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1 - unclear points in the report 0 almost nothing no or irrelevant very little no poor 0 almost no irrelevant very little poor no 
- 1 some main points • few some ----+-"-5ome reasonable little some A some some aspects fine -e, 

+ short, apt and clear, well - jT ;;' 1 some 
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/') w 
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some main points few some some reasonable litt le some aspects fine 1 1 some some some 
2 + short, apt and clear, well 

::=::::s m.aln points ---..s.ome some correct reasonable fair partial _good reasonable 
prioritized, all time used 2 2 • avera_g_e some correct 

~ 

all relevant points many many correct fair efficient good most many correct some aspect s efficte111 laiT' 3 ' +- 3 
NOTES: ,{, 0 practically all points practically all 

+ improvement 
very good 

+ new crucial all relevant +improvement 
4 suggestions all time used 4 point (s) discussed suggestions 

overall efficient very good 

REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract 

GJ +g[J +~+~-0=8] 
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION 

0 too few, mostly irrelevant report summary 
pros & cons 

discussion 
own opinions prioritisation 

speech 
pros & cons 

discussion 
own opinions prioritisation 

- some relevant, sufficient number, 
& understanding analysis summary analysis 

0 0 ' 
1 contributed to clarify some unclear points poor irrelevant almost no too few no poor irrelevant almost no too few no 

~clear points resolved; most time 1 partial partially relevant too short/long, some so i'l'Te 1 too short/long partially relevant too short/long some some 
I 2 used, suit ably allotted to Rep & Opp 2 ~od mostlv adequate relev~n l parts many reasonable 2 informative, apt most ly adequate relevant parts many reas:omH51e 

- +short, apt and clear, well prioritized, detailed, fully accurat e., + iUU2.(Pllement ~ed fu lly accurate, +improvement 
good 3 - t ime managed efficiently 

3 
complex adequate conclusive suggest ions 

good 3 and accurate adequate conclusive suggestions 
-

NOTES: 11. / 20 ( Zr 
I 

ANSWERS TO JURY, 

OPPONENT and 

REVIEWER' S QUESTIONS 

concise and correct or 
O - no questions asked 

_
1 
=-- some incorrect, 

inconclusive or too long 

-2 =-- deeply incorrect or show 

deep misconceptions 

ANSWERS TO JURY and 

REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS 
concise and correct or o-

- no questions asked --
- some incorrect, 

-1 inconclusive or too long 
--

deeply incorrect or show 
-2- deep misconceptions 

ANSWERS TO JURY 

QUESTIONS 

o- concise and correct or 
- no questions asked --
- some incorrect, 

-1-
inconclusive or too long 

--
deeply incorrect or show 

-2- deep misconceptions 
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REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract 
room: problem no.: I \ Juror's name & signature: 

SCORESHEET 
fight (round no.): F stage: 4 

GJ+[i]+[iJ-@]= reporter: SI JJ l{A fO ~.£ opponent: reviewer : 

REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT 
phenomenon theory/model 

relevant comparison between 
own contribution task fulfilment 

explanation experiments theory and experiment 
0 -+ -+ others' data,__ii:l_correctly cited 

j-
almost no almost no -+ too few no/ almost no misunderstood 

0 
1 some some some some review of sources, cited partly 

2 fair ~ fair --1- fair -+ not well fi tt ing some own input average 1 

scientific relevant reporter's conduct 
contribution arguments/ responses at the discussion 

almost no too few poor 

only techn ical 
some some aspects f ine 

points cleared 

3 good good 
well performed, deviations 

+some interesting resul s 
interesting 

detail~ 
sufficient num~qualita tively analy~ sol ut ion~ 2 

4 
qu ite detaile conside rable experimental + results explained +theory limits some aspects 

3 5 __ demonstrative I correct errors analysecl__.__E'.xplained, conclusive or theoretical above average 

