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3 all relevant points many ° many correct fair efficient 3 ¥ good many correct sbme aspects efficient | fair oy
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S : N —  deeply incorrect or show
NOTES: : " : +improvement + new crucial +improvement o 2 : :
4 practically all points  practically all suggestions very good TR — iohiitte) Sighestons overall efficient very good deep misconceptions
G‘r*wﬂ” weShong, — - -
JU3 & e SgupBoon W rod pets o twaiv
Mad wagvL . %
A5 LU (o~ ean STruthvie. euld
/!
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract W \M e Q)(P. d,[ SEVETeS )
l 1 |+[/1 ]+[ﬂ"§}+[l }+|7_5|1|6.75|-[ |=|01 ]
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