Jury Guidelines
[bookmark: _GoBack]The grade for each of the three teams consists of a partial grade for “physics”, a partial grade for “presentation” and a partial grade specific to the team’s role (Reporter, Opponent, and Reviewer).
A report worth 5 points would show that: 
The Reporter has presented appropriate concepts, theories and principles for the problem. They have explained the processes of the phenomena and have applied appropriate mathematics. The Reporter has selected a reasonable experimental technique to gather and record data (or demonstrate the phenomena if appropriate). The reporter has linked theoretical and experimental findings to draw suitable conclusions. The presentation helped make the meaning accessible.

An opposition worth 5 points would show that: 
The Opponent did challenge the Reporter’s understanding of the presented concepts, theories and principles. They did show an understanding of any appropriate mathematics presented. The Opponent did critique the experimental technique used and question the validity of the data. The presentation and discussion did highlight strengths and weaknesses in the report. 

A review worth 5 points would show that: 
The Reviewer did ask questions to clarify the Reporter’s and Opponent’s understandings of the presented concepts, theories and principles.  They did show an understanding of any appropriate mathematics presented. The presentation did highlight some strengths and weaknesses in the report and discussion. 

Please select each partial grade from the given interval and write it in the corresponding box.

Consider the suggestions you find here if applicable – don’t punish missing “accurate answers” if there are no questions, or not finding shortcomings if there are none.

	Reporter
Start with 5 points

Physics ±3 
· Correct and relevant physics
· Scientific approach
· Validity of conclusions
· Accurate answers

Presentation ±1
· Clear and understandable
· Appropriate manner
· Overall impression

Reporter ±1
· Experimental technique
· Structure
· Explanation of formulae and symbols 
· Appropriate models, conformity of dimensions
· Slides, on-site experiments, audio, video
· References, proper citations of the ideas of others
· Novelty of the report
· Argumentation in the discussion
	Opponent
Start with 5 points

Physics ±3
· Correct and relevant physics
· Scientific approach
· Validity of conclusions
· Accurate answers

Presentation ±1
· Clear and understandable
· Appropriate manner
· Overall impression

Opponent ±1
· Responds to reporter's solution
· Shows strong and weak points of the report
· Finds shortcomings or errors in the report
· Relevance of the questions
· Argumentation in the discussion
	Reviewer
Start with 5 points

Physics ±3
· Correct and relevant physics
· Scientific approach
· Validity of conclusions
· Accurate answers

Presentation ±1
· Clear and understandable
· Appropriate manner
· Overall impression

Reviewer ±1
· Draws attention to points missed by reporter or opponent
· Relevance of questions 
· Provides a thorough review of report and discussion


 (
Final Grade Reviewer:
) (
Final Grade Opponent:
) (
Final Grade Reporter:
)
