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A few points to note:

1.

Each section should start with an introduction summarising the big-picture issues, and ending with a breakdown of what is to follow.

2. You need to show how your topic fits the overall project and show that you have developed something beyond the original question.

3.

The literature review need not be as extensive as for a thesis but should be in the same style. Write it around key issues, not as a summary
of 1 paper at a time.

Achievement will be judged on the basis of what you have presented. you ned to make your contribution clear by citing enough references
to show what prior knowledge is and how your work differs.

4. References should follow the guidelines on the review form; do not use many web references as their authority is questionable (often, a

web-published paper in any case also exists as a reviewed publication in a good journal or conference).

Your talk could follow an outline of the following form (other options are possible):

1.

Abstract (key issues, why interesting, key findings) — the abstract should not cite references or refer to the structure of the paper
Introduction

what you did, why and what the approach was

key findings

structure of rest of report

. Background

terminology, applicable concepts
related work (literature review)

. Approach to problem

style of evaluation (simulation, or whatever applies)
measurements planned and anticipated results
success measure(s)

. Results and Discussion

measurements
analysis
relate to planned outcomes

. Conclusions

summary
significance of outcomes
potential future work
overall findings
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