good evidence of live auto test

PAGE 21

Text Comment.  beginning

Text Comment.  Good conclusion with a very relevant recommendation
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Text Comment.  Good evidence of prototype #1

PAGE 26

PAGE 27

PAGE 28

PAGE 29

PAGE 30

PAGE 31

Text Comment.  Good evidence of prototype #2
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Text Comment.  Good evidence of prototype #3
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Text Comment.  Good evidence of prototype #4
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4/20

RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

9/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

JOSHUA THOMAS 0

Research cintect is far too brief and should be 
separate from the introduction
Research of solutions has been carried out, 
however, no ref sources are used.

Specification is descriptive, and includes significant 
parameters and constraints. this is supported with 
relevant block diagram. 
There should be more functional requirements 
included. 5/10
Explanation and justification for solutions 
considered could be improved.
The evaluation carried out is too brief and should 
include pros and cons. 4/10



15/20

ANALYSIS

13/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

10/15

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

Very good detailed test table of results with 
supporting images. Explanations are included. 
Prototypes are tested and explained.  
Good test evidence in appendix which includes 
auto and manual test. 8/10
Conclusion covers good significat points,  and 
recommendation is valid. 7/10

Good planning method used.
Timeline plan Gantt chart includes 
comparative timeline. 
No data is included in actual timeline.
No initial test plan included. 2/5
Solutions considered are explained, but lack detail.
Evaluation needs more detail. 4/10
Implementation is explained with good sequential 
evidence and using prototype method for 
development process. 7/10

Report is logical and there is a sequence 
Minor errors are present.
Refs to appendix are missing


