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theory and experiment
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qualitative agreement some own input

fuantitative agreement + some interesting results
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some aspects
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interesting
solution
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unclear, chaotic
partly clear
average
some aspects
well done
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DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT
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arguments/responses ST
discussion
too few poorfaggressive
some partly fine
many good
+ data/theory some aspects

efficient

overall efficient

ANSWERS TO JURY,
OPPONENT, and
REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS

cancise and correct of no
guest ons asked

seme incorrect,
inzonclusive or koo long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep miscnceptions

NOTES:

OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract 'm_rs 0
)L )L - J-C -] 9
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY ard
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of  topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their o apinicns presented opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTICNS
relevant, aimed at resolving presentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion cancise and comrect B o
unclear points in the report almost nothing almaost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive guestions asked
SOme main points too few/many some reasohable too few/many some some aspects fine
+ short, apt and clear, well N = tiatly rel ; . - ally rel 4 same Incorrect,
prioritised, all time used main points partially relevan SOMme correc fair partially relevant some correct goo inconelusive or too long
all relevant points rmostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many carrect some aspects efficient .
NOTES: + improvement . azeply incorrect or shows
. practically all points + well prioritised TR all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient d=ep misconceptiors
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
(- L+ ) J:C J-C 3] 5
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF RE2ORT REVIEW CF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluatior & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED QUT QUESTIJNS
derstandi ioritisati § ioritisati evaluation opinions :
relevant, meant to ¢larify unclear points e - pn.'uorl isation evaluation prioritisation _ P Frelevant cenoise and correct €f no
poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong rrelevant poor irrelevant questions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, - . ficial
most time used superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct SUREHTCIS some none seme incorrect,
I — relevant parts many inzonclusive or too leng
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised sccurate T . — P
time managed efficienthy i fully adequate, fully adequate, N constructive =eply incorrect or shows
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate de=ep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10) range
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REPDRT phenomenon theory/model  relevant experiments comparison between own contribution task fulfilment suertl:e i DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporters d
p N levant P JPPCMNENT, an
almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic re conduct in the ) .
(so-r"nh?\ Some™ some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
aIr fair qualitative agreement some own input average average too few poor/aggressive o g
d d d antitative agr t +some interesting results o0 e Rl L JER some artly fine r_.ncns.e ane corvact & °
goo €00 Eoo Quan Ve agreement + some | 8 above average well done party cuestions asked
Ktitude of many good .
detailed quite detailed, —gr MUUCEO AT o or considerable interesting overall clear, datafth oot same Incorrect,
demonstrative correct EIEIuCUCY s discuss experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspécts incanclusive or too le-g
examined supporied efficient
I deeply INncorrect or sTowWs
deep and com.pre!'\er)mble, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewau'ons considerable greater extent + complex concepts pr;ved d%e‘p averall efficient deep miscneeptions
shows physical insight  completely testable and T analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract T S 6
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QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWZRS TO JURY ard
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of  [topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their . opponent’s conduct in REV EWNER’'S QUESTIONS
tati loritisati ted P own opinions presented he di :
relevant, aimed at resolving presenta u?n prioritisation presente management prioritisation the discussion cancise and correct ar no
unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none toa few poor/aggressive auestions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
ELCIGET SEI PO main points artially relevant some correct fai artially relevant some correct ood some incorrect,
priaritised, all time vsed P ) P L ar BaitiatyilEIEvan OME Lorrec g - nconclusive or too 131g
all relevant points maostly relevant many coirect efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient .
NOTES: + Improvement . Zeeply incorrect ar $hows
: ically all poi ioritised — o . - N .
practically all points +well prioritise i all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient J=ep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/fsubtract G JH [)—_
- )-C - )-CO-C ) “
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
tao few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion correctown | POINTED OUT QUESTIJNS
understandin rioritisation i ioritisati evaluation apinions . .
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points i p‘ EYSluHoa prioritisation irrelevant cancise and correct ¢~ no
) poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poor irrelevant questions asked
+ stitably allotted to Rep & Opp, .- . ficial
most time used superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct SUREINIEIa some none seme incorrect,
] R relevant parts many inconclusive or too lerg
+ shost, apt and clear, well prioritised, good mostly correct/prigritised good mostly correct/prioritised securate T relevant, ) )
time managed efficlently fully adequate, fully adequate, RN e hstrTICtive =eply incorrect or $TIOWS
apt, accurate well prioritised apt B accurate well priofitised convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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REPORT phenome‘non theory/model  relevant experiments comparison bet\{ween own contribution task fulfilment sclence DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,

explanation theory and experiment communication reporter's
. . levant eporte OPPONENT, and
almost no afmost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstooad unclear, chaotic rele! conduct in the
= I3
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/respanses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair qualitative agreement some own input average average too few poor/aggressive )
ood cod oo uantitative agreement + some interesting result. some aspects some aspects some partly fine concise and cormect i no
& 8 8 a greemen Brestlls  above average well done b cJestions asked
Ititude of many good i
detailed quite detailed, or ™ . or considerable interesting overall clear, data/th some incorrect,
demonstrative correct (IR experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory LRIUIEH R irconclusive or too ong
examined supported efficient
k _ m Cre: i c2eply incorrect or shows
deep and com.preher_\suble, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dEVIatI‘DnS considerable greaterextent  +complex cor)cepts pr;:ved de;p overall efficient 2ep miscneeptions
shows physical insight  completely testable and T analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract ( ; 3 l t 5
L)L J-C ) )-C-]

QUESTIONS ASKED CPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their e nlCpinione P e enten opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resolving pfesentatu?n prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion concise and correct Erno
unclear points in the report almos: nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/agaressive cuestions asked

