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a good | _wéll performed, | 4 . +some ingestingr Its o ¥ 3 ey g k| some incorrect,
S e e VAU Pule) (OB O AR {Gufficient number | quafitatively anajysed 5 gbove averag o + data/theory some aspects 1 inconclusive Qr'wo on
5 taile | qui iled, | +results ired | N@;_W‘-" WHWNQHW ateresti convincingly supported|  efficient T "
I3 neaswrative | corect | errorsanalysed | explained, conclusive | ortheoretical | solution |  demonstrative I - -2 —— deeply incorrect or show
4 deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex,  +reproducible, | well fitting, deviations | considerable experimental =~ greater extent  + complex concepts well 3 pr:;ed d':p overall efficient deep misconceptions
shows physical insight ' completelytestable convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated b Bl
NOTES: . T —
? WM L
DOaTEe e e W e
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
L)) )(2])-(4)-(2
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) ; DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | relevant topics | own opinions | time relevant own opini opp 's conduct of REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
s 2z # prioritisation £ # s rioritisatio
relevant, aimed at resolving = NN . presented %P managy _scientifictopics |  presented __the disc p 5 ____ concise and correct or
— undear pointsin the report | @~ aimostnothing | no or irrelevant too few no poor 0 almost no too few poor RRE L bnwen it it
= 1 some main points few some some | reasonable J4 few some some aspects fine 50 A ;
(2 ;::::;::l;:‘:rgz:‘:id‘ 2 maitrpaipts | some | somecorrect | reasonable 2 some (some correct ) _good ) ,/re?sﬁ:b—l;\) (K ; fm 'ruos?:f:::’lco oris
g 3 . mdny ) L many comett | (faD _ s \“Q\:u/d / meaycoreetl | some hapecteBfiicient | ~—fair <l
1 1 ; g deeply incorrect or show
NOTES: . L ;\rl'fﬁﬁ‘rfwement | / ' new crucial + improvement % by :
r] practically all points ;}‘afﬁm/liy all | sappestions ;r very good ( 4 point(s) el it overall efficient very good deep misconceptions
‘u.“_‘___._._.’
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
L)) (A1 )+ ]-(«]-( T
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
AL ; | | discussion | correct ow
0 -~ too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation proslcons  fviortisstion speech pock oone - fpricrmint e PES e POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
T ; & understanding evaluation | Bl B i ) concise and correct or
relevant, meant to clarify unclear points g ; - A -1~ irrelevant 0—
% AR ~___pogrfwropg irrelevant no 0 —  poorjwrong irrelevant | no Jo  almostno toofew | s hthons aiiod
1 )+ suital to e 7 7 : K T o Sp— ——e b e P - E e
‘\D_m it tim: ied g 9 ; Dartld/ partially relevant) Some ) tqo shortign partialiyelev; some tooshort/long| _ some o none _ some incorrect,
5 ——+ short, apt and clear, well prioritized, |2 " yefl | mostiyadequate ""“""“’""ﬂ ’__ informative, apt | mostly adequate | reasonable e ' —HL)  relevant, SO o
; ! - » '’ z - te‘ v i 2 I h
time managed efficiently detailed, fully condensed & fully 3 o . constructive | , —_ deeply incorrect or show
» complex adequate good accurate adequate govd condusive adequate -2 " deep misconceptions

NOTES:

