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: somg’7 someZC ( s% | som review of sources, ¢ited partl partly cleg,__ - too few Poor V7' concie Shd correct o
% I 7 —
2 fair fair o~ ey not well fitting | some own input 3~ | average average 1 T OMe _|some aSDE_-'CtS_ﬁif 0°- ? no questions asked
3 50( p o ! well performed, * deviations ( ssomeinterestingresiiie | some aspecT some parts ﬁ many ~_good ) = .
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ot sprendcese ey 12 =~ good mostly adequate | reasonable ‘53 informative, apt | mostly adequate | reasonable || = relevantparts Ftary. n—— " —  inconclusive or too long
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= o o good mostly adequate ‘ reasonable 5 — informative, apt | mostly adequate | reasonable | — relevant parts many — —  inconclusive or too long
2 +short, apt and clear, well prioritized, - i accurate, fully 1 relevant, = dhegiot "
time managed efficiently detailed, fully good . condensed & fully woisd 2 i | adequate constructive | 5 — eeply l.ncorrect c->rs ow
complex adequate | accurate adequate deep misconceptions
NOTES: @/ oF P WO IYPT - March 2019

Please, suitably adjust your grades

taking into regard the [1,10] range.



SCORESHEET
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract E_ '! E ; = .
. L i Fight 5 I, Stage: 3, Problem No. Kulinskyi, Volodymyr
1)+ J-(&) ] fecumaerie o
U 2 l E . Rep: Chinese Taipei Opp: Hungary Rev: United Kingdom
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenon theory/model e“relei\:::“s t:: L"p :ﬂr:’: bet::::t own contribution task fulfilment | science communication relevant m;?‘:::: :h OPPONENT, and
o explanation per ry xpe ! arguments/responses vetatine ¥ REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almost no almost no too few no/ almost no |others’ data, incorrectly cited misunderstood unclear, chaotic 0 | discussion
1 some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear =, too few | poor oiicise and coriacton
2 ‘,T?tf"\ /ﬁ"\\ fair not well fitting ﬂﬁ?’n?:;wn inp‘up average = some lscme aspectsfinefl 0 questions asked
3 ell performed, deviations 7 ; some aspects\ Sofme parts _ any @) == y
good BOO! i e + some interesting results i = some incorrect,
4 su er | qualitatively analysed al — | -1
T 2 == +dataftheory | some aspects — inconclusive or too long
5 detailed quite detailed, + results explained + theory limits considerable experimental interesting overall clear, ~ convincingly supported‘ efficient —
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0 ——too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation T ‘prinritisatlan speec!! o coms !prioritisation - =l POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
. . & understanding evaluation | evaluation opinions concise and correct or
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QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of  relevant topics | own opinions p— time relevant | own opinions  opponent’s conductof . REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
5 prioritisation puees : - prioritisation
relevant, aimed at resolving presentation Addressed presented management sclentific topics presented the discussion oncise and correct or
1— elasE |;>oints in the report 0 almost nothing no or irrelevant too few no | poor 0 almost no tgo few poor | no o no questions asked
= Geahorianbandd i 1 some main points few some some reasonable 1 few '(,/some some aspects fine | k/some — SEEMEGTRE
2 rsioreii;:r: ;rﬁ;:z;e 2 .4 main points some \/some correct teasonable fair 2 some some correct v good reasonable -1— icoriciuse or‘toolong
1 . . i 3 e
. il relevant points many = many correct fair W/ eficient V good many correct some aspects efficient | fair
3 — 3 ; deeply incorrect or show
NOTES: i : . +improvement + new crucial +improvement o P , .
4 practically all points  practically all ‘ I ——— very good | alltimeused |4 point(s) I SURBESHENS overall efficient very good deep misconceptions
S
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
+(8.5)09 J-(o J=(&
(L0200 63 (2] -
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
— i report evaluati discussion | correct own
0 ——too few, mostly irrelevant &F:md:r:t;:\dil:: avosikiasee ‘prlnrltisatian e::;ﬁ:::m sioilcons  bilaritisetion aiation: | ; Dk POINTED OUT QUESTION'S
— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points g - 0 o- W -1~ irrelevant 0 concise and correct or
. - . poor/wrong irrelevant no poor/wrong irelevant | no almost no too few - —  no questions asked
suitably allotted to Re PP, X N —1 —- —
— Mhost t,-mve used ¢ 1 partial partially relevant | some 1 tooshort/long | partiallyrelevant | some = too short/long some o -_4/ none —  someincorrect,
e — apt snd clear, well prioritized, |2 = \_good Nobstly adequate hkﬁasmnable 2 ikfbrmative, apt | rldstly adequate | raasonable ;l/elevant parts many = —  inconclusive or too long
2 ’ 4 d = o . - N accurate, | full 1 - .
time managed efficiently 3 detailed, fully il = condensed & fully gondl S I ‘ adequ:te canstrae —  deeply |‘ncorrect:':r show
complex adequate accurate adequate | deep misconceptions