some It ain points too few/manv some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine
+ short, apt and clear, well mair. points actially relevant e P My rel ; o s$ame incorrect,
prioritised, all time used [ ’ p y relevan e e air partially relevan some cofrect goo incanclusive or too Ieng
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient ]
NOTES: practically alt points + well prioritised *+ Improvement * +well prioritised +improvement suggestions overall efficient geeplv concen ?rShOWS
suggestions all time used P P L eep misconceptions
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too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pras & cons speech pros & cons discussion correct own POINTED QUT :lU ESTIONS
understandi ioritisati i ioritisati evaluation apinions i
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points il Pl.'lorltlsatuon evaluation prioritisation _ P LR S canzise and correct or no
‘ poor/wrong irrelevant poorfwrong irrelevant poor irrelevant guestions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, - " ficial
most time used superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct SUEEIICE EOME none somre incorrect,
S e relevant parts many inccnclusive or too ©on
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised - fally Sr— -3
time managed efficiently fully adequate, fully adequate, S constructive deeply incorrect or s90ws
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitabiy adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range
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REPORT phenome." on theory/model relevant experiments comparison hetu-veen own contribution task fulfilment sclen_ce . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication ter’
Jevant reporter’s JPPCNENT, and
almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unciear, chaotic relevan :
conduct in the E
some some s0m2 some « review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
~ fair fair fair gualitative agreement* some own input & average ® average too few poor/aggressive .
% ood ood cod . uantitative agreement + some interesting results some aspects EEIIEE Ras s =  some artly f ne contlse and correct g1,
g & & q B g above average well done L _ guestions asked
titude of +  many good o+ .
detailed quite detailed, or mu + limits discussed or considerable * interesting overall clear, . B o sime incorrect,
demonstrative correct paramatres experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory Some.a.s"e“s inzonclusive or too lcng
examned supported efficient
: - . deeply incorrect or shows
deep and COW\_Dre_helt\slble, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewatupns considerable greater extent  +complex concepts proved deep overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable and analvsis analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
£y Y al b ~
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OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract Lf
+ - =
) J(a)*og)-C J=(u]
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWZRS TO JURY ard
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of  topics raised and theirl  own opinions time topics raised and their o i e appenent’s conduct in REVIE'WER’'S QUESTICNS
P P e T el M presentatio-n prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion cancise and correct 3r no
T unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few oor ™ 10 almost none too few poor/agressive @estions asked
some main points = too few/many some reasonable i too few/many *  spme some aspects fine .
e main points artially relevant - t fai ially rel d same incorrect
prioritised, all time used p ‘ p y releva SOME correc air partially relevant some correct 20O rconclusive or too long
all relevant points mastly relevant many correct efficient mos:ly relevant many carrect some aspects efficient ' &
. d=zeply incorrect or shows
NOTES: . " L improvement + L _ . L.
S practically all points + well prioritised suggestions all time used +well prioritised +improvement suggestions overall efficient d=ep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
L1 )+(ts)+(= J+ (e )+ ()2 (e )-( J=(c ]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REZORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED QUT QAUESTIJNS
d i ioritisati i isati evaluation opinions N
% relevant, meant to clarify unciear points understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation P & lavant cencise and correct Gr no
) paor/wreng irrelevant poar/wrong irrelevant poor irrelevant guestions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, N N ficial
J most me used superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct SURCIC some none seme incorrect,
- =
- " | L . relevant parts many ® inconclusive or too lan
i + short, apt and clear, well prioritised. goo mostly correct/prioritised z good mostly correct/prioritised B e
time managed efficiently fully adequate, .y . fully adequate, accurfn_e, L construc,tive dzeply incorrect or sacws
apt, accurate e e - apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate daep misconceptions
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REPORT phenomenon

R theory/model relevant expariments comparison betv.ueen own contribution task fulfilment Sﬂen.ce . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’
. . levant porters JPPONENT, and
almost no almost no almast no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic refe: conduct in the s
some some some = some review of sources, cited partly @ partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair gualitative agreement some awn input average average too few poor/aggressive . ;
ood d o ntitative agreement + some interesting results some aspects LI some partly fine CANEISE and comecta "
g goo goo SLAHULE P S oL A s UL G above average well done Y guestions asked
Ititude of many good smei
detailed quite detailed, or mu + limits di d or considerable interesting overall clear, * p n P = Scmeincorrect,
demonstrative correct parametres s tiscusse experimental solution demonstrative WCEEV D7 some aspects , irconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient .
} ] o e deeply incorrect or shows
deep and r.om_preher:nsnble, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewatl_ons considerable greater extent  + complex concepts proved degp overall efficient doep miscnceptions
shows physical insight ~ completely testable and . analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected  well communicated understanding
= analysis
NOTES:
4
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract =l
a1 )+l J+le]e (2 )-(5)=(€])
o ' QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWZERS TO JURY and
0 too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of  topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their o opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
presentation pr oritisation presented management prioritisation A e O the discussion .
- relevant, aimed at resolving - ; concise and correct or no
. (I3 unclear points in the report almost nothing almostinone 100 few poor alrost none too few poor/aggressive s cuestions asked
Qy some main points toa few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
RTIEL LA main points artially relevant some correct fai tially rel t correct d Al
prioritised, all time used P : P A/ alr Hariialy relevan SOME.conre £ €00 inconclusive or too long
e all relevant pcints ‘e mostly relevant many correct efficient rnostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient * .
NOTES: B SYETRENT - 1 c2eply incorrect or shows
practically all points + well prioritised T all time used + well pricritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient czep misconceptiors
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
L)L)+ 109+ (A )+ (07 ¢ (5] - (][]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown [ POINTED OUT JUESTIONS
derstandi ioritisati H iori i evaluation opinions R 8
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points e pl_'wn isation evaluation prioritisation - ﬁ&.}, irrelevant — C2ncise and correct 2r no
pcor/wrong Irrelevant poarfwrong irrelevant poor irrelevant questions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, . - - . ﬂ'\ vy
most time used superficial partially relevant/correct 4> superficial partially relevant/correct superficial SOME none ssme incorrect,
—
- R - relevant parts many inzonclusive or too keng
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, good mostly correct/prioritised "'P good mostly correct/prioritised reurare o relevant, ool 1
tim= managed efficiently fully adequate, ‘& 5 fully adequate, T constructive eply incorrect or shows
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range
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| henomenon mparison n L i
REPORT P . theory/model  relevant experiments compariso hetu_vee own contribution task fulfilment selence DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter's
almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic refevant conduct in the
some some some spme review of sources, cited partly parthy clear arguments/responses discussion
fair - fair fair gualitative agreement S0Me own input average average too few poor/aggressive
good good good guantitative agreemenf + some interesting results some aspects some aspects some partly fine
above average well done 3 r
) many gOO
detailed quite detailed, or multitude of . o or considerable interesting overall clear, !
g == parametres + limits discussed - - L + data/theory some aspects »
demonstrative correct H examined experimental solution - demonstrative supported efficient F
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, deviations ]I considerable greater extent  + complex concepts proved deep overall efficient
shows physical insight  completely testable and T analysed, condusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding

ANSWERS TO JURY,
JPPONENT, and
REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS

cancise and correct or no
ouestions asked

sume incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep miscnceptions

B L5 1
NOTES: NLA L b oA z' I’ V\’L') WB\ Wh"y oot At
i
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract Lf
1ol )l ) (o) -C J=(4 )
[ o5 Or'} Ll
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWZRS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their - opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTICNS
presentation prioritisation presented management rioritisation CEDICT L DT LT the discussion
relevant, aimed at resolving : geme P concise and carrect or no
unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive miestions asked
50me main points too few/many some reasonable -y too few/many some 4. 50me aspects fine .
+ short, apt and clear, well £ . N " N ] B some incorrect,
. . main points partially relevant some correct = fair partially relevant some correct good . .
prioritised, all time used : isconclusive or too long
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient -
: c=eply incorrect or sFows
NOTES; . . L + improvement + L . K - X X
practically all points + well prioritised suggestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient c=ep misconceptiors
rhik foy b
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract . 4
L) (ug)+{os)+ 2T+ e (o J-( J-(&]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT JUEST ONS
d i joritisati isati evaluation opinions
o relevant, meant to clarify unclear points understanding Calldtil L) evaluation prioritisation - P irrelevant cancise and correct £ no
) poor/wrong irrelevant poorfwrong irrelevant poor irrelevant g testions asked
=] + suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, . B e
) superficial partially relevant/correct - superficial partially relevant/correct superficial some none S relNcorrect
3 Mosttime used | '
I F— relevant parts many ircongclusi rtoo |
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, good LTS gaol Gl VISOUE: Hpnont el accurate fuatly relevant, eclusive ortos g
time managed efficiently fully adequate, fully adeqLate, S i d=eply incorrect or s1ows
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well pricritised convinicing adequate d=ep misconceptions
T 1 -
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Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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REPORT phenome.non theory/modet relevant experiments . bew.vee" own contribution task fulfilment sclence DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWZRS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication e S OPPOMENT. and
almost no almost no almost no almost no almostno misunderstood untlear, chaotic relevant : !
conduct in the EVIEWER’
some some some some 7rewew of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEVWER'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair qualitative agreement some own input 7 average ¥ average too few poor/aggressive o g !
b ™. _— . . some aspects some aspects 1 <oncise and correct er no
good good good quantitative agreement + some interesting results S well done 7 some partly ;ine auestions asked
. r many 200: .
detailed quite detailed,  or R 07 + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, + datalth . same incorrect,
demonstrative correct p:;::::gzs experimental solution demonstrative suap;ort:zw so:ﬁi:isepnetc e nconclusive or too leng
H t Jdeeply incorrect or shows
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, well fitting, deviations i greater extent + complex concepts proved deep - N :
errars considerable . - overall efficient Jeep miscnceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable SRS analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding

NOTES:

ﬁzj’ \l ) oo
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract 5 "-’—-——‘—“‘ - 4 ( !
: A ¢ ellppunleor
L )01 )-C_J=(¢] . -
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION [SPEECH]) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of  |topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their opponent’s conduct in REVIZEWER’S QUESTIONS
. tati loritisati ted ioritisati own opinions presented the di 5 =
eI [Et e S e presenta u.m prioritisation presente management prioritisation e discussion concise andicomacterng
)'ﬁnclear points in the report % almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none ,  toofew poor/aggressive Juestions asked
¢ some main points too few/man . some rea bl too few/man some some aspects * ne .
PALEELSEIT AT main oi:nts * artiall r/eleva\:'nl *some correct . sfm‘\a . ' —K rti IIWI | tu correct ¥ opod some incorrect,
prioritised, all time used L - P id cllr 2 partially releva 30me correc & — nconclusive or toc long
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient o mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient i
NOTES: ractically all points |+ well prioritised L * +wellprioritised | +i t ti grerall efficient iy
p y all pe p suggestions all time used 4 well pricritise improvement suggestions rall efficien Jeep misconceptions
~ +
decon e As o
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract = a—
LJ-@)-08-(D+-():J-C-(8) Oueating, ™
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED PO NTS | ANSWERS TC JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion  correctown [ POINTED OUT | QUESTONS
d i joritisati i ioritisati evaluation opinions -
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points understanding pflontlsa ron evaluation prioritisation : P irrelevant eancise and correct of no
poor/wrong irrelevant poorfwrong irrelevant poor _irrelevant auestions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, : 1 X T ficial
ey i superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct Superticia, | yf ‘some none some incofrect,
N I . relevant parts many inconclusive or too lon
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, good ] RS CETEE lilit) ~ £00¢ v o auectpnctitised PR fully relevant, v
. - 4 . azeply incorrect or 5= ows
time managed efficiently T fully adequate, apt & accurate fully adeq.ate, convinicing | adequate constructive Lk

well prioritised

well prioritised

d2ep misconceptions
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ITPT - Movember 2022




REPORTER

Start from 1 and add/subtrac

29+ (-

NES

REPORT phename_non theory/model relevant experiments comparisan betv'veen own contribution task fulfilment science . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication rter’ b
: : T reporter's | COPONENT, and
almost no Imost no a mostna almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic re conduct in the ,
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
“air fair fair qualitative agreement some own input average average too few poor/aggressive )
ood ood ood uantitative agreement + some interesting results S USRS some partly fine co‘u:ls.e and carrect of £ o
X ¢ & e . E J above average well done —x questions asked
02( ltitude of many good ‘
dezailed quite detailed, ~ of MuHtuce + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, U ECORElnCoeEt ds
demonstrative correct paramet-es experimental solution demonstrative + dataytheory s incanclusive or too long
examined supported efficient .
] ) ; ) — dezply incorrect or shows
deep and ccn'n.pre.her'\mhle, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewatpns considerable greater extent  + complex concepts proved deﬁp overall efficient desp miscnceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable and T analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES: f
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
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. 9 )+ 4 ,
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY anc
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their I Cpions preserted opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
‘ relevant, aimed at resolving presentatu?n prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion coacise and correct of: No
unclear points in the report 0 almost rothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
some main poirts too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt and clear, well Y main points artially relevant R fai £ ally rel \A r s0 -e incorrect,
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almost no almast no almost no almostno almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant conduct in the
some some scme some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion
i fair fair } fair qualitative agreement some own input X average average A too few poor/aggressive
- . . . some aspects some aspects 3
ood b | some artly fine
[:4 good good 4 guantitative agreement +some interesting results S Revaya—— well done partly
multitude of many good
detailed quite detailed,  or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, I p )
demonstrative correct D experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects
H examined H supported efficient
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, deviations considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved deep overall efficient
shows physical insight ~ completely testable and T analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical thanexpected  well communicated understanding

ANSWERS TO JURY,
JPPCNENT, and
REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS

concise and correct ar no
questions asked

sGme ncorrect,
inconelusive or too leng

deeply incorrect or snows
deep miscnceptions

ES:  —
NOT louned {-b{, ?MGF Ll scl  eorcdyian
~ ddus] } QZ Leadyq w€ ,L
— ho T E o Q*M?ﬂj».\
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract’
1 ]+[/|zﬁ’]+[/\5 +i_ .E}- =| ﬁ
[ : a i J z LA (4
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH} DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY ard
' v irrel derstanding of | top . - . X . . - p
too few, mostly irrelevant umn reersse::latlll:‘o oplcsrli':::zt:ai:?:nthelr own OpII:IC:'IS time topics I.'ais'e.d al.md their own opinlons presented oppo'r:el;t.’s con_duct in REV EWER'S QUESTICNS
relevant, aimed at resolving P p presente management prioritisation the discussion cancise and correctorha
7. unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few *° poar/aggressive questions asked
some main points tao few/many some reasonable too few/many some @ some aspects fine )
PRGN EE i main Joints artially relevant /! t fai ally rel seme Incorrect,
pricritised, all time used : p y some correc air partially relevan some correct good neonclusive or tao lang
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient deeoly i .
. eeply incorrect or shows
. . . — + improvement + . . . -
NOTES: practically all points + well prioritised sugpgestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
B cdred Glput meeduni, 2
Fry &) € A sesj o
REVIEWER Start fram 1 and add/subtract @F& ﬂ_ﬂ/\g 1. é}?{ Dl/‘@' %
L)+ 3) A5+ (1)) ()-CJ-(F)
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
i joritisati i ioritisati evaluation apinions . 4
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points understanding pl.'lorltlsatlon SuSivotion prioritisation : E irrelevant cencise and correct a7 no
) poorfwrorg irrelevant poorfwrong irrelevant poor irrefevant cuestions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, B . ici
X most time used superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct superficial some one scme inearrect,
+ short, ant and clear, wel prioritised, x good mostly correct/prioritised — zood mostly correct/prioritised — relae::;t::rts “;j:: B inzonclusive or too lang
time managed efficiently fully adequate, fully adequate, o constructive ceeply incorrect or snows
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate ceep Misconception:
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REPQRT rhenomenon
explanation

