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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A well written report.  The initial project set up is excellent.  The design approach is OK, and the development work of a good standard.  The inability to test curtails what might have made a really good report.  As it stands, good 2.2.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Overall, further more efforts in completing this project would have given more credits. On looking at the documentation, felt like, the student was in a hurry to complete the documentation in a short span of time. 

The project title is very generic focusing on all available parameters in reducing the operational cost in a Data Centre, however, the student was concentrating only on Energy consumption. Adding a few research about the available parameters which are costing the operation of the Data Centre could have justified. 

Documentation was not structured properly. Statistical data, (Charts and Diagrams) instead of using the existing sources, collecting the data, analyzing and customizing them as per the project needs, would have added more value.
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Mark agreed.
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	4/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	12/20
	9/15

	Comments:

The introduction establishes the importance of the issues under assessment and uses examples well to show the levels of industry interest in improvement to the problem of heat management.

The literature review covers a number of aspects of importance, including Arrhenius, and sets a broad background on the technologies used in the project.  Whilst it has breadth, it doesn’t come down to a chosen approach as a conclusion.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	3/5
	3/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:

The design does the right things, but the methodology is pragmatic rather than following any established or validated route.  There is clearly a lot of work in finding components and implementing the concepts of the project.

The requirements are clear in the design, but are not established separately as a goal set or target.  The design is good, and covers a number of issues of real importance (temperature ranges, scalability).
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	14/25
	14/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	5/10

	Comments:

The closure has made major problems for the full validation of the work.  The devices work, as does the WSN and database interface.  The attempt to find validation from the literature is OK.  The student was able to discuss the project development, but not the results - for obvious reasons.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	10/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	10/15
	 -

	Comments:

The actual design is good, although it isn’t illustrated fully in the report in diagrammatic form, nor in detailed description.  The response to problems was practical and effective.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	4/10
	4/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	5/10
	5/10

	Comments:

The reflection is necessarily limited.

The report is well written and presented.  Some very nice features (the table of comparison of sensors is a good example) in data presentation.
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	57/100







