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FINAL GRADE

80/100

2326504
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Engagement with Literature 11/15

7 sources cited including one strong peer-reviewed 
journal article, one international journal article (IJACSA) 
and mix of professional/industry blogs and 
government sources.

Literature is used to support VRP framing, justify 
Clarke–Wright algorithm and contextualise ETA/ETD 
and delivery challenges. Inconsistent IEEE formatting.

Some web sources lack proper bibliographic detail.

Several sources cited descriptively rather than 
critically. Access dates are missing for all online 
sources.

Knowledge and Understanding 21/25

In general this report demonstrates a strong Level 4
understanding, clearly above pass threshold. Clear
understanding of GrocerQuick’s operational context.
Explicit use of MoSCoW to prioritise requirements.
Requirements, constraints, and objectives clearly
distinguished. Logical breakdown into: orders, 
vehicles,  routes,  constraints and  objectives. There
are some repetition across sections. Constraints are
sometimes mixed with aspirations (e.g. adaptability
vs system limits). MoSCoW categories occasionally
blur into solution features. 
Wide range of variables is identified: vehicle capacity
(volume/weight),  fuel efficiency,  speed,  distance, 
traffic, lateness. Variables are linked clearly to
routing and delivery outcomes but interactions are
stated rather than analysed. Some lists lack
explanation of relative importance.

Cognitive and Intellectual Skills 15/20

Good reflective awareness for Level 4, though
slightly unfocused. Problem-solving techniques are
clearly named (MoSCoW,  decomposition,  VRP



Clarke–Wright algorithm). Reflection demonstrates
awareness of trade-offs and acknowledges
complexity and real-world variability.
Assumptions are clearly stated and limitations
acknowledged. Justification for VRP and algorithm
choice is reasonable. But some assumptions
contradict earlier MoSCoW “Won’t have” items (e.g.
real-time tracking). Justification could be tighter and
more grounded in literature.

Practical Application Skills 25/30

Strong practical application, clearly above average.
Complete, readable flowchart is included. Correct
flowchart conventions is used. Decision points,
exception handling and monitoring loops are
included. Understanding of system-level process,
not just input handling is clearly demonstrated.
However, the flowchart is ambitious for Level 4 and
slightly over-complex. Some steps verge on system
architecture rather than abstract logic. Optimisation
logic is implied rather than explicit. 
Explanation aligns well with flowchart but
sometimes restates the diagram. Clear step-by-step
narrative. Explicit links to time, distance, and fuel
efficiency. Limited justification at key decision
points.

Transferable Skills 8/10

Clear structure and contents page.  Logical
sequencing. Generally professional academic tone.
Visuals integrated effectively. Some grammar and
punctuation issues. Some informal phrasing.
Reflection section becomes rhetorical rather than
analytical.
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