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	Assessment Criteria
	Mark
	Allocated
Mark
	Comment

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
	15%
	10
	What’s done well:
You’ve engaged with a broad range of recent academic and industry sources, e.g from Deloitte, PwC, McKinsey, and scholarly journals. The literature is well-organized, covering FinTech transformation, project management, and AI integration.
What could have been done differently:
Although you include plenty of sources, much of the discussion is descriptive. The review explains what authors said but not enough compares their arguments or highlights contradictions.
How to do better next time:
Try to be more critical by explaining why authors disagree, which frameworks best fit your study, and where the gaps lie. End each section with a short summary and limitations.


	2.  Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	20%
	13
	What’s done well:
You show solid understanding of FinTech transformation, AI tools, and project management methods. You also demonstrate good awareness of data protection, compliance, and regulatory challenges in FinTech.
What could have been done differently:
The theoretical frameworks are listed but not fully applied to your findings. For example, TAM and Diffusion of Innovations are introduced well but not mentioned in the discussion.
How to do better next time:
Connect theory and data more closely. When you report a finding (for example, AI helps in compliance), discuss how this supports or contradicts a particular theory.


	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	30%
	20
	What’s done well:
The dissertation is well structured and easy to follow. You’ve attempted to interpret patterns in your survey data and link them to literature. The conclusion reflects on barriers such as data security and skills shortages.
What could have been done differently:
The analysis section focuses too much on summarising results rather than critically interpreting them. There’s limited discussion of alternative explanations.
How to do better next time:
Engage more critically with your findings. Ask “why”: e.g. why do these trends appear? What are the implications? What do they tell us about AI in project management beyond your case?


	4. Practical Application Skills
	20%
	13
	What’s done well:
You designed and implemented an online survey appropriately. The use of both primary (questionnaires) and secondary data shows effort.
What could have been done differently:
There lacks detailed discussion in the methodology about sampling, response rate, and data reliability. The analysis of survey results is too descriptive.
How to do better next time:
Explain your data collection process clearly — how many people responded, their roles, and how the data was analysed. When offering recommendations, make them more specific and supported by your data.

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	15%
	9
	What’s done well:
The dissertation is well structured and easy to read. Tables and figures are clear, and referencing is mostly accurate.
What could have been done differently:
The academic writing can be improved.
How to do better next time:
Focus on conciseness and formal academic style. Proofread carefully before submission.


	
Total

	100%
	65
	

	General Comments

.


The result is provisional until confirmed by Examination Board



	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)
	100%

	
	Up to 1 week late (50% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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