6 deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, +reproducible, well fitting, deviations considerable experimental greater extent 4 
shows physical insight 1completely testable I convincing analysis analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected 

some scientific 
good 

points cleared 
many 

interesting points + data/theory some aspects 
discussed convinc~upported ~ 

)\'brought in new prov d deep 
overall efficient 

physics understanding 

NOTES: 

15:S 
OP PON ENT Start from 1 and add/subtract 

Q+~+~+~-~=~ 
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER 

O almost no, irrelevant understanding of relevant topics own opinions 

:vt"relevant, aimed at resolving 
presentation addressed presented 

0 almost nothing no or irreleva nt very little -- unclear points in the report I 

1 some main points few some 
+ short, apt and clear, well ' 2 ~npoints some somezct l priori t ized, all t ime used 2 

~ 
I 

many orrect 
3 

all vant points 

+improvement 1 NOTES: practically all points practically all 4 suggestions 

REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract 

Q + +~+(ili- [QJ=OJ 
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT 
o too few, mostly irrelevant 

-jsome relevant, sufficient number, 

1 contributed to clarify some unclear points 

2 
many unclear points resolved; most time 

used, suitably allotted to Rep & Opp 

- +short, apt and clear, well prioritized, 
3 - time managed efficiently 

NOTES: 

0 

1 

2 

3 

report summary 
& understanding 

poor 

partial 

good 

~~d, 
complex 

pros & cons 
discussion 

analysis 

irrelevant almost no 

partially relevant too short/long 

mostly ~quate relev¥:parts 

fu lly accurate, 
adequate conclusive 

prioritisation 
time scientific relevance own opinions opponent's conduct 

management contribution of topics presented of the discussion 
prioritisation 

-no poor 0 almost no irrelevant very little poor no 
r 

some 
' 

reasonable 1 li ttle some some some aspects fine some 

reasf%1e fa~ par!jal som~rect ~ff - reas~e 2 
~d 

aver~ 

efficient most many rrect some aspects e 1c1ent 
3 

air 

+ new crucial all relevant +improvement very good 4 overall efficient very good 
all t ime used point(s) discussed suggestions 

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION 

own opinions priorit isation 
speech 

pros & cons 
discussion 

prioritisation 
summary analysis 

own opinions 

too few no 0 irrelevant almost no too few no 

some some 1 

able 2 informa 

+improvement 
good 3 

suggestions and accurate adequate conclusive suggestions 

ANSWERS TO JURY, 

OPPONENT and 

REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS 

l..--'{oncise and correct or o--
- no quest ions asked 

_
1 

.=__ some incorrect, 

inconclusive or t oo long 

-2 =- deeply incorrect or show 
deep misconceptions 

ANSWERS TO JURY and 

R&WER'S QUESTIONS 

0 
__ concise and correct or 

- no questions asked --
- some incorrect1 

-1 -
- inconclusive or too long 
--

deeply incorrect or show 
-2- deep misconceptions 

ANSWERS TO JURY 

QUESTIONS 

o- concise and correct or 

no questions asked 

some incorrect, 
-1-

inconclusive or too long 

deeply incorrect or show 
-2- deep misconceptions 
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REPORTER 

[Q+ 
Start from 1 and add/subtract 

SCORESHEET 
fight (round no.): f' stage:lf" room: 

reporter: J l::, ~ 
problem no.: Juror's name & signature: 

opponent: er e-r 
~HN &lfL~v,f,£_ JU_ 

reviewer: {<C.~ 

REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT 
phenomenon theory/model 

relevant 
experiments 

comparison between j 
own contribution 

theory and experiment _ + 
task fulfilment scientific relevant reporter's conduct 

ANSWERS TO JURY, 

OPPONENT and 

REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS explanation 
·-

contribution arguments/responses at the discussion 
0 almost no almost no too few no/ almost no ot hers' data, incorrectly cited misunderstood 

