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0 toofew, mostlyirrelevant report understandingi own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation speech discussion | own opinions | pros & cons |prioritisation] QUESTIONS
- some relevant, sufficient number, could summary ofreport | summary analysis e = = 0 _ concise and correct or

1 clear things out 0 poor | poor too few irrelevant _jr _ chaotic | o _ poor _l_ almostno | toofew . | _irrelevant | chaotic | ~  noquestions asked
most time used, many unclear points 1 too short/long _partially some partially relevant|  present 1 too short/long too shortﬂonii some | partially relevant | present . someincorrect,

2/ resolved, aimed at both report and opp. 2 informative, apt|__sufficient many (__adequate visible 2 i'niugrlaq_;ive, aptfrelevant partsi many . _lf__ adequate ( visible 2 inconclusive or too long
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but detailed, |+improvement| ( fully clear, briefbut | accurate, |+improvement fully | clear, 5 deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently 3 accurate complex suggestions adequate intuitive 3 accurate ‘ conclusive suggestions adequate intuitive |~ deep misconceptions

: r \ )
NOTES: / ) )

- ' | S |
1 V { )




r? iy e
stage: 7. fight (round no.): ¢ room: 101 problem no.: /I Juror name: q*‘ﬁ pis Al é
REPORTER reporter: opponent: reviewer: signature:
Start from 1 and add/subtract
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
. | relevant comparison between o relevant OPPONENT and
phenomenon explanation| theory/model | experiments | theory and experiment own contribution | task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses  flexibility/reactions ,
0 Ee— e R i o o . 5 = = REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no almost no too few | no/ almost no others data, incorrectly cited | misunderstood 0 almost no too few poor, slow reactions
1 some L some ~__some | some :rewewed sources, properly cited | partly could answer some tondise ahd carraskisr
2 basic ~_basic well performed _|daone, but not well fitting| ) some own _ onaverage level §1 was trying some questions o= no questions asked
good but not so detailed, quite a lot, + explained relevant convincing gave reasonable o )
. demonstrative | correct | errors analysed g [ ) | solution 2 satisfying most explanations  , | 4 — SOmMeincorrect,
4 detailed, good, | +goodtestable g + results explained well fitting, deviations | considerable experimental | |some parts betten; + data/theory +helped clear things out _ inconclusive or too long
5 demonstrative |  predictions | andanalysed | analysed _of theoreticel | thanaverage 3 productive convincingly supported quickly 2 deeply incorrect or show
] deep and comprehensible,| detailed, complex, + totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable experimental | grater extent i very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
6 shows physical insight |completely testable.  reproducible very conclusive and theoretical than expected * efficient understanding with team, very efficient
NOTES: & 15
OPPONENT | ?' I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
1 | |
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevanttopics |  correctown | prioritization leading | cooperation eof | ownopinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED presentation addressed | opinions expressed | | |  topics presented ‘ . (s concise and correct or no
i i 0 | i | - 3
¢ almost no, irrelevant 0—_ a"’"“:‘:tr;c ".'mqs_t_'jl‘?_tt!':‘% __{noor ;rrelevam | almostno l__"_ot__ - 3’"|"°5It no | almostno | ".rEf!evaﬂt very little o questions asked
; verylittle | somemainpoints | Tew some | almostno § 4 ittle was trying ew some almost no == :
some relevant, aimed at resolving 1 h . : & ttopi ome e e e T B _ some incorrect,
X enoug ____main points some o, O mostiopics 5 - partial satisfying | most | mostly correct some -1 P :
3 some unclear points 2 . . 2 - . S inconclusive or too long
almostall | allrelevantparts | almostall | toalmostall topics | reasonable _ efficient Ll good almostall | almost all correct | reasonable - }
) shart_ a_ilow'lng s hort answers, 3 all & | L] + improvement 3 very = very e + improvement 1 i3 deep?v I.n sesihs Pr xnow
® prioritized, all time used a4 efficiently |  almostall parts all suggestions | wverygood | g efficient | efficient all suggestions | very good eep misconceptions J
NOTES: g2 ? (7%
REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
0 too few, mostly irrelevant report understanding| own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation speech discussion | own opinions | pros&cons |prioritisation] QUESTIONS
some relevant, sufficient number, could g —imma y  ofreport j it e o o _summary | analysis [ ] o—— conciseand corrector
1 clear things out poor poor | toofew irrelevant chaotic | © poor | almostno too few irrelevant J_ chaotic no questions asked
— = [ v R e
most time used, many unclear points 1 tooshort/long | partially T some |partially relevant|  present 1 too short/long [too short/long| some | partially relevant|  present 1 some incorrect,
f I T - X .
2 resolved, aimed at both report and opp. ,  informative, apt__sufficient 6{ many __ adequate | visible J. informative, apt|relevant parts many adequate =] visible inconclusive or too long
3 " +short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but detailed, |+ improvement fully clear, brief but 'T accurate,ﬁiA improvement, fully clear, 3 deeply incorrect or show
| . ey . - —— . 3
time managed efficiently 3 accurate complex | suggestions adequate intuitive 3 accurate conclusive | suggestions adequate intuitive deep misconceptions
NOTES: 25 17~ ¢ a5 - 2