e Ao

IYPT ~ March 2019



ﬂl

SCORESHEET s;g Weil, Lisa
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract
[———] b Stage: 3 Fight 2 A, Problem: 5
(523 BF)- () i |
BG/BRG Villach 1:?&@ Hungary: 1(“" jré gﬂﬂ( Russia:
REPORT . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenan tl-nmry[n'loﬂel E:elf:::tm mnma:m et own contribution ' task fulfilment ' science communication relevant mm:::he OPPONENT, and
0 ___explanation g theory pdich e S A U T arguments/responses S REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
_élmostne | almostnc:  toofew ~ no/ almost no others’ data, incorrectly cited, misunderstood unclear, chaotic o discussion
$ it LN 1O .._..?c'_."f'.’:ﬁ.._. ! IOl L R review of sources, cited P"”ti‘l’ ___partlydear = Wetew poor ____ congcise and correct or
: fair fair L | notwelfitig  someowninput erg _average | - o some aspectsfine} 0 no questions asked
3 3 G well perf deviations : ! int ti its / some parts , ﬁ i ot
i D et (fcentoumbeX quaitanueysnsysed),  SOme nteresting ey - T e e oo
E detailed quite detailed, \ [ + restits Wied |/ FTmeoryhimits { considerable experimenta 2 convincingly supposthil L. cancusive.or 100 long
6 __demonstrative correct errors analysed [ explained, conclusive | or theoretical solution = \demonstrative) § e .72 — deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible]. detailed, complex, |  + reproducible, | well fitting, deviations considerzble expenrnentar greater extent + complex concepts well 3 pr:msta ;p overall efficient deep misconceptions
7 shows physical insight | completely testable \convincing analysis |\ analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated ol
i . N
NOTES: ico ANt ‘WO 10N 0‘&6 VOui GO
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
L1 )+los)+(15)+(2)-(1a8)=(% ]
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ) ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 toofew, mostly irrelevant nmlerszurmitl;"::'II of rele:rfrrt tnpit:s own np::::lns prio ritisation| time % : rega:: . own upinia:s anh":rfs con:duct of prich i REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
c;b bt a4t tasolion _pr : . prese :c managy scientific topi __presented |  thediscussion _____ concise and correct or
L oo undear points in the report 0 Met_hlr}g_, __l'lﬂ__(_]!;l_f_l'_E_i\E_'g'?ﬂ_t___ - Eoi'ﬂ_ S— no | poor 0 almost no too few poor { no no questions asked
i . R A 1 some main points few some some ;' asopable 4 somea fine ,' some Soviie Moot
F Dt '?’," LR TR 2 main points some (some correct reasonable | fair (ﬁ | reasonable
prioritized, all time used T = = = y 1 7 i - —— inconclusive or too long
3 all relevant points many many correct fair | efficient 3 ( good an',r curreE) some aMeﬁment ( fair § e
NOTES: 4. practically alpoints | practicallyali | *improvement | L | W new Gricial + improvement overall efficient vemd -2 = :::plv I'ncmmt? e
suggestions | allimeused |4 point(s) suggestions g N b e
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
1 )+g+(4 )+ (1) [om(08)- (1 ]- (5]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS § ANSWERS TO JURY
; | discussion | correct ow
0 ——to0 few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation PR SRR speech i s foriiniaiention i n § POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
; & understanding evaluation evaluation opinions 2 concise and correct or
~— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points §g * 0 o .4~ irrelevant Al :
s o poor/wrong @m_n:—-j no ] RN ~_almostno too few ; —  no questions asked
1~ + sultal o ; - : e e FACE T T
@nostﬁ::ve used 65/ e E partial ; rpartially releva ﬁm 1 - too shortflong(ﬁ‘rdt-i;liy_relevﬁ some A too short/long (sﬂme) 1." some incorrect,
7 R 2= good mostly adequate | ressoiaide - oformative, apt ] "mostly adequate | reasonable -____Qe_lgvan‘tpa?s il SR . = inconclusive or too long
3~ short, apt and clear, well prioritized, s | " 4 o caideild Whosidiniont!. Wi A fully 1_ . relevant, = ;
time managed efficiently detailed, fully | od condensed & fully St 9 — condusiv; St constructive || deeply incorrect or show
complex adequate | i accurate adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

-~ - oan ¥ . PR T Bl reoama

IYPT—March 2015



SCORESHEET SM .g; Zajki-Zechmeister, Krisztina
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract %&% Stage: 3 Fight 2A, Problem: ( ik i
[ 3 ] "[ ng]" [ 1S ]'[ o ] =l 2 ] EI§1 BG/BRG Villach 1: ¢.Valta.  Hungary: [=. Cova(n Russia:

REPORT : DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenon | | relevant comparison between | | R reporter's | OPPONENT, and
0 explanation ‘t"henrvlrrlode! | experiments _ itheory and experiment SR i O - s: mf‘_'m Mim .,gumrii;:::pm conduct at the REVIEWER'; QUESTIONS
_amostno | almostno |~ toofew | “Ef.?'!“.‘.’_s." S °m5"5 da‘a» '“m”“ﬁ‘f ‘:'t“' mqsunderstnod . unclear, chaotic s dlecwmsion
1 LR L same __some ___some some j review of sources, cited 1 partly | partly clear T too few Ahtiie el Ehiact B
2 fa_-\ fair fair _notwell fitting | some own input | average average T _Some sompaspectsfine} 0 " o o ections asked
- i | i deviations some aspects rneparls £ \ii:ﬂ_/__________ W b fioilygss
4 guod sbove aUETage weldone - + data/th TS A ts . ——Some incorrect,
IR . G PO 0 Lo it number 2 i a 20 some as g ;
5 detailed . + results explained | teresting overall clear 2 convincingly suppr:l'ted efﬂd::;c L2 ZYRRRER O NOu 1oty
g _ demonstrative ¥ t / | errorsanalysed | explained, conclusive . ortheoretical | solution demonstrative = -2 —___ deeply incorrect or show
deep and comptehensible detatted;eorfiplex,  +reprodudble, | well fitting, deviations - considerable experimental greater extent + complex concepts well]3 — pr:ved d‘:"hf overall efficient deep misconceptions
7 shows physical insight mmpletelv testable convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive | and theoretical | than expected communicated HRCeesiancvg
NOTES: : : = 4
o CJ.Q_, keL OON\MOV\ U(Z*Qoﬂ% Q {‘”_Bl MCX_{.W‘ gﬂdb( 2 (b\-(i,.;tqﬂon-\\.
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
1 s+ o)+ (2]-(a]=(3]
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 O too few, maostly irrelevant understanding of | relevant topics | own opinions time relevant own opinions  |opponent’s conduct of REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
WERS  |prioritisation prioritisation
- relevant, aimed at resolving pregenmll?n pt— E Jeswn: AEhERe Sapics ey e clae @,__ concise and correct or
1 undear points in the report 0 almost ?Dthl:‘lg PO ifrrelevant too few il i 0 almostno |  toofew | poof Ll no questions asked
- 1 some main points ew some some reasonable 1 few some | some aspects fine some -
2 —  +short, apt and clear, well ble 3 some incorrect,
—_ T : fair {some some-eerect ("Boothy reasonzble -1 . ;
tized, all da |2 i R SRR 2= — " inconclusive or too lon
abicallelmet ks i g 3 ﬁrﬁ\ “_many— “manycorrect | € fair> (efficient™, 3 good &;’l_anvgg[ﬂd) some aspects efficient |  (fair/ —_— : ,
NOTES: ~ cticabo gt | Himprovement | PARISTE new erucial + improvement bk P e deeply incorrect or show
4 Ba v P v suggestions bl alltimeused |4 point(s) suggestions e ol bt o DBNE MnEaions
; E . ’\f \/ LK) 5\'_\% o
(ub"\u {55 M [v\ pﬂ\'r)bm\
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
1 )o(4)+[a5)+ (1) (15) : 5] - (D) (3] |
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS § ANSWERS TO JURY
—— too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation it speech | discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT | QUESTIONS
== ¥ & understanding pros & cons  |prioritisation st | pros&cons |prioritisation evaluation opinions il
=" relevant, meant to clarify unclear points §g - E 0 - 6—— al -1 7 irrelevant @"“
1 poor/wrong _irrelevant no ~  poor/wrong irrelevant no 1 - most no too few T - no questions asked
suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, — call - N i sine i _
e ke f _partial (partially relev: some 1-— g e {*- none L. some incorrect,
et W oy T B i ant parts f ma;;§ L “" —  inconclusive or too lo
5 ——+ short, apt and clear, well pricritized, : @ mostlyadequate (fas?@ 5 apt | mostly adequate Z:'_'___/I'e ( S T 1= relevant, e : ng
time managed efficiently 3 detailed, fully o ~ condensed & fully s 22— naiive SR constructive | , = deeply incorrect or show
complex adequate e 3 accurate adequate a £ deep misconceptions

NOTES: IYPT—March 2019

. am, o i e b S Ll Fa oamm




'1@ SCORESHEET Lindner, Thomas
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract E . i 3 ;
[ . o i Stage: 4 Fight 2 A, Problem: /r
1)+25)+aJ-(0]=(5]) -
z A S S- E ! Hungary: Russia: BRG APP Innsbruck:
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenon | relevant | comparison between | 4 { reporter’s OPPONENT, and
: S . theory/model experiments. ‘lh!ﬁl‘lfl o experiona m own contribution task fulﬁmemm 's:ience. mm““iﬁ“"“ argum:l:s;:::pm conduct at the REVIEWER'; QUESTIONS
almost no almostno  toofew no/ almost no others’ data, mcarrecﬂ',r uted mlsunderstnod __unclear, chaotic discussion
1 some __some : some . review of sources, cited partly partly clear s too few | poor i iclun wrid peEract o
g fair air_ fai Fraotwellfiting wn input _average | average L~ g tome _ geomeaspectsfine] 0 %15 questions asked
ell perfornw. =1 eviations L L ;( some aspects some parts : many good (A t
4 __>_S_ it sf?_d______ T e T _io_o_d Ks‘;.llff'_n:'nent number | ualitatively analysed | HINL IS ron above average ?(_ _well done - + data/theory some aspects T some;noc.:rrect, |
5 detailed quite detailed, = +results explained |  +theorylimits | considerable experimental |  interesting overall clear, e convincingly supported efficient G s,
6 demonstrative correct _errorsanalysed | explained, conclusive | or theoretical solution | demonstrative A .2 —. deeply incorrect or show
deep and mmprehenslble detailed, oomplex, + reproduuble wetl fitting, deviations | considerable expenmentar greater extent + complex concepts wellf3 P de'?p overall efficient deep misconceptions
7 shows physical insight completely testable convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive and theoretical . than expected communicated b ke

