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phenomenon explanation| theory/model experiments theory and experiment own contribution | task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses flexibility/reactions REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no almost no too few no/ almost no i others data, incorrectly cited | misunderstood 0 almost no too few poor, slow reactions Ql
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2 basic basic . well performed _,d.one buJ: | fitting’ ) /some owﬁ\ !‘on average level § 1 was trying __some questions 07 " :,nd cor;et:‘t ek
good but notso . / detailed, - quitealot, | . +explai C (relevant ) convincing [ . gave reasonable L. —_Pneguestions aske
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6 shows physical insight |completely testable.  reproducible very conclusive and theoretical than expected 4 efficient understanding with team, very efficient
2 . -~ A i3 -7 7 - .. e —
NOTES: - 3 > =3 A S B T : =i
Pos : -
2= D L 5= 6
OPPONENT Q, @}r OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract J timeused | understandingof | relevant topics correctown | prioritization leading | cooperation| relevanceof | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED presentation | addressed | opinions expressed | topics presented B concise and correct or no
o almostno, irrelevant 0 almo?t r:o {M&. |:novox irrelevant | almost no - no B0 almostno | almostno | irrelevant verylittte | no questions asked
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0 too few, mostly irrelevant report understandlng| own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation speech | discussion | own opinions l pros & cons |prinrltisation QUESTIONS
o | |
some re:'fevant, sufficient number, could summary | of report | | i 1. summary analysis _ J o | — 0 concise and correct or
1 clear things out poor _ _poor }» _toofew | irrelevant | chaotic poor | almostno _toofew | irrelevant | chaotic | no questions asked
most time used, many unclear points 1 tooshort/long | partially | some partially relevant|  present 1 too short/long !too short/long some | !par‘l:iallmr relevant| present 1 some incorrect,
e resolved, aimed at both report and opp. 5 informative, apt| sufficient . | many adequate visible . informative, apt relevant parts | \._many | adequate | visible inconclusive or too long
- ! : 2 L Lt _adeq|  visile I
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stage: fight (round no.): /( room: /( problem no.: I () Juror name: l?" g”? [ /
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Start from 1 and add/subtract I = L
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
relevant | comparison between . relevant OPPONENT an
ph 1 explanation|  theory/model experiments | theory and experiment | own contribution task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses  flexibility/reactions TG T
0 = e i ; - . : REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no almaost no too few | no/ almost no others data, incorrectly cited | misunderstood { almost no too few poor, slow reactions
1 ~_some some some ___some |reviewed sources, properlycited| ~ partly =~ ‘ could answer some T ——
2 - Hl;u_a_g_i_c____ — ] basic _ well Een‘ormed dcne but not well fi ttmg some own | on average level § 1 was trying some / queﬁions 0 no questions asked
L / good but not so detailed, quite alot, + explamed “relevant N convincing et - {fe reasonaye A~
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QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
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\__L clear things out 0 : oor _poor_ _ toofew irrelevant chaotic | © poor almost no too few irrelevant | jotic  J\—~  noquestions asked
most time used, many unclear points 1 tooshort/flong | partially > some &Partlallv reievant present |1 tooshort/long |too short/long| some _ /[partially relevant| present some incorrect,
2 resolved, aimed at both report and opp. Jmf‘:;rmaﬂ'..ve apt\ sufficient (many, \dequate visibfe ~ 1, (informative, aptirelevant parts ) ( many 5 9 T —adéqﬁiié il —  inconclusive or too long
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. h on explanation| theory/model |  experi | theory and experiment | own co.n!:_ri_p_t_n_g_i_gn | ta_sk fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses  flexibility/reactions REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no | too few no/ almost no | others data, incorrectly cited misunderstood 0 almost no too few poor, slgw reactions
1 some | some = | me - |reviewed sources, properly cited| partl'«'I X s coulf answer- so_me "0\ concise and correct or
2 basic— | \}reupecfnrmed {done, b i me o&a - on average evq_‘l‘ 1 ‘was tr\n‘a, some /. questions |(_/1_ no questions asked
F f gooﬁt not sa \ | [ quite alot, relevant convlncmg 4 S Gave reasonable | - .
