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demonstrative predictions and analysed analyse or theoretical than average productive convincingly supported quickly deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, + totally reliable, perfect correlati (I\, considerable experimental grater extent 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
NOTES:
*
OPPONENT | “1 OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevant topics correct own prioritization leading |cooperation| relevanceof | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED |  presentation addressed 15 expressed eSS e, topics presi ) = concise and correct or no
almost no, irrelevant almostno |  almost nothing no or irrelevant almost no no _almostno | almostno | irrelevant |  verylittle no questions asked
very little some main points few some | almostno little was tryin few some almost no
some relevant, aimed at resolving B n;:-ugh main points e T topics s T _'_."\‘i g —— £ bl ) some incorrect,
some unclear points pSNOUED O MOSLLDPICS | omne ~_ partial | satisfying . most mostly correct some inconclusive or too long
" almostall |~ all relevant parts almostall | toalmostall topics | reasonable | ¥ efficient good  |# almostall | almostall correct |, reasonable :
/: sh.ortl a}lowing s:hort answers, v Al & = B ot v iy i ¢+ lmpravament Seeply incorrect or show
|/ prioritized, all time used efficiently almost all parts all suggestions | very good efficient efficient all suggestions | verygood eep misconceptions
NOTES: = {4'4‘:_'!'"'\’,\ agy & 'J‘;‘lf-'il-[‘n
REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract /
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
. | | | i
too few, mostly irrelevant report |understanding| own opinions | pros & cons prioritisationw speech | discussion | own opinions J pros & cons |prioritisation] QUESTIONS
some relevant, sufficient number, could summary I _ofreport | I __summary | _analysis | ) I concise and correct or
clear things out poor | poor toofew | irrelevant chaotic poor almost no too few irrelevant chaotic no questions asked
P | | o Y i
most time used, many unclear points too short/long partially some I[partiall\r relevant| present too short/long [too short!longJ some partially relevant| present some incorrect,
47 resolved, aimed at both report and opp. informative, apt| _sufficient many adequate visible informative, apt|relevant parts many _adequate visible inconclusive or too long
» +short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but detailed, |+ improvement fully "clear, " brief but accurate, | +improvement fully clear, deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently " accurate complex suggestions | * adequate & intuitive accurate " conclusive suggestions | * adequate intuitive deep misconceptions

NOTES:




SCORESHEET

room: D

Juror name: F [LKOVA -

stage: / fight (round no.): F problem no.: 15
REPORTER reporter: (517 opponent: 4. 3G reviewer: VACUUMLAB S signature: 7 /0o -
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
almost no almost no too few no/ almost no others data, incorrectly cited ~ misunderstood almost no too few poor, slow reactions
sorrfe s?nTe some some - reviewed sources, properly cited partly . could answer some concise and correct or
basic basic well performed  done, but not well fitting some own on average level was trying some questions no guestions asked
good but not so detailed, quite a lot, + explained relevant convincing gave reasonable
= demonstrative correct errors analysed solution satisfying most explanations some incorrect,
detailed; good, +good testable  + results explained well fitting, deviations considerable experimental  some parts better e + data/theory +helped clear things out inconclusive or too long
demonstrative predictions and analysed analysed or theoretical than average productive convincingly supported quickly deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, + totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable experimental grater extent very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
shows physical insight completelytestable  reproducible very conclusive and theoretical than expected efficient understanding with team, very efficient

