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Project Work Schedule and Assessment Details

Implementation

Timeline

Task

Particulars

SEMESTER SEVEN

August

Call for formation of
project batch& Synopsis

Submission

Students are informed to form their project
batch with a maximum of four members and
get it registered with the project coordinator.

The batch should submit a project synopsis to

the project coordinator.

' September

Guide Allotment

S—
The HOD and project coordinator will allot the

guide based on the faculty area of interest.

The allotment of the guide will be displayed on
the notice board.

The project coordinator will inform the students
to submit the finalized synopsis to the

respective guide.

October

Phase I Presentation

The phase I presentation includes a problem
statement, literature survey, and expected
outcome.

The  students  will give  PowerPoint
presentations in front of the project committee.
Evaluation of phase I will be done according to
the rubrics by the project committee.

\‘j ]»\ faX \\‘Lk ll.c_' =

g oo . ’
- Qejence & LGk
yvont. of Computer .‘h,u,!au‘u\t |
ent. ience & b |
: fastitute ol Fecanolnl

T Mandya
coamanegala Ta. "
.1\_-1!“(]“,.. tulin ’,‘\l“-\‘

B G : }
B.(. Nagal gt

Karn



SEMESTER EIGHT

March

Phase 11 Presentation

Students are instructed to give a PowerPoint
presentation including design & methodologies.
Evaluation of phase II will be done according to

the rubrics by the guide.

April

Phase I1I Presentation

Students are instructed to give a powerpoint
presentation on implementation and overall
presentation of the project along with project
demo.

Evaluation of phase III will be done according

to the rubrics by the project committee.

Final Submission of
report

Student are informed to submit the final report

(Hard Copy)

Project internal marks

announcement

The marks for the project work are announced
and processed according to the university

regulations.

IL. Project Evaluation (PHASE-I)

The internal project Phase-I evaluation details are shown below.

SI. No. Evaluation Scheme Marks
I Significance and Relevance of work 15
2. Problem Identification and Definition 10
3. Phase I Report 25
4, Presentation and Planning 50
Total 100

The internal project Phase-II evaluation details are shown below.

SI. No. Evaluation scheme Marks
1. Design & Methodology, PPT Presentation 15
2. Progress of Work 10
3. Plan Execution 15
Total 40
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The internal project Phase-III evaluation details are shown below.

SI. No. Evaluation scheme Marks

1 Design &Implementation 20

2. Overall Presentation 20

3. Results and Conclusion 10

4. Report 10

Total 60
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Project Evaluation Phase I Rubrics

Phase 1: Maximum Marks 100
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| Criteria | Excellent (100%) Good (80%) bat(lg(t;;:;t)ory ' Unacceptable (40%)
| (1] {
| - |1 All objectives of the —‘ "1 Good | Moderate study 1 Explanation of the
'w . 'cg::;l]ijan 1 pr((j)p‘(‘)se((ii \\Sork alre L\C” J ;.\pldn.llmn of | ofihe existing | specifications and the
relevance | thl(l)r\]fe«i t(:Lsr:l\: lh: l Ln'?cl‘lgp(?;lchf’nd System; co'lects ( h‘m‘llzmons ol the
. ofthe  4ofined problem are project some basic | existing systems not
, work | clearly specified information . very satsfactory,
' 15 ' limited information.
| 1. Detailed and I Collects a great | Incomplete 1. Only Some objectives
| Problem | exiensive explanation deal of Justification to the | of the proposed work are
Identifica | of the purpose and . d objectives proposed, | well defined; Steps to be
tion and need of the project nfonmelion an Steps are mentioned followed to solve the
Definition 2 Detailed and good study of the but unclear: without defined problem are not
10 extensive explanation exisling systems. justification to specified properly
| of the specifications objectives
and the limitations of
the existing systems.
1. Format for text. | Format for I.Format is as 1 Format is not
tables, figures. lext. tables, per the set as per standards;
charts, etc. 1s figures, standards. 2 Organization
strictly followed: charts. etc 1s 2.Organization of not in logical
2 Organization of strictly the content 1s order:
the content is in followed: somewhat in logical 3.Explanations in the
logical order with 2.Orgamzation of order with all report are not clear;
Phase I all sections the content is in sections mentioned; 4.Citations are
Rep_ort mentioned in the logical order with 3.Explanations are improper
25 Guidelines; all sections adequate with most
3.Explanations are mentioned in the of the figures and
clear with properly Guidelines; tables properly
placed figures and 3.Explanations placed;
tables; are adequate 4. Most of the
4.Contents are properly | with figures and contents are cited.
cited tables properly
placed. C mkg\LLW-‘ﬂ
4. Most of the = noo oce & Fnoe
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1 7 |1 Contents ol | .Contents of I Contents ol I Contents ol
| prcscnlulions are presentations are presentations are prescntations are not
Presmtitio appropriate and well appropriate but not appropriate but not appropriate
n and arranged well arranged well arranged 2. Demonstration nol
Planning 2. Proper eye contact 2 Satislactory 2 Lye contact with satisfactory
with audience and clear demonstration, few people and
S0 voice with good spoken dlenr uine ik unclear voiee

