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time managed eFiciently fully adequate, : i constructive ) -
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate e e convinicing adequate deep misconcentions

NOTES:

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

oA




Todeds Brchyer.

REPORTER Start f-om 1 and add/subtract

CaD)+(2 )+ (150570 )

batavivae Eoypioly, |
4. @?MO’/ 240

h -

REPORT Pphenomenan theory/model  relevant experiments comparison between own contribution task fulfilment science DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,

explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’s OPPONENT, d
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examined supported efficient
) ) . o - deeply incorrect or shows
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almost na almost 1o almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant ? OPPONENT, and
. . conduct in the f
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair qualitative agreement some OwWn Input average t average . too few poor/aggressive concise and correct or o
Lo . : some aspects some aspects
d d .
gCo goo good guantitative agreement + some interesting results oy well done some partly fine questions asked
) multituce of many good :
detailed quite detailed, or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demorstradive correct PArametres experimentai solution dernonstrative + data/theory e aheCts inconclusive or too long
examined suppotted efficient
d d R | e EaR I o deeply incorrect or shows
' . .
ee: an c:m.pre-\ .ns||1t e, de alle_ ,Icomp Z’: " errors we II |r;g, evlra |.ons considerable g;eater axtent + t:ﬁmp ex concepts pr;ve ?p overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physical rs g complezely testable an analysis analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPON ENT Start from 1 and adc/subtract L { . A . -
1]+ 1 |+ 2 I ) l = [ ] = [
! - C E ’-}
QUESTIONS ASKEL OPPOSITION (SPEECH} DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mestly mrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their - opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS
presentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation R LR the discussion .
relevant, aimed a: resolving § . concise and correct or no
unclear points ir the repo-t almost nothing almost nane too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive guestions asked
some main points toc few/many some reasonable too few/many s0me some aspects fine .
+ short, apt and zlear, wel N X " ; : some incorrect,
T i main points partially relevant some correct fair partially relevant some correct good . .
prioritised, all time used = inconclusive or too long
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many carrect some aspects efficient deept :
= [ eeply incorrect or shows
=, . i . + imprgvement + L R s
NOTES: practically all points + well prioritised sugpgestions all time used + well prioritised +improvemeant suggestons overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start 1-om 1 and add/subtract

:1]+[ﬂ. |+[1]+[/|* ]+[,=1 ]t['c.; ]'[G ]=LC:> ] Anta  StedauiTaova

QLESTIONS ASKEC REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS
too few, mostly ~melevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cans discussion | correctown { POINTED OUT
) ) understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation | opinions )
relevant, meant -¢ clarify unclear point: irrel irrelevant
) poor/fwrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poot irrelevant
> SL;LI:.':L‘:U::;@ UAIEDCISLES superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct superficial | some none
most ti H
d mostly correct/prioritised mostly correct/prioritised relevant parts many
+ short, apt and clear, wel prioritised, - i /priagiise good Lz /p T T fully relevant,
time managad e ciently fully adequate, fully adequate, e constructive
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
questions asked

some incerrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adju st your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract - -
-1 :
[ 1]+[ :,]+[ 1 ]-[O ]:[S] Faiar a N/“ﬁCM/C/‘K
| h i
REPORT enumeln on theory/model  relevant experiments comparison betv'veen own contribution task fulfilment
explanation theory and experiment
almaost no afmost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood
some some some some review of sources, cited partly
fair fair fair qualitative agreement some own input average
good good good quantitative agreement + some interesting results Some aspects
above average
: : Ititude of . . .
detailed quite detailed, pr ™ R or considerable interesting
. — +1 LS
demonstrative correct paramgtres LISCEEECS experimental solution
ﬁ examined H .
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, errars well fitting, deviations considerable greater extent
shows physical insight  completely testable and S e analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected

science DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT
communication reporter’s
unclear, chaotic relevant conduet in the
partly clear arguments/responses discussion
average . too few poor/aggressive
some aspects .
well done some partly fine
many good
overall clear, .
demonstrative + data/theory some.a.spects
supported efficient
+ complex concepts proved deep overall efficient
well communicated understanding

ANSWERS TO JURY,
OPPONENT, and
REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
questions asked

some incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep miscnceptions

NOTES:

OPPONENT

Start frem 1 and add/subtract

|1'+|f‘! +’”_-J

J+[2

J-lo =6

] Ka}’o{

Martu ¢q

QL ESTIONS ASKED

OPPOSITION (SPEECK)

DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER

too few, mostly .rrelevant

relevant, aimed at resolving
unclear points in the report

+ short, apt and clear, wed
pricritised, all time used

NOTES:

understanding of
presentation
almost nothing
some makn points
mair paints
all relevant points

practically all points

+ well priaritised

+ improvement +
suggestions

all time used

+ well prigritised

topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their .
L A oWn opinions presented
prioritisation presented management pricritisation
almost none too few poor almost none too few
too few/many some reasonable too few/many some
partially relevant some correct fair partially relevant 50me correct
mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct

+ tmprovement suggestions

opponent’s conduct in

the discussion
poorfaggressive

some aspects fine

good

some aspects efficient

overall efficient

ANSWERS TO JURY and
REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
guestions asked

seme ircorrect,
incenclusive cr too long

deeply ncorrect or shows
deep misconceptions

REVIEWER

Stast from 1 and add/subtract

() o[22 ]2 [0 )~ J-B

—

‘:[LIP Pavﬁ;c

QUESTIONS ASKED

too few, mostly rrelevant

most time used

time managed e*f ¢ ently

relevant, meant ta <larify anclear points

+ suitably allotted to Rep 2 Opp,

+ short, apt and <lear, wel prioritised,

REVIEW OF REPORT

evaluation &
understanding

poor/wrong
superficial

good

apt, accurate

pros & cons
prioritisation
irrelevant

partially relevant/correct
maostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,
well prioritised

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

evaluation pricritisation evaluation opiniens
poor/wrong irrelevant poor irrelevant

superficial partially relevant/correct superiicial Some

good mostly correct/prioritised relevant parts LNy,

fully adequate accurate, fully
apt & accurate well priorit set; convinicing adequate

MISSED POINTS
POINTED OUT

irrelevant
none

relevant,
constructive

ANSWERS TQ JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
questions asked

some incorrecs,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep misconceptions

NO™ES:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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REPORTER Start f-om 1 and ade/subtract H ~ ?VO(}G 45
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REPORT Phenomepﬂn theory/model  relevant experiments SO™Parison betv.veen own contribution 1ask fulfitment e DISCUSSION WITH OFPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanatian theory and experiment communication
| . levant reporter’s | OPPONENT, and
almost nc almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevan N
. conduct in the ,
some some some 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 concise and correct or no
s . . some aspects some aspects -
good good good quantitative agreement + some interesting results o v well done some partly fine questions asked
multitude of many good i
detailed quite detailed,  Or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demorstrat ve correct parametres experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
d 4 hensible. detailed | i deeply incorrect or shows
eep and comprehensible, etailed, complex, errors well fitting, ewan’ons considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved det?p overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physical ns ght  completely testable and analis analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start f-om 1 and add/subtract
: 2 )-(2)-(0)-(6]) Y Y
(1) (a])-(1)-(e]-(c] Vakoh Nemces
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JIURY and
too few, mcstly -relevant undrzl;set:::tii:gnof topicsrli':irsi;::t;l:ntheir ow:le::'i‘l::’ns time . topics fais-te.d att_ld their own opinions presented oppl-:r'r‘\e:t.’s l:nn.duct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed zt resolving L : P p managemen prioritisation EREITISCUSSION concise and correct or no
unclear points in the repor: almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
s50me main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some scme aspects fine .
+ shart, apt and <lear, wel . . . - . some incorrect,
L A main points partially relevant some correct fair partially relevant some correct good . .
prioritised, all time used inconclusive or too long
all relevant points maostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient deent )
:: > eeply incorrect or shows
NOTES: . X . + improvement + — . . . ) )
practically all points + well prioritised suggestions all time used + well prioritised +improvement suggestions cverall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start f om 1 and add/subtract L Y L A ~
( N . ”, -loq &VY{pova
) efas)+ln (1] (ar Je(0]-(0)-(3F] E%9%4
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mestly i-relevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
understandin rioritisation evaluation rioritisation evaluation opinions
relevant, meant ¢ clarify unclear points £ p‘ p ; irrelevant concus.e and correct or no
poor/wrong irrelevant poorfwrong irrelevant poor irrelevant questions asked
itably a Iotted to Rep & Opp, - . ici
:nfjl::fil:n‘;amoed o Rep - superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correck superficial some none some incorrect,
_— good maostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised relevant parts ATy, inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt and clear, weli prioritised, accurate fully relevant, degnti: torsh
time managed effiziently fully adequate, fully adequate, L constructive eeply Incorrect or shows
e apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate [ convini¢ing acequate deep misconceptions

NOTZ5:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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REPORTER Star: ““om 1 and add/subtract

(063 (1))

REPIRT phenome.non theory/model  relevant experiments comparison bet\{veen own contribution task fulfilment sclen.ce . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter's OPPONENT. and
almost nc almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant N pEL
i X . conduct in the R
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear argumerts/responses discussion REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair gualitative agreement some awn input average average ol poor/aggressive )
ood good good guantitative agreement + some interesting results e B eRects sore artly fine concise and correct or no
2 E 8 above average well done = partly questions asked
. ’ ultitude of ) many good .
detatled quite detailed, @ + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, —— SDMmeincarrect,
demonstrat ve correct eyt experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory LeLLIER 145 inconclusive or toc long
examined supported efficient
: : - - deeply incorrect or shows
deep and comprenensible, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewatpns considerable greater extent + complex cor_\cepts proved dee‘p overall efficient deep miscnceptiors
shows physical ins ght  completely testable and T analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding

NOTES:

OPPONENT Star: ~om 1 and add/subtract

- —
L)+ (5] - [o5)=(5)

QUESTIONS ASKEL OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevant u“d:::set::;';;i of toplcsrli'zlr:tei:a at?:nthelr ow:e::;rtl:jns . ntlm; " toplcsrli'a:siteid at;'ldnthelr ol prese i en oppt:;el;t'ssc :::duct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resolving P - P P anageme PRGLEAE0 € "f" concise and correct or no

— unclear points in the repor: almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none 100 few . poorfaggressive — guestions asked
some main points too fewysmany some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
RUIET O LI main points artially relevant some correct fai artially relevant some correct cod some Incorrec,
prioritised, all time Jsed £ anp e Li Gl P il g inconclusive or toe long
all relevant points = mostly relevant many correct ~ efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient
NOTES: + improvement + deeply incorrect or shows
i practically all points + well prioritised T T all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start E-om 1 and add/subtract
L)L) ) [e5)+ [ ):(&)-[0s])-(g )
QUESTIONS ASKEL REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OFPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly Frelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussi.on correctown | POINTED QUT QUESTIONS
) ) understanding prioritisation evaluation priaritisation evaluation opions ) concise and correct or no
relevant, meant =c¢ clarify unclear points irrelevant ”
poorfwrang irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poor irre evant guestions asked
o ;iiltt:iiiaulvle?;ed 10 fep & 0P superficial | partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct superficial SOme. none some incorrect,
- good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised Trelevantparts | rrany inconclusive or toe long
+ short, apt and clear, wel prioritised, 1 accurate fuly relevant, P tor shows
. - , 5 y incorrect or
time managed effiziently fully adequate, fully adequate, s R ONStILICtirE eeply i _
8 apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well pripritised convinicing adequate deep misconcepticns

NOTES:

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

Start “rom 1 and adc/subtract

()9 29-(e5) - ()&
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TR

REPIRT phenomenon theory/model  relevant experiments o1 P son bet\lveen own contribution task fulfilment sclence DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’s PPONENT, d
almost ne almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant : 0 gl
. . conduct in the 7
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses | .o REVIEWER’'S QUESTIONS
. —t . - . .
fair fair fair qualitative agreement some own input o average average too few poor/aggressive )
good good good uantitative agreement + some interesting results SN LEE LGS s0me artly fine concise and carrect or na
A g g —sbove average - well done = questions asked
7 i multitude of ; many good amzh .
detailed quite detailed, or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demonstrat ve correcc pararn.etres experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
# : e l W fitting, deviati o deeply incorrect or shows
eeﬁ o c:mprer-ensL. = Etalf ,|CD|'I'|p eh::, 4 erors we Ilttmg, ew'ati.ons considerable g;;eater e I pr:vet e;p overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physical ‘nsight  completely testable an analysis analysed, conclusive theoretical than expected well communicated Jnderstanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start Tom 1 and adc/subtract
() fa)- =[5
QUESTIONS ASKEC OPPOS TION {SPEECH} DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly ir-elevant understanding of | topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their OIS reantan opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
ey RSl o presentatu?n prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussit.m eonciseantlcorreetorne
“Unclear points in the repors almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive " questions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many -y some _.some aspects fine )
+short, apt and clear, well main points artially relevant some correct fail rtially rel t some correct d some incorrect,
priaritised, all time used pOINES o Y=Y == £ a w-. pamia’y relovan = inconclusive or too long
all relevant points mastly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient p— )
. - eeply incorrect or shows
NOTES: _ X . + improvement + I . - . X
B practically all paints + well prioritised T 2l time used + well prioritised + improvement sLggestions cverall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Stari from 1 and add“subtract
L)t )+ )+ () () (- -]
1
QUESTIONS ASKEC REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly irelevant evaluation & pros & tons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED QUT | QUESTIONS
. t -0 clarif | int understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation opiniohs erel . concise and correct o no
elevant, meant -o clarify unclear points ; irrelevan A
-~ v po poor/wrong irrelevant poorfwrong irrelevant poor irrelevant questions asked
;Z‘:'t‘?i:"ea:;tdmd to Rep & Opp., superficial partially relevant/correct superficial | “partially relevant/correct stiedical some none some incorrect,
. good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised relevant parts many, inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, accurate fully relevant, deeply incorrect or shows
g I
time managed efficiently fully adequate, fully adequate, inici constructive \ )
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well pricritised convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please suitably adjust ycur grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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Start “rom 1 and add/subtract
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1 J-(4a])=(3]
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) h . B N
REPORT phenomencn theory/model  relevant experiments gomparison betu.veen own contribution task fulfilment SCience DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanatisn theory and experiment communication reporter’s OPPONENT. and
almost no almost no almost no ~—almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant conduct in the +an
some ime SOMIE some some review of sources, cited .~ partly — partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
. fair Ak fair fair qualitative agreement __ some own input average average too few poor/aggressive ’
—— - . . seme aspects some aspects concise and correct or no
ood ood ood uantitative agreement + some interesting resul .
B & B q 8 SrESHnBlEsUty above average well done = some partly :ne guestions asked
- many goo - .
detailec quite detailed, or AL # limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, ’ some incorrect,
demonstrasive correct p:;:::;:zs experimental solution demonstrative +::;::{)trrt‘:3w sor:feﬁ:iz;etcts inconclusive or toc long
; 7 i ﬂ deeply incorrect or shows
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, deviations considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved deep overall efficient deep m senceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable and e analysed, conclusive  and theoretical than expected well communicated understanding

NOTES: | |, ‘f} XA
ST A B R
OPPONENT Start “rom 1 and add/subtract
ey ’
[1]+[" + 0 1| 0 |=| 2

QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrefevant understanding of | topics fais'e.d a?d their|  own opinions time topics faife_d an:nd their e Toninie s enten opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
SlevanNEimetS e T presentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion m—toncise and correct or no
unclear points in the repart almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/faggressive questions asked

o some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine )
+short, apt and clear, we main points artially relevant some correct f tially rel t t d i
prioritised, all time used == e 5 E i Clls REEIStvire evan Some Correc goo nconclasive or tog long
all relevant points | = mostly relevant - many correct . efficient = mostly relevant rmany carrect some aspects efficient

deeply incorrect or shows

. N . L + improvement + o . R ,
NOTES: ) .I : II. practically all paints + well prioritised sugpgestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
( s A la§ e w -
X ! hY
0 Jals + ubfl
REVIEWER Start wom 1 ard add/subtract e ”“’{"‘“}1
L2 )+ )+l s 05«4 )2 )-(o)=(¢] "
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
tao few, mostlyirrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons dis‘”“‘?" correctown | POINTED OUT CQUESTIONS
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points understanding Rlicptsation evaluation prioritisation syaluation i irrelevant —— conciseand correct or no
i . bl' lotted to Ren & 0 poor/wrong | irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant 2008 Irrelevant questions asked
+ suitably allotted to Re . . ; T . 3
S timi used L superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct superficial some nene somelnzotrect]
! - N .

h del lorltised good “mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised —-relevant parts [Nany. | inconclusive or too long
+short, apt B;\ ;fean V\Ire prioritised, . A p fully adequate accurate, fully relevant, deeply incorrect or shows
time manage: iciently ' ' | constructive . ;

apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES: % IYPF — November 2023
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REPORTER Start F-om 1 and add/subtract
(0-2)-E0-(3-(4
i ! i A :
REPORT phenomenen theory/model  relevant experiments ittt bet\?reen own contribution task fulfilment sclen'ce . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanatior theory and experiment communication reporter’s
almest ne almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant " P OPPONENT, and
) : ’ conduct in the "
some some e review of sources, cited }a[tly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
fe i i ixaf] ] |
i fair fair quahta@eement someGWn input tﬁi‘e t average t TBoie poor/ageressive concise and correct o no
A A . some-aspects some aspects 1 N ¢
00 d d
good E0O goo quantitative agreement + some interesting results e e we@ some partly fine questions asked
; : multitude of an good .
detailed quite detailed, or " + limits discussed or considerable interesting overail clear, 7~ - some incorrect
demonstratae correct parametres experimental solution demanstrative Lt + dataftheory 5""’"@9“5 inconclusive or too fong
examined supported efficient
) . " ' deeply incorrect or shows
deep and comprehe-sible, detailed, complex, well fitting, deviations considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved deep - ) .
shows ph rsght  completely testable errars lysed lusi ) h d I . d d overall efficient deep miscnceprions
ows physical rsg completely an analysis analysed, conclusive  snd  theoretical than expecte well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start f-om 1 and add/subtract
~ o = :
A2 )+ i5)-1 =0
, [
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
few, ir t understanding of  |topics raised and thei ini i i i i ot '
too few, mestly irrelevan resentatioﬁ pi rioritis:t?on eir ow:let::nr:ec:lns t|m:I1 . topics :alizd at[\d their P R e opp::er;t.'s cor'n-du-t in REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resolving R = P P manageme pricritisation SICISCIESION concise and co-rect or no
:_> unclear points in t7e report almost nothing almost none 100 few Roor almost none too few poor/aggressive questiors asked
$OME mMain points too few/many some reasonable t many some sorfie aspects fire .
+ short, apt and dear, well . h . . — spme incorrect,
o X = m ojhts parti evant 50m ect fair partially relevant sorfie correct good : .
priaritised, all tinre Jsed ) = inconclusive or too long
- all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient deeot N
eeply incorrect or shows
. . I i + improvement + L ) ) - ) )
NOTES practically all points + well prioritised suggestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficien: deep misconceptions
REV'EWER Start f=am 1 anc add/subtract

)3+ )+ (-

)=

QUESTIONS ASKED

too few, mostly irrelevant

.. most time used

time managed eficently

relevant, meant tz c arify Lnclear points

+ suitably al otted tc Rep B Opp,

+ short, apt and cear, well prioritised,

REVIEW OF REPORT

evaluation &
understanding

poor/wrong

superficial

good

-

apt, accurate

T

pros & cons
prioritisation
irrelevant
partially relevant/correct
mostly carrect/prioritised LR

fully adequate,
well prioritised

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION

speech
evaluation

poorfwrong
superficiai

good

apt & accurate

DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS
pros & cons discussion correctown | POINTED OUT
priotitisation evaluation opinions )
irrelevant poor irrelevant [LCEER
partially relevant/correct |..___ superficial some none
i ™
mostly correct/prioritised Ji__~ relevant parts many
te full relevant,
fully adequate, accurate, \ ;
well prioritised convinicing adequate constructive

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
questions asked

same incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply inzorrect or shows
deep mistonceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjL st yor grades -aking into regard the [1,10] range
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Start f-om 1 and add/subtract
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REPORT P enome." on theory/model relevant experiments comparison be“,veen own contribution task fulfilment scaenlce A DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,

explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’s OPPONENT, and
almost no almost no almy almost no almost no misunderstood unclearpshaotic relevant . Han
- ) . - conduct in the P
| B some some ome some review of sources, cited partly patly chéar arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS

3 fe_n‘:_r “air T qualitative agreement some owmeut average average too few 1 poor/aggressive .
‘ oed good good uantita@kreement + some inte, ’é;t-i’:;'results sompdispets EIULE LS SO I art " concise and correct of no
| {\_ ) X oSt abo-.t_ugr—ige well done ; :—2-—— e questions asked
‘ - . multitude of . ‘*m:fy food/ [

detailed quitedetajled,  or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, = N some incorrect,

demonstrative frre LA experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory LA inconclusive or too long
b examined supported efficienz
) ) E ; - o 9a e deeply incorrect or shows
deep and comprehensible, detaile mplex, errars well fitting, dewatlens considerable greater extent  +complex corjlcepts proved deep overall efficient 9 deep misznceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable and e analysed, conclusive  and  theoretica than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start f-om 1 and add/subtract
DD+ (2D-C =[]

QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irelevant understanding of | topics raised and their own opihions time topics raised and their own opinions presented apponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed ar -esofving presentatlen prioritisation presented management prioritisation the dlscussnen contise znd correct or no

4 )unclear points in -he repor: almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggte_sswe questions asked

LS some main points too few/many some reqsohable too fe any same some aspects fine .

j Shom,apt and cear; well ) main pgoinks artially releyant somg'correct .fair artially relzvant 50 ect ood some incorrect,
prioritised, all time Lsed - - B 4 = c ? e il : - inconclusive or teo long
all relevant points mostly refevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many carrect Some asp efficient deeplyi h
. eeply ircorrect or shows
NOTES: wcallv all poi o +improvement + o . . . " N
practically all points + well prioritised supgestions all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract

L)+ )+ (08)+ ()

J-

-7

£

QUESTIONS ASKED

too few, mostly irelevant

relevant, meant to c arify unclear points

+ suitably allottec to Rep & Opp,

REVIEW OF REPORT

evaluation &
understanding

/

pros & cons
prioritisation

most time used

time managed ef* cient'y

+short, apt and cear, well prioritised,

poor/wrong irrelevant
. .
F syfefficsal partiall ant/correct
o> SR
good mostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,

apt, accurate well prioritised

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS
speech pros & cans discussion | correct own

evaluation prioritisation evaluation opinions
poor/wrong irrelevant = }' poor i"’Ele_Va"'t

F2  supeiiiciil partially relévantfrorrect erficial ! ﬁ

go mostly corréu.'ﬂ'ﬁnontnsed relevant parts many

accurate, fully

apt & accurate fully adequate, convinici d 11
p well prioritised onvinicing adeguate

MISSED POINTS
POINTED QUT

irrelevant
none

relevant,
constructive

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
guestions askec

some incorrect,
inconclusive or too lang

deeply inzorrect or shows
deep miscenceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust your g-ades

-aking into regard the [1,10] range
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Plesci

REPORTER Start from 1 and add,'subtract
= i
L7 J+En])-C )=(3]
REPORT phenomener theory/model relevant experiments LR o) own contribution task fulfilment scuen.ce DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanat.on theory al riment comrnunication
. : \ reporter’s | OPPONENT, and
almast nc almostno almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant conduct in the
O om @ some some review of sources, cited art partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
air air atr qualitative agreement someg put a ge - i!{ag{; tco few poor/aggressive e
S . . some aspects some aspects o T —
good good good quantitative agreement + some interesting results e well done v som pa@ﬁre questions asked
: multitude of : many good :
detailed quite detailed,  or + limits discusseg O considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demonstrative correct parametres experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects inconclusive or tao long
examinec supported efficien:
d B hensible. detail | Il fiting, deviati I ad | deeply inzorrect or shows
ee: an c:r:pre. ensL e, etal'ec,'comi! ebxl, q e we| Iltt|:;g, e\nlatl.cnns considerable g;eater exten(; * ctl:)lmp ex Cor.\cepts pt;)\l—e Zt-.:p overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable an analysis analysed, conclusive 31 theoretical than expecte: well communicated unde-standing
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and addysubt-act
I g —
()0 (B1E)- (-0
LR LSY %

QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrefevant understandingof | topics raised and their|  own opinions time topics raised and their i ey opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at “esolving presentatlc.m prioritisation presented management prioritisation the discussion concise and correct or no
unelear points in the repor- almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/faggressive questions asked

e} some [fiai’ points too few/many somie reasonable too fe any some some aspects fine .
e short, apt and ¢ ear, well - main points arti levant some correct fair) arti [ t 5 ct some incorrect,
prioritised, all time _sed P c! i L reitvan OmME copre g inconclusive or too long
all relevant points maostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient B h
. eeply incorrect or shows
NOTES: _— . L + improvement + . . . - X )
p-actically all peints + well prioritised suggestions all time used +well prioritised +improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start frem 1 and add/subtract
L2+ ABE)+F): (- J-(T]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REFPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mos-ly ire evant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussi.on correc't own | POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
. . understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation opinions . concise and correct or no
) ‘prelevant, meznt to <larify unclear points N ; irrel irrelevant X
@r/wrung irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant or . irrelavant questions asked
+ suitably al'cttec to Rep & Opp, e - . o Fhei o .
mol:t timveau:edec o e S Ep | superficial partiafif iglevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct L !;Lllperﬁclal g@me none some incorrect,
! L levimt parts many inconclusive or too lon
. é;@ tly correct/prioritised = mosthgrorrget/prioritised e B
+ short, apt and ¢z ¢, well prioritised, aRCETE T i '{-—'y /e rat full relevant, .
time managed eff cently fully adequate, apt & accurat fully adequate, -acuijni :\' d yt tonstructive cleeply fcorrect or shows
apt, accurate well prioritised p = well prioritised convinicing agequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,1D] range.
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REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract
(-84 g-( J-(F]
REPORT phenomenon theory/model  relevant experiments companson betu.veen own contribution task fulfilment sclen.ce . DISCUSSION WiTH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter's p d
almost nc alrost no almost no almaost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant i . OPPONENT, an
- conduct in the "
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear argaments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
r R . PR o x
fair fair fair gualitative agreement some own input average average too few poor/aggressive )
ood good good quantitative agreement + some interesting resu i . some aspects. some artly fine concise and correct or no
& B E( above average well done partly questions asked
multitude of many y good ;
detailed quite detailed, or + limits discussed or considerable nteresting overall clear, % N ;(_) some incarrect,
demonstrat ve cerrect param.etres experimental solution demonstrative + daza/theary me aspects incanclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
: . - e deeply incorrect or shows
deep and compreher_'smle, detailed, complex, - well fitting, dematl.ons considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved des.sp overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows phys cal msight  completely testable and nalar analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected  well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
L)) 3)-(29-( J-(H
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly i“relevant unr.lerstandi‘ng of |topics Tais.e.d ar.rd their,  own opinions time topics l.'ais_e-d af\d their NI CRinio S s Ente uppcnent.'s con.ducl in REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed 2t resolyi presentatlt?n prioritisation presented management prioritisation the dlscussnc.m concise and correct or no
unclear points in the reg almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poorfaggressive guestions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
+short, apt and dear, wel N " . B = some incorrect,
N X main paints partially relevant sOme correct fair partially relevant some correct good . .
prioritised, all tir-e used . e 2 inconclusive or too long
o all relevant poinfa{‘ mastly relevant many correct‘}{_ efflcien:)( mostly relevant A5, many correct S | some aspects efﬁcien}( o .
i 1 eeply incorrect or shows
NOTES: practically all points + well prioritised * ;r:;gr:s\;?:::nt all tim+e used + well prioritised + improvement swggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start f-om 1 anc add/subtract
)z )+ [ () (4):(J-(C-(H
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPCSITION DISCUSSION ANA_YSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
taa few, mostly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion  correctown | POINTED OUT | QUESTIONS
. . understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation apinions . concise and correct or no
relevant, meant o clarify Lnclear points = - irrelevant A
poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wiong irrelevant poor irre‘evant questions asked
itably allotted t¢ & . ; i
:ni:ltt:imiausoetc‘le © fiep & 0o superficial | partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct supsthaial o 5 some incorrect,
. good ;’( mostly correct/priuritisx good }( mostly correcl/priorili% relevant padG | ma)K inconclugive or too long
+ short, apt and dear, well prioritise } Eeciirate Futt relevant, )
time managed efiiciently fully adequate, + & accurate fully adequate, . 4 Vt e deeply inzorrect or shows
apt, accurate [ T ap well prioritised convinicing adequate deep miszonceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust yousr grades taking irto regard the [1,10] range.
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REPORTER Start ““om 1 and add/subtract
N
(49 2.9-(4-(H
REPDRT phencmenon theory/model  relevant experiments SOT P 0" be“.veen own contribution task fulfilment sclence DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communicatien reporter's PONENT
almast no almost no almost no almost ng almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant . op »and
) conduct in the A
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair gualitative agreament some own input average h average . too few poor/aggressive Nt an e .
_— . . some aspects s0me aspects 3
good good good guantitative agreem, + some interesting results T well done some partly fine questions asked
. multitude of many good i
detailed quite detailed,  Or + limits discussed or considerabl interestin, overall clear, i some incorrect,
demonrstrative X correct GEIELL D experiment solution demonstrativX +data/theory some aspgct inconclusive or48o |
examined supported efficien
F - L deeply incorrect or shows
dee: and ::mprehens;‘ble_ deta Iled,lcornplexéx 4 erom well Ifittl:g, devulatl.ons considerable greater ta:r(ten':tl + complex concepts pr;ved d(:;p overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physical insight completely testal analysis analysed, conclusive  3nd theoretical than expecte: well communicated understan
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start F-om 1 and add/subtract
¢ T
(-2 (29-(J-(F
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH} DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mestly irre evan; understanding of topics raised and their|  awn opinions time topics raised and their - opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
resentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation e —— the discussion :
relevant, aimed at resolwr P : g concise and correct or no
unclear poinzs in the repx almost nothing almost none too few paor almost none too few Foor/aggressive questions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonhable too few/many some some aspects fine

+short, apt and clear, well

main points
prioritised, all time used e

all relevant painis

partially releva:x

mostly releva

some correct
-
many correct

fair

efflcienlx

partially relevant
mostly releva

some correct
many correct

goed

some aspects efficient

some incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows

NOTES: ractically all points + well prioritised +;T:g’:;?::§nt all tim:.\ fited + well prioritised +improvemnent suggestions overall efficien: deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start f-om 1 and addssubtract
1Al (1)+(a]: J-C J-(6]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPQSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS § ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly i-relevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussi.nn correctown | POINTED QUT QUESTIONS
. . understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation apinions 3 concise and correct or no
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points . irrel irrelevant :
poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poor | irrelevant guestions asked
i o Rep & Opp, - . T - i
;it;tfi::a;?:d P& Upp superficial | partially relayant/correct superficial partially relevant/carrect superflmak' < 50“::& none some incorrect,

. Sﬁ( mostly corrﬂ}(orimed good mostly correct/priopfis relevant pars™  ma inconclusive or too long
+short, apt and clear, we'l prioritised, ¢ E 4f—- 4 accurate furlly relevant, deeply ihcorrect or shows
ti ad efficient fully adequate, ully adequate, M constructive

ime managad efficiently apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adje st ycur grades taking into regard the [1,10] range.
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Fl e 2 STALE ]

REPORTER Start from 1 ard adc/subtract
2+ 0.0-(C)-( 4
henomerc ) i
REPIRT pexplanationn theory/model  relevant experiments t:zmparlson betw:::t own contribution task fulfilment com:::fr'n‘iccztion DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TC JURY,
OEV-ATrrhas i
LR AT almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant co;edp:c':?nr‘tshe OPPONENT, and
some some some some review of sources, ¢it partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’S JUESTIONS
fai . - .
air fair fair qualitative agreement some own input average . average t too few poor/aggressive concise and correct or mo
: some aspects some aspectsl -
ood d G
G/] @ @ dquantitative agreement + some interesting results above average well done X some a5 partly zne questions asked
. . ] many [{al) )
detziled quite detailed,  or tf of + limits dlseussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demonstrative carrect GELCTHIAL GRS experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
. . L . deeply incorrect or shows
deep and compretensible, detailed, complex, well fitting, deviations considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved deep - : .
h hysi igh - e ; ) i overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows phyzicalinsight  complezely testable and T analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NOTES:
OPDONENT Start rom 1 ard adc/subtract
L 2+(2])-(2)-(0)-(F)
J
QUESTIONS ASKEC OPPOSITION {SPEECH} DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly rrelevant understanding of  |topics raised and their owh opinions time topics raised and their own opinions presented opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
" _ . presentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation P e the discussion ;
relevant, aimed a< resolvirg : concise and correct or no
unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor atmost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt and < 2ar, well . - . . - some inzorrect,
L ’ main points partially relevant some correct fair partially relevant some correct good . .
prioritised, all time Lsed b = — inconclusive or too long
all retevant points mostly relevant many correct 'J(\ efficient mostly relevant many carrect some aspects efficﬁ(
NOTZS: ) ] o + improvement . deeply incorrect or shows
= practically all points + well prioritised e all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start f-om 1 and add/subtract
(D2 )-(J(2):(9)-(0)-(&
QUESTIONS ASKEE REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly relevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT | QUESTIONS
understandin; rioritisation luati ioritisati evaluation opinicns ;
relevant, meant -o ctarify . nclear points £ p- evaluation LAt il . irrelevant concise and correct or no
poorfwrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poor | irrelevant questions asked
+ suitably allotte= to Rep & Opp, - .
- tlmve e & DPK superficial  partially relevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct 5“"”“'* some none some incorrect,
. good \T_ mostly correct/prioritis?)< good 2(. mostly correct/prioritiﬁ( relevant par, many inconclusive or too lang
+ short, apt anc cbear, well prioritised, Fa ] - - relevant
time managed e ciently fully adequate, & fully adequate, accurate, U7 construc,tive deeply incorrect or shows
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing CLIS deep miscenceptions

NOTzS:

Please, suitably adjust your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range
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{2 j ﬁ o0z Mo e\aw W\““Ol
REPORTER Star from 1 and add/subtract
i + - i = " F/-
[1)+[ ][\ [J][L}’] Dtz
¥
h -
REPORT phenomenan theory/model  relevant experiments L 2L ) own contribution task fulfilment scren.ce . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanaton theory and experiment communication reporter's
almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant : OPPONENT, and
. h conduct in the .
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
) " X P R =
fair fair fair gualitative agreeme-g-} some own input average : average t e poor/aggressive concise and correct or no
i : R . some aspects some aspects
good good good quantitative agreement + some interesting results Dy well done some .partly fine questions asked
i multitude of ) many ~* good )
detailed quite detailed, or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some ircorrect,
demanstrative correct parametres experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory S=HSCEIEA S inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
d " ible || derailed l 1 fikting. deviati deeply incorrect or shows
ee: an c:m.pretwerls;“ e etallet ,Ictimp eb): q errors wel IIttl'gg, evulatl.ons considerable g':eater exten; + c:}lmplex cor.lcepts pr:\ref d?je.p overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physica ‘nsig completely testable an S s analysed, conclusive  and  thearetical than expecte well communicated understanding
NCTES:
OPPONENT Star- from 1 and acd/subtract
- = /
L) (g 059+ 3-( )=(5
4 B A
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevan: understanding of | topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their v [itione presentea opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resolvng presentatl(?n prioritisation presented managerment prioritisation the dlscussm.-n Eoncicelantlcorre ctorne
=1 unclear points i1 the report almost nothing almost nore too few cor almost none too few poor/aggressive questicns asked
SOME main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt and clear, weil " . n i . some incorrect,
L main points . partially relevant * some correct fair partially relevant " some correct good . .
pricritised, all tire used - - ¥ b inconclusive or too long
all relevant points maostly relevant many correct efficient maostly relevant many correct sofne aspects efficient deeply | h
- eeply incorrect or shows
rS: . . . +improvernent + - . . -
NOTES: practically all points + well prioritised Sese o all time used + well prioritised +improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract

ﬂ+[ _:,ﬂ+ 3,,]-» Y +[', ]i

[ J-0J)-(F

QUESTIONS ASKED
too few, mostlyirrelevan
relevant, reant to clarify unclear noints

+ suitably allottec to Rep 2 Opp,
most time used

+ short, apt and ¢ ear, we prioritised,
time managed efficiently

REVIEW OF REPORT
evaluation & pros & cons
understanding prioritisation
poor/wrong irrelevant
superficial partially relevant/correct
good mostly correct/prioritised

LS
fully adequate,

apt, accurate L
Pt well prioritised

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION

speech pros & cons
evaluation prioritisation
poor/wrong rrelevant
superficial partially relevant/correct
% good Rmostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,

ERLSSceurale well prioritised

DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
discussion  correctown | POINTED QUT QUESTIONS
evaluation ORITHONS irelevant s coneise and correct of no
poor irrelevant ' questions asked
superficial some none some incorrect,
televant parts » many inconclusive or too long
relevant,
accurate, fuily . deeply incorrect or shows
convinicing adequate constructive deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably ad,ust your grades taking into rega

rd the [1,10] range.
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e,
L T | 5
(S ’/['\} Hof\&mw "‘G
Mo \
REPORTER Start from 1 znd add/subtract
"'[*’L" ]+[ ' ]'[ ]= b +
M OA L
REPOJRT phenome!-lon theory/model relevant experiments L] bet\:\reen own contribution task fulfilment smer{ce N DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERSTO ) URY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter's OPPONENT, and
almost ac a most no almeost no almost no almost no misunderstoad unclear, chaotic relevant conduct in the ,@n
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responzes discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
fair fair fair ualitati i .
- qualitative agreement some own input average average too few poor/aggressive )
ood aod ood ntitative agr I It seme aspects some aspects e concise and correct or no
2 g 4 quantitative agreemen “+someinteresting results average welldone X some partly fine guestions asked
s multitude of 4 A nany good :
detailed quite detailed,  ar + limits discussed gr considerable interesting overalt clear, n some incorrect,
demonstrat ve zorrect parametres s s experimental solution demonstrative + dzta/theory some aspects A inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
. . . - deeply incorrect or shows
deep and corr‘plehepstble, detailed, complex, errors well fitting, dewatpns considerable greater extent + complex concepts proved deep averall efficient deep misenceptions
shows physical msight  completely testable and e analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
NCTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
= i % - L% = i
L2 ) )+5T+(5)-C5 )= (] Lo |
QLESTIONS 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 S o e opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimec &t resolving pititutabon pribntisaton peesenced management prioritisation the discussion y  concise and correct or no
A unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too feww poor/aggressive questions asked
some main points too few/many 1 some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt anc dear, we | - int p tially relevant am . fai Lialy rel R ; r some incorrect,
prioritised, all tere used mopent LA A FL . clis . partiaily relevan SOmE correc 800 inconclusive or too long
all refevant points mastly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct sorrie aspects efficient )
NCTES: ] ) o + improvement I s _ _ - deeply t.ncorrect ?r shows
: practicaify all points + well prioritised - - all time used + well prioritised +improvement uggestions overall efficient deep miscanceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract g v
L2 )+( ) (T (090 -8 J-(5] Hly
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINT’S ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mastly irrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons dis':“”i."“ correctown | POINTED QUT QUESTIONS
) understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation avaluation op nicns . A concise and correct or no
relevant, mean: ta clarify unclear points T irred irrelevant -
poor/wrong irrelevant poarfwrong irrelevant poor irredevant questions asked
* ;Ztlttfﬂiaui:w 2iRep 0P, superficial H\p{artiallv relevant/correct 5 superficial iy partially relevant/correct % superficial S2me X none some incorrect,
Lo good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised relevant parts many inconclusive or too long
+ short, apt anc ¢ ear, well prioritised, v ad accurate, tully relevant, deeply incorrect or shows
time managed efliciently fully adequate, fully adequate, oo e ' :
B apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well prioritised convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Pleate, suitably adjust yo s~ grades taking nto -egard the [1,10] range
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REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract g
[ i3 r - = i a
() (g5 Mot
FEPDRT phenornepon theory/model relevant experiments i bet\{veen own contribution task fulfitment science . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication
< : I reporter's | OPPONENT, and
almaost no almostno almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant .
) - conduct in the P
some = some some some review of sources, cited -, partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
. . X w - .
fai fair fair qualitative agreement some own input average average T poor/aggressive )
good good ood uantitative agresment +some Interesting results o e LI 8 some artly fine e conche and correct or no
8 o g e above average well done partly : questions as«ed
: . multitude of many good X f
detailed quite detalled,  or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demanstrazive correct D experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
d d - " : o e ] deeply incorrect or shows
eep and compretensible, detailed, complex, errars well fitting, dewatpns considerable greater extent  + complex concepts proved degp overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physicalinsight  completely testable and e analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated understanding
HOTES:
65
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
a2+ F-C J-(H Lojre Lo
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 A opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
resentation rioritisation resented management joritisati =t the discussion
relevant, aimed at resolving B = e P BErme prioriirsation ceee ‘_’ "4 concise and correct or no
¥ unclear points ir the regart almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
! SOME Main points too few/many some reasgpnable too few/many some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt and clear, wall - N - X N some incarrect,
. main points partially relevant some correct fair partially relevant ome correct good ) .
prioritised, all time used - W - inconclusive or too long
-+ all relevant points “'mostly relevant xnany correct efficient mostly relevant many correct ome aspects efficient deeoly i h
= f eeply incorrect or shows
5 i . . + improvement + L . .
NOTES: practically all points + well prioritised T all time used + well prioritised + improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Star: from 1 and add/subtract
Lz L0 )+ = (0 * ! 6
=+l o+ J+ L )2 (0 )-(9 )=[ 4]
! y ! ' G —yL\ ¥ Cf a.
GUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED PQINTS § ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly "relevart evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons disr.ussi-on correctown | POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
. . understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation CFinions concise and correct or ne
relevant, meant te clarify unclear points N irrelevant x'
poor/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong irrelevant poor irelevant guestions asked
+ suitably allotied to Rep & Opp, . . i -
m:::t ?im\;aus?ed op & PP superficiz| partially relevant/correct superficial )Fartially relevant/correct ot superficial “ some %, hone some incorrect,
e W good “mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised refevant parts many inconciusive or too long
+ short, apt and clear, well prioritised, rat full relevant, .
time managed e*ficiently fulty adequate, apt & sccurate fully adequate, af‘il:n? ien, 4 N Vt constructive SR TR
E apt, accurate well prioritised P wel! prioritised L cing LRSI deep misconceptions

NOTES:

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

#¥PT - Novembrs 2022




A Q
QS () Fre =
. ¢4 454 s
e L)) W
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract L)
() @-C)-(3) Gacross &
REPORT phenome-mn theory/model  relevant experiments o Porson betv-veen own contribution task fulfilment science DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’s PPON
almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant B 0 ENT, and
. . conduct in the 5
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses| " L REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
T, N = =
fai- ™ ( fair fair qualitative'ag ee%ent some own input average average ool poor/aggressive )
\ T — d /tt = - . B it some some aspects fore concise and correct or no
goo; g 200 quantitative agreerpen some interesting results e well done some part ydlne questions asked
= . - - many goo .
a3 detailed quite detailed,  or UL + limits discussed or onSIdera I interasting rall c-_?'j : some incorrect,
deronstrative correct R ' prerlmen solution demonstral\;‘ data/theory Sl inconclusive or too long
examingd supporte efficient
= ied y e deeply incorrect or shows
deep and com:rei‘er_lss e, detailed, complex, errars well fitting, deviations considerable greater extent  + cbmptex coqe"epts proved dee‘p overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physizal insight  completely testable and : analysed, conclusive  and  thegreticat thanexpected  well communicated understanding
— analysis
NOTES:
CPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
1 ] o
U )+ e (AT J=[6]) &4
| QUESTIONS ASKED OPPQOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostly irrelevent understanding of  topics raised and their],  own opinions time topics raised and their - opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
resentation rioritisation resen ment foritisati e e the di i
relevant aimed az reso ving P - L Ll management prioritisation il @ clscussion concise and correct or no
unclear points in the regort Sl noihing Sliasinone | _rtoo few .y ) poor almost L) /oo fed, Poor!a_gg_ress_lvg. questions asked
o X some main points tgofaw ~5QMe_~ reasonahle rr--x'.' o0 few/man! e SR sorm® aspects fige .
CIHE ST A / main polhjs E:rtiall relevanl. | some ::])rrect { sf :u#l‘l i;:i‘-‘i all r/elev;P} S “;orr t “f! :ad—j S e
= prioritised, all time used E r T £ Y == 1 ar L S Ry ELy gme L - 8 inconclusive or too long
all relevant paints ostly-retevant many correct | efﬁuent mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient )
NOTES: ractically all poinis + well pricritised +improvement * + well prioritised + improvement tions Il efficient erl I'ncorrecu')r M
P Ll s suggestions afl time used L 4 et suggestio overaletiicien LT
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract (
T
g A It -
()T (1) (9)-(-(q)  Fedtna
C.JESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REFORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few, mostly i-elevent evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cans discussi.on correctown { POINTED QUT QUESTIONS
. B . understanding pricritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation opinions . concise and correct or no
r)jlevant, meant to clari‘y unclear points et irrelevant -
/ 4 20 paor/wrong rrelevant poarfwrong | irrelevapt poor relevant guestions asked
suitably allotted to Rep PP. - ~ L~ ficial
uperficial artially relevant/rorrect superficia s
mast time used P [ [ ¥ vant/ ) ks&perhcmy partlaﬂy_rele\.ﬁ‘jt/correct( | none .some incorrect,
— good mostly correct/prioritised good | mostiy correct/pﬂontlsed elevant pa a0y, inconclusive or too long
+short, apt and clear, well prioritised, eetnal full relevant, .
time managed eff cientry fully adequate, apt & sccurate fully adequate, co":_lcv'-i'n:::{ ’ u yt constructive deeply incorrect or shows
apt, accurate well prioritised P well prioritised B el 3L deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjus: your grades taking into regard the [1,10] range

IVFT — Ngremiar 2022




[agutic— (Teuen ek Oreilete,

REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract { S C
%
)L - J-C =) 7
REPORT Phe"°“‘e_"°“ theory/model  relevant experiments _C0 P2 1500 between own contribution task fulfilment LALLI DISCUSSIOM WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explaration theory and experiment communication reporter’s
almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant . OPPONENT, and
. conduct in the 5
some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
far fair fair qualitative agreement s50me own input average t average t too few poor/aggressive concise and correct of no
I . ’ SOME aspects some aspects 5
o t N
goo good good guantitative agreement + some interesting results e well done some partly fine questions asked
f multitude of EL] good ;
detailed qJite detailed, or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demonstrat ve correct param.etres experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some a,sPECts inconclusive o~ too long
examined supported efficient
deep and hensible, detailed, compl Ml fitting, deviati " da IR
eer? an cr?rm:.xla' er.ws:.lt e, de alle _lcc;mpt; eb); g erors we ll n;g, ev:la ions consnderfble g;eater exter: + c;)lmp lex cor.\cepts pr;ve e;p overall efficient deep mischceptions
shows physxal insigl completely testable an analysis analysed, conclusive  and  thearetical than expectel well communicated understanding
NOTES:
Kot
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
(- - )« J-C - 5
GUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mos:w trrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their,  own opinions time topics raised and their . opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
presentation prioritisation presented management prioritisation own opinions presented the discussion
relevant, aimed at reselving = - concise and correct or no
unclear points ir the report slmost nothing almost none 100 few POCH almost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many same some aspects fine 1
TR GETACT main points artially relevant 50me carrect fai artially relevant t d some incorrect,
prioritised, al :ime used e e i eIl partialy SRR anee goo inconclusive or too long
2ll relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient

NOTES:

REVIEWER

(2 ()

practicaltly all points + well prioritised

+ improvement
suggestions

.
all time used

+ well prigritised

+ improvement suggestions

overall efficcent

deeply incorrect or shows
deep misconceptions

Start from 1 and add/subtract

GJH

o)l - =

'-EL

ZUESTIONS ASKED

too few, mos:ly irrelevant

most time usex

time managed efficiently

relevant, mezrt ta clar fy unclear po nts

+ suitably allotzed to Rep & Opp,

+ short, apt a=d ¢ ear, well prioritised,

REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS
evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons discussion | correctown § POINTED QUT
understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation opinions .
irrelevan
poar/wrong irrelevant poor/wrong irretevant poor Irrefevant
superficial partially relevant/correct superficial partialiy relevant/correct superficial some aone
good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised LE'CVantpails many
fully adequate, fully adequate accurate, fully e
: - ici constructive
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate well pricritised convinicing adequate

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
questions asked

some incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep misconceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably adjust vour grades takirg into regard the [1,10] range.

YPF - Novemnber 3002




Lo Tillus

s COLORED LQE

REPORTER Sart from 1 anc add/subtract
L (- @
REPORT phenome.no " theorv/model  relevant experiments o Paron bett.veen own contribution task fulfilment science DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’s OPPONENT. and
almost ro almast no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant . ENT, an
conduct in the ,
some same some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear arguments/responses discussion REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
far tair fair gualitative agreement some awn input average average too few poor/aggressive
ood 20d ood uantitative agreement + some interesting results EEEE A SMALEH RS some artly fine e e
g g g q I g above average well done Rantly; questions asked
: multitude of . many good
detailed quite detailed, or + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall ¢lear, some Incorrect,
demonstrative correct parametres experimental solution demonstrative +data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
. . - deeply incorrect or shows
deep and com pre!'nel.'lsmle, detailed complex, errors well fitting, devnan‘ons considerable greaterextent  + complex concepts proved deep overall efficient deep miscreeptions
shows phys calinsigh:  completely testable and T o analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected wellf communicated understanding
NOTES:
&Ik s
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract _
CJ-C)C (-0 i
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPISITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
too few, mostlv rrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their own opinions prasented opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resciving presentat;:.m prioritisation presefnted management prioritisation f the discussuzm concise and correct or ng
unclear points in the report almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
seme main points too few/many some reasonable too few/many some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt and clear, well main points partially relevant some correct fair artially relevant same correct ood e —
priaritised, al time used g : = p g — inconelusive or too long
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many correct some aspects efficient i
NOTES: +improvement " = = T deeply incGrrect or shows
: practically all points + well prioritised it o all time used + well prioritised +improvement suggestions overall efficient deep misconceptions
156
REVIEWER Stzrt from 1 and zdd/subtract

OO O:00- -0

>

REVIEW OF REPORT

evaluation &
understanding

QUESTIONS ASKED
too few, mostiy i-relevant

relevant, meant to clariy unclear ponts

poor/wrang
+ smta.blv allozted to Rep & Opp, superficial
most time used
good

+ short, zpt ard clear, well prioritisec,

time managec ef-icientls apt, accurate

pros & cons
prioritisation
irrelevant
partially relevant/correct
mostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,
well prioritised

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION

speech pros & cons
evaluation prioritisation
poor/wrong irrelevant
superficial partially relevant/correct
good mostly correct/prioritised

fully adequate,

LRSS well prioritised

DiSCUSSION ANALYSIS
discussion | correct own
evaluation opinions

poor irrelevant
superficial some
relevant parts many
accurate, fully

caonvinicing adeguate

MISSED POINTS
POINTED OUT

irrelevant
none

relevant,
constructive

ANSWERS TO JURY
QUESTIONS

concise and correct or no
questrons asked

some incorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or shows
deep miscorceptions

NOTES:

Please, suitably acjust yor graces taking intc regard the [1,10] range,

IYPT = November 2022




GIH

EUER'S PENDULEM

REPORTER Start fror 1 anc add/sibtrack
REPORT phenon-:e.non theory/model  relevant experiments Rl hetv.veen own contribution task fulfilment suen.ce : DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
explanation theory and experiment communication reporter’s
1 almost no almost no almost no almost no almost no misunderstood unclear, chaotic relevant N OPPONENT, and
- ) conduct in the ,
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 average average too few poor/ageressive )
ood good good guantitative agreement + some interesting results  ——— LT GERE some artly fine concise and correct or no
e & above average well done party questions asked
. . multitude of . many good .
deta led quite detailed, ar + limits discussed or considerable interesting overall clear, some incorrect,
demonst-ative correct ELELLLED experimental solution demonstrative + data/theory some aspects inconclusive or too long
examined supported efficient
d . i | W it o 14 deeply incorrect or shows
deep and comprehensiole, detailed, complex, arrors well fitting, dewat'f:ns considerable greater extent + complex cor.\cepts aroved deep overall efficient deep miscnceptions
shows physca insight  corrpletely testable and Y analysed, conclusive  and  theoretical than expected well communicated Lhderstanding
NOTES:
i3
156 x=-k
OPPONENT Start fram 1 and add/subtract >
L e L J-C =)
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 too few, most yirrelevant understanding of | topics raised and their own opinions time topics raised and their opponent’s conduct in REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
resentation rioritisation resented anagement ripritisati b LR CLE T the discussi
relevan:, airred at resolving P = P P manag RrICITIsation AL ssu'.m concise and correct or no
unclear points in the ~eport almost nothing almost none too few poor almost none too few poor/aggressive questions asked
some main points too few/many some reasonable too few,/many some some aspects fine .
+ short, apt ard clear, well main points artially relevant some correct fair artially relevant some correct ood e lLe
prigritised, a | Jime used L - E U 8 e L4 8 — inconclusive or tao long
all relevant points mostly relevant many correct efficient mostly relevant many ¢orrect some aspects efficient .
(ROTES: ractically all paints +well prioritised + improvement * + well prioritised +i t tions overall efficient eeply I-ncarrECt o shows
practically all p p e T all time used p improvement suggestio icien deep misconceptions
[ -
REVIEWER Start from 2 and add/subtract ?
)L )L ()L )-C -]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
too few maosty rrelevant evaluation & pros & cons speech pros & cons - discussion | correctown § POINTED QUT QUESTIONS
) ) understanding prioritisation evaluation prioritisation evaluation apinions . concise and correct or no
relevant, meart to clarify unclear points . : - ierel irrelevant .
poor/wrong irrelevant poarfwrong irrelevant poor irrelevant questions asked
+ suitably allctzed o Re , - P
m:::[ :imiauside © Rep & Opp. superficial partially refevant/correct superficial partially relevant/correct superficial | some none some incorrect,
o good mostly correct/prioritised good mostly correct/prioritised relevantparts | many incorclusive or too leng
+ short, apt a~d clear, well prio-itised, il t full relevant, 3
time managed e~ficien-ly fully adequate, & ; fully adequate, aoeura s d . vt constructive deeply incorrect or shows
apt, accurate well prioritised apt & accurate e convinicing adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

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

IYPT - November 2022




