
	
     STUDENT FEEDBACK FORM-NARIMAN



	Generic Assessment Criteria 
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills

	
	

	The report demonstrates limited and inconsistent engagement with appropriate academic literature. While a number of sources are included, the use of referencing throughout the report is uneven and a significant proportion of the technical content is not supported by in-text citations.
Several references appear to be incorrectly presented or incomplete, with missing key details such as authors, publication titles, and publication information. In some cases, sources are difficult to trace in their current form, which raises concerns about the accuracy and reliability of the reference list. There are also inconsistencies between in-text citations and the reference list.
Although some relevant sources are included, the report relies heavily on general websites rather than high quality academic or peer reviewed material, which limits the strength of the supporting evidence. In addition, sources are not consistently integrated into the discussion to justify calculations or design decisions.
Overall, the work does not meet the expected standard for academic referencing at this level and requires significant improvement in both the quality of sources and the correct application of Harvard referencing conventions.
	15
	4

	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills

	
	

	The report demonstrates a basic awareness of wind energy systems and off-grid design, with key components identified and applied. However, the level of understanding is limited by fundamental technical errors.
A significant issue is the incorrect calculation of average power demand, where energy is wrongly converted to power, resulting in a value that is incorrect by several orders of magnitude. This error affects subsequent sections, particularly battery sizing, making the design technically invalid. In addition, the wind power equation is incorrectly stated, indicating a misunderstanding of a core principle. The method used to estimate the number of batters contains significant errors. The power demand is underestimated by a factor of 1000, while the system voltage is unrealistically high and not justified. These errors partially cancel each other, leading to a coincidentally reasonable result. However, this does not represent a valid or reliable engineering approach, and greater care is required in the correct use of units and system parameters.
The estimation of turbine output is also oversimplified, with limited consideration of realistic performance factors. Furthermore, although financial values are calculated, the payback period is not completed or interpreted; based on the provided data, it would be extremely long, indicating poor economic feasibility. 
The accompanying presentation demonstrated a general awareness of the topic; however, explanations were basic and lacked sufficient depth and clarity.
Overall, the work reflects a basic level of understanding but does not demonstrate the depth or clarity expected for higher grades.
	30
	10

	
	
	

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills

	
	

	The report includes some calculations and attempts to assess system feasibility, including cost comparisons with the National Grid. This shows a basic level of analytical engagement with the task.
However, the level of critical evaluation is limited. The analysis does not fully explore assumptions, uncertainties, or variations in system performance. In addition, conclusions are not consistently supported by detailed reasoning or discussion.
Some calculations are incomplete or not clearly explained, which further limits the depth of analysis. Overall, the work demonstrates limited analytical and critical thinking skills, with significant scope for improvement.
	20
	9

	
	
	

	4. Practical Application Skills

	
	

	The report attempts to design an off-grid wind energy system and includes relevant components such as turbines, batteries, and cost estimates. However, the practical application is significantly weakened by incorrect calculations. The error in power demand leads to unrealistic battery sizing, and key design parameters are not clearly justified. In addition, turbine performance estimation is oversimplified and does not reflect realistic engineering practice. While there is evidence of effort, the design lacks reliability and technical validity. Overall, the work represents a basic attempt at system design but lacks the clarity, accuracy and technical detail required for higher level performance.
	25
	10

	
	
	

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice

	
	

	The report includes a clear attempt to structure the work and address the key components of the assignment. However, the overall structure is inconsistent, and the flow of information is sometimes unclear, with limited linkage between sections. The use of brief statements rather than fully developed explanations reduces clarity.
There are also issues with presentation, including unclear technical writing. Some calculations are not clearly explained and key errors (e.g. in power and battery calculations) reduce confidence in the work. Referencing is inconsistent and does not follow Harvard conventions, which affects academic credibility.
The accompanying presentation was adequate but lacked depth and clarity in explaining technical content.
Overall, the work demonstrates basic communication skills but requires improvement in structure, clarity, referencing, and the accuracy and justification of technical content.
	10
	4

	
	
	



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	37%

	
	Up to 1 week late (40% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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