almost no
some
fair

I

good

¥ detailed

" demonstrative

deep and comprehensible,

theory/model relevant experiments
almost no almost no
% some some
fair fair
good good
quite detailed, or multitude of
e aramgtres
H amired

detailed, complex,

comparison between
theory and experiment
almost no
some
ogalitative agreement

own contribution

almost no
review of sources, cited
some own input

guantitative agreement + some interesting resuits

k4
or considerable

experimental

+ limits discussed

well fitting, deviations H considerable

task fulfilment

misunderstood
¥ partly
average
some aspects
above average

interesting
solution

greater extent

science
communication
unclear, chaotic
partly clear
A average
some aspects
well done

overall clear,
demonstrative

+ complex concepts

DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT

relevant report‘er’s
arguments/responses L R IC

€ P discussion
too few poor/aggressive

some partly fine

many good
+ dataftheory some aspects
supported efficient

proved deep

overall eff cient

ANSWERS TO JURY,
JPPONENT, and
REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS

cancise and correct Jr ho
gLestions asked

same incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep miscnceptions

shows paysicalinsight  completely testable and 32:3;55 analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
L2 )+lo7)(2)+(21)-()-(€] 6TH  Juk Joume
£ ?’ ﬁ’ \) O LW L} r £ et %
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH]) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWZRS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their - ted opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
. . presentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation i the discussion f
relevant, aimed at resolving - cancise and correct or no
e points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poar almost none too few poor/aggressive guestions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine
+ short, apt and clear, well 5 main soints rtially relevant ; - i p - same incorrect,
pricritised, all time used : p y releva some correc air partially relevant some correct 1 good isconclusive or to kong
all relevant points . mostly relevant many correct efficient 2 mostly relevant yw  many correct some aspects efficient
NOTES: ) ) - + improvement + o ‘ ' B deeply incorrect or shows
practicaily all points + well prioritised B afl time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptiors
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
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QUESTIONS ASKED
too few, mostly irrelevant
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points

+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp,

REVIEW OF REPORT

evaluation &
understand ng

pros & cons
prioritisation

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION

speech
evaluation

poorfwrong

pros & cons
prioritisation

irrelevant

maost time used

time managed efficiently

+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised,

apt, accurate

poorfwrorg irrelevant
superficial partially relevant/correct
»= good mostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,
well prioritised

superficial

~« good

apt & accurate

partially relevant/correct
Y
mostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,
well prioritised

DISCUSSION ANALYSIS

discussion | correct own
evaluation opinions
poor irrelevant
.- superficial o some
relevant parts many
accurate, fully
convinicing adequate

MISSED POINTS
POINTED OUT

irrelevant
none

relevant,
constructive

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
J4estions asked

sce incorrect,
rconclusive or too leng

d=eply incorrect or sows
d=ep misconceptions

NOTES:
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REPORT Pphenomenon theory/model  relevant experiments o P oo betv-veen own contribution task fulfilment sclence . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication ¢
; . " t reporter’s O2PPONENT, and
almast no almost no almost nc . almostno almost no misunderstood undlear, chaotic relevan ;
” conduct in the - 7
Jﬁ some some somz L soMme review of sources, cited partly % partiy clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
fair w, fair fair gualitative agreement some own input average average too few poor/aggressive ~
ood ood ood antitative a nt +i me interesting results e e some aspects some partly finz conzise and correct of o
’} & & 8 qu et e above average well done 2 v questions asked
multitude of many ¥ good )
detailed quite detailed, o MWHLEEO + IS dideusced or considerable interesting overall clear, v, sor-e incorrect,
demonstrative N TCrT . parametres ] solution demonstrative + data/theory some‘a_spects incenclusive or too long
exam ned supported efficient
) ) == - deealy incorrect or shaws
deep and c:mpre'her.\slble, detm:ed,[cumple):, arrors well Iflttll;g, dewlat ons considerable greater extent + c:mplex corjlcepts pl:VEtti dE;D overall effic ent deen miscnceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable ar ETTE analysed, conclusive  znd  thearetical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
i P )
(g 2h- - - A
L 2,07 e &Y X4
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SFEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER J ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of  topics Tai%e.d al.u:l their|  own opinions time topics Tais‘e‘d and their own apinions presented apponent’s conduct in JEVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resolving pressntation prigritisation presented management prigritisation the discussion concise and correct or —o
unclear points in the report almost nothing almost nane toa few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive Juzstions asked
SOMme mais points too few/man some | too few/man some . some aspects fine )
2+ shot, apt and clear, well main 34|:|ts artiall r/elevat\t t X\reasfor'\abe tialt II ; . IJet:i et
prioritised, all time used p : partially s0me Correc air partially refevant some correct goo e e
all relevan: points mostly relevant many correct o efficient " mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient ]
NOTES: X ractically z | points +well prioritised X+ Improvement * + well prioritised +i t ti Il efficient feeplv l'ﬂCO""ECt ?" i
p V| p P suggestions all time used well prioritise Improvement suggestions overall efricien degp misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
1)+(3)+(2 (2 () J-C J-(5] 5 3 Mo
2 - o 2l [M:)W n HA
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF RE?CRT REVIEW OF OPPQOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS § ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant svaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED QUT QUESTHONS
derstand ioritisati i joritisati evaluation opinions L
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points understanding prlon = Sisiustion prioritisation i P irrelevant concise and correct or 7o
) poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poor ircelevant cuestions asked
y+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, - p ficial
most time used supsrficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct sluper [ some none some incorrect,
Loriti elevantparts |, many incanclusive or too lo
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, «~ Bood Apostly correct/prioritised 4 good Qnstlv correct/prioritised bl o g o S— g
time managed efficiently fully adequate, fully adequate, T constructive ceesly incorrect or shows
£l EESTTER well priontised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate deeD misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitatly adjust your grades taking into regard the [L.10] range
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REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract _
BN ER N ED TH ' S
(2 ]+[48)+[1 GIF Moxim  Rexdilo,
REPORT phenomenon theory/model relevant experiments e Le ey own contribution task fulfilment scuen.ce . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication rter’
7 " t reporters JPPONENT, and
almost no ¥ almost no almost no ¥ almostno W almostno misunderstoad unclear, chaotic relevan conduct in the ,
some some some some review of sources, cited % partly partly clear arguments/respanses discussion AEVIEWER'S QUESTIORS
}{' fair fair %4 fair qualitative agreement some Own input average L average too few poor/aggressive cancise and correct oo
o . . some aspects some aspects x &
good good good quantitative agreement + some interesting resuits S eayanaas well done some 4 _ﬂ:artlv fine questions asked
multitude of L many R good i
detailed quite detailed,  ar + lisits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, ECIIE NCOriEE]
demonstrative corregct param‘etres € experimental solution demonstrative cata/theond snme-a.spects incontlusive or too larg
examined supported eff cient
p . - - deeply incorrect or shows
deef and compreher}suble, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewatl.onS cansiderable greater extent  +complex concepts proved degp overall efficient deep miscriceptions
shaws physical insight  completely testable an . analysed, canclusive  ang  thegretical than expected well communicated understanding
= analysis ==
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract o
P - - i
L2 )+{o) 1)+ (2 - )=(5 ) Pkt (Lo Jock
4 ' 0 ov.) wkas® QRO
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH]) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWZRS TO JURY ard
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIGNS
presentation prioritisation presented management rigritisation SR the discussion
relevant, aimed at resolving g prio g cancise and correct or no
unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive auestions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine
W +short, CLBCIL L main points artially relevant some correct fai ially rel 'i( d smencorrect,
pricritised, all time used ; P : B ¥ 2 s Cll} partially relevant SOMIEICONTEcH £0g nconclusive or too long
all relevant points | M mostly relevant “ many correct * efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient | !
; ceeply incorrect or shows
OTES: o ) - * + Improvement + — . . -
NOTES practically all points + well prioritised sugpgestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficieqt ceep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
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QUESTIONS ASKED

too few, mostly irrelevant

REVIEW OF REPORT

evaluation & pros & cons

X understanding
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points

poorfwrong
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, superficial
most time used P
good

