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FINAL GRADE

59/100

ACDA2060 written summary
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Engagement with Literature 11.5/15

You used a range of relevant sources, including
peer-reviewed journal articles and technical 
references, and IEEE referencing
was generally applied correctly. This demonstrates 
awareness of the research
base surrounding stabiliser chemistry. However:

·      
Some statements in the
presentation are not clearly supported by references.

·      
In the reflection,
literature is often reported rather than critically 
engaged with.

·      
The inclusion of
non-academic sources (e.g. anecdotal web content) 
weakens academic judgement.

To improve: Focus on using literature to justify choices,
compare alternatives, or challenge assumptions, 
rather than simply citing it to
support factual statements.

 

Knowledge and Understanding 12/20

You demonstrate recognition of relevant chemistry 
(e.g. DPA
and ethyl centralite mechanisms, NOx scavenging, 
degradation pathways), and the
material is clearly related to OME systems rather than 
generic chemistry. However:

·      
Explanations are often
unclear or imprecise, particularly when delivered 
verbally.



·      
Terminology is sometimes
used inconsistently, and key ideas are read directly 
from slides without
confident explanation.

·      
Reactions are shown, but
understanding of what they imply chemically is limited.

·      
In the reflection,
mechanisms are explained but not developed beyond 
description (e.g. no
discussion of kinetics, activation energy, or 
temperature dependence).

To improve: Aim to explain why reactions occur and 
why they
matter, not just what happens. At L6, chemical 
mechanisms should be
interpreted, not just presented.

 

Cognitive and Intellectual Skills 12/25

You attempted to compare stabilisers (e.g. DPA vs 
ethyl
centralite), which is appropriate, but the comparison 
remains largely
descriptive. Analytical depth is limited, and 
explanations of trade-offs
(toxicity, compatibility, monitoring difficulty) are not 
always clear.

The reflection shows awareness that stabiliser 
selection
involves trade-offs, but:

·      
There is little evaluation
of which factors dominate decision-making and why.

·      
Limitations, uncertainties,
or conflicting literature are not explored.

·      
The reflection does not



critically assess the chemistry or your understanding 
of it.

To improve: Move beyond “what each stabiliser does” 
to why
one may be preferred under specific OME conditions, 
and what compromises this
involves.

 

Practical Application Skills 14.5/25

Your work is clearly grounded in real OME contexts,
including storage, degradation, safety, and 
environmental impact. The use of
case studies is appropriate, and the chemistry 
selected is relevant. However:

Application remains general rather than operational.

There is little discussion of how stabiliser chemistry
informs real decisions (e.g. monitoring thresholds, 
shelf-life prediction,
compatibility testing).

The reflection does not clearly show how this 
knowledge
would be applied in professional OME practice.

To improve: Explicitly link chemistry to real-world 
actions,
such as inspection criteria, stabiliser depletion limits, 
or disposal
decisions.

 

Transferable and Reflective Skills 9/15

Your presentation delivery was confident and 
engaging, with
good structure and time management. However:

·      
There was heavy reliance on
reading from slides and notes.

·      
Mispronunciation and



hesitation reduced clarity when explaining technical 
content.

The reflective account does not fully meet the 
expectations
of a reflection as it largely restates technical content 
from the presentation.
The writing answers “what was covered” rather than 
“what was learned and why it
specifically matters in OME”.
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