Scoring rubric for talks presented at the Undergraduate Research Symposium
	
Score

Category
	1
	2
	3
	4

	Statement of Research

problem/project
	Project never defined clearly
	Project mentioned but only vaguely
	Project described fairly well but not perfectly
	Clear statement with full picture of project

	Context of Research
	Neither background nor importance of project described adequately
	Either background or importance of project described adequately but not both
	Both background and importance of project are described but not completely
	Complete description of background work and why research project is important

	Experimental/Theoretical techniques used and justification for their selection
	Neither the techniques nor the justification(s) presented adequately
	Incomplete description of either the techniques or justification
	Both the techniques and justification are presented but not completely
	Complete description of the techniques and justification(s) are fully given

	Mastery of basic concepts of the field
	No understanding of basic concepts
	Very rudimentary understanding of the basic concepts with major gaps in knowledge
	Basic concepts mainly understood, but some small gaps exist
	Complete mastery of basic concepts

	Physical basis for technique(s)
	Little or no description of physical principles underlying chosen techniques
	Description of underlying physical principles reveals significant flaws
	Description of underlying physical principles is mainly correct, but lacking some details
	Complete description of the physical principles underlying the chosen techniques

	Outcome of research
	Very vague or no description of results
	Results are described, but with major omission
	Results are described, but some detail is missing or confused
	Complete and clear description of results
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	1 
	2 
	3 
	4 

	Interpretation of results in terms of underlying physical principles 
	Essentially no interpretation is given 
	Interpretation is given, but contains significant flaws 
	Interpretation is essentially correct, but some details are wrong 
	Complete and clear interpretation of results given 

	Relate research results to the field 
	No relationship given (or very little) 
	Results related to field, but with significant flaws 
	Results related to field, but with some small problems 
	Results clearly related to field 

	Summary 
	No Summary given 
	Summary given, but with major flaws 
	Summary given but some details omitted 
	Excellent synopsis of overall picture 

	Oral Presentation 
	Speaker was nearly incoherent or not understandable 
	Oral presentation suffered a major flaw 
	Mainly a clear and coherent oral presentation but had some small problems 
	Spoke clearly and coherently throughout talk 

	Prepared graphics 
	Graphics were very poor, with little or no logic 
	Graphics marginal and need significant improvement 
	Graphics fairly good but could be improved in a small way 
	Graphics clearly conveyed all of the ideas 

	Question and Answer period 
	Speaker had difficulty with every question 
	Speaker had significant problems with some but not all of the questions 
	Speaker handled most questions adequately, but had some small problems 
	Speaker handled all questions with ease 


 

 

 

