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NOTES: ractically all points ractically all | + IMBrovement very good * eV ERIETH +impravement 1l effici i i
practicalyip \ P Yl suggestions Yig ‘ all time used point(s) } suggestions | aerall eficient | Yesyigood deep misconceptions
REV'EWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
{2 [J:(0])-(J-(3]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
i t evaluatio I | \ discussion | correct own
too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation e oo orioritisation speech | g cons prioritisation i o POINTED OUT | QUESTIONS
] ) & understanding | | evaluation evaluation | opinions (= concise and correct or
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points - 1 ! | - B - — irrelevant &
2 poor/wrong irrelevant | no_ poor/wrong ‘ irrelevant no almost no too few . no questions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, = i s
e timye iicod ’ P partial © | partially relevants some too short/long ‘ partially relevant | some L too short/long ! S € none some incorrect,
= o good | mostly adequate ‘ reasonable' k. einformative, apt | mostly adequate® reasonable relevant partss  many ° A inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritized, ! — = = clirate fully relevant, )
Z time managed efficiently & detailed, | fully \ Gt condensed & ‘ fully — 05ive ‘ s i constructive deeply incorrect or show
complex | adequate \ g accurate adequate g CONEISIVE adequdte deep misconceptions
NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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fight (round no.):

SCORESHEET

4 stage: 1 room: ”G"’ problem no.: 69
~

Rocet

Juror’s name & signature:
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract f{) s g L
: : NS 7 AU/ A i : o Bt
+ * ) - - e el opponent: O 5 TRAVA revieweri  ({Srel I
i A
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
ison b _— 5 . - \ g
phenomenon theory/model exre|fi‘::;ts t;:g:paar:;:x e::[:z:t own contribution task fulfilment  science communication relevant co:|ed‘:1°crtt:tr tshe OPPONENT, and
explanation pe Yy P - _ ¥ i —— arguments/responses‘ i ; REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no almost no too few no/ almost no others’ data, incorrectly cited  misunderstood unclear, chaotic - _ ~_discussion
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear ~ too few R e e
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 many 7‘ good & .
good Eoed fficient numb alitatively analysed SsgmEmIEestENEsUS above average well done Some Incorrect,
surhcient numoer. JRey v.anay ; g ; 128 + 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 e —‘» e deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, + reproducible,  wellfitting, deviations considerable experimental greater extent  + complex concepts well ur:mrc(i):restan?;: ‘ overall efficient deep misconceptions
shows physical insight completely testable convincing analysis analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated g
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 ‘ 'e|el‘i’:"‘ IOZ'CS ! own OP":K:’"S ‘prioritisation time . rel.?'vant _ own oplnlt:ins ‘oppo:ellt s conduct of — REVlEWER S QUESTIONS
ssleyant sioedial resalig ~ presentation ~ addresse, ‘ ~ presente limgnagemerl scientific topics | presente | thedisc iscussion ‘ conciseandicarrestion
unclear points in the report almﬁinotmng 4">no orir |rre|evant toofievyﬁ no ‘ki poor 7almoﬂ) F too few ‘ poor | ~no. - no questions asked
_ some main points _ few ‘ ~, some_ some | reasonable few | some ~some aspects fine some” -, someliiEorfast
+short, apt and clear, well main points some | somecorrect | reasonable fair some ~some correct good reasonable ; : ’
prioritized, all time used - S E—— = ‘* —— = S e — S - — l‘— inconclusive or too long
all relevant points | many | many correct fair | efficient ~ good ~many correct | some aspects eff fair
I \ - . o ”* - —— S } = deeply incorrect or show
NOTES: ractically all points ractically all | eI ERG | very good | = petmcal §  EEISNCIED overall efficient | very good d i i
P yaip \ P i suggestions ‘ ¥ | alltime used point(s) \ suggestions | | ve eepimisconceptions
REV'EWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
( Vo) '/
() () :[2)-(2)-(]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
| |
i aluation | R s \ discussion correct own
too few, mostly irrelevant report ev uat.lo \ pros & cons _ prioritisation speec.h o BaGniE |GiGHUEAtED o ! POINTED OUT gl{ESTIONS
_ ) & understanding | evaluation _‘evaluation | opinions ). concise and correct or
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points i : S - ‘ irrelevant p _
poor/wrong | irrelevant no poor/wrong irrelevant ho almost no too few — no questions asked
i & Opp, i R e T, R |
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp partial partially relevant | some too short/long | partially relevant | some tooshort/long |  some 7> none some incorrect
most time used ——— et } . il PONONLONG| | Partialy feaidih] o0E . I ‘ o ) ’
o good ‘ mostly adequate | reasonable informative, apt| mostly adequate Lreasonable #elevantparts | £ many. j | inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritized, ‘\ Stbish 4 17 , 1> ot Fr— ‘ fatly relevant, o .
) - i | ' nc
time managed efficiently detailed, ‘ fully good condensed & fully | good conclusive | adequate constructive deep HDCONFECEORSOW
complex adequate | accurate adequate \ eep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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SCORESHEET
fight (round no.): /{ stage:/( room:‘(C)/( problem no.:

reporter: (G/)Z G

(g?

V onDAL

Juror’s name & signature:

opponent%&&@[@vg;

reviewer: 6" \j[dL

REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract
(e ]+os)+(-(ea])-(3)
REPORT
phenomenon theory/model rele.vant
explanation S0 experiments
Imost no (almost no™y too few
some some Qaﬂej
fair fair fair
well performed,
Eood good sufficient number
detailed quite detailed, + results explained
demonstrative correct errors analysed
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, + reproducible,
shows physical insight  completely testable convincing analysis

comparison between
theory and experiment

c o)
SUEITTE

some
not well fitting
deviations
qualitatively analysed
+ theory limits
explained, conclusive
well fitting, deviations
analysed, conclusive

own contribution

others’ data, incorrectly cited

review of sources, cited
some own input

+ some interesting results

task fulfilment

@R& d
tly

science communication

unclear, chaotic

Ga’?ﬂ?&l‘q

considerable experimental
or theoretical

considerable experimental
and theoretical

average average’
some aspects some parts
above average well done
interesting overall clear,
solution demonstrative

greater extent
than expected

+ complex concepts well
communicated

DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT

reporter’s
relevant
conduct at the
arguments/responses i i
discussion
too few poor

som® some aspects fine

many

good

+ data/theory

convincingly supported

some aspects
efficient

proved deep
understanding

overall efficient

ANSWERS TO JURY,
OPPONENT, and

REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS

concise and correct or
no questions asked

some incorrect,

inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or show
deep misconceptions

NOTES:

OPPONENT

Start from 1 and add/subtract

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:

REVIEWER

OPPOSITION (SPEECH)‘ DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
understanding of | relevant topics ‘ own opinions e L time relevant own opinion opponent’ d f L 3
,,7presentﬁf?°gn 1 ) addresse':i | pres:ntedr priariEation management _scientific topics Pres:nte(:i j Tihzztisscz::ioiao 7 . REVIEX]E:eir%gfrsr-erclgtls
~almost nothing no or irrelevant l ~ toofew no poor ~ almostno too few poor _hg. no questions asked
B s%nemsmwoints i feW\f\l | ~some @mex_ reasonable ga\;few __some sofme aspects fine (some ) o )
7( main pf;%\i i some ’ some cotrect reasonable (/fair ) ‘some §ome correrc‘t' ~good riifejgonableri is:crxcllr;csci)\:;eoc:,mo lbn
~all relevant points | many ' maE\_/ correct fair - j@giﬁnt good many correct some aspects effi:cieriifair PR .
practically all points ‘ practically all ‘ B improvgment very good : * new.crucial | * improvgment overall efficient very good d:g \r/n'i:zz'r']fceecgt?(:::f)w
| | suggestions all time used point(s) | suggestions

Start from 1 and add/subtract

(T D)+

QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
i report evaluation M e discussion | correct own
too few, mostly irrelevant &P torre pros & cons \pnormsatlon sneech T Trm— e s e POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points il FHIIGADY, || — . i irrelevant concise and correct or
itably allotted to Rep & O ) pooﬁr’/wrong’ N irrelevantr no § poor/wrong irrelevant no almostno | no questions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep pp, ) : I
most time used partial partially relevant | some _tooshort/long | partially relevant | some too short/long | none some incorrect,
R s dEsel oA good mostly adequate | reasonable informative, apt | mostly adequate | reasonable relevant parts | i evant inconclusive or too long
, ) ) : d | accurate, | relevant, .
time managed efficiently detailed, fully sl condensed & fully — e, | Fonstructive deeply |.ncorrect 9r show
complex adequate accurate adequate | deep misconceptions

NOTES:

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