;{+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised,

time managed efficiently ){ apt, accurate
f

prioritisation
irrelevant

partially relevant/correct
mostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,

B well priontised

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POlNﬁ'S
speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED QUT
evaluation prioritisation evaluation opinions
poor/wrong irrelevant poor irrelevant UL
superficial partially relevant/correct superficial some none
good mostly correct/prioritised relevant parts ?Tanv relevant
apt & accurate ::2;1 :ﬂi?i:; ':c; cziili:?:ienlg ade:IL::te constructive

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

cencise and correct e” no
gaestions asked

same incorrect,
irconclusive or too leng

deeply incorrect or srows
deep misconception:

NOTES:

Piease, suitabhy adjust your grades taking into regard thir [1,10] range
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(1 |+| 9|+|'4_ﬂ-| 0 ':l x| g\,} o
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REPORT Phenome.n on theory/model relevant experiments comparison bet\tveen own contribution task fulfilment science . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERSTO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication -
. S reporter’s | OPPONENT, and
almost no almost no almost ro almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevan conduct in the , |
some some same some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair qualitative agreement some own input average average too few T .
poorfaggressive .
ood iy ood ood titative agreement + some interesting resufts o+ B B some | ;rt.l fine cascise and torrect o6 no
& 8 8 — 8 € above average well dane partly questions asked
ltitude of }" mnany good smei
__ detailed quite detailed,  or ™MV + Nimits discussed é considerable nteresting overall clear, A . $3meincorrect,
‘demonstrative correct E .param'e!res ' experimental solution demenstrative + data/thecry some aspacts inconclusive or too long
= examined A supported » efficient
] : . . I * de=ply incorrect or shows
deep and com.prebel.'lsmle, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, devlatu})ns considerable greater extent + complex cor.\cepts proved dee.p overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable and S analysed, conclusive  and  thegretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
. - -
+ + ‘) |- [ ] =| = < ( . /
[ ! ]*[1!1] [3’1] [ ] 0 & )H M"Oﬂ\lr\ felonec
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWZRS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of  |topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their e onIneI e opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
relevant, almed at resofving presentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion enseandcoee e ng
unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive guestions asked
50Mme main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine
& e L main points artially relevant some correct f ially rel t d some Incorrect,
priaritised, all time used < p . p: y correc air % partially relevan some correct b 800 in=onelusive or tao lcng
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficent R
; : 2eply incorrect or saows
. ! . . i I + improvement + o \ . -
NOTES: practically all points '+ well prioritised sugpgestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient dzep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subffs
e I 7
T | ~ -~
4| f |+’IL +|"|4 + :[_o\t- = I f -
i | 12 il (4 o 6% J’ ov) N 2l _\_ ¢ %
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
toa few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correct own § POINTED OUT CUESTICNS
understandi iori d i iaritisati evaluvation opinions :
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points L] pflontisatlon evaluation il : irrelevant G
,-ﬂ . poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poor irrelevant q.astions asked
{ + suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, ficial
" most time used ¥ superficial partially relevant/correct . superficial partially refevant/correct SOREIRICIS SOME none szeincorrect,
. S evant parts any ir.conclusive or too loa
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised S ?‘i’}‘u"v elevai ' B
time managed efficiently fully adequate, fully adequate, e constructive deeply incorrect or stows
B well pricritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate dzep misconceptions
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REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract
r ra
1)+ )+(1)-[g)-(5) ) J .t
[ | amuel Sapdov pchay;
by i N
REPDRT P enorne.non theory/model  relevant experiments e own contribution task fulfilment sclen-l:e . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication v .
k I reporter’s CPPONENT, and
almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant conduct in the _,
a some X some some ¥ some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWZR'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair qualitative agreement some own input average average too few poor/aggressive corcise and correct oo
. . . some aspects some aspects =
good good good quantitative agreement i some interesting results B ey " well done some % partly fine guestions asked
multitude of many good 3 i
& o detailed yuite detailed, or - + limits discussed or considerable interesting overalt clear, P N some incorrect,
= demonstrative correct b3 FELEIES experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory O esbects nconclusive or too long
exarmnined supported efficient
) . - o I deeply incorrect or shows
deep and corr!prei.ﬁer?smle, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewatllons considerable greater extent + complex cor,cepts proved degp overail efficient Jeep miscncaptions
shows physical insight  completely testable zn e analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
) (0)-(7) oss Qrolid Pyl Miaud
[_] Cross yodhce piim o V(UG
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their,  own opinions time topics raised and their I e opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resolving presentatlc-)n prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion concise and correct cr no
unclear points in the report almost nothing almast none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
X some ma n points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt and clear, well atn aoints artially relevant : P cally rel A d S0Me incorrect,
prioritised, all time used L - - partlaZy relev Sl cLs partialyjielevant some cofrec goo inconclusive or toe long
rall relevant points t mostly relevant 2 many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects effic'ent
NOTES: +improvement A dzeply incarrect or skows
b practically all points +well prioritised S e " all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overal' efficient d=ep miscor ceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
LJ-0s)-()-(1)+(75): (- (2)-(3]) JH - N
L7 i S Q’B el (?)) eiﬂb Lo 0L
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT CUESTIONS
understandi rioritisati i isati evaluation opinions - :
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points nding DAIGN sation Exaluaticn prioritisation L irrelevant co-cise and correct 0-no
. poor/wrong irrelevant poorfwrong irrelevant poor irrelevant questions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, - . ficial
rost time Jsed LI LA VAT DTS superficial partially relevant/correct superficia luls none some incorrect,
S AT relevant parts many inconclusive or too lo
<, short, ap= and clear, well gidoditised, o good .’{:.*ostlv correct/prioritised « good Thostly correct/prioritised securate o relevant, . ]
time managed efficiently fully adequate, fully adequate, o constructive deeply incorrect or shows
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate deep misconzeptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably ad ust your grades taking into regard the “1,10] range

