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This is not a research question
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GRADING FORM: ACFA7004 PROPOSAL MAY 2026

TEJA VAMSI DEVALLA 62
ENGAGEMENT WITH LIT.SKILL [30]

Structure and Organization of the literature review [8 Marks ] Critical
Engagement with Literature [10 Marks ] Relevance and Positioning of
Your Study [7 Marks] Recent and Relevant in-text citations and
reference list [5 Marks ]

20

KNOWLEDGE & UNDERSTANDING [20]

The review is organised into clear thematic 
sections.
The literature is largely descriptive, focusing on 
listing models (LSTM, GRU, etc.) rather than 
critically comparing their performance, limitations, 
and suitability for volatility forecasting.
The research gap is identified, but it is weakly 
justified, as the proposal does not clearly 
demonstrate how existing studies fail to integrate 
sentiment and explainability effectively.
The references include some recent studies, but 
the literature review does not consistently engage 
with them critically, and some claims are made 
without proper citation support.



Brief overview and current developments in the proposed research area
[10 Marks] Research problem statement [7 Marks] Significance of the
study [3 Marks ]

14

COGNITIVE & INTELLECTUAL [10]

Clearly state the aim of the research based on the identified research
problem [5] Break down the research aim into smaller, measurable,
and achievable steps [5]

6

PRACTICAL APPLICATION [25]

The proposal demonstrates a basic understanding 
of volatility, deep learning and sentiment analysis.
The problem is relevant but weakly articulated and 
lacks a clear, concise statement; it mixes multiple 
issues (nonlinearity, interpretability, sentiment) 
without clearly defining the core problem 
supported by the literature.
The significance is stated, but it is generic

The aim is relevant but not clearly written and 
lacks precision; it should be more focused and 
expressed in a clearer academic form.
The objectives are relevant but poorly written, lack 
clarity, and are not clearly measurable; they are 
more task-based rather than well-defined 
research outcomes.



Research Design (Explanation of the overall research approach) [7]
Research methods [10] - a detailed explanation about the research
methods to achieve the research objectives Research materials [8] - in
terms of Software and hardware

13

TRANSFERABLE SKILLS [15]

Project planning and resource management [5 Marks] Description of
the project’s potential impact and limitations [5 Marks] - Expected
outcome Presentation style [5 Marks]

9

The design is described as comparative and 
experimental, which is appropriate; however, the 
justification is weak.
The methodology outlines a clear workflow, but 
lacks strong academic justification for key choices, 
particularly model selection and evaluation 
methods.
The section also contains inconsistent tense usage 
and informal explanations, which reduce 
academic quality; for example, phrases such as 
“data is collected” and “data is analysed” should be 
written in the future tense 
The Research Onion is briefly mentioned, but it is 
not properly explained or applied.

Timeline is provided
Limitations are briefly mentioned.
The writing quality is poor, with frequent 
grammatical errors, repetition, and inconsistent 
tense usage (mix of present and past tense), which 
affects academic quality.