W st ()mdjc[_\b.,. «f dhapes ((f/"’ ol ) ool o 1unk Ffu.e ‘5”‘ QUSRS YO teafesel

OPPONENT Start frum 1 and add/subtract
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 toofew, mostly irrelevant understanding of | relevant topics | own opinions time neievant own opinions opponent’s conduct uf REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
rioritisation g rioritisation
relevant, aimed at resolving preseniation addressed presented E o L clentific topics D = i the discussi P _____ concise and correct or
~ undear points in the report 0 almostnothing | no orirrelevant too few no | poor 0 almost no too few 5. e AR TN TR ol 9 e e g no questions asked
A e s o 1 game main points few some | _)SS_‘?\’E‘EV__?"?E-"?_“?E?_.._ 1 few B jo. some aspectsfine | €, some some incorrect,
2_. o : ’ 2 “main points some some correct | reasonable fair i some some correct | good | reasonable )
prioritized, all time used - 2 t t —  inconclusive or too long
3 il relevant points many manycorrect |  fair | efficient 3 good many correct | some aspects efficient | fair OGN s
_ . . i -_— egply incorrect or show
NOTES: a practically all points | practically all =2 ;T';:::;;"“:nt very good o tin1+e AREy T nepu;;:;:;al i |mpr0:;nn:nt | overall efficient very good -2 deep misconceptions
F 1 " At " il
- .
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
142 )42 )+fs)+(4 ]2 (05- (9)-(F
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
i discussion | correct own
0 —too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation prosSicons  [prioritisation speech wos prioriti ; POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
& understanding evaluation pon sation evaluation pinions A S bl
~ relevant, meant to clarify unclear points Jn . T 2 T o —§-1  irrelevant i e B e o
o poor/wrong irrelevant no O —  poor/wrong irrelevant no i° almost no too few i) no questions asked
' 53 x + suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, g R ‘ A etk v TR TMM ok tssonl i R RN 00 e ke Soramanl S P
—— most time used 1 partial partially relevant some 1 - Dgooshort/long | partially relevant | , some 1" 5 ng ¢ none % ~_ someincorrect,
. 5 - levant parts many = " incondusive or too |
5 ——+ short,apt and clear, well prioritized, K, good Hrostly adequate&iza_ssﬂa?!e_ » - - Informative, appmostly adequate Freasonable g e g OOy — o C:G
time managed efﬁggn[ly ¥ detailed fully condensed & fl.l"Y i e i tructi eply incorri or show
" 3 complex adequate e accurate adequate oad conclusive adequate T '2 — deep misconceptions