SCORESHEET
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1

/ f"f
Juror name: WA /" JIY

S/ _f
)

s’,ﬁ’

stage: 7 fight (round no.): Z_ room: problem no.:
L & ”~
. A G P 3 '-r'dlr- e ] Dp o~ ‘.* ) , :
REPORTER reporter: | s opponent: /A ()] ;./] reviewer: [ CS {,;\_ _b/ signature: ;4/5 PAAAG VA
Start from 1 and add/subtract
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
|
relevant comparison between relevant OPPONENT and
phenomenon explana theory/model  experiments theonr and experiment own contribution ~ task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses flexibility/reactions REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
0 almost no almostno | too few M | others data, incorrectly cited | misunderstood [, almost no too few poor, slow reactions
1 _sgrn‘e | @:E%d d . some T reviewed sources, properly cntedi part[yl | i i could ansrer some ; D P
2 | one, but not well fitting someown on average leve 1 rying some _Questions ;’ no questions asked
ut quite a lot, + expiained f/ relevant gave reasohable, — .
3 demonstrative | errorsanalysed | | Mﬁ{/ 2 satisfying = st .g;planations ) .1 someincorrect,
4 tailed, good, +good testable | + results explained | well fitting, deviations consi xperimental |sdme parts begér P U data;‘thecnﬁ_.r'\l +helped-clear things out inconclusive or too long
5 ‘demonstrative predictions | and analysed | analysed __or theoretical | “thanaverage |3 ‘{productives coavincingly supp?_g,ed quickly 5 deeplyincorrect or show
ep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, | +totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable experimental grater extent very prove 1] +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
6 shows physical insight completely testable| reproducible very conclusive and theoretical | than expected 4 efficient understanding with team, very efficient
NOTES: /| 7 b & n
v 3,
OPPONENT 8 ] OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/sublract timeused | understandingof | relevanttopics |  correctown | prioritization leading |cooperation relevanceof | own opinions ‘ prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED - presentation addressed | opinions expressed | I _topics presented B /(;“_r_ concise and correct or no
o almost no, irrelevant 0 almostno |  almost "‘Gt"!‘.'_?E. __| noorirrelevant | almost no no 0 almostno | almostno | irrelevant | very little no __:{_/_ questions asked
; 4 i 1 very little some main points | few | some | almostno §4 little | wastrying | few | some almost no —  .someincarract
some relevant, aimed at resolving T P R : I - e ! e i
1 some unclear points P enough - magpg_lg_t_s__" {Some = c;z_fiiimci =——1> panial satisfying most _ mostly’p:r ct Some. | : inconclusive or too long
e /_r_n st all all.relevant parts/ '_<almost_al!_ } nost all topic a @m’m_; good almostall | almost all corr } / reas“énab] — :
\.’ 2 short allowing short answers, 3 i — | - —if3 very ‘Ir"ér?'- »-..,‘] e (r Cll deeply |.ncorref.‘t ?rshcw
prioritized, all time used a effu:lem most all D/I'_[S) | L all / \gu\ggestions ) 'Qer‘f g0 a efficient |\ eﬁicienb ( all ) suggestions | deep misconceptions
TR s —
NOTES: /l L / 9 + 4 /$ 4
REVIEWER —
Start from 1 and add/subtract o
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
0 too few, mostly irrelevant report  |understanding| own opinions ‘ pros & cons | prioritisation speech discussion | own opinions | pros & cons iprioritisation QUESTIONS
~ some relevant, sufficient number, could summary | ofreport | summary | analysis LSS esn! C _,), concise and correct or
@ clear things out 0 poor |  pgor too few ./ih'eiemk chaotic 9 poor _!( almost r’lo) | toofew | irrelevant | chaotic no questions asked
) e ’.-.-'.". o - ' B i - i . -
most time used, many unclear points 1 « lon, -.@ orme _ 3'“' present |1 toosfiortflong 'ﬂmngj _<Bmé™~ |partially relevant| _presents " someincorrect,
: resolved, aimed at both report and opp. formative, apt “Suttrerent ‘“maﬁ?'/ | adequate | \ visibl 2 |nf3'nﬁa11\7&’ apt relevant partsl W (adequate \.| ible inconclusive or too long
3 +short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but detailed, |+ improvement‘ fully | clear, brief but accurate, I + impravement ully | clear, : deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently 3 accurate complex suggestions adequate | intuitive 3 accurate conclusive i suggestions adequate intuitive deep misconceptions
NOTES:

T+ 1§ ] +1

i /]




s fight (round no.): - om: / A
stage: rL _ ght ( ) ) ro 1o 4 problem no.: Juror name: {, 1C (C % ﬁ(
REPORTER reporter: /. S5 opponent: VA uu M reviewer: P P €. Sov signature: 7 o
T len1-€
Start from 1 and add/subtract
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
relevant comparison between relevant OPPONENT and
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 too few no/ almost no others data, incorrectly cited = misunderstood {5 almost no too few poor, slow reactions
m reviewed sources, properly cited artl
1 some N son‘!e some . some | vie properly cited | partly ] could ansu_rer some cofgsEand correct or
2 basic basic well performed | done, but not well fitting some own | onaverage level 1 was trying some questions 0 ho questions asked
. good but not so detailed, quite a lot, | + explained relevant convincing gave reasonable
3 demonstrative correct | errors analysed | ) | solution 2 satisfying most explanations 4 some incorrect,
4 detailed, good, +good testable  + results explalned' well f itting, dewatians considerable experimental  |some parts better + data/theory +helped clear things out __inconclusive or too long
T 2 . " . v
5 ) demonstrative predjctions _and analysed analysed : or theoretical than average 3 productive convincingly supported quickly 2 deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensmle, detailed, complex, + tota_fl_y_r reliable, perfect correlation, considerable expenmental grater extent very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
shows physical insight |completely testable reproducible very conclusive and theoretical than expected 4 efficient understanding with team, very efficient
| » . L r o A g " -
NOTES: v . {:mwc, Vv o\"); & (:f)tdei‘zj' i Nea kidew Pucin2 AV rm,&,l.'e_J ’I“!rw\»\e_
Ectha daf  wwliban  2vT o '
OPPONENT | ] I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract - timeused | understandingof | relevant topics correctown | prioritization leading | cooperation| relevanceof | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED | presentation _addressed | opinions expressed | # - | topics | presented 0 concise and correct or no
o almost nio, irrelevant 0 3 _alﬂo;t rllo | almost r:nothir'ngt ljo_qr__lf_rr_e_lgy__ant almostno | not 0 alnl'nosit no | | almost no Jr irrelevant | very little no ¥ questions asked
] ! very little | some main points ew some almostno 1 ittle was tryin few some almost no .
some relevant, aimed at resolving : enough | main points some to most topics some rtial | sati fy_‘ e —— B E Semeincorrack;
1 some unclear points 2 T = [ e _pa L. J EAUSINE | most mDSﬂ_Y correct some inconclusive or too Iong
almostall all relevant parts almostall  toalmost all topics ‘ reasonable |- efficient good almostall | almost all correct | reasonable s A
2- shf:r’f élfow:ngﬁhon answers, 3 all & + improvement 3 very | very | +improvement | =, T deeply I‘ncorrect (_)r Shonw
prioritized, all time used a efficiently |  almostall parts all suggestions verygood |4 efficient | efficient all suggestions very good deep misconceptions
NOTES:
REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
. | | |
0 too few, mostly irrelevant report |understanding| own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation speech J discussion ! own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation] QUESTIONS
. some relevant, sufficient number, could " __summary | ofreport | S e summary __analysis | N 1 0 concise and correct or
1 clear things out __poor |  poor too few irrelevant chaotic 9 poor | almost no I toofew | irrelevant | chaotic | no questions asked
most time used, many unclear points T too short/long partially some |partially relevant| present 1 too short/long itoo short/long some ! partially relevant : present 1 some incorrect,
2 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
3 +short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but detailed, |+ improvement fully | dlear, brief but accurate, ‘ +improvement, fully | clear, deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently 3 accurate complex | suggestions adequate intuitive 3 accurate conclusive suggestions | adequate intuitive e deep misconceptions

NOTES:




SCORESHEET . _ T
stage: fight (round no.): room: £O-f problem no.: //' Juror name:  [f- zﬂw
REPORTER reporter{.i 24 f2/ J.  opponent: reviewer: G J A > signature: "] /
M,
Start from 1 and add/subtract g t
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERA TOJURY,
relevant comparison between relevant OPPONENT and
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 too few no/ almost no | others data, incorrectly cited | misunderstood § almost no too few poor, slow reactions
: - SOME /SNP—& Sy SOTE e £ JEevised soutges PIOPEHY IR panhe.___ - — ﬂmewe concise and correct or
2 Basic "~ basic wejtperformed “dong, but notwéll fitting some own | u@:'r?ge_ level |1 s trying) Gome questions o eiesticns wiked
etailed, quite a lot, A + explained relevant vincing - i reasonable . )
3 demonstrative correct errors analysed — - | solution 2 satisfyin mos explanations .1 - someincorrect,
4 detailed, good, +good testable | + results explained well ﬂttlng, deviations | @eri ental some parts better + data/theory +helped clear things out - inconclusive or too long
5 _ demonstrative | predictions | andanalysed | analysed ~—sertheoretical than average |3 productive convincingly supported quickly 2 deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensnble. detailed, complex, + totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable experimental grater extent . very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
6 shows physical insight |completely testable reproducible very conclusive and theoretical than expected |~ efficient understanding with team, very efficient
NOTES:
OPPONENT | H OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1and add/subtract timeused = understanding of | relevant topics correctown | prioritization leading | cooperat:on relevance of | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED presentation | addressed | opinions expressed | ] topics presented - _ concise and correct or no
almost no, irrelevant 0 almostno |  almost nothing no or :rrelevant almost no no  f0  almostno | almostno | nrrelevam very little _no questions asked
0 ’ ; 1 very little |  some main points i _some. almostno f 4 little | was trymg : ‘ some ‘ almost no ' Eomeiacorrect
some relevant, aimed at resolving : I ; 5 I f = 1. s
9.[{“'—\ some unclear points 2 enough ﬁmi_ SOI‘I"IE . nlqst_tO_DIC% SOI’I"I? - 2 __ partial 1 _}. maos ect | SOI’T]G')'_ 1 inconclusive or too long
( | 5 allrelevant parts [ tiost all l to“almost all topics @e C | good almost all) ostall corregt | reasonable/ e i
7 short allowing short answers, 3 Call& | | +improvément | 3 very )] + imp nt | y deep v |'nu:lrrect:rs e
prioritized, all time used a iciently almost all parts | all suggestions verygood |4 iciet | efficient suggestions very good ERRITIRCONCERNIOnS
NOTES:
REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT I REVIEW OF OPPOSITION . ANSWERS TO JURY
0 too few, mostly irrelevant report understanding| own opinions | pros & cons Iprioritisatinn speech discussion | ownopinions | pros & cons | prioritisation] QUESTIONS
some relevant, sufficient number, could § _summary of report _ o | i —, __summary  analysis | I concise a{nd correct or
1 clear things out ) poor __poor toofew | ir_relg.ra_rj_l_t__ chaotic poor almost no too few | _irrelevant chaatic ~ Nno questions asked
/z‘}-- ost time used, many unclear points 1 too shcrt/lcmg | partially | /7 some |partially relevant,_present 1 too short/long too shortflongl m 3 pamally relevant| présent, F, some incorrect,
jf:!SOWEd; aimed at both report and opp. faformative, apt| /Suffi cient | many | (adequate™ ( visible ) informative, apt|relevant parts | many dequate visible / inconclusive or too long
LS — 12 N 7 ,
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized \,,‘_lln_e_f_pm/ \detadeﬁ,/ |+ Ment \ﬁil'ﬁ"/ clear, brief but accurate, |+ improvement| fully clear, 2 deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently 3 accurate complex | suggestions adequate intuitive 3 ura conclusive suggestions | adequate | intuitive i deep misconceptions

NOTES:




SCORESHEET e \p 4.7/
g / /| V(AN ACNH -
- ; 4 “{ "~y
stage: 4 fight (round ne.): | room: ¢ { problem no.: Juror name; / (
b . R y.
REPORTER reporter: [ 7))} . opponent: ||, [l reviewer: 2 ks @ ALK signature: (£ /A
Start from 1 and add/subtract s
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
relevant comparison between relevant OPPONENT and
phenomenon explanation  theory/model experiments | theory and expe_ri_!zi'ent own contribution | task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses  flexibility/reactions REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
0 almostno almostno._ too few no/ almost no ! others data, incorrectly cited | misunderstood ¥ almost no too few poor, slow reactions
I S— -
1 some 2 scm‘!e some some}_ |reviewed sources, properly cited| ~ partly P could answer some chisa R cotatk o
2 ) basic [ hasic__ well performed .gcm_e, but not well fitting some own | on average Ievel il was trying L.some questions { no questions asked
good but not so detalled quite a lot, + exp].amed relevant convincing - : gave reasonable | )
3 demenstrative correct | errors analysed ) _solution_ 2 \ W most explanations | I some incorrect,
4 detailed, good, +good testable | +results explamedl well fi ttqu, dewatlons ccnsiderable experimental some parts better + data/theory +helped clear things out 7~ inconclusive or too long
- demonstratlve | predictions | and analysed natysed or theoretical . than average 3 productive convincingly supported quickly _2 " deeply incorrect or show
- deep and tornprehensrble, detailed, complex, + totally reliable, perfect correlation, conSIderable experimental | grater extent A very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
o shows physical insight | completely testable  reproducible very conclusive and theoretical than expected efficient understanding with team, very efficient
NOTES: 5% d =&
OPPONENT —_] I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract time used | understanding of | relevant topics correctown | prioritization leading |cooperation| relevance of | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED presentation _addressed opinions expressed | | topics [ presented concise and correct or no
o almostno, irrelevant 0o almolst I'IIO almost r.\othh.'ng |noor ‘;ﬂgl_g_vgr]_t ‘almost no | not 0 ‘almostno | almostno | irrelevant l_ very little no 4 A questions asked
~ . . 1 very little | some main points ew | some almostno f4  little | wastrying | few | some | almostno ;
” = some relevant, aimed at resolving h main points some to most topics some N R T | it B some incorrect,
1 some unclear points 2—-f Shioig _-nAnpolms e { P — ], __partial | satisfying |  most | mostlycorrect | some | inconclusive or too long
alg_qgtaﬂ (allrelevantparts =~ almostall | toalmostall topics |/ reasonable (_efficient’ ood almost all! .| almost all correct | reasonable \§_—— daapivi
27 short allowing short answers, 3 all & ) | A | {+improvement | 3 \rery_ very | + improvement | i deepvl'nwrrett ?FShW
prioritized, all time used a efficiently | almost all parts | all -suggestions verygood |4 efficient | efficient all | suggestions | verygood leep misconceptions
NOTES: | ar-F
REVIEWER =
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
. | | | | | |
0 too few, mostly irrelevant report understanding own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation speech discussion | own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation] QUESTIONS
some relevant, sufficient number, could ___ summary of report | e e e ] _summary ‘ analysis - B 1—, -0 - concise and correct or
f1 clear things out 0 poor |  poor too few irrelevant chaotic 0 poor | almostno | (toofew | irrelevant | chaotic no questions asked
" most time used, many unclear points 1 too short/lang | partially T some Ipar’uallw re!evant. present 1 too short/long |too short{'long_i some ! partially relevant| /" present b some incorrect,
\ f resolved, aimed at both report and opp. 2 { informative/apt| _sufficient | | many | adequate | visible 2 " informative, apt{»relg\@pt _pﬂtsl _many i adegu_a_te' | visible £ inconclusive or too long
3 +short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but detailed, | +improvement fully clear, brief but accurate, ‘>+ improvement‘ fully clear, 2 deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently 3 accurate complex suggestions adequate intuitive 3 accurate | conclusive | suggestions adequate | intuitive [ deep misconceptions

NOTES: ~f 4

)




SCORESHEET Daq_,_o- p 4
stage: fight (round no.): 2 room: /f 0 7 problem no.: 4 5 Juror name: ;.t,‘pm
REPORTER reporter: opponent: reviewer: signature:
Start from 1 and add/subtract
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
relevant comparison between relevant OPPONENT and
phenomenon explanation _theory/model experiments  theory and experiment | _own contribution task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses flexibility/reactions | pey/iEwE R’S QUESTIONS
0 almost no almost no too few no/ almost no | others data, incorrectly cited | misunderstood § almost no too few poor, slow reactions
| revi ly cited | I
1 some some some ] some o reviewed sources, properly cited ! partly ) could answer some . concise and correct or
5 basic _ basic well performed done, but not well fitting some own | onaveragelevel {1 was trying some questions 0 no questions asked
good but not so detailed, quite a lot, + explained relevant convincing gave reasonable - ]
3 demonstrative correct |_errors analysed | o | solution =2 satisfying most . explanations 1 _some incorrect,
4 detailed, good, +good testable | +results explained® well fitting, deviations considerable experimental  some parts better + data/theory +helped clear things out E inconclusive or too long
5 demonstrative | predictions i _and analysed analysed or theoretical than average 3 productive , convincingly supported quickly e | deeply incorrect or show
A deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, | + totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable experimental grater extent " very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
6 shows physical insight  completely testable! reproducible g very conclusive and theoretical than expected efficient understanding with team, very efficient
NOTES: Y 25 9]
OPPONENT | ;_ I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevant topics | correctown | prioritization leading | cooperation| relevanceof | own opinions |prioritisation | REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED N presentation addressed | opinions expressed | | topics presented | | concise and correct or no
alfiost o, irvelevant 0 almost no almost nothing [_I'_‘Ic_i_l_l_ir irrelevant | almost no no 0 almostno | almost no I irrelevant | very little | no = questions asked
0 i - MO . e__| ! o SMOSLNG. ey Inte. : )
_ . 1 very little | some main points few |  some almostno | 4 _little _wastrying | few | some almost no comeit
main " | o - e incorrect,
SoMiE Celevank, a!med SEIRAONINE enough _main points | some | tomost topics some partial satisfyin most e mostly correct some -1 ; .
1 some unclear points 2 = - 2 =] I B2 » inconclusive or too long
almost all all relevant parts almostall *| toalmostalltopics | reasonable | efficient . good | almostall |almostall correct | reasonable T dasaiv
- short allowing short answers, = |3 all & +improvement | 3 very very ‘ [+ iImprovement | 5 deep y {ncorrect or show
prioritized, all time used 4 efficiently almost all parts . all suggestions verygood |4 efficient | efficient | all | suggestions | very good eep misconceptions
NOTES: 4% uv 25 0
REVIEWER 9
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
0 too few, mostly irrelevant report understanding own opinions | pros & cons | prioritisation speech discussion ‘ own opinions | pros & cons |prioritisation] QUESTIONS
some relevant, sufficient number, could __ summary | ofreport . T y | analysis | e sl oo g —— concise and correct or
1 clear things out v _poor poor toofew | irrelevant | chaotic | poor almostno | toofew | irrelevant | chaotic no questions asked
most time used, many unclear points 1 too short/long partially some |partially relevant  present 1 too short/long too short/long some | partially relevant|  present 1- some incorrect,
2 resolved, aimed at both report and opp. ,  Informative, apt| _sufficient " many adequate | visible |  informative, apt relevant parts many |  adequate | visible —  inconclusive or too long
p— b . - i 1 = . )
3 +short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but detailed, + improvement fully clear, brief but ‘ accurate, | +improvement| fully | clear, 7 deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently 3 accurate | complex suggestions adequate intuitive 3 accurate conclusive | suggestions adequate | intuitive “©7 deep misconceptions
NOTES: 7 (A yh




SCORESHEET
stage: fight (round no.): room: problem no.: /{' S"' Juror name: f 6 ! - }‘:‘
reporter: opponent: = reviewer: signature:
REPORTER po P Cddp g
Start from 1 and add/subtract
. DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS a’JURY,
relevant | comparison between relevant OPPONENT and
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 | too few no/f almost no | othersdata, incorrectly cited | misunderstood | almost no too few poor, slow reactions
: e : som'e I ] 50:‘; : d d b e Il fiittin i sou:ieso::pe"v CItecjmon av::;t I: level was tryi - ik G 0= i
5 basic |/~ basic—, ki “well performe one, ut not we i g some ov | on average le 1 as trying some questions e —
. good but not so detailed, / | quite a lot, relevant convincing . gave reasonable -
3 demnustra.ﬁye.\ ~ _cnrrecf | i | solution 2 @gi most explanations 1 some incorrect,
4 etailed, good, / +good testable | ¥Tesults explained well fitting, conSiderable experifiental  sonie parts bet A + data/theory +helped clear things out —  inconclusive or too long
5 demonstrativi predictions | | analysed : _or theoretical B I \ than average 3 productive convincingly supported quickly 3 —__deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehen5|ble detailed, complex, | perfect correlation, consl e ble«expen.me!{tal | grater extent i very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
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