Australian Rover Challenge 2026
System Acceptance Review (SAR) Report

[Team Name]
[University]
[Department/School/Faculty]


Team Email :
<< Text goes here >>

Team Lead(s) Name & Email :
<< Text goes here >>
<< Text goes here >>

[Additional Contact Information If required]
<< Text goes here >>
<< Text goes here >>
Team Supervisor(s) Name & Email
<< Text goes here >>
<< Text goes here >>

[This is the Cover page – You may reformat, and include team/university logos here]
[No other information is required on this page]

1. Execution of approach to system development cycle (Page 2-3)
A comprehensive and convincing description of how system development has been executed / carried out. Unlike the CDR where you must show how your intended design met the requirements you defined, in the SAR you must show how your existing integrated system meets, or will meet, the identified requirements.
1.1. Requirements Analysis
You must describe how you have addressed the requirements previously described in the submitted Critical Design Review, including minimum system requirements as per rule 6.1 from the System Acceptance Review Guidelines document. Did you do what you said you were going to do regarding requirements identified in the CDR
1.2. Scheduling
How has the implementation of your planned scheduling approach gone? How have you dealt with unexpected events and delays? 
1.3. Procurement and Manufacturing
Resources available to the team and existing expertise as it pertains to manufacturing and procurement are outlined here. Teams will not be judged on what resources they have access to, but rather on demonstrating that they have clearly outlined what is available to them and how this constrains and motivates future design decisions.
1.4. Testing
How has testing been planned, executed, and adjusted?
1.5. Verification & Validation 
Acceptance criteria including brief method and result for each stage of testing is presented and cross-referenced to verification and validation plan from CDR. Clear evidence that show that the rover and its subsystems have met the requirements, and that it will result in a successful ARCh rover.

1.6. Rover Operation

Body of the Report (Pages 4-12)
All text within this report shall be fully justified.  Subsequent paragraphs shall not be indented.
2. Final Technical Design
Present the final technical design for your system. This should also provide an overview of every subsystem, and pay particular attention to details that have changed since the CDR. Each subsection should describe the final requirements used to design the sub-system (you may cross-reference requirement ID’s from submitted table in CDR), how the relevant requirements have been met, how they were tested,  or what testing is outstanding, how you integrated or plan to integrate the subsystem into the rover system, and results of any subsystem or integrated system level tests. Note that testing failures accompanied by appropriate plans to remedy the failure and re-test is viewed more favorably than simply omitting test failures.
2.1. System Overview
2.2. Interface Definition
2.3. Drivetrain
2.4. Chassis
2.5. Perception
2.6. Power
2.7. Communications
2.8. Command and Control
2.9. Base Station
2.10. Payload(s) [e.g. Robotic Arm, Excavation & Construction, Space Resources, Mapping & Autonomy]
Use multiple subsections if appropriate.
2.11. Procurement & Manufacturing



3. Proof of Life Video (Page 13)
This page shall contain written descriptions of each test or demonstration(s) in the accompanying ”proof of life” video. See Rule 8 in SAR guidelines for further details. Descriptions should include timestamps so that judges know exactly which steps are being referred to. Teams can refer to more detailed testing plans or results in the body of the report, like the requirements, verification or validation criteria where appropriate.
This section must address the following criteria from Rules 7.1 and 7.4 from the SAR guidelines document. 
Adherence to Minimum Challenge Requirements
Convince the panel that your integrated system has met the minimum requirements for the challenge, this may include descriptions given in section 2 describing each sub-system, sub-sections here, or a simple table. See rule 9.3. Refer to timestamps in video.
Nomination of Competition Tasks
Teams must clearly indicate which tasks they intend to compete at for the Australian Rover Challenge. This must include a critical evaluation of which tasks were nominated in the submitted CDR, weighing up your team’s resources and experience, completed work, and outstanding activities.






4. Planned Activities (Page 14)
This page shall discuss your team’s planned activities to prepare the rover for the challenge, making reference to the schedule on page 15 where appropriate.



5. Schedule of Activities (Page 15)
This page shall contain a schedule of activities (Gantt chart or similar) depicting the expected activities to be carried out by the team from the due date of the SAR until the competition. Tasks on the critical path should be highlighted. This page may be A3 in size to accommodate more detail, however it should be concise, neat and with a font size that is readable at normal levels of zoom.
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