" ok ouk (ot Uure nuds lola a discussiou oﬁ Qecuracy

-~ o -

R R |

IYFT—March 2019



sign 6 L\.‘(,(-LLS ¢ L&k

£ SCORESHEET Grillenbeck, Thomas
TER Start from 1 and add/subtract E -m :
s o g UELPH-y  Stage: 4Fight 2A, Problem: A5
)5 (D[ 0)(5) 3 Wl
[ 2 0 [=]%=> HU“E‘"Y!MQI"(Q U Csees Russia: if/, kb Tre bty BRGAPP Innsbruck:
REPORT DISCUSﬁON WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
. theory/model “r:;::: 27 1:';"“.“& i ir:::t own contribution task fulfilment | science communication relevant m;:lo::::he OPPONENT, and
0 Ll E s i L SORNRETRES Ty . sairh e T A S P A arguments/responses i ; REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
__@mostno | toofew no/ almostno , incorrectly dted| misunderstood | unclesr, chaotic  § =
» sl some Some Sune partly ___partlyclear  §" - o Lo BOEE ise and correct or
A o fok ROLa Ry L i Bk o SR S e o 0 -3 o questions asked
3 | well performed, deviations f ; i - some aspects some parts many LR 3
a . ®%9  sufficentnumber | quaitativelyanalysed " SOMCMISE TS | dpoveaverage | welldone | = s pedly g e B
5 detailed quitedetail?e | +results expi:y} +theorylimits | | considerable experimental ,  interesting overall clear, \( : convincingly s = L CNIASIVE a1 TR0 0nE
¢ . demonstrative correct X errorsanalysed: | explained, conclusi( ortheoretical X' solution demonstrative ' = =2 ————] -2 —_ deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex,  +reproducible, | well fitting, deviations considerable experimental | greater extenx' + complex concepts well 8= pr:vest ':?p | overall efficient deep misconceptions
7 shows physical insight  completely testable’ convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expectel communicated st Ol
NOTES: Voo son
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
(84+( 2)+(1)-(0]-( 5]
EEEL 1]-(0
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 toofew, mostly irrelevant unﬂfle::‘ of reie:'?nt :;:ics own oplnu;:'ns prioritisation time i B '.gr:t;“:: o own optnio:as app:netl: mn!duc: of sttt REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
~ relevant, aimed at resolving - PISSENTEE prese MAnak et P L i LRI o —Yeoncise and correct or
- undear points in the report 0 almost nothing no or irrelevant _too few no poor 0 almost no toofew poor no ; no questions asked
----- 1 some main pabfs | few some | some reasonable 4 few soip some agufcts fine shefie T ;
2 S Wt e v, wes " mainpoints | som some correh" reasona@’ faiy_ sujé " | some correct d reasonal;l-e_h & o SRR RO
prioritized, all time used i L ; 1 8¢ R TR z : 2 e v gy et - —  inconclusive or too long
3 all relevant points | many many correct fair efficient 3 good many correct some aspects efficient | R e oy 2l
_— e e — : s et : e aan = Eep yi & or s ow
NOTES: ; i : +improvement + new crucial +improvement L i S s
4 practically all points | practically all suggestions very good e ki 15 point{s) i e overall effident very good deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
LA+ A (9)-(2])-(H
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS § ANSWERS TO JURY
——— too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation R speech discussion | correctown § POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
0— ¥ & understanding| P & cons ?prlomlsatlon A pros Bcons  |prioritisation ualiiaeton apinions R RO
—== relevant, meant to clarify unclear points g ——— — o — e g R T ifrsievant 0 _,%Eﬂna
i -7 poorfwrong irrelevant no g poor/wrong irrelevant no J0 almostno | toofew 24 -~ no questions asked
15 "+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, 7 o PR i g » ~ too short/| W e T T
B G partial partiallyrelevant | some 11 = too shortflong | partiallyrelevant| some — Ttooshort/long :Qéh?e 0 ( none 3 o O incorrect,
= o i i ] —  relevankfiarts ¥y Hea "* " inconclusive or too long
vt e wa § go}( mosﬂya#ﬁuate reaszﬁble el |nlonnaﬂ;?pt masﬂya!‘mte reasgyfable § il s ally " relevant, | —— ol i
time managed efficently detailed, fully condensed & fully 22— e constructive eply incorrect or show
nag 3 complex adequate good IR adequate good conclusive adequate & At p misconceptions

NOTES:

[T P |

IYPT —March 2015




OFA0)

SCORESHEET

sign

Kundracik, Frantisek

REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract i
[ Stage: 4 Fight 2 A, Problem:
e FE H O LX) |
= O =135 Hungary: Russia: BRG APP Innsbruck:
REPORT . DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenon heory, ; relevant | comparison bet J ; Flei nicat reporter’s OPPONENT, and
o __explanation ._.1 IMEI _,__experiments '"‘”‘1’ and experiment o mkhmmm : Gsins im argum::':sf“f:pnm conductatthe | oo\ ewerss QUESTIONS
ahmostno almostno AU natew no/almostno  others’ data, mcorrecﬂyated mlstmﬁerstch L _unc&ear d'laotlc discussion
: bt some some SR el Ry review of sources, cited partly partly clear . 200 Tew e LAl concise and correct or
; fair fair faig { wellfitting somegwn input average average i Some cstichct aspe:ls ﬁ“'{. 0 /" no questions asked
- deyigtions i el | some aspects some parts : many goo TR
A gid | Aumber | . quaﬁl;aﬁv:;v?ﬂilvse 4 *sofoe |n;r1913 results - ge /"’F\ : 59 i . E, Fome incorrect,
T 1 oo o e ¥z — : i -~ inconclusive or too long
C g e detajled, + results Explalned Wts considerable experimental | interes J convi y supported nt
T i cor __errorsanalysed | explai clusive | _ ortheoretical | sbutfon | dek tive Bt =] .2 Z___deeply incorrect or show
7 deep and oomprehenslble detalled complex. +reproducible, | well fitting, deviations considerable expenmental greater extent  + complex concepts well A= proved deep overall efficient deep misconceptions
shows physical |nsight completely testable | convincing analysis | | analysed, conclusive and theoretical | thanexpected | communicated UEesaAg

