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most timye used PR ggrial | partrlﬂylelevant i some J too short/long .J partially relevant’,  some too short/long some none some incorrect,
L good ¢ | mostly adequate’| reasonable informative, apt | mostly adequate | reasonable relevantparts | many inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritized, ! f — sceurate fully relevant, —
time managed efficiently detailed, | fully | gead condensed & | fully - senciEive || FHleguae coneFriETa eeply incorrect or show
complex | adequate | accurate adequate | deep misconceptions
NOTES: - Deucuy _aidble b IYPT — March 2019

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.



SCORESHEET

r ~—.
fight (round no.): sta, e:‘ room: roblem no.: 1'1. Juror’s name & signature: RS t \jo»( .
REPORTER Start from 1and add/subtract g ( ) 2_ 4 404 P 4 = AA S LAV O&l K t
reporter: o opponent: S « reviewer: ¢
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenome.non theory/model xrelf.\::::‘ts t:\Z::pa;:\s;:xb?::\::t own contribution task fulfilment  science communication relevant co:iipuocrtt:: tshe OPPONENT, and
explanation experi y p ; : _ . arguments/responses di . REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no almost no too few no/ almost no others’ data, incorrectly cited misunderstood unclear, chaotic - Iscussion
: some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear too few poor coficice and corrector
fair fair fair not well fitting some own input average average ~_some some aspects fine no questions asked
well performed, deviations ; ’ some aspects some parts B many e good ;
good Eoid sufficient number ualitatively analysed e Interestngresits above average well done some incortect;
" . . - A Y S . : B z e +data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
detailed quite detailed,  + results explained + theory limits considerable experimental interesting overall clear, convincingly supported efficient .
demonstrative correct errors analysed explained, conclusive or theoretical = solution ° demonstrative - deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, +reproducible,  ‘well fitting, deviations  considerable experimental greater extent  + complex concepts well ur:wrc;:restanzei: overall efficient deep misconceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable convincing analysis analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated g ;
NOTES: - /_:A, W
’51‘0’“'{'0-"“ e ‘Z
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract

(2 )+(ae)+(» J+(s -

(0)-(9]

QUESTIONS ASKED

too few, mostly irrelevant

relevant, aimed at resolving
unclear points in the report

+ short, apt and clear, well
prioritized, all time used

NOTES:

OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER
understanding of ‘ relevant topics | own opinions £ e ‘ time relevant own opinions opponent’s conduct of| S
= prioritisation > o % s % prioritisation
presentation addressed presented | management scientific topics presented the discussion o
almost nothing | no orirrelevant too few no \ poor almost no too few poor no
bivuiei bbb adiEee kol =
some main points few - some some | reasonable few some some aspects fine - some
main points e Some ‘ some correct reasonable l fair some some correct good reasonable
= R | PR . g o A
all relevant points many many correct fair | efficient - good > many correct some aspects efficient|  fair
. o +improvement ‘ + new crucial +improvement |~ -
practically all points | practically all [ P X very good | " . ‘ P i overall efficient very good
i | suggestions | | all time used point(s) | suggestions

ANSWERS TO JURY and
REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS

concise and correct or
no questions asked
some incorrect,

inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or show
deep misconceptions

REVIEWER

Start from 1 and add/subtract

(-G (1) (0)-(@)-)

QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
) ; ‘ 1 discussion | correct own
too few, mostly irrelevant repor: evaluat.lon! pros & cons ‘prioritisation speec!\ | pros &cons |prioritisation luati ‘ ot POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
] _ & understanding evaluation | evaluation opinions concise and correct or
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points ‘ - — t — irrelevant )
poor/wrong | irrelevant no poor/wrong irrelevant no almost no =too few no questions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, o I | o
most timye used R ~ partial | partially relevant | some too short/long | partially relevant | some too short/long 20ME none some incorrect,
- o good | mostly adequate reasonable ® informative, apt | mostly adequate | reasonable -relevant parts many inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritized, i ‘ - — Scctitate ‘ fully relevant, .
time managed efficiently » detailed, | fully siad condensed & fully | good conclusive | adequate constructive deeply Incorrection ShEw
complex \ adequate accurate | adequate | deep misconceptions
NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.

IYPT—March 2019



s

Start from 1 and add/subtract

REPORTER

STAYN)

() (3)-=(=F

:l :;,

SCORESHEET

fight (round no.):

- N
2. stage: oom:

reporter: [77 ﬁ (:;\771/ &ié

4 e ][ £
problem no.: %/ Juror’s name & signature: /OZ B

s A
opponent: L7/ /)C7S'V4//é

reviewer: A é

] &

ENSK Y

/

gf'@/fa/*d %<

REPORT
phenomenon
explanation
almostno
some
fair

good

f

detailed
demonstrative

shows physical insight

quite detailed,

deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex,

theory/model rele.vant
experiments
almost no too few
some some
fair fair
i well performed,

sufficient number

+ results explained
errors analysed
+ reproducible,

correct

completely testable convincing analysis

comparison between

b own contribution task fulfilment  science communication relevant reporters
theory and experiment conduct at the
; - - - - arguments/responses " R
no/ almost no others’ data, incorrectly cited misunderstood unclear, chaotic - ~ | discussion
some review of sources, cited partly partly clear too few poor
not well fitting some own input average average - some some aspects fine
deviations ) . some aspects some parts many good
alitatively analysed HEGHIE INETEING S0l bove av e Id " 5
quaid Y e Y - - : g : yes grag wereone + data/theory some aspects
+ theory limits considerable experimental | interesting overall clear, convincingly supported efficient
explained, conclusive | or theoretical solution demonstrative —_— - -
well fitting, deviations  considerable experimental greater extent  + complex concepts well pr;VEd dffp overall efficient
analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated understanding

DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT

ANSWERS TO JURY,
OPPONENT, and
REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS

concise and correct or
no questions asked

l some incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or show
deep misconceptions

NOTES:

OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION ( SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | relevant topics | own opinions prioritisation‘ time relevant own opinions lopponent’s conduct of srigisatin REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relavant simediar resoling - ;I)resejtat;:ﬂ N aﬂglsed ‘7presefnted ‘ management _ scientific topics presented the discussion i e i
unclear points in the report . a mLﬁnot ing no or irrelevant | too few \ ~_ho | poor jm)st no too few poor no no questions asked
[ i e i ~ some main points few some ~some | reasonable few some some aspects fine some P—— oct
apt and clear, w NP R s SR et : -~ incorrect,
;rsio?i;i;eg all time usede main points | some somecorrect | reasonable | fair S some Someicorect S inconclusive or too long
, all relevant points ! many ! many correct | fair efficient I good \ many correct ‘some aspects efficient fair g
. — - - E— eeply incorrect or show
NOTES: . IV noint i | *improvement ‘ + new crucial +improvement - ) )
practically all points ‘ practically a | suggestions | very good w‘ iltimadised - ‘ P } overall efficient ‘ very good deep misconceptions
REV'EWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
e 7 )
) Al A7 sl
(42 )+(2)+[4]):[0])-(F]-[
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
. | | 3 . |
i discussion correctown
too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluatllon‘ pros & cons  |prioritisation Speeclh ‘ P— iprioritisation ! et POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
i & understandlngi evaluation evaluation opinions : d
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points ! - St | ————— —_— ieralavant concise and correct or
et R G ~ poor/wrong | irrelevant | no poor/wrong irrelevant no almost no too few no guestions asked
+ suitably a ed to Rep PP, i

) st aTiEad partial tially some ~tooshort/long | partially relevant |, some too short/long some none some incorrect,

/ . o good mostly adequate | reasonable informative, apt | jmostly adequate \reasonable relevantparts | many inconclusive or too long
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized, : i - L oedg | T TR I T relevant, st .
time managed efficiently detailed, | ully condense ully S constructive eeply incorrect or show

! complex | adequate | good accurate adequate \ good conclusive | adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.

IYPT — March 2019




