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Santiago Velasquez 8:15 5 5 9.25 5 4.63 10 5 4.815 9.625 19.44
JR: could have outlined the study in a little bit more detail on the slides - i.e. 
how many participants etc

Great introduction and background, very good use of humour.
Very awesome props
Fine to check on slide
Method appropriate and clearly defined
Justifications and analysis will described 
Good anecdotal results to identify limitations. Turning and speed identified as issues
Want quiet robot so hear danger is a great point
Legislation an issue
Interesting conclusions although qualitative.
Leash vs handle insightful discussions
Good understanding of literature 

Cory Bullen 8:30 5 4.63 9.25 4.63 5 8 4.815 4.815 8.625 18.255 JR: Nice work. Presentation could be more natural without script etc.

Quite text heavy, rather than figure.
Reading from a script can detract from audience engagement, although good eye contract did exist.
Clear research questions
Slide 2 has better visuals
Great voice when not reading!
Point cloud cleaning was impressive pipeline.
Parabolic interpolation in robodk updated
How did take into account pose of gun relative to object: Waypoints
Worth including units in numerics
Quantitative analysis with precision and accuracy compared with measurement devices, excellent.
Fair reflection on results 
Probabilistic road maps as future work very plausible
Excellent timing!
SLAM helps with accuracy, although not systematic errors

Synne Eggan 8:45 4 4.63 9.25 5 4.63 10 4.5 4.63 9.625 18.755 JR: some pictures in the literature review would have helped with understanding

Great title, acknowledgement of country
Very clear text, slides and visuals
Well stated Aims and objectives, with quantitative criteria
Detailed justification, with good ontologically differentiation
Iconic design approach, which was engaging
Excellent diagrams of area for improvement
Design iterations good, but could have been shown with decision matrix
Slightly larger font on graphs/charts needed, but otherwise excellent
Very good insight into pros and cons of improvements plus reflections
Great to critique methods used. Plus recommendations for future work.
Questions: Why so portable? ADL! 

Declan Bailey 9:00 4 4.63 9.25 5 4.4 9 4.5 4.515 9.125 18.14 JR: Could explain the toolbox concept w bit more

Great opening title and AoC.
Very good slide layouts.
Very upfront research question, which is a positive !
Why not an alien dreadnought? Dark factories etc?
Why use Haar cascade not say Yolo v5-8? Pros and cons of each? Very well answered 
Development stages linear rather than design cycle
Bench design practical, with good initial methods/tests
Why did OCR fail?
Great insight into joint space adoption.
Clear future directions and reflections
Ethernet connections an issue...

Jarrod Fisher 9:15 3.5 3.5 8 4 3.5 8 3.75 3.5 8 15.25

JR: A bit brief on the context and the exact research aims. Di don't give a 
detailed description of the actual trials and ethics etc. Did not really describe the 
design of the harness.

Honest background and context of the work
Imitate harness for spot...is this the best method?
Excellent pictures and slide arrangments. Great to include video even if tech issues.
Try to avoid text heavy slides.
Good anecdotal results for the designed harness 
Vertibrate vs fixed spot robot an important insight
Future design, good to consider alternatives
Honest assessment of successes and disruptions 
Quantitative questions could have had clearer answer

Ashleigh Gifford 9:30 4.63 5 10 4.63 4.63 9.25 4.63 4.815 9.625 19.07 JR: Great slides! Very well presented.

Great title and AoC
Excellent context of risks for brake checking
Excellent eye contact, pace of voice and prosody, but could breath deeper.
Clear methods, although linear rather than design cycle.
Great to quantify the requirements, i.e. research questions. Shows awesome depth of knowledge of subject. Try to avoid too much jargon for audience type.
Context of why discuss control system could have been clearer.
Could to consider regulations and safety.
Clear reflections, quantitative results are very expensive, but well understood!
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