IYPT — Novembe- 2922




AR

REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract i /
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REPJRT phenomepon theory/model  relevant experiments L) hetv.ween own contribution task fulfitment sclence DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication v
= " reporter’s COPPONENT, and
almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant conduct in the , 1
i some some some some review of sources, cited partly % partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair qualitative agreement s0me oWn input }w average average too few poor/aggressive corcise and correct o
= ood ood ood uantitative agreement *Xme interesting results e éspects ELOELLAS some partly fire "
E g g a 8 4 e e above average well done quastions asked
= A titude of many good .
233 detailed quite detailed, or WELAED O + limits discussed or considerable interesting overali clear, data/th o some incorrect,
demenstrative correct paramgtres experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory -\vsomeialspe_cts neonclusive or too loag
ﬂ axamined H supported efficient deeply incorrect or shaws
deep and cmn'pre.her?sible, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, deviati_ons considerable greater extent + complex cor.u:epts proved degp overall efficient deap miscnceptions
shows physicalinsight  completely testable and analysis analysed, condusive  and  theoretical than expected  well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
- o y
1)+ )09+ 7)-C)-(5) G TR My lom  Jelope t
[ 'I% [ —-' !y | o {?IDhC‘ 24)
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too faw, mostly irrelevant understanding of  |topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their . opponent’s conduct in IEVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
presentation prioritisation presented management ricritisation R =t the discussion 9
. relevant, aimed at resolving B P concise and correct orno
. unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none iaoifcu; poor almost none too few poor/aggressive g.estions asked
= 50me main points ¥ too few/many some reasonable . too few/many ¥ some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt and clear, well main points artially relevant ¥ some correct f artially rel t rrect ood seme incorrect,
prioritised, all time used P partesy 2w Partely reevan SOme correc 8000 irconclusive or too long
mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient .
deeply incorrect or skows

all relevant points

NOTES: . N +improvement + L . . - X N
practicaliy all po nts + well prioritised suggestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep miscorceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
1,9 ()] (1):CJ-C J-(¢] 186G 2 L o
4,% A : g InTANE (| geR0’e
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons di“”“i_"" “""'_“_t own | POINTED QUT CUESTIONS
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points understanding prieritisation evaluation prioritisation CiS e INcpinions iirelevant corcise and correct or 1o
+suitably allotted to Rep & O poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelavant g EElerant guestions asked
PP. - . L
P st time used 5 superficial partially relevant/correct superficial ypartially relevant/correct superficial 3 some none some incorrect,
Lo ] | relevant parts many inconclusive or too lon,
+ short, apt and clear, wall prigritised, good mostly correct/prioritised X good mostly correct/prioritised p— tully relevark: i : ’ -3
time managed efficiently fully adequate, . fully adequate, e constructive ezply inco-rect or shows
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accu-ate well prioritised convinicing adequate de=p misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant con:uct in the OPPONENT, and
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partty clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair qualitative agreement .~  some own input average average too few poor/aggressive
. . . some aspects some aspects concise and correct or no
gooc good good uantitative agreement i some interesting results above average well done s50me partly :lne questions asked
) ) . i . many goo )
cetailed quite detailed, or multltudte of + limits discussed or considerable ~interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demonstrative o correct p::::;er:s experimental %' solution § demonstrative +j:;:f::zw j\iorfe;i:ispniCts £ inconclusive or too long
: e
= = H ’ﬁ:k S deeply incarrect or shows
deep and comprehensib 2, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, deviations considerable greater extent  + complex concepts W’ groved deep averall efficient deep miscnceptions
shcws physical insight  completely testable an analysis analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical thanexpected  well communicated understanding
NOTES: ’
Ger W Q,WY\UV\&L .
OPPON NT tarrt from 1 and add/subtract
()@  Suwuek sy
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JJRY and

too few, mostiv irrelevant understandi.ng of |topics faised and their own opinio_.ns time topics eaised and their own opinions presented opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
T R g e presentam?n prioritisation p manag; prigritisation the dlscussu?n T T e
£ unclear points n<he rezort almost nothing almost none too few r almost none too few poor/aggressive questions atked
SOME Main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine N
+ short, apt are dear, well . . " . - - some incerrect,
N ) main points partially relevant some carrect fair partially relevant 4 some Correcs good - .
prioritised, allimre use¢ - inconclusive or too long
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correcs me aspects efficient g Wi
, ) } o Y4 improvement i ) leeply incorrect or shows
NCTES: practically all points + well prioritised sugngestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
t / A \
4 DN
awdadn pre &0
REVIEWER Sta‘t from 1 and add/subtract
= + /] + A |+ -l O 1=t 7
(1 )+ )-67+ (1)1 T A b
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OIH-"‘OSIT\%JN DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostiv irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cans dis‘iu“ion ccrrectown | POINTED QUT QUESTIONS
. understandin rioritisation evaluation rioritisation evaluation opinions
refevant, meant t2 clariy unclear points ] p‘ P _ irrelevant - CU“C'S.G and correct or no
poor/wrong irrelevant poorfwrong irrelevant eiely relevant questions asked
+ suitably al o*12c to Rep & Opp, - . +os
— tim\; usec P S PP superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct superficial some & none some incorrect,
¥ — good ostly correct/prioritised good I"“'i'.‘ostly correct/prioritised p relevantparts |4 many incenclusive or <oo long
+ short, apt ard c ear, well prioritised, { f e fully relevant, P N
. L ; : g . eeply incorrect or shows
time managec efficientl= iLs fully adequate, fully adequate, . . constructive ! ‘
ELLEHIEL well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing Fdequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:
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RzPORT phenome.non theory/model  relevant experiments comparison bet\fveen own contribution task fulfilment sclen-ce . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explana-ion theory and experiment communication reporter’s OPPO
almost ~o almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant - NENT, and
. . conduct in the f
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/respomses| . oo REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair gualitative agreement some own input average , average : too fe'w poor/aggressive O e Nt T
- N ) some aspects some aspects .
d .
oo good good quantitative agreement + some interesting results e a— well done some partly fine questions asked
. . multitude o” ; many good ;
detailed quite detailed,  OF + limits discussad or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorvect,
demonstrative correct IR experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
d 4 S — : it . — deeply incorrect or shows
eep and comp-ekensible, etaile ,Icump eaj, g emors well fitting, de\natl.ons considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved degp overall efficient deep miscaceptions
shows physica insight  completely testable an T analysed, conclusive  3pnd theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
()G 0 )-0)-5)  fetarna Gersou
QJESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mosth irrelevant understanding of  topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their L opponent’s conduct in :
presentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation O T the discussion R EVIEWE.R SRS
relevant, aimed a: resolving - g - concise and forrect or no
unclaar points n the report almost nothing almost none too few r almost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
LT LN T ) main points artially relevant some correct fai rtially relevant t o some incorrect,
pricr tised, all 3me usec c i L = partialy relevan SOmeE correc goo inconclusive or too bong
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient decoly .
— i eeply incorrect or shows
NOTES: ' ) N + improvement + — . - . )
practically all points +well priaritised suggestions all time used + well prigritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep miscorceptions
REVIEWER Sta*: from 1 and add/subtract
L )+ :(0)-00=(3)  Perr  Ondri
) +G )0 )-0)=(3]  fewer Ondrig
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly ir-elevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussi-on 50"’?‘-’_‘ own I POINTED QUT QUESTIONS
. . understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation opinions . concise and correct or no
relevant, meant to clarifv unclear points N A irrelevant .
poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poor irrelevart questions asked
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, - . ich
msousltt:il:n‘;ausc;ze ofer Boep superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct superficial EOE none some incorrect,
_ good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised relevant parts many inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt anc clear, well prioritised, accurate fully relevant, P Lorsh
i i full t ' . leeply incorrect or shows
time managed eff cientl et fully adequate, apt & accurate ully adequate, convinicing  adequate constructive

