
EES ACDA6002 Weather
monitoring system assignment

2 Robbie Young 2111907
by Robbie Young

Submission date: 02-Jan-2025 02:58PM (UTC+0000)

Submission ID: 247021893

File name:
32858_Robbie_Young_EES_ACDA6002_Weather_monitoring_system_assignment_2_Robbie_Young_2111907_523685_1258196069.docx
(172.15K)

Word count: 2570

Character count: 13818

























FINAL GRADE
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GRADING FORM: SMU GENERIC_GJ

ROBBIE YOUNG 51.90
RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

No literature review submitted 0%



0

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

11.25

ANALYSIS

22.75

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

12.4

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

Good overall schematic design but a things to be 
kept in mind. When designing a complex board it 
is beneficial, from a understanding point of view, 
to limit the number of lines travelling around and 
instead use net names which you have done. You 
have used a gp2d12, which is a distance 
measuring device for what purpose?. When using 
7805 voltage regulators, you need a tank cap on 
the input and the output, you should be looking at 
the switch mode types to limit temperature issues. 
The ppd42 device is a diugital output device with 2 
outputs 1 for small particles ad the other for large 
particles, it is not anI2C device. You have not 
submitted a PCB design. 45%

Good selection of microcontroller. Good selection 
of components selected via the tables but with no 
images. Case selection is strange, printing a case 
when there are so many good sturdy cases in the 
market would seem to be an expensive option. 
Reasonable selection of  connectors .65%

Costings were included but spread out through 
out the document they should have been included 
in a table with an image and the manufacturers 
part number along with the supplier's name and 
part number. Poor attempt at future 
enhancements.62%



5.5The report is strangely presented with a very poor 
and limited selection of references. Better time 
management would have seen a much better 
submission 55%