language
Anguae good spoken

language but eye

contacl

~_not proper

Phase 11: Maximum Marks 40

O ——
Criteria | Excellent (100%) | Good (80%) Sa‘(';gf,;'n‘)"”y Unacceptable (40%)
1.Chooses a?proprialc 1. Chooses 1 Noproper 1 No c'nmpualial;uvl- ]
computational and appropriate selection of tools for Data
information tools for computational and computational collection/ techniques
Design & Data collection information tools tools for Data and algorithmic
Methodolo Ntechniques and for Data collection / collection / Was used and
gy, PPT | algorithmic solution to techniques and techniques and Incomplete work.
Presentati | \del developed for | algorithmic solution algonthmic 2. Failed to demonstrate
on the project or uses to model developed Data was not the system (il any).
15 tools for the project. collected properly.
Lffectively. 2. Demonstration (If | 2 Demonstrated (if
2. Demonstration (if any) of the any) the developed
any) of the developed | developed system in system
system in alignment alignment with the
with the objectives. objectives.
1. Objectives 1. Objectives 1. Minimal I. Objectives not
Progress achieved as per partially achieved Objectives achieved as per time
of Work time frame as per time achieved as frame.
10 frame. per time
frame.
1. Time frame 1. Time frame 1. Time frame 1. Time frame
Plan. properly specified properly properly properly specified
Executio | 4 being followed specified and specified and not and not being
1n5 2. Appropriate being followed being followed followed
distribution of 2. Inappropriate 2. Uneven 2. Uneven
project work dislr.ibulion of distribution of distribution of
project work project work project work and no
- » sygcbronization
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Phase I11: Maximum Marks 60

Criteria Excellent Good Satisfactory Unacceptable
(81-100%) (61-80%) (41-60%) (20-40%)
1. Division of 1. Division of problem | 1. Division of problem 1. Partial division of
problem into into modules and good into modules but problem into modules
Design & modules and good | selection of computing | inappropriate selection and inappropriate
Implementa selection of framework. of computing selection of computing
tion computing 2. Design framework framework
20 framework methodology not 2. Design methodology | 2. Design methodology
2. Appropriate properly justified not defined properly not defined properly
design methodology
and proper
justification
1. Team is able to 1. Team is able to 1. Team presents all 1. The team is not
justify and articulate | justify and articulate | the above criteria, but able to justify and
the :':1]1 Fhe' above the ,a” ?he. above with room for articulate most of the
criteria in the criteria in the . e
Overall presentation presentation {mprovement ; al?ove ertieri
| Presentation 2. The slides 2. The slides presented | 2- Slides are mostly in | 2. Slides presented are
20 presented are ina | are in a specific format logical order not in logical order I
specific format and and in logical order
in logical order

| Results and
Conclusion

10

1. Clear application
of research tools.
Results are analyzed
properly and
discussed with guide
2.Results are
presented in very

appropriate

1. Clear application of
research tools. Results
are analyzed to some
extent and discussed
with guide
2.Results are
presented in good
manner

