
	[image: image1.jpg]UNIVERSITY OF WALES

& Trinity Saint David

% LONDON




                      ASSESSMENT FEEDBACK SHEET

	Course: MBA - DISSERTATION
	Tutor:  Jia Miao

	Module Title:  Dissertation 
	Module Code: LCMB7020

	Student(s) TSD Number: 2216074
	Assessment No.: Assessment 1 (100%)

	Student(s) TSD Name(s): Kiran Kalia
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	1. Forward Plan and Proposal Planning, Initiative and Effort
	10%
	6%
	· The research planning is clear, and the research questions have been logically formulated.
· The research background of the dissertation introduction chapter should provide a broad overview of the topic area that will be researched, as well as the current contextual factors. This could include, for example, a brief history of the topic, recent developments in the area, key pieces of research in the area and so on. The research background poorly written.

	2.  Knowledge and comprehension of the topic area
	20%
	6%
	· There is poor evidence of engagement in academic literature. 

· The LR chapter is very descriptive. The work shows a lack of understanding of the purpose of the literature review. The aim of the literature review is to highlight what has been done so far in the field of interest and how your findings relate to earlier research. Almost all sections are extremely descriptive. The student used a wide range of online sources instead of using academic articles/books and summarised their findings related to the research topic. 

· In this chapter, everything is about the case study ASOS, not about related research.  



	3. Research Methodology
	20%
	15%
	· The research methodology is fair, and key sections such as research design and data collection are included.

· Evidence of reading books related to the research method is limited. The student could read more related books and improve the quality of this chapter. There is not even a single book related to research methodology, which was essential for this chapter. 

	4. Research and Analysis
	25%
	18%
	· Evidence of some logical, analytical thinking and use of diagrams.
· The analysis and interpretation of the data are fair, and the primary data analysis results are presented visually through a variety of diagrams and tables. 
· The student stated that secondary data will also be collected in this research. The case study is ASOS, and the student discussed many dimensions of the company’s operations, strategies, and products, but there is no direct source related to this company. How is it possible to write 10,000 words about a company without studying its website and gathering initial data?

	5. Discussion

	10%
	6%
	· Due to a poor literature review, the research lacks an appropriate discussion chapter. The discussion is where we delve into the meaning, importance, and relevance of our results. It should focus on explaining and evaluating what we found, showing how it relates to our literature review and research questions, and making an argument in support of our overall conclusion. Basically, we compare our results with other researchers’ findings and critically evaluate your findings.

	6. Conclusions and Recommendations
	10%
	6%
	· The conclusion and recommendation chapter has been poorly written. For example, the conclusion does not effectively concentrate on the main finding and its relationship with the research questions.

	7. Presentation
	5%
	3%
	· The dissertation formatting is sound, and it shows the student has made good efforts to demonstrate an understanding of the task requirements. Grammar and syntax are sound. Guidelines have been adhered to.
· In many cases, referencing is incorrect and not based on the Harvard Referencing style. For example, the reference list is not always based on the Harvard referencing style, and some in-text citations are incorrect. 
· The work has a cover page and declaration.

· There is a good abstract/executive summary.

· The report is in the word count.

	Total

	100%
	60%
	

	General Comments

The student’s work is generally at a marginal merit level. There are some critical evaluations and analyses; however, they could be presented in a better way that is connected to the LR chapter. The work lacks evidence of reading and engagement in appropriate academic sources. 
Second Marker: Dr Hossein Shokri

The result is provisional until confirmed by Examination Board



