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Research includes background of comany and 
soltions considred with good  ref sources. Thre 
could be more information on the type of system 
needed with examples from web sites. 
5 ref sources is not enough for the requirements.
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fan speed. The realy purpose is alsonot included. 
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Solutions considered are relevant and include 
good arguments for the system. However, there 
should be am evaluation carried out and an 
explanation to justify solution chosen. 6/10

Good table ofresults with evidence and a very 
good test method used for testing alarm 
conditions. 7.5/10
Conclusion is missing the signifcant points such as 
the reason for the relay, alarmconditions set 
values and plan discreapancies. 
One recommendation is relevant. 3.5/10

Planning section includesa Gantt chart with no 
comparative timeline and no explanation for 
discrepancies. The test plan is poor. 2/5
Solutions considered have goodarguments for  
prac deployment, but no evaluation for final 
choice has been carried out to justify PLC. 5/10
Implementation includes the LDR program and 
reasonable explanations with realy purpose 
explained. SCL is inclused and explained. 
HMI design is missing and noexplanations of the 
functions. 
Cytron driver is not explained. 4/10

Report has structure.Table of contents should be 
more detailed. Content is disjointed in some 
sections.