1. Clear application
of research tools.

Results were not
analyzed and hardly
discussed with
guide
2. Results presented
are not much

1. Research tools
are not specified.
Results were not
analyzed and not
discussed with
guide
2.Results are not
presented properly

manner 3. Project work ) i _
: satisfactory 3. Project work is
3. Project summary and . .
; ; 3.Project work not summarized and
work is well conclusion not very
: ) summary and concluded.
summarized appropriate. . :
conclusion not very 4.Future extensions
and 4.Future ST b )
concluded. extensions in the n pprop i ey mj‘?;t Zre
¥ Ruitnta project are : u;lure ep'(tensmns not specifie
extensions in Specified Mt proy.e;t;lre
the project i
are well
specified
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1. Format for 1. Format for 1. Format is as per 1. Format is not
text, tables, text, tables, the set standards; as per
figures, charts, figures, charts, 2.0rganization of the standards;
etc. is strictly etc. is strictly content is somewhat 2.0Organization
Repers followed; foll()Wfad; ' in logical or.der with not in logical
10 2.0rganization 2. Organization of all sections order;
of the content the content is in mentioned; 3. Explanations in the
is in logical logical order with all 3. Explanations are report are not clear;
order with all sections mentioned adequate with most 4.Citations are
sections in the Guidelines; of the figures and improper
mentioned in 3. Explanations are tables properly
the Guidelines; adequate with placed;
3. Explanations are figures and tables 4. Most of the
clear with properly properly placed; contents are cited.
placed figures and | 4. Most of the contents
tables; are properly cited
4. Contents are
properly cited
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BGSIT Doc. Title: Plase I Evaluation

Doc. No.: 04#Form#01

BG Nagara Page 1 of 1 [ Date: 01.04.2018 Rev. No. 00

Departnient: Computer Science and Engmeermg
Sub: Project Work

Code:15CSP78

Phase I Evaluation

, Components /
SI. Dafe 0!- Project Title USN Name Guide Details Criteria of Evaluation  |Tota] )
. | Evaluation T Sign
No. 1 2 3 4* (100) B
Enhoncing the hatve | 4g.415(077| Spornthf S (4 199 |24 |22 |95 ¢
! o, [Duyes Spum fltev ABWISB078|Symmend o TaZ L g |09| 94| 27|94 'ﬂ
& | though wmam ek ¢ Tolouvt N R
r%\p A)W\»dahh Pn!’e"’d"
Y L1210 F RV ,'
: HD . Cha! A | 09|85 |2 72
- a4 09123 |25 |42 %M
: 14 |09 (9% |26 |72
4N - Qe o 13 |99 |3 | 91|72
A2 . |
Dpres Ol_ca lokats
Project Coordinator HOD
Note: Evaluation Process Jt
i 23 A% .
* Marks is allotted by the evaluators(80),(1,2,3,4(30 marks)) and Projcct coordinator (20)=100Marks. { Cumtpy i Dot s
et O PR i W faciG Sttt
\;.(I.._ S lusunuie ‘ ‘3‘“ 340
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1 | Significance And Relevance Of Work AT 3 el TR RaE 25 My N ﬂ%a‘"‘:“g:l\:‘ akn U NDIA
] . . 10 Marks Presentation And Planning | (30+20)=
2 | Problem Identification And Definition 4* 50 Marks
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BGSIT Doc. Title: Phase II Evaluation Doc. No.: 04#Form#01 ]
BG Nagara Page 1 of 1 [ Date: 01.04.2018 Rev. No. 00
Department: Computer Science and Engineering
Sub: Project Work
Code:15CSP85
Phase II Evaluation
Date of Components /
AL Evaluation Project Title USN Name Guide Details Criteria of Evaluation |Total .
No. 1 2 3 (40) Sign
knmn&r% fne natve | 4BWISEOT]  Spoowity £ Rulow N R |19 [0B]1& |33
: Hf/v trogh| 13 WIBCSO7Y Suyomeane Taz A s sh projein 13 |08 | 12-135 @‘l
) o -
\S\‘,@\(" ?ﬂlﬂhﬂ@n wax!a modztm
, | I4 [0Q | 1% |36
s g 13 o2 | 14 [as | NE
| HB1W)5(5059 Hoaibl 13 08|14 35
A L Al st b neu = " ( 3 0 Ol ( li %
_ oo lats v
- Project Coordinator HOD
HOD. . &&ne
Note: Evaluation Process Tept of C ompuier DClen:fhn Brh
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1 | Design and Methodology, PPT | g | Flswlasnida il ! ‘":‘\ “nataka (X s
Presentation
2 | Progress of Work i anles Total 40 Marks
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Doc. Title: Phase I Evaluation
| Date: 01.04.2018