well prioritised

well prioritized

deep misconceptions
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REPORT phenome.non theory/model  relevant experisnents comparison betv'veen own contribution task fulfilment sclen.ce ; DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’s
| almostro almost no almost no r almost no ¥ almost no misunderstoad unclear, chaotic relevant conduct in the OPPONENT, and
some v some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/respanses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
$ fair " far fair qualitative agreement some own input & average . average Y poor/aggressive
_— . . some aspects + some aspects " fal concise and correct or no
good good ] good quantitative agreement + some interesting results above average well done some partly Lme ¥, questions asked
. ] many EOO )
detai.ed quite detailed, or LT SCY + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, " some incorrect,
demonstrative correct parametres experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects incorclusive or too long
H examined H supported efficient :
- s eep'y inccrrect or shows
deep and comprehensizie, detaited, complex, errors well fitting, dematnpns considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved dee_p overall efficient deep miscrceptions
shows physaca insigk~ completely testable and analysis analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected  well communicated anderstanding
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QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mos:ly irrelevant understanding of |topics raised and their  own opinions time topics raised and their oS niesented opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
T Tt e presentatlo.n prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion © concse ntlcCITECTlOM
unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive v questions asked
" Some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some g some aspects fine .
+ short, apt nd clear, well : = artially relevant e e fai tiailv rel : " d some incorrect,
prioritised, 3 time uses main po s p y orrec air partially relevan 50Mme correc goo e ellonr
N allrelevant points -~ mostly relevant ‘Tumany correct efficient mostly relevant mary correct some aspects efficient deeoly i . :
- i g Bt ; ] eeply incorrect or shows
NOTES: “ practicaflly all points "+ well prioritised Ex :::gr:;?g::m A tim+e used + well prioritised + improverent suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
el &POTL
1 bod 00/
hed, wf
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~ - —~ |
1]+[. ]+[z(]+ +[ ]: -||/'|= ?(?/ll'@t/ ,g_/
[ 1 ! 08 | or i Wi
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mos-ly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT QU ESTIONS
understandin, rioritisation evaluation rioritisation evaluation opinions
relevant, mezrt to clarfy unciear points £ p. = . irrelevant L’ cancise and correct or no
poor/wrong irrelevant poarfwrong irrelevant poor !Helevant guestions asked
+ sLitably alic-ied to Rzp & O - . o " 1l
mZlet timye wsed P&, superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct i superfical  {'some . rone some incorrect,
i [ [, . i
2 S good mostly correct/prioritised ™ good “mostly correct/prioritised felevant parts many - inconclusive or too long
+stort, apt ard clear, ‘well pricritised, -~ f 1 e fuily relevant, deeply incorrect or shaws
i icient M fully adequate T . eeply i
time managec efficient y i [ fully adequate, U Y : - constructive ) X
3 i/ apt, accurate Y well priositised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:
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REPORT phenome.n on theory/model  relevant experiments SO Ear o betu.ueen own contribution task fulfilment science DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’s T d
almos: 1o almaostno almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant : OPPONENT, an
. conduct in the n
sore some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair qualitative agreement s0me own input average average Toolcn poor/aggrassive )
ood ood ood uantitative agreement + some interesting results - - aspects o some artly fin coneise and correct of no
g [ g q g e above average well done iR Al questions asked
multitude of many good ;
detai ed quite detailed,  or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demonstrative correct CXIETUECE experimental solution demaonstrative « data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
. . i fitki . deeply incorrect or shows
deep and com;ﬁ:re'\ensm\e, detailed, comple)i, g ewors well fitting, dewatl_ons considerable greater extent  + complex cor.\cepts proved degp overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physical nsight  comp etely testable an analysis analysed, conclusive  3pd  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
—
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add//subtract Samo e Samdon
U1 )2 )3 )-(a J-(3]
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, moslly irrelevant understanding of  topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their S opinioneIreserted ofponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
e e et presentatlo.n prioritisation presented management prioritisation the dISCUSSIt‘In concise and correct or no
unclear points in the rezort almost nothing almost none too few paor almost none too few poor/aggressive guestions asked
some main points toa few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
POICTISELELITE A0 mai ints artially relevant some correct fai rtially rel t me correct d B
prioritised, all time usec L = i cll partialy relevan EQECICOMES 800 incanclusive or too long
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct same aspects efficient
NOTES: + improvement R deeply incorrect or shows
. practically all points + well prioritised AT all time used +well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Stact from 1 znd add/subtract
()2 (110 ])-[0)=(F) Hare Zipo
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speach pros & cans discussi'on C“"F"t own | POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
. . understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation opinions . concise and correct or no
relevant, mean: 1o clarify unclear points ; . irrelevant
poor/wrong irrelevant pocr/wrong irrelevant poor irrelevant questions asked
+ suitably allozted to Rep & Qpp, - K ey
mos- tirnve used pp superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct superficial SOINE nene some incorrect,
o good mostly correct/prigritised good mostly correct/prioritised [EEVantzarts (LY, inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt arc clear, w=ll prioritised, t full relevant, .
i “ici fully adequate fully adequate accurate, iy . deeply incorrect or shows
time managec ef*icientlty apt, accurate ' apt & accurate ' convinicing adequate constructive

well prioritised

well prioritised

deep misconceptions

NOTES:
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REPORT phenomenan theory/model  relevant experiments _C0TParison between own contribution task fulfilment L DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explamation theory any eriment communication reporter's
] al no alriost no almost no algost almost no misyatgrstood unclear, chaotic relevant condpuct - OPPONENT, and
onre Y, @ same some review ofm cited y partly clear arguments/respanses diseussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
Q i 3 fair gualitative agreement some ut average avirage tog few poor/aggressive contise ane corrector o
good good quantitative agreement + some interesting results SCERLEE SlIERE :}.ﬁ partly fine .
above average well done ") — o questions asked
deta-ec quite detailed,  oOrF WU lirnits di or considerable interesting overall clear, Q: — ome incorrect,
demonstrasive correct LELELUELES LR . experimental solution demonstrative + data/theary some aspects inconclusive or too long
H exam ned H supported efficient deent
: . S L - eeply incorrect or shows
deep and commrehensib e, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, deviations considerable greaterextent  + complex concepts proved deep overall efficient dees Liscnfeptions
shows phys =al insigh:  completely testable and e analysed, conclusive  gnd thearetical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract

[ J)4.9-6d0d-0-(¥)

NOTES:

S practi@ints + well prioritised

CUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH}
too few, mosz y rrelevent understandingof  topics raised and their own opinions time
relevant, simed at resoing presentatn{m pll'lorlttsatlon presented | management
unclear peints ir the report almost nothing almost none too few | poor
some main points too few/many some reasphable
+ short, apt ar d clear, well . = N K
. . main points partially relevant some correct fair
prioritised, al ~ime used - -
all relevant points mosth_Eevant mal ct efficient —

+ improvement
suggestions

+
all mesed

DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER

topics raised and their
prioritisation
almost none
too few/many
partially relevant
mo Iy_g-;- vant

own opinions presented

too few
some

somecorrect

+ well prioritised + improvement suggestions

apponent’s conduct in
the discussion

poor/aggressive
some aspects fine
_good

I some ﬁéecgefﬁcient

overall efficient

ANSWERS TO _URY and
REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no

questions asked

some incor-ect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep misconceptions

REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract

() CA-CH- -

J-

)=

QUESTIONS ASKED

too few, mostry ‘rrelevant evaluation &
; . understanding
relevant, meant to clarr'y unclear peints
] poor/wrong
Osmtably allotted to Rep & Opp, superficie

most time used = -
O rgood _j
Nl

apt, accurate

+short, apt a~d zlear, well prioritised,
time managet efficientw

REVIEW OF REFORT

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS
pros & coans speech pros & cons discussion  correct own

priaritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation opinions

J irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poar irrelevant
partially relevant/correct superficial | partially relevant/correct a superficial {QEE
moprioritised good | mostly correct/prioritised r@rts i many

acturate, full
&’:I“; ::E?i‘t‘:t:é O Pta accugte \f:; ad.eq:i:;; convinicing ade:u:te

MISSED POINTS
POINTED OUT

irrelevant
none

refevant,
constructive

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

cancise and correct or no
questions acked

some incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply tncorrect or shows
deep misconceptions

NOTES:
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REPORT phenomenon theory/model  relevant experiments comparison bet\t\reen own contribution task fulfilment seience DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
esplanation theory and experiment communication reporter’
amost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant m::;t ?n tshe OPPONENT, and
some ){%‘ome some N‘\e review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
fair fai [ i i
air >§alr qualitativeagreement some own inputr<_ ; average._):\\ average t e T e contise anc correct or no
= ood d d titati ) . ome aspects some aspects ]
2! goo 00! guantitative agreement + some interesting results S avataerans well done som? partly fine questions asked
] multitude of . fany good ;
deta lec quite detailed,  or : + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
dernonstrazive correct GELET AL experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory et inconclusive or too fong
H examned I[ supported efficient doenl R
. - - leeply incorrect or shows
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, well fitting, deviations considerable greater extent  + complex concepts proved deep - P ; :
S errars . N overall efficient deep miscneeplions
shows ohys calinsigh:  completely testable g2nd analysis analysed, conclusive  and  theoretica than expected  well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT S-art from 1 and add/subtract
1]+[.“§]+[’Bc]+[ O]-[ 1=y ] B M;
[ A S i “ -4
CUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrel t understanding of | topics raised and thei ini th i i i * i J
00 fe osily irrelevan resematiui P rio,—iﬁsat?on eir ow;:::::’ns ime . topics :'alsigd a:d their own opinions presented oppoll:et;t. H con.duct in REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
relevant aimed at rese ving [ : P! p managemen prioritisation the discussion concise and correct or no
unelear points ir the resort almost r‘mthlt.1g almost none too few poor almast none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
L s5ome main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
="+ short, apt and clear, ‘well - " . . some incorrec,
N i ints partially relevant some correct fair partially relevant some correct good X .
prioritised, all Time used - inconclusive or toc long
_ __ all relevant points mos’ ant many correct efficient ‘____r@sﬂy relevant AemyThIrect “Tome aspects efficient
NOTES: _ ] o + improvement deeply inccrrezt or shows
D practically all points + well prioritised S esaTrion all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misccnceptions
REVIEWER Stert (rom 1 and add/subtract

s )+ (e J+ (0T (A0 (1)

(-3

o Tole],

ZUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPO
too few. mostly rrelevant evaluation &

relevant, meant to clanfy unclear points

I poor/wrong
+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, superiici
most time used

good

+ short, ¢pt and clear, well prioritised,

time mamaged e“ficientry apt, accurate

understanding

pros & cons
prioritisation

RT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION
pros & cons speech
pricritisation evaluation

irrelevant poorfwrong

rtially relevant/correct

mostly correct/prioritised good

fully adequate,

L apt & accurate
well prioritised

superficial .

irrelevant
partially relevant/correct
mostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,
well prioritised

DISCUSSION ANALYSIS

discussion | correct own
evaluation opinions
poor irrelevant
superficial some
relevant parts many
accurate, fully
cenvinicing adequate

MISSED POINTS
POINTED OUT

irrelevant
none

relevant,
constructive

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and comect or no
questions asked

some incorrect
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep misconcentions
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REPORT phenome.n on theory/model relevant experiments comparison betu.ueen own contribution task fulfilment scnen.ce . DISCUSSICN WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter's OPPONENT and
almos: no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic elevant X »an
' . conduct jn the P .
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
fai- fair fair qualltatueement some own input average average Eoaliee poor/aggressive )
] ()d 5o uantitativi reemente int vine result some aspects sorrmcts @ T S b fi concise and correct or no
d I L4 .
4 30(/ v q 2 agl € some interesting results above average we & ('::) par| ‘.,"é-,ne questions asked
f )] f n@/ (L]
ivd quite detailed,  or multitude of + limits discussed ar consble inte@ng overall clear, ’ {‘“—J some incorrect,
dempnsefative correct param_etres experimental solbtion demonstrative + cata/theory some aspects incenclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
) ) Pk e i deeply incorrect or shows
deep and com_pre!'leljlsﬂ:-e, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewatpns considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved degp overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physizafinsight  completely testable and analysis analysed, conclusive  and theoretical than expected well communicated uncerstanding
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QJESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH)} DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, most y irrelevant understanding of  |topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their own opinions presented oppenent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resobving presentatlc.m prioritisation presented management prioritisation the dlscussic.m concise and correct or no
unclear point: in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive questians asked

b:"‘\ ho dal " some majn points too few/many some reasonable too fe any spine some aspects fine e
+ short, apt and clear, we Py @ - )
prioritised, all time use~ e mts_ pa vant son correct 3 .r O partialty ralevant SONfECOTtEC good — inconclusive or too long
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most time used
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+ suitably allotted to Ren & Opp,

+ short, apt anz clear, well prioritised,
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REVIEW OF REPORT
evaluation & pros & cons
understanding pripritisation
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Vo
2

superficial

apt, accurate

_'

mosQ ct/prioritised

fully adequate,
well prioritised

speech
evaluation

poor/wrong

suial

good

O

apt & accurate

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION

pros & cons
prioritisation
iy
lr{:ell':(-.'ant
partially relevant/correct
mostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,
weli prioritised

DISCUSSION ANALYSIS
discussion  correct own
evaluation opinions

poor irrelevant
superficial some
relevant parts | many
accurate, fully

convinicing adequate

MISSED POINTS
POINTED OUT

irrefevant
none

relevant,
constructive

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
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seme incorrect,
inconclusive or too long
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deep misconceptions
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soma some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear argumentsfresporses discussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
o 1 fair fair fair qualitative agreement some own input average average too few poor/aggressive )
'\good " ood ood uantitative ggreement + some interestin results Ome aspects SDffve aspects some artly fine coneise and correct of no
€ 8 a o E abgve average well done Ll questions asked
7 . ; multitude of S : Kﬁe many good i
detailed quite detailed, or + limits discussed or considerable interesting owerall clear, ),H_ some incorract,
demonstrat ve correct parametres ® experimental solution demonstrative < data/theory me'a.spects inconclusive or too long
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