NOTES:

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

IYPT -~ March 2019



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

SCORESHEET
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract E E 5 % . .
( - Fight51, Stage: 3, ProblemNo.___ & Douglas, Alistair
1) +(18)+ (15])-(05)= (] inese Taipei ted i
i“"g -5 0.5 + E - Rep: Chinese Taipei Opp: Hungary Rev: United Kingdom
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
Phe““"“"'_""“ theary/model re"",“"t COmparison be“,"ee" own contribution task fulfilment | science communication relevant Vit OPPONENT, and
5 explanation experiments theory and expeﬂment! arguments/responses conduct at the REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
almast no almostno ~too few _no/almostno iqthers’da_t_q,iﬁogpctly cited misunderstood unclear, chaotic 0 discussion
; some some some some review of sources, cited partly partly clear == too few poor _concise and correct or
. faip! fair fair not well fitting some own input average average 1 = some some aspects finelf 0 no questions asked
well perd d, deviations . some aspects some parts many good il
| Siiin S o
4 bt gaod g%, sufficiel\;ueber quaIitativeI%alvsed *+ some interelpg results above average well done -— 3. dat%eory some%pects Y e some lnct?rrect,
== detailed quite detail%, + results’ekplained + theory limits considerable gxperimental interesting overall clear, s _convincingiy supported efficient — incenqlinNencioniong
6 demonstrative correct | errorsanalysed | explained, conclusive | or theoretical ‘ solexggﬂn | demonstrative : .2 — deeply incorrect or show
7 deep and comprehensmle deta:led complex, +reproducible, | well fitting, deviations | considerable experimental greaterextent |+ complex concepts well 3— pr:VEd d?p overall efficient deep misconceptions
shows physical insight  completely testable | convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated understanding
NOTES: M@r\ f‘”""m (‘r\*u W ogwn > Q..b'(') cab V\‘U’ Cam J\I\) ok A O i . Goed  lsuSien 0{3 CM(}"L(“:L( C/b Y b,
Sewd - Wss W QXC
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
1 J+[0s])+(i7¢)+(29)- 05])=(E )
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 57 too few, mostly irrelevant undreesrs::::ii:gn of rel:::rn:s:c;zics ow:\E o:tl..r:i:dns ‘priori Eiation time ) reli:e_vant . own opmit;ns oppo:::t“s con.duct of | SIS REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resolving p ; = _pres — management - scientific toples presante the:dizcussion. | cencise and correct or
~ undear points in the report 0 almost nothing no or irrelevant too few no poor 0 almost no too few poor no %  no questions asked
— 1 some main points few some some})( reasonable 1 few some some aspects fine some _ :
2 + short, apt and clear, well — - E——— ~  someincorrect,
— o . 2 malﬁﬂnnts sdme somedgrrect | reas le fair some some correct good reasdfiable B K .
prioritized, all time used ¥ = 2 - : —  inconclusive or too long
3 all relevant points many many correct fair efficlent 3 gt;ﬁ'd | many %rrect some aspechefficient fair deani
- . z I - —_ eeply incorrect or show
NOTES: . " i +improvement new crucial +improvement i " . .
, ) 4 practically all points  practically all S very good alltime used 12 point(s) ‘ suggestions overall efficient very good deep misconceptions
- \¥ v i
Nk Sehiabd vk SPOATR, R Alarshs b el e A P
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
[ )+os) (s J+ [tas)+(sa) £ [o5]- (0)= ()
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
—— i ort evaluati [ discussion I correct own
0 too few, mostly irrelevant report evauation posikcons |prlorliisaiion speec'h ke Gitoilstion : acs POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
) ) & understanding evaluation evaluation opinions concise and ¢ tor
— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points g - e s -1~ irrelevant 0 *ﬂ‘ orred
— poor/wrong irrelevant no 0 poor/wrong irreleyant il 0 almost no too few == " no questions asked
1 + suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, - ——— y - L — Fetione | % —
T thosttime used 1 partial partially relevant SE,E{E 1 too short/long | partiallyrelevant |  sdpie too short/long SN 0 —— none _ some incorrect,
- S o gooA. mostly alequate | reasonable informakve,apt mostly adequate | reasonable "_ relevantparts many . % —  inconclusive or too long
2 + short, apt and clear, well prioritized, 2= — _ Stcutate fully 1 relevant, e .
time managed efficiently detailed, fully condensed & fully 72— R CORErUEvE —  deeply incorrect or show
complex ‘ adequate good 3 accurate | adequate hrod senplsive adequate -2 deep misconceptions
NOTES: Movtonnd  dwt  ropodo il ot wnsis o0 wd sl oy & Gpaty g o el e



SCORESHEET !
REPORTER rom 1 and add/subtract = . R
Fight 51, Stage: 3, Problem No. sign Eschenazi, Elia
1)+ ) s a0 o
Rep: Chinese Taipei Opp: Hungary Rev: United Kingdom
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
Pher;o:;;l;:ﬂ theory/model ex::eeI:lvn:::lts I tgr:aar::::xb:::n::tl own contribution | task fulfilment J science communication relevant m:”u"::::he OPPONENT, and
expla | | arguments/responses REVIEWER'’S
o almost no | almost no too few \ no/ almost no others’ data, incorrectly citedJ misunderstood | unclear, chaotic - yf i discussion I QUESTIONS
1 some some some | some review of sources, cited | partly partly clear - too few | poor Eorcise and torractor
; fair fair fair | not well fitting some own input | average | average i _some some ESp;Icts finefj 0 no questions asked
. | iati | [ [ an —
gdod —- well _performec_l, [ . de_vratlcms + some interesting results | some aspects | some parts ~_many Bo o T —
4 2 \ sufficientpomber qualltatwelvipalﬁed | _above ge well doge— —!( + data/theory someaspects |1 . bl
detailed | quite detailedl, | + results exXplained +theorylimits | considerable experimental interesting | overall clear, 2 i = Inconclusive ortoo long
5 | ‘ convincingly supported efﬁcient -
6 demonstrative correct errors analysed explained, conclusive or theoretical | solution demonstrative - ———N .2 ____ deeply incorrect or show
7 deep and comprehensible, | detailed, complex, +reproducible, | well fitting, deviations | considerable experimental | greater extent [+ complex concepts well 3 pl:ved d(:;_:p overall efficient deep misconceptions
shows physical insight |completely testable convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive | and theoretical | than expected communicated uncerstanding
NOTES:
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
()0 )+(26)+(28)- (O]~
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | relevanttopics  own opinions ‘pﬂorm sation time relevant own opinions  opponent’s conduct of srorisaticn REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
e levant, aimed at resolving presentation addressed presented | management _scientific topics presented the discussion o o concise and cofrector
1 %_‘dear points in the report 0 almost |j|oth|f:g l no or irrelevant too few no poor 0 almost no too few poor no —  no questions asked
—  +short apt and clear, well 1. _Somemanponts = same ‘ Some___reasonable {4 LT — . SpME-dpect: ne o2 __ ~~  someincorrect,
2__ e . g 2 main points | some some correct | reasonable l fair some some correct good reasonable o] . ;
prioritized, all time used - i 1 T ; — — Q2 —— — ——— — inconclusive or too long
3 all relevant points | many many correct | fair efficient 3 good many correct some aspects efficient fair = ai i
i : | ) = = — - == eeply incorrect or show
. " . . +improvement + new crucial +improvement .
NOTES- a4 practically all points | practically all suggestions i very good | ailtime used a4 point(s) sugpgestions overall efficient very good -2 —— deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
— i ‘ discussion | correct own
= Sy ira e ::on:eer::;un:?:: pros@cons |priodisation e::;:::i:n pros & cons  prioritisation evaluation | opinions ORI T QU ESTION.S
— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points g " - B | - 0— sreore | e 1-1— imelevant 0)-— concise and correct or
1 = s iRt Hep & Oon poor/wrong irrelevant no poor/wrong | irrelevant no = almostno | toofew = l_/—  no questions asked
+ suitably a e| " o . - b e ——— = =
..?S e ﬂm: o p 1 ‘/\ﬁ_mal partially relgya’ t somd ? 1 tooshgnfiong | partiallytelevant|  some— = tooshort/long | soe @’5,, none 1 someincorrect,
e I Worlortized. 12 ‘good mostly adequate reasonable | informative, apt mostly adequate | reasonable | — Televantparts| many —v —  inconclusive or too long
2 e PR o PURRLRE i e Iy 1, accurate, fully 1 elvant, — deeplyincorrect or show
time managed efficiently detailed, fully oo condensed & fully good 2 ot deriita constructive | ply
complex \ adequate g 3 accurate adequate \ a deep misconceptions

NOTES:

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

YPT - March 2019