Rev. No. 00

Department: Computer Science and Engineering

Sub: Project Work

Code: 15CSP85

Phase T Evaluation :

o Components /
S| Date of Proi t'i"tl . i Criteria of
&- Evalutiog roject Title USN Name Guide l?ctnlls Evaluation |Total
0. " 5 y (40) Sign
Knhuning the nadve  |[4Bwlaso 17| SPoovtol 5 | lave MR | (¢ 09 [09 | 24
| t:aya_S]) ™m ffH'W HBWIHE0TE SymmaiyaToz AMM‘KWl PYgFm 16| 03|09 (33 '%@
\om\\“ tugh Tukelligent il
V) ted modubicoion |
19 [09 (09 [3%
19 |09 |09 |37 ’}ﬁ'ﬁ"‘,
09 109 |36
f 2 |09 |09 |36
b .
Project Coordinator HOD
Note: Evaluation Process oo e & Fav
R ek [y % b
* Marks s Allotted By The Evaluators(40),(1,3,4) And Coordinator;(20),(2) (60 Marks). Dent. UfL‘on\'pulU 5:“‘_ echnuive?
B G.S. Insuute 98 00 s
B.G. NABIE ranays U
1 | Implementation, Result & Conclusion *lMartes 3 Results And Conclusion 0 Ma{l:‘s ama“ﬂah ";(:'\‘NDIA\
Karnatf
2 | Overall Presentation 20 Mk 4* REpict 10 Marks
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Doc. Title: Phase I Presentation

Doc. No.: 04#Form#01

Page 1 of 1 | Date: 01.04.2018 Rev. No. 00
Department: Computer Science and Engineering
Sub: Project Work
Code: 15CSP85
Final Pr
Bataat Compaonents /
SL| ¢ - Project Title USN Name Guide Details Criteria of Evaluation |Tgal
No. valuation > Sign
1 2 3 4 (100)
Stratergies for HUBWI6CS410 NAVYA AU MANU Y M 34 | 34 | 09 | 08 | 85
SAALIOTS quality aware v!deo MBWI6CS409 NAVYAAS Asst: Profiesser 34 | 35 | 08 | 09 | 86 | |
| content analytics WBWI16CS405 |[HARSHITHA K S Dept of CSE 34 | 35 | 08 | 09 | 86 ]
HBWI16CS408 [LAKSHMIR 34 34 08 09 85 | =
Blockchain smart ¥BWI15CS012 ICHAITHRA H PALLAVINR 36 | 37 | 08 | 09 | 90 ' |
2 23/04/2019 |contract for bidding HBW15CS049 [POORNIMA G Asst. Prof: 35 37 08 08 B8 el [
system MBW15CS050 PRABHAVATHIS Dept of CSE 35 36 09 08 88
IBW15CS014 |CHAITHRAR 36 | 36 | 09 | 09 | 90 ‘
Doy Cl a8 lerf -
¥
Signature of Project Coordinator Signature of HOD
HOD
n._... " I X, - T
Note: Evaluation Process ;\.tn of ICulem(ﬂ a:lgprehsgr::.‘
*Marks is allotted by the evaluators and Project coordinator (80+20= 100marks) g G .al.i.(.lt’,[\?:a:,l;;r ‘? 57‘]" ol
\ 3-.:,1|:|J|:|I_‘:'.j|:i Tq. Mandvs
Warnataka (1> 400
| Phase 11 Evaluation 84.marks 3 BaD 10 marks
2 Phase I11 Evaluation 40 marks 4 Project Coordinator 10 arks