NOTES:

OPPQN’&L

ey

from 1 and adw‘suhtract

—: tn eloan M,@»&uﬂeaﬁw%(

a—f

wt

QUESTIONS ASKED

- too few, mostly irrelevant

" relevant, aimed at resolving
~ " undear points in the report

- SRt short, apt and clear, well
prioritized, all time used

NOTES:

REVIEWER

OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
understanding of | relevant topics | own opinions time relevant own opinions  opponent’s conduct of VIEWER'S QUESTIONS
presentation dd d presented oo g t _scientific topics P ted the discussi JeiastEsnn ﬁ b 3:: constar
0 almostnothing | noorirrelevant|  toofew no poor a[most ho i, SN ESEE : .58 Y PRGN & e questions asked
<) IpaffTpoints /some) ¢ réﬁable [ @ L 59""‘9/ some correct _geod” ‘reasonable  |-1— :ome mwsiv:ae::'tcolong
;Q a!(relevant g&ints M fair | ___é_ﬁi‘/_f._‘?r_lt_ o “good many correct some aspects efficient|  fair Fa Sk S
; ; i i —  deeply incorrect or show
o prtpons | gkt | TS | vyt | et |1 e | et | ottt | vt |2 sy micaneps
t: qucle
j“ qod preeuedal . — O assiow; sl Litbads. g e

Start from 1 and add/subtract

Lo )+{z )+ )« (2 )W ]):(©]-(

0])=(£]

M(W@w&m&a«_) ol o

[

casigl

QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION
0 ——too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation f speech |
o : . & understanding| Pros & cons  prioritisation evalustion | Pros&cons prioritisation
''''' relevant, meant to clarify unclear points § - :
1 poor/wrong irrelevant |  no B poor/wrong irrelevant no
1~ +suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, 1= =l ; T e TR TR e
ihiost tirhe used __ partial partially relevant some 1 tooshort/long |pa mmant _soe
( 2 7+ short, apt and clear, well pricritized, O @ Muat& ;pa@le 2= - @@é-‘-"—-éﬁ
j time managed efficiently 3 taileg] | ~~—ufly k“é Sed & fully A
compfex adequate 3 accurate adequate

DISCUSSION ANALYSIS
discussion | correct own
__evaluation | opinions

0 almostno toofew

= seen | /Sbe

1 feieversgors | (mgmd

5 accurale, fully

277 condusive adequate

MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY

POINTED OUT QUESTIONS

14— irelevant }O - concise and correct or
i ‘ no questions asked

- none

~__ relevant,
constructive

~  someincorrect,
inconclusive or too long

deeply incorrect or show
deep misconceptions

NOTES:

IYPT - March 2019



SCORESHEET

Sigh

: s
/éé Z ’Q—Uathelitsch, Leopold

REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract EREE ;
[ — Ha Stage: 4 Fight 2 A, Problem:
1)+ )+ [ d-(2])-(P] : (reess i Co /o
P , E Hungary: 2 €3~ Russia: / p—~ 4 t“(Ty £x BRG APP Innsbruck: rig
REPORT | DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenaon relevant | comparison between e i reporter's OPPONENT, and
o - . explanation theorv/model  experiments _theory and experiment %" Conribution | task fulfiment e argunwrrtsfr:pnnses conductatthe § oev iEWER'S QUESTIONS
_almostno almostno = toofew ~_nofalmostno  others’ data, incorrectly cited: misunderstood unclear, chaotic 0 discussion
4 LS L bk S Lt E e . feview ofsources, cited | partly __partlyclesr B - - 100 fow PO __concise and correct or
? fair fair fair | notwell rﬁ'“ﬁ . someowninput . average s - £ oL some aspects fine no questions asked
3 well performed, deviations some aspects many good WE
ood i + some interesting results e R T e S e R ~"___someincom
{ Eargaty O ) B 8 S e SR number qualitatively analysed gt B above average 3 + data/theory some aspects -1 _——inm“dusiu:::‘tm Sk
5 ed, + sults e e + theory llrnlts | piteEresting } -,_convincingly supported efﬂcienl —
r|/6 - 4 e SRR B bt rors anal explained, con  Ssctheoretical ~ olution/ | R T T e —— -| .2 =__deeply incorrect or show
{ + deep and € ehensible, detal mplex, + uclble, well fitting, deviations . considerable e perimental great ent | g pr::fd e overall efficient deep misconceptions
shows physical insight completehr testable convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated widerstanding
NOTES:
/(/,p Nz Fe o A ¢ f
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
L)L o)+ (]-(0]-(Y
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION {SPEECH)‘ ; DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
@ too few, mostly irrelevant undm:g::‘ of . rele:rfnt tneics own np::;ns ‘p A iieaking time X ieﬁl:;:nt y own opinions opp:::l;tl smn‘duct of it REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
" relevant, aimed at resolving P : i ; prece 1 ” = Lol prosanied e _. concise and correct or
points in the report 0 almostritothlng { morth;evant Aoodesy L coeg - | Cpeor 0 almost no ? poor no no questions asked
— some main points e omg”’ reasomabl i
3 —  +short,aptand clear, well _p = T é....- { £ 1 =4 s B L R sume. . _é_:@ ; some incorrect,
L : n poi some some correct | reasonable fair ) (_ =5 B some correct | i e = U
prioritized, all time used _ Sy o | - - —  inconclusive or too long
. t points dineide many correct fair ‘i@?"( 3 ____Bood Sy ‘?9'!'_2.‘:3_.__.ﬂ“lif?%‘,‘._?.’.ﬁ‘?‘_?ﬂt.l.____fﬁl‘f. sl g g M
NOTES: : . ; +improvement | + new crucial +improvement L | R el NECEERLOE SO
4 practically all points | practically all suggestions | very good il assd 14 pointis) o overall effident very good deep misconceptions
REVI EWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
1+ )+ ()41 ) (2)-(6 )=(&])
QUESTIONS ASKED REWWRT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS § ANSWERS TO JURY
AR i | discussion | correct own
0 too few, mostly irrelevant report waluat.ion pros&cons  |prioritisation speech prosBcons  priovitiestion o e POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
] 1 & understanding evaluation an P concise and correct or
— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points §g - ” i .1~ irrelevant &_
=1 ~ " poor/wrong irrelevant no ,0'—\ poor/wrong irrelevant no 0 almost no too few R no questions asked
i + suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, - B : T e e it S =
o 5 qr7 partial partiallyrelevant |  some too shortflong | partially relevant |  some tooshort/long | some —— none —  some incorrect
-— most time used R AN “relevantparts | many v/ T i) 't I
- s AR e I Ve Or [oo lony
a,z i e i ok el il il 2 good mostly adequate | reasonable __ informative, apt | mostly adequate | reasonable = i oo = relevant, o S . g
time managed efficdently detailed, fully condensed & fully 2 — e Enstiatin eply incorrect or show
¥ complex adequate good accurate adequate el conclusive adequate 3 deep misconceptions
NOTES: IYPT - March 2019

ra ama

’rf(‘\ﬁ'uwé s - o-@f—e?-’g 74\\_,(_,_,

izt-u_/‘



SCORESHEET

sign

Weil, Lisa

REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract E E .
e =l pre- Stage: 4 Fight 2 A, Problem: 13
43 J+ug)-(0s)-(5 ] | ks o
14S)-105 [=] Hungary: ”ﬂ)(ﬂj Geesi Russia: Nika } G BRG APP Innsbruck:
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
|
phenomenon theory/model relevant Pkt [ reporter’s OPPONENT, and
iments ctatt
° exr&an:bn Sl e!‘:’"';"e : arguments/responses | co;:iu .mhe REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
almost no o0 Tew SCUSS
5 . ks X T il condse and correct or
2 some some aspects fine} 0 ; :
pi SRR bl b it i no questions asked
3 some parts Cmanyy (good } :
4 : d‘;;,;‘t—‘h'e ¢ .4 — some incorrect,
s ul + ory 50me aspec| 11k
5 detailed quite detailed, + theory limits | mnsnderable exper ental | |ntere§ung T cinwincingly suppoitind efficient ::H_ inconclusive or too long
6 demonstrative _ correct \.errors analysed | explained, conclusive | or theoretical solution = e T e deeply incorrect or show
deep and cnmpreheHSIble :letatled cnrnplex, +rep E, well fitting, deviations = considerable expenmenlal greater extent +oomplex concepts well3 — pl:ve R l:?p overall efficient deep misconceptions
7 shows physical insight completely testable convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive and theoretical than expected communicated UACerDimeng
NOTES:
O‘PPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
1 40 J+us)+(1])-08-(3]
QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH,'] DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
oo few, mostly irrelevantQ) understanding of | relevant topics [ own npiniuns i time  relevant own opinio:s opponent’s conduct of priiitben REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
et S oot presentation addressed ! £5 management scientific topics p the discussion conEse shd Correct or
- undear pointsin the report | 0 amostnothing | no or irelevant | o pe 0 almost no Croofew> | __—pc b e R i s
T ke el ) some main Dmnt-'i _few | some reasonable 4 few some some aspects‘f?m\ (som?\ @ T M i
k- a A 1 t
- je r:oriﬁ;e;’tai:ll-ltime:s:; e M | Ksome} __;___s_o_l_'_r:lg__cqg{g__cf(__ | reasonable | fair 3= Gome ) some correct reasonable i inconclusive or too long
p , . ; —— : 2
3 all relevant points | many correct fair efficient 3 good many correct some aspects efficient fair dositi roiridh
. ! ; . | +improvement + ial +i t : = SEE L MCQUERCLOF Shaw
i 4 practically allpoints | practically all | s'-':;esliﬂns wryeoed | simeusd 14 n::-:rtltf;a :1::;1:‘:“ overall efficient verygood |2~ deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
- * 4 wi ]
1 )+(2 )+ 25)+ 229+ (des)* les) - (2 )=(2_)
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
ot ; aluatio TR discussion | correct own
0 ——too few, mostly irrelevant L :T;::sta::i; pros&cons  [prioritisation “S::::td‘lhn PRIy PR W e POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
— relevant, meant to darify unclear points §g t f e REE T R | ! b Y, f " irrelevant @ - SOphe a_.nd b
10 BBl satastts RD B O - ___poor/wrong irrelevant LA v Pﬁﬂflwmﬂs irrelevant no —_ @lmostno too few —  no questions asked
A " k : : : : 23] : i
. wa m:It:m: u:e d S 1 partial partiallyrelevant | some 3 - tooshort/long |partiallyrelevant| some Tk too short/long el g —— none 4 someincorrect,
7 short, apt and clear, well prioritized, |2 Gostyadequatd) | reasonable |, @d/ ormative, apk | mostly adequate |(Feasonable)| ?QM -’@; P ey —  inconclusive or too long
time managed efficiently 3 detailed, fully ok 3 condensed & fully good g ::;:Lasii; ade:u:te  constructive oy deeply i.nc: ; t?rshuw
complex adequate | & 3 accurate adequate deep misconceptions

NOTES:

ra oamn

I¥PT—March 2019



sign W

E E SCORESHEET Zajki-Zechmeister, Krisztina
REPORYER D (YR Stage: 4 Fight 2 A, Problem:
14+ (2 )-(0)=[> ] ] ot -
[ th L O '3 E,,. Hungary: /Y Cnecs) Russia: BRG APP Innsbruck:
REPORT : 7 o el DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenon | ypeorimodel | felevant | comparksonbetween | /1 Lo iineion | taskfulflment | sclence communication relevant reporter’s  § OPPONENT, and
0 . L N L e R arguments/responses | onductatthe § oo b WER'S QUESTIONS
__amostno |  almostno | toofew | nofalmostno / lothers dats, incorrectlycited misunderstood |  unclear, chaotic o ot
. S ROMe ol SRR (RIS £l e ___review of sources, cited partly partlyclear  §° - __tofew bt PO concise and correct or
4 R fair fair i notwell fitting some own input i oot IS B Lo oo G, sl BT s e /- no questions asked
3 s well Peﬁmd, de_viatiuns ; : ingresults | S0Me aspects some parts R M e 1 B, _— good. e e
B o £ __ sufficientnusnber | qualitatively analysed ASOMENISHSIBIENTS | o weldone | = ( jaesthicory 225 gy sl B
5 detailed ! (+ results explained )+ theory limits jW