3 / _&rrors analysed’ | - - — _-_L_ » solutjon 2 W t most ) -explanations -1 some incorrect,
4 + resu ined well fitting, deviations | caﬁsmerable experlmental me parts bettef/. +helped clear things out — inconclusive or too long
5 demonstrative _ predictions | andanalysed | analysed | A gtheoretn_:_?fl ; than average JJ 7 productive COHVIﬂCIHSW SUPPOREU _qU'C“V 3 deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehen5|ble,| detailed, complex,  + totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable @xperimental | grater extent a very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
shows physical insight |completely testable  reproducible very conclusive and theoretical than expected efficient understanding with team, very efficient
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OPPONENT OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevanttopics ~ correctown | prioritization leading | cooperation| relevance of ‘ own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED - presentation | addressed | opinions expressed S R Sy topics ___presented ") concise and correct or no
——. i \ 0 . =
U/ almest no, irrelevant 0 almost no ;J_most EEE'_‘:E% g(_)_or_:_rrelevant (almost no ) almost ng almost no irrel | verylittle | _no - questions asked
) 1 very /little s | (2 some main poin | few some almost no § 1 / “little was t mg few, | some -Lalmost no> i P
some relevant, aimed at resolving SHET T points I ""’_some tofost top|cs f : T —n—-l  —— g some incorrect,
1 some unclear points 2 i e (\—hf — 2 \p@:c:a 1 ! most w%?%:;ﬁ Some inconclusive or too long
 almostall allrelevant parts | almostall to almost all topics | reasonable 2 efficient | goud ' almost all almost all corre ___'__r_easonable = dsaikincarectaish
shatksllowing shiort snswets; 3 all& | | ok smptaenE X very very | +improvement | -2 deep leiszgnce ?c:s %
prioritized, all time used a efficiently | almost all parts all | suggestions verygood fa efficient efficient all | suggestions very good P P
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REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
0 toofew, mostly irrelevant report !understanding| own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation speech | discussion | own opinions | pros & cons Lprioritlsation QUESTIONS
|—-__some relevant, sufficient number, could summary | ofreport | e S—— _summary | analysis — "G‘“}__ concise and correct or
(|1 lear things out 0 poor |  poor toofew | irrelevant |  chaotic 0 -poor almostno | too few | irrelevant chaotic i no guestions asked
== —=
most time used, many unclear points s O toﬁ;nﬂong \_.(TJ'a_rtlall ? /( some \,) parﬂallv relevant, (TJresent 1 too shortflong too short}lor]gl some ) pértlally relevant' present ,_ some incorrect,
- resolved, aimed at both report and opp. 2 linformatwe, W L maﬂ!/ \ adequatg/ | visi 2 formative, apt|rélevant p: \m—/ adequate /j_ és,'bE-}— - inconclusive or too long
| pa——— — B )
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stage: 1 fight (round no.): - oom: 404 problemno.: {0 Jurorname: (- U84 riiA
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Start from 1 and add/subtract o L 7
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
relevant comparison between relevant OPPONMNENT and
phenomenon explanation theory/model experiments theory and experiment,  own contribution . task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses  flexibility/reactions REVIEWER’
phn explanation, the eI y aniaxy ! - - . S QUESTIONS
almost no | almost no | too few no/ almost no others data, incorrectly cited = misunderstood [ 4 almost no too few poor, slow reactions
1 some” | ) some-. | some some _ reviewed sources, properly cited | par‘tly_ . could ansufrer some . coricleand corract o
5 ( basic ' | ( basic | well performed do::le , but not well f ting someown average Ievel 1 _’__,vfas?ying questions no guestions asked
R good but-not so detailed, | quitealot, < + explained.- relevant ( comnncmg gave reasonable / %
3 G" demonstrative ~ correct \( errors analysed e ~~_ | “solution 2 C\ satisfying most ) explanations some incorrect,
4 ) detailed, goi:-ld +good testable \uesults explamed well frttmg, deviations considerable experimental  some parts better ftheory +helped clear things out inconclusive or too long
5 demonstrative | predictions and analysed | analysed ~_or theoretical than average 3 productrve convincingly supported ‘qulckly ‘ 3 deeply incorrect or show
] deep and comprehenssble. detailed, complex, +totallyreliable, | perfect correlation, “considerable expenmental grater extent . v.e'."" proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
6 shows physical insight completely testablel  reproducible | very conclusive and theoretical than expected ' efficient understanding with team, very efficient
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QUESTIONS ASKED = | presentation | addressed | opinions expressed | R | tophs presented concise and correct or no
o almost no, irrelevant 0 almostno | almost ?othipg | noorirrelevant | almostno :“: 0 almostno | almostno | irrelevant |  verylittle | o "= questions asked
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k some relelvant, a_m;:ed at resolving C.—\enough main points | some) . osttopics ,<—' partial J Lsatrsfylng [} \_most_ _\ ﬁnostly correct sc;mef,I ranckute or'too -
P almostall | alirelevant tparts | ostall | toalmostall topics | reasonable _efficient / good _a_l_nlgst_qll ;?hus_t all'correct | “reasopdble i T B
