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	Assessment Criteria
	Mark
	Allocated
Mark
	Comment

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
	20%
	15
	What is done well:
The dissertation includes a wide range of sources on cryptocurrency, blockchain, banking, and regulation. It is good to include an analysis of main sector competitors such as Barclays, Standard Chartered.
What could have been done differently:
While the literature review is broad, there could include more critical discussion. For example, in the coverage of fraud cases (e.g. FTX), the student could discuss on how banks can manage these risks (research objective 2).
How to do better next time:
Include more original discussion on the research objectives identified as the primary research only address one objective only.

	2.  Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	20%
	15
	What is done well:
The dissertation demonstrates a some understanding of crypto markets, including the regulatory uncertainty, security risks, and volatility.
What could have been done differently:
While HSBC is selected as the main case study, the discussion on how HSBC can leverage crypto services is too broad. For instance: banks but does not explain how HSBC generate revenue from crypto custody services
How to do better next time:
Instead of broadly discussing all challenges and opportunities, elaborate on the real practices that HSBC could do. Use theoretical model such as Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) to explain customer adoption of crypto services.

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	20%
	13
	What is done well:
The dissertation clearly addresses the risks and benefits of cryptocurrency adoption in banking. For instance, the coverage of regulatory challenges is clear.
What could have been done differently:
On top of the benefit from adopting crypto services, the student should include more in-depth analysis on the downside: e.g. compliance costs, fraud exposure, or operation risk.
How to do better next time:
Critically discuss the pros and cons of crypto adoption for traditional banking. For instance, HSBC could benefit from offering crypto services, but what are the implementation costs?

	4. Practical Application Skills
	20%
	11
	What is done well:
A practical research using both primary and secondary research on a current issue.
What could have been done differently:
The survey questions are very generic, lacking depth. They can only be used to answer one of the research objectives identified.
How to do better next time:
Design the research properly: are research objectives too ambitious to be fully answered? Whether survey questions should be set in more depth?

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	20%
	14
	What is done well:
The dissertation is well-structured with clear chapters and subheadings. The figures, tables, and charts are useful in presenting data. The writing is overall good.
What could have been done differently:
The executive summary could be more concise. 
How to do better next time:
Proofread before submission.

	
Total

	100%
	68
	

	General Comments

Clear writing on an interesting topic. There should be better research design to make sure all research objectives are realistic and achievable.
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	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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