0 almost no too few poor ,_ 
some some some ___ -.:c:..:..c..::_ ___ _... __ -'-'-'-'----4~-------+-----so_m_e ___ -+---r-ev_i_ew_ o_f_sources, cited 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

fair fair not well fitting some own input 

shows physical insight 

NOTES: 

OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract 

Q+QJ+(E)+[!J -[QJ =ITJ 
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) 

0 almost no, irrelevant 

i - ~ 
understanding of relevant topics own opinions 

prioritisation 
time 

relevant, aimed at resolving 
presentation addressed presented management 

1 unclear points in the report 0 almost nothing no or irrelevant very little no poor 

few 1 some main points 
s= some ~e 2 +short, apt and clear, well 

some e~rre t ~le fair priorit ized, all time used 2 e 3 
rrect fa efficient 

NOTES: 4 practically all points practically all 

REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract 

Q+C8J +~+ rl§J - [QJ =m 
QUESTIONS ASKED 
o too few, mostly irrelevant 

=- some relevant, sufficient number, 

~ontributed to clarify some unclear points 

,,,£ '1any unclear points resolved; most time 
2 used, suitably allotted to Rep & Opp 

time managed efficiently 

+short, apt and clear, well prioritized, 
3 

NOTES: 

REVIEW OF REPORT 

0 

1 

2 

3 

report summary 
& understanding 

complex 

pros & cons 

irrelevant 

+ improvement 

suggestions 

discussion 
analysis 

almost no 

conclusive 

very good 
+ 

all time used 

own opinions priorit isation 

too few no 

suggestions 

partly __ only technical 
average 1 points cleared 

some some aspects fine concise and correct or 

interesting some scientific 
2 points cleared 

3 

4 overall efficient 

DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER 

scientific relevance 

contribution of topics 

0 irrelevant 

1 l - some 

2 

3 

4 

own opinions 
presented 

very little 

opponent' s conduct priorit isation 
of the discussion 

poor no 

some 

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION 
speech 

pros & cons 
discussion 

summary analysis 
own opinions prioritisation 

0 irrelevant almost no too few no 

1 

2 

3 and accurate adequate conclusive 

no questions asked 

_1 =- some incorrect, 

inconclusive or too long 

-2 =- deeply incorrect or show 
deep misconceptions 

0 

ANSWERS TO JURY and 

REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS 
concise and correct or 

no questions asked 

some incorrect, 

inconclusive or too long 

deeply incorrect or show 
-2-- deep misconceptions 

ANSWERS TO JURY 

QUESTIONS 
concise and correct or 

no questions asked 

some incorrect, 

inconclusive or too long 

deeply incorrect or show 
-2 -- deep misconceptions 
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=[][] 

SCORESHEET 
fight (round no.):f'ff41"v stage: "{ 

reporter: 51~ /fRoa:;; 

room : .. 1~roblem no.: /11\ Juror's name & signature: ~~~d REPORTER 

[Q+ 
Start from 1 and add/subtract 

opponent: ~~ reviewer :~ 

REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT 
phenomenon theory/model 

relevant comparison between 
own contribution task fulfilment scientific relevant reporter's conduct 

explanation experiments theory and experiment contribution arguments/responses at the discussion 
0 almost no almost no too few no/ almost no others' data, incorrectly cited misunderstood almost no too few 0 poor 
1 some some some some review of sources, cited __ partly only technical -------- some some aspects fine 
2 fair fair fair not well fitting some own input average 1 points cleared 

+ 
3 well performed, deviations 

+some interesting result s 
in terest ing some scientific 

good good good 
sufficient number qualitatively analysed -+-- soluti~ 2 points cleared 

many 
+ 4 

detailed quite detailed, + results explained +theory limits considerable experimental some aspects interesting points 'fern +data/theory some aspects 
5 demonstrative correct errors analysed )(. explained, conclusive or theoret ical above average 

3 
" discussed vincingly supported >( efficient 

6 ~eep and comprehensible, 'iGetailed, complex, J. +reproducible, well fitting, deviations "A considerable experimental )4reater extent 4 brought in new proved deep .. 
d d' overall eff1c1ent 

shows physical insight completely testable convincing analysis analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected physics un erstan ing 