NOTES:
OPPONENT I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understanding of ‘ relevanttopics | correct own prioritization leading |cooperation| relevance of | own opinions prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED | presentation addressed ! opinions expressed . — _topics | presented | e ntise and correct or no
almost no, irrelevant almo:t r;o almost nothing | noor Irrelevant ~_almostno — no almostno | almostno | irrelevant very little | no '{we tions asked
_ very| ittle some main pomts some almost no little was tryin, few some almost n P
some relevant, aimed at resolving enl:lu h - main points | some tﬁégt_fopics some st T : l'\f & = Srosne some incorrect,
some unclear points 1€ ——— i __partia satisfying __most | mostlycorrect | inconclusive or too long
__almostall all relevantparts |  almostall to almost all topics | reasonable _efficient good almostall | almost all correct | reasonable d
Sh‘l:lr't. Efllowlng s:hclrt ans_\fers, — alg | [ +improvement very vary + WipRovernant :eeply J.J"ICDrTECt (:Jr show
prioritized,(all time used)_ efficiently | almostallparts | all suggestions very good efficient | efficient all suggestions very good EEp RO Ehy
NOTES:
REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
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 — i I mary analysis | 1 | concise and correct or
clear things out __poor |  poor too few irrelevant chaotlc poor | almostno too few irrelevant chaotic no questions asked
most time used, many unclear points too short/long partially some partially relevant| present too short/long too short/long| some partially relevant| present some incorrect,
resolved, aimed at both report and opp. informative, apt|  sufficient many adequate visible informative, apt| relevant parts many adequate visible inconclusive or too long
- =1 normagye a1 acequa | visible
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized brief but detailed, |+ improvement fully clear, ~=  brief but accurate, |+ improvement ity clear, deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently accurate complex suggestions adequate intuitive accurate conclusive suggestions adequate intuitive deep misconceptions

NOTES:
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stage: ]

fight (round no.): F

room: p

-
problemno.: 19

Juror name: A/ /’u‘/J{.j jOUVA

7

&
REPORTER - reporter: (2,.) }f opponent: [ 5> reviewer: /4 (VU1 signature: fmf
Start from 1 and add/subtract
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
relevant ison between relevant OPPONENT and
phenomenon explanation  theory/model experiments theory and experiment own contribution task fulfilment cooperation arguments/responses  flexibility/reactions f
: 3 : = REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no almost no too few no/ almost no others data, incorrectly cited misunderstood almost no too few poor, slow reactions
some some some some - reviewed sources, properly cited partly o could ansmfer some . ) T ——
asicy basic well performed  done, but not well fitting some own on average level W some questions U no questions asked
good but not so detailed, quite alot, relevant nvinciﬂ’g; gaveréasonabte, )
demonstrative correct ors analyséd solution | atisfying @ explanations ,~ some incorrect,
detailed, good, é’o‘d&_t_‘estﬁaﬁé + hesults explained t latipns nsiderable experimental | som tter + data/teory +helped clear things out inconclusive or too long
demaonstrative redictiol and anatysed d r theoretical - / than average productive convincingly supported quickly deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, + totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable expérimental grater extent 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
NOTES: 4 + 3 ~ .
il R
OPPONENT | s I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevant topics correct own prioritization leading |cooperation| relevance of | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED | jEEEnisfon addressed | opinionsexpressed | e oo oo oo | ORleS: L presented ~,  concise and correct or no
almastno, irrelevant _almostno | almostnothing | no orirrelevant almost no no almostno | almostno | irrelevant very little no k-~ questions asked
; ittlé~| some main points | few sCME almost no little was tryin few almost no .
some relevant, aimed at resolving % o I ﬁ'{\ <orne e s EY B TeW —@—— = some incorrect,
@ some unclear points e =1 e —— %_ﬁ;l}ﬁmg_ ——-ﬁﬁl—) mostly correct S6me - inconclusive or too long
almost all _ umostair 4820 fedsonable’ At | (goody stalt~" | almost all correct 1 P
short allowing short answers, all & provem very W +improvement deel'-' y ‘_”50"' ec :ﬂ' show
prioritized, all time used efficiently almost all parts all suggesfions very good efficient | efficient all | suggestions very good eep misconceptions
NOTES: Nev. 9 frd -
REVIEWER 3
Start from 1 and add/subtract 3
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
| |
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 | summary | analysis | | L - \ concise and correct or
clear things out __poor |  poor too few irrelevant chaotic poor almost no too few _irrelevant chaotic no questions asked
most time used, many unclear points too shortflopg | partially some partially relevant| present too short/long [too short/long some partially relevant| present some incorrect,
resolved, aimed at both report and opp. @)t sufficiénty > i-'r'{zi_tl"l_",?-.3 | adequate _Aiisible”) (iﬁormati\g,ap’t i nt pa ; @ adeguate ----vis_igle“‘-. inconclusive or too long
s e | — g i ) / =R .
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized rief but r(femﬁ +improvement Q_fuM ear, brief but accurate, |+ improvement w clear, deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently accurate complex suggestions adequate intuitive accurate conclusive suggestions adequate intuitive deep misconceptions