___short allowing short answers, 3 all & | B | + improvement Tvery very + improvement -2 a ep ;{ntg;rectt?rs .
prioritized, all time used 4 efficiently | almostall parts all suggestions | verygood |4 efficient | efficient all | suggestions very good Ll
NOTES:
REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
0 toofew, mostly irrelevant report  |understanding| own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation speech | discussion | own opinions | pros & cons Jprioritisation QUESTIONS
some-relevant, sufficient number, could _ summary | ofreport == = _— _summary | amalysis | | | o —— concise and correct or
1/ clear things out = poor ~ poor | toofew irrelevant chaotic | ° __poor almost no too few irrelevant | chaotic no questions asked
\ . )
most time used, many unclear points 1 too sh_grt}long partiathy. some partially retevant| too short/long too shortflongl' some partially relevant|  present it some incorrect,
2 solved, aimed at both report and opp. 2< ormative, af apy { sufficient ) //mﬁ\ (/ adequatey |((visible™ ((flnformatwe, a})t Wst many’ =\‘“-‘ guate | ( visible) inconclusive or too long
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but iled, improv ent T, brief but accurate, |%im ment, fully clear, 2 deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently 3 accurate i complex tions adequate intuitive 3 accurate conclusive suggestions adequate intuitive s deep misconceptions
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phenomenon explanation  theory/model experiments  theory and experiment | own contribution | task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses flexibility/reactions REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
0 almost no almost no _toofew : no/ almost no | others data, incorrectly cited | misunderstood 0 almost no too few poor, slow reactions
1 some . | some——. some—— | some i ‘reviewed sources, properly cited Jpartly_r_ | i could ansu\:rer some s T
2 _basic |~ baSIC L rwell perfgrmed ‘done, but not well fitting. __ someowa. | on average level | 1 LA EA L] {—zome uestons, — _noquestions asked
" good but not so detalled \ _quite alot, ™ + explamed y - relevant convincing - \ _/Bave reasonable - )
3 3 _ demonstrative /| | | —correct By armrsjnalvsed LG <4 | - solution D satisfying most /" explanations,, 1 some mc?rrect,
4/ " detailed, good, +good-testable & results explained/ wellfitting; deviations | \considerable experimental some parts better y — +data/theory thelped clear things out | inconclusive or too long
~ 2 demonstrative | predictions  @nd-analysed —analysed — —ortheorétical | than average 3, productive convincingly supported -‘QUi':“!E 2 " deeply ificorrect 61 show
deep and cornprehensnble detailed, complex, +totally reliable, | perfect correlation, considerable expefimental | prater extent 4 v.elry proved dec?p ftechmca! cooper.at.ion deep misconceptions
6 shows physical insight |completely testable  reproducible very conclusive and theoretical | than expected efficient understanding with team, very efficient
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Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevant topics correctown | prioritization leading |l:ooperatiun relevance of | | own opinions ‘ prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED = presentation addressed | opinions expressed | - | 1 } topics resented | 7, O concise and correct or no
almostno. irelevarit 0 almostno | almostnothing | no orirrelevant almost no | no J0 almostno | almostno | irrelevant very little | no - questions asked
9 . ; . |1 _venylittie | some main points _few— ___some | almostno f4 little, | wastrying | few |  some _almost no some incorrect
-{‘J-Jj ‘jr rii "E|9|V3"|L a!mtid . reSOWmEf (R MRMTEOIRTS |/ some “tomosttopics _ {_some_ J™( partial) (satisfying | | most | -mostlycorrect | some 1 inconclusive or too long
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|
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1 clear things out ) oor | poor | toofew _irrelevant | chaotic | U poor | almostno | toofew |rrelevant . | chaotic | ©  noquestions asked
, most time used, many unclear points 4 'too short/long partially /“some par‘nallmr relevant / present” f'1 ' tooshort/long ltoo short/long some / pamally relevantl pré'sen't 5 some incorrect,
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+short, apt and clear, well prioritized N brief but detailed, + improvement| fully clear, I brief but accurate, |+ improvement fully clear, 2 deeply incorrect or show
3 time managed efficiently 3 accurate complex suggestions adequate intuitive | 3 accurate | conclusive | suggestions adequate intuitive |~ deep misconceptions
NOTES: - =3
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1 _some : /’5:017_\19\ ; some some _ reviewed sources, properly cited | partlg__, could answer some Sk et
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good but not so Qgtju/ed( | quite a lot, + explained relevant convincing gave reasonable -
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i deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, =+ totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable experimental grater extent very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
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REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
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phenomenon explanation| theory/model | ezspﬂmqt.-.'-.___thﬂrx_agd experiment | own contribution | task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses flexibility/reactions | p ey "
0 almost no almost no ( toofew (nofalmostno > | others data, incorrectlycited | misunderstood [ alinostng too few o Slow Pt EWER’S QUESTIONS
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