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professional title page



concise ToC



avoid 1st person writing

equivalence point well explained

this is a good hypothesis

variables correctly identified

it can be written as:



00 0
precision of pipette is 0.05 mL; sig figs!

the precise reading of burette is either .00 or .05 mL

volumes of NaOH solution should differ by no more than 0.10 mL for the same volumes of HCl

based on the 3 sig. figs. for the volume of HCl, moles should contain 3 sig figs as well

there should be minimum 3 sig figs



0.02500 L of HCl; 4 sig figs

rough titration shouldn't be included in the average

should be 0.1 mL

*

* not really, because the difference was more than 0.1 mL

very good examples





not a reference









FINAL GRADE

67/100

Titration - Lab Report
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Engagement with Literature Skills 10/15

The report uses correctly numbered in-text citations 
in IEEE format. It includes four sources, two of which 
are highly relevant to titration in OME. Moodle 
resource and commercial blog are less academically 
rigorous. 

The integration of literature is fair, particularly the 
TNT purification example.

Feedback: Good use of relevant sources with 
proper in-text IEEE formatting; 

Knowledge and Understanding Skills 15/20

The introduction defines the experiment clearly and 
identifies variables correctly. The chemical equation 
is included, and the explanation of titration purpose 
and theory is accurate. Molarity is calculated using 
the correct formulas and the logic of mole 
equivalence is clearly communicated. However, a 
net ionic equation is not provided. 

Feedback: Strong foundational knowledge; include 
ionic equations  for completeness.

Cognitive and Intellectual Skills 16/25

The report shows awareness of precision and 
repeats, with an average molarity calculated and 
results discussed. It correctly identifies key sources 
of error (e.g. meniscus reading, endpoint detection). 
The explanation of TNT purification via titration is a 
well-chosen OME example. However, the report 
could offer deeper critical analysis of specific 
anomalies.

Feedback: Sound reasoning and error discussion; 
include comparisons or improvements based on 
titration theory for better insight.

Practical Application Skills 16/25

The data is well presented, with consistent use of 
units but there are errors in significant figures. 
Calculations are shown step-by-step but the average 
is not correctly computed. 

Feedback: Great  calculation accuracy; pay more 
attention to the precision of specific glassware.



Transferable/Professional Skills 10/15

The report is mostly well-written and formatted. 
Passive voice is used appropriately but 1st person 
writing is occasionally present which reduce 
professionalism. Data tables clearly labelled.

Feedback: Solid structure; thorough avoidance of 
1st person writing would enhance professionalism.
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