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explanation , : . - arguments/responses |  discussi REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
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shows physical insight  completely testable convincing analysis  analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated Y Stancing b
NOTES: = . m W R
SV RVHTAS v ‘17%»’\); S Al
av |\ ~ o
\k\v‘k AVAS w\;»?)‘
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
1/
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) M DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
) |
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of ‘ relevant topics ‘ own opinions ‘\prioritisationi time ™ relevant | own opinions ‘opponent’s conduct of¥ sriosisation REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
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QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
. t evaluation| | | discussion | correctown
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science communication relevant |
conduct at the
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phenomenon theory/model exreelc:i\:::t s t;z::pa;:‘sd ox ee:né:ent own contribution task fulfilment  science communication relevant condpuctt:t Hhio OPPONENT, and
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) good | mostly adequate | reasonable informative, apt | mostly adequate reasonable relevantparts  many inconclusive or too long
+short, apt and clear, well prioritized, e e e S : | ChiiTate fully relevant, g
time managed efficiently detailed, fully i condensed & fully — candisive el constructive eeply incorrect or show
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