NOTES: 

OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract 

GJ+0J+l2:J+m-0 =rn 
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER 

0 almost no, irrelevant understanding of relevant topics own opinions 
prioritisation 

time scientific relevance own opinions opponent's conduct 
presentation addressed presented management contribution of topics presented of the discussion 

prioritisation 
relevant, aimed at resolving -

1 unclear points in the report 0 almost nothing no or irrelevant very little no poor 0 almost no irrelevant very little poor no 
' 

1 some main points few some some • reasonable li tt le some some aspects fine 
+short, apt and clear, well 1 • some some 

2 • reasonable 
~ 

main points some some correct fair partial average • some correct good reasonable prioritized, all t ime used 2 . . . 2 

3 
all relevant points many many correct fair efficient good most many correct Home aspects efficient fair 

3 
NOTES: practically all points practically all 

+ improvement 
very good 

+ new crucial all relevant +improvement 
4 suggestions all time used 4 point(s) discussed suggestions 

overall efficient very good 

~ ~ ~o....d ~ ~ ...c....1- ~IC.. Ju~ 

REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/s0 

GJ +~+[TIJ+[TIJ- =Ck] 
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION 

0 too few, mostly irrelevant report summary 
pros & cons 

discussion 
own opinions prioritisation 

speech 
pros & cons 

discussion 
own opinions prioritisation 

some relevant, sufficient number, 
& understanding analysis summary analysis 

0 0 
1 contributed to clarify some unclear points poor irrelevant almost no too few no poor irrelevant almost no too few no . 

many unclear points resolved; most time 1 partial partially relevant too short/long some , some 1 too short/long partially relevant too short/long some some . 
2 mostly adequate } elevant parts 

. . . 
' reasonable used, suitably allotted to Rep & Opp 2 good many reasonable 2 informat ive, apt mostly adequate relevant parts many 

+ short, apt and clear, well prioritized, detailed, fully accurate, + improvement condensed fully accura.te, + improvement 
good 3 

t ime managed efficiently 
3 

complex adequate conclusive suggestions 
good 3 and accurate adequate conclusive suggestions 

NOTES: 

ANSWERS TO JURY, 

OPPONENT and 

REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS 

concise and correct or o--
-- no questions asked 

_1 =--- some incorrect, 

inconclusive or too long 

-2 =--- deeply incorrect or show 
deep misconceptions 

ANSWERS TO JURY and 

REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS 

0 
concise and correct or 

- no questions asked --
- some incorrect, 

-1 
- inconclusive or too long 
--

deeply incorrect or show 
-2 - deep misconceptions 

ANSWERS TO JURY 

QUESTIONS 

o- concise and correct or 
- no questions asked --
- some incorrect, 

-1 -
inconclusive or too long -

- -
deeply incorrect or show 

-2-- deep misconceptions 
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SCORESHEET 
fight (round no.): 4 

reporter: Si;rz 
stage :~~~om: 

f)'('li?.. 
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract 

[D +~+~-~ = [KJ 
REPORT 

phenomenon 

4 theory/model relevant ~mparison between own contribution 
explanation experiments theory and experiment 

0 almost no almost no too few no/ almost no others' data, incorrectly ci t ed 
1 some some some some review of sources, cited 

2 fair fair fair ----+- not well fitting some own input 
~ 

3 good good 
well performed, deviations 

+some interesting results 
sufficient number qualitatively analysed 

4 
detailed quite detailed, + results explained +theory limits considerable experimental 

5 demonstrative correct ..,.errors analysed · explained, conclus ive 11. or theoretical ""· 
6 eep and comprehensible, detailed, complex, +reproducible, •well fi t ting, deviations considerable experimental 

shows physical insight completely testable convincing analysis analysed, conclusive and theoretical 

OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract 

GJ+~+~+~ - @] =~© 
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) 

O almost no, irrelevant own opinions time 

DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT 

task fulfilment 

misunderstood 

pa.':!!Y.....__ 

average 

interesting 
solution 

1--- ---
-ls some aspects 

above avera~e 
greater extent 
than expected 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

scientific 
contribution 

almost no 

only technical 
points cleared 

some scientific 
points cleared 

relevant 
arguments/responses 

too few 

some 

many 

)'nteresting points - +data/theory 
., discussed 4nvincingly supported 

brought in new ' proved deep 
physics understanding 

DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER 

scientific relevance 

reporter's conduct 
at the discussion 

poor 

some aspects fine 

,-
1 

l 

good 

some aspects 
efficient 

overall efficient 

relevant, aimed at resolving 

1 - unclear points in the report 

relevant topics 
addressed 

no or irrelevant 

presented 
prioritisation 

management contribution of topics 
own opinions 

presented 
opponent's conduct prioritisation 

of the discussion 
very little no poor 0 almost no irrelevant very li t tle poor no 

ANSWERS TO JURY, 

OPPONENT and 

REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS 

concise and correct or o -
-- no quest ions asked 

_1 =-- some incorrect, 

inconclusive or too long 

-2 =-- deeply incorrect or show 
deep misconceptions 

0 

ANSWERS TO JURY and 

REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS 
concise and correct or 

no quest ions asked 

2 --~ short, apt and clear, well 

prioritized, all time used 

0 

1 

2 

understanding of 
presentation 

almost nothing 

some main points 

main points 

1'1<all relevant points 

few 
~ 

tJ sofn\,/ 
~any 

some some 

1 some correct reasonable 

reasonable 1 litt le some 

fair 2 part ial average 

.,,{fficien t 

some some aspects fine some 
---'-'-"----==---so_m....::..:ec:.cc:.o:..rr-e-ct---====g=-<o:.:o:.:d=...=:_- r_e...::as:.:oc::nc::a:..b_le-1 -1 =- some incorrect, 

inconclusive or too long 

'------------- - -1 3 

4 NOTES: 

many correct fair 

"i: improvement I..--
I 

+ 
suggest ions 

very good 
all t ime used 

pract ically all pract ically all points 

REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract 

GJ +~+~+~ -~ =~ 
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT 

0 too few, mostly irrelevant report summary 
pros & cons 

discussion 
own opinions prioritisation 

& understanding analysis 
- some relevant, sufficient number, 

0 
1 contributed to clarify some unclear points poor irrelevant almost no too few no 

many unclear points resolved; most time 1 partial partially relevant too short/long some some 
-

2 ~ed, suitably allotted to Rep & Opp 2 good mo~ly adequate relevant parts many reasonable 

f fully 
.- -- .:,.. - +short, apt and clear, well priorit ized, ' •' detailed, accura te, +improvement 

3 - time managed efficiently 
3 

complex adequate conclusive suggest ions 
good 

NOTES: 

3 
good most manyt1orrect some aspects efficient fai r ·-. new ~uc i al 

4 po int( s) 
all re levan t 
discussed 

+improvement 
suggest ions 

overall efficien t 

REVIEW OF OPPOSITION 
speech 

pros & cons 
discussion 

summary analysis 
own opinions 

0 -
poor irrelevant almost no too few 

1 too short/long partially relevant too short/long some 

informat ive, apt most ly adequate relev;i_nt parts 2 many ..,. 
~ .. 

condensed fully accurate, +improvement 
3 and accura te adequate conclusive suggestions 

very good 

prioritisation 

no 

some 

reasonable 
-

good 

deeply incorrect or show 
-2-- deep misconcept ions 

ANSWERS TO JURY 

QUESTIONS 

o- concise and correct or 
- no quest ions asked -
- some incorrect, 

-1-
inconclusive or too long 

--
deeply incorrect or show 

-2- deep misconcept ions 
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