NOTES:

A‘ﬁ' 7,54/ ?r"; + Z_ff;
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SCORESHEET _ A EOpORA4E, (
stage: | fight (round no.): [— room: ,_D problem no.: ! \B Juror name: S / '
—= = ; - \ ¥ - - 4 M /
reporter: /~— opponent: reviewer: 6/ r W : / signature: é é{/ / S
REPORTER bt G oveanest 0L R e ip Co e il e
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
almost no almost no too few no/l almost no others data, incorrectly cited  misunderstood almost no too few poor, slow reactions
g N P i i
,/sorr!e @e W, 2 sorn;e ~mr : some = reviewed sources, properly cited par_% ; - could ansufer some N SORCRE S coFrac B
basic ell performe one, bu : itting some own on ver?gg ?e was trying some questions ,_j no questions asked
good but not so detailed, + explained relevant onvincing “~ /’\ ave reasonable
demanstrative correct e e a‘*—-\ solutioh @in/g most \ lanatio some incorrect,
detailed, good, +good testable  + results explained well fitting, deviations C siderabl@@a-“, some parts better +da eory +helped clear things out inconclusive or too long
demonstrative predictions and analysed analysed or theor / than average productive convincingly supported quickly deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, + totally reliable, perfect correlation, considera i tal grater extent 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
NOTES: + — —
7 (" _ 7 < %
(TZ£,C « 7 .
OPPONENT | C I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevant topics correctown | prioritization leading |cooperation | relevance of | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED ____presentation | addressed | opinions expressed = topics presented _ C) concise and correct or no
almost hio_irrslevant _ almostno almost nothing noorirrelevant | 1 almostno | almostno irrelevant _ very little no questions asked
=N ! ery little | some ints ew some '/ little was tryin few (“somey Imostno d
| some relevant, aimed at resolving — —'_r;;rgm‘ N e i o e I'V e = 4 i"ﬂ.——:f‘——“?qs-._.ﬁ'f’-o_.. some incorrect,
L~ some unclear points voperh,_| CCEinpoiRy | weomg 2 1 Somestioples | SOE —fekal satisfying most™ mostly-eofrect Jeme) | inconclusive or too long
_almostall | allrelevantparts | almostall | toalmostalltopics | reasonable | efficent | (good) | ‘almostall |amostallcorrect | reasonable deepl h
shf)rt‘ ﬁllowing sthort answers, al& [ + improvement —very very 5 + Improvement deep y incorrect ?r show
prioritized, all time used efficiently almost all parts | all | suggestions | very good efficient | efficient | all | suggestions very good eep misconceptions
NOTES: / 4 —— Z — .
REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
. | 1
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 _summary | analysi o ] concise and correct or
| clear things out poor poor too f irrelevant chagtic poor almost no too few irrelevant chaotic  J~" no questions asked
~ - cpool. | oD s ——— O TEW | relevam
| __# mosttime used, many unclear points too short/long partially %E‘e%\- pa,uialﬁ?glaw"lt ﬁresent too short/long [too short/long some partially relevant| _present some incorrect,
A F; — — = ) ‘
resolved, aimed at both report and opp. @ﬂ;tivgfﬁpt SufiER '\maa\r ._adequate - isible in[formati‘ﬁe, apt{relevant pats ) ey _adequate i( visible inconclusive or too long
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized eH:ﬁf / detailed.‘J +improvement fully clear, “briefbut accurate, |+ improvement| \‘\fmh'," | clear, deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently accurate “._complex suggestions adequate intuitive accurate conclusive suggestions adequate | intuitive deep misconceptions

NOTES: ,(_{, : {l/:f‘
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SCORESHEET
™~ 2 L& e L
stage: ] fight (round no.): - room: ] problemno.: '~ OC [Z Juror name: ?" AU o -
REPORTER reporter: opponent: reviewer: signature: '
Start from 1 and add/subtract —
—
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
rel 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
almostno almost no too few nof almost no others data, incorrectly cited misunderstood almost no too few poor, slow reactions Q
iewed . ly cited =
sorr'.:e some 5 _ some - reviewed sources, properly cited parthy. — ) could answer some concise and correct or
basic barsﬁ} well perfdrmed  done, but not well fitting some own bn average level™ was trying sgme questions no questions asked
oA good but not so deta\ilgd, quite a lot, ' _+ explained relevant convincing . gave peasonable
demanstrative correct errors analysed 4 solution sati{fzﬁ‘i& most exp iafis some incorrect,
detailed, good, +good testable  + results explained well fitting, deviations considerable experimental | some parts better ! + data/theory +helped clear things out inconclusive or too long
demonstrative predictions and analysed analysed —‘n__{ﬂTe‘urE'riv:al———J than average productive convincingly supported quickly deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, +totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable experimental grater extent 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
NOTES:
~ - o - -f/
/[ - (G DI i ¢ L
OPPONENT | { I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract ) time used | understanding of | relevant topics |  correct own prioritization leading | cooperation | anceof | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED | presentation addressed | opinions expressed | — : | topics __presented — concise and correct or no
almost no, irrelevant almostno |  almostnothing | noorirrelevant|  almostno __nho _almostno | almost !‘L‘M@JL | verylittle __no questions asked
veryittle s50me main points few some almost no tle was tryin few 50| "
some relevant, aimed at resolving ~ . 2 = = --+-—- —rxili —.) L —al-mos't& some incorrect,
" enough main points some to most topics some rtial satisfying | most mostly correct some 2 ‘
7~ some unclear points e = e S - L A y ___son inconclusive or too long
— <~ almostall all relevant parts almosfall to almpst all tapics reasonable 2, ____ _Esg'u almdstall | almost a(l;urrect reas@nable .
short allowing short answers, all & = - Imp??:’v'gment —r \.rery ven; S = ir'.l,;{r;@r}.ent e deeply incorrect or show
prioritized, all time used efficiently |  alméstallparts all suggestions | very good efficient | efficient all suggestions | very good deepmisconceptions
NOTES:
; - ~ I oo
/“ - & ‘< Jﬁ' S X \, = {D R 1
REVIEWER Q
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT _ REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
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 _summary | analysis | R concise and correct or
clear things out __poor poor. _ too few _irrelevant chaotic poor | almostno too few __irrelevant | chaotic no questions asked
most time used, many unclear points too short/long partially some partially relevantl present too short/long [too short/long, some partially relevant present some incorrect,
. resolved, aimed at both report and opp. informative, aptI sufficient ]I "‘l{.ﬂ"y\ adequate visible informative, .api,i relevant parts quany | adequate | __y_i_s_ibjg inconclusive or too long
[~ +short, apt and clear, well prioritized briefbut | detailed, I +imprevement Fully, clean, £ briefbut ) | accurate, |+improvement v, cledr, deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently £ ackusdte | complex | suggestions ade;quaie Int@_ye accurate” | conclusive | suggestions | adﬂate | intuitive deep misconceptions
N
NOTES:

l + L}[‘S ' _51 -?) { ?[\_:;; Py %




SCORESHEET

r

e

fight (round no.): /7.4 .(/{ .

room: 1\)

P ot Skry

stage: | g problem no.: Juror name:
5 X ’ .
reporter: [} 5, ;s 04/ A0 OppONent: é, (a4 reviewer: {( . C signature: &é{ i
REPORTER - VACOUMLR \ H S6— vl %)
Start from 1 and add/subtract < ve
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
almostno almostno too few no/ almost no others data, incorrectly cited misunderstood almost no too few poor, slow reactions
some __some some some. - reviewed sources, properly cited partly ‘ could ansm:rer some / y o T
basic basic well performed done, but no |l fitting some own on average level was trying some questions / no questians asked
good but not so detailed, quite a lot, + expldined relevant convincing . gave reasonable - .
demonstrative correct EFFOW — B . solution.. @g‘ (’_f_mq_m explanations some incorrect,
~detailed, good, ™. +good testable  + rgsﬁits explained well fitting, deviations ~ copsidéra expe% me parts better " '€ data/theory +helped clear thingsout inconclusive or too long
W.” predictions ana analysed or th tical — ‘g n average productive convincinglysupported ' quickly deeply incorrect or show
deep an prehensible, detailed, complex, + totally reliable, perfect correlation, considerable experimental grater extent very proved deep +tecl:|_|:|TEE"cooperation deep misconceptions
shows physical insight completely testable  reproducible very conclusive and theoretical than expected efficient understanding with team, very efficient
NOTES:
OPPONENT : ) I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevanttopics |  correct own prioritization leading |cooperation| relevance of | own opinions | prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED N presentation | addressed | opinions expressed I e topics | presented | -~y ) concise and correct or no
alificsting, irfeleait almost no almostnothing | noorirrelevant |  almestrnio. no _almostno | almostno irrelevant very little no ( . questions asked
; o~ LG | 4 JitiiLliL — M S S— UL L L LT O 52— L LS I, 5 51N [
verylittle some main points few / some | almost no little was trying few ¢some, almost no y
i i — T e e = — — —- some incorrect,
- ) 22:: L‘:(‘;‘:‘:t;;i':l:d i e g L UL {omeY . tomosttopies | _so me_ __partial | satisfying most | mostlycorrect | (Some s inconclusive or too long
J almostall | ‘all relevant parts a\lﬁtﬁl | to almost all topics Qeisinl_@le l efficient | _-good? ({n;ost all; | almostall correct | reasonable .
~"  short allowing short answers, & I +improvement — = = e deeply incorrect or show
ol > al | prove [ very +improvement d i ti
prioritized, all time used efficiently almost all parts all | suggestions | verygood efficient | efficient | all | suggestions | verygood eep miscanceptions
NOTES:
REVIEWER /)
Start from 1 and add/subtract (
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
. | |
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 __SHmmary analysis S _ A concise and correct or
clear things out poor poor too few irrelevant l_ chaatic poor almost no too few irrelevant chaotic r // no questions asked
_puor 1  poor | FOOTEW | ___RTe Vel ] N ldi: - \J
most time used, many unclear points too short/long partially some partially relevant)  present too short/long [too short/lo some partially relevant| present some incorrect,
o — = = — L3 e =
resolved, aimed at both report and opp. infopmative, a) sufficient _many - adequate’ ~Visible informative, apt|relevant parts| -~ many— adequate - isi inconclusive or too long
infopmative, apt . S A C__q gyt formative, aptrelevantparts any~, | cddequate ¢ visible '
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized briefbut/ | /detailed; Qmpmvementj fully clear, C:rief but |} accurate, Q:mrovement fully clear, deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently accurate | compl_,eﬁ u&sstioqs | adequate intuitive iccurate —conclusive ggestions adequate | intuitive deep misconceptions

NOTES:




SCORESHEET

room: p

] .
stage: _ > fight (round no.): [’ problem no.: Juror name: }i\(_%: SC ["}
REPORTER reporter: opponent: reviewer: — ‘h"L\Cr/ﬁ
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 argumentsfresponses flexibility/reactions REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no almost no too few no/ almost no others data, incorrectly cited  misunderstood almost no too few poor, slow reactions
some some some some reviewed sources, properly cited partly could answer some concise and correct or
basic basic well performed done, but not well fitting some own on average level was trying some questions no questions asked
good but not so detailed, quite a lot, + explained relevant convincing gave reasonable
demonstrative correct errors analysed solution satisfying most explana"ﬁbns some incorrect,
detajled, good, +goodtestable  + results explained  well ﬁttin@yiatiuns considerable&xperimental  some parts better : + data/theory +helped clear trf;ngs out inconclusive or too long
_ = o P predictigns and analysed an d or thebrefical than average é—pre convincingly supported qlrickly deeply incorrect or show
f_’d'eep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, + tatal]v"r‘elféble, perfect correlation, considerable experimental gratﬁent very proved deep +technical cooperation deep misconceptions
shows physical insight completely testable reprdd\l_;y‘ble very conclusive and theoretical than cted efficient undgrstanding with team, very efficient

NOTES: .
A+ESAS =35 - 854
£ i 5 BLE) L ] / .
OPPONENT | } I OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
Start from 1 and add/subtract timeused | understandingof | relevant topics correct own prioritization leading |cooperation| relevanceof | own opinions I prioritisation | REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
QUESTIONS ASKED | presentation | addressed | opinionsexpressed | | topies presented | . concise and correct or no
almost no, irrelevant __a!_rglai no | almostnothing |noorirrelevant|  almostno | | _almostno | almost no irrelevant very little no questions asked
veryfittle | some main points few some almgst no little was trying few some almost no f
" some relevant, aimed at resolving i - . : | — = —— _— some incorrect,
ensugh main points some to mogeo.)plcs i isfyi ;
KU some unclear points B &E_ I’ — . manp - — W= [ @7’9— . .p_a[t'al. satisfying _"'1'051__ i mostly Cor_reﬁ 4 SEI'I/'I_E _— inconclusive or too Iong
_almostall | all rg@ar‘cs alrfostall to almost all topics | reasonable . efficient _good- | almostall | almostall correct | reasonable
Shf’rt_ zfllowmg sﬁort answers, all & + improvement (.)eﬁ _ver;;!‘ S~ +improvement deeply {ncorrect (." How
prioritized, all time used efficiently almost all parts all suggestions very good efficient | elf’ficient an ) suggestions very good deep misconceptions
. X - - » =i
NOTES: .'f(' ltj%k_!/ g\’i"'{ iy / J: C/C&Ga\,{‘x Jr\ VL
Al P v 27
REVIEWER
Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION ANSWERS TO JURY
. |
too few, mostly irrelevant report understanding| own opinions | pros & cons |prioritisation speech discussion | ownopinions | pros & cons |prioritisation] QUESTIONS
some relevant, sufficient number, could summary of report — __summary | analysis o R . concise and correct or
clear things out __poor ~_poor too few _irrelevant chaotic poor | almostno |  toofew __irrelevant __chaotic no questions asked
most time used, many unclear points too short/long partially | some r.»artialh.rr rg\levant present too short/long [too short/long some partially relevant| present some incorrect,
resolved, aimed at both report and opp. informative, apt| _ sufficight | r{aﬁy adequgte Clisible informative, apt|relevant parts mgny | adeguate | v'!eiﬁje_ inconclusive or too long
D +short, apt and clear, well prioritized ﬁbriill;} detait€d, | +improvement ly clear, brie@ accleate, |+ improvement clear, deeply incorrect or show
time managed efficiently accurate complex suggestions adequate | intuitive accurate conclusive suggestions adequate | intuitive deep misconceptions

NOTES:
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SCORESHEET

stage:

—~
fight (round no.): |~

room: b

problem no.:

z

Juror name: //Iﬂifléﬁ i"g }I a'{j’//’f{

. 9 ; . : & & /
) reporter: | 11/ opponent: i reviewer: ; 5 signature: =
REPORTER - VAC UM G 1.56 y Nota 7o
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
almost no almost no too few no/ almost na others data, incorrectlycited ~ misunderstood almost no too few poor, slow reactions
some sorr!e some some : reviewed sources, properly cited partly ' could answer some coricia sRE chrrEct o
basic basic well performed done, but not well fitting some own on average level was trying some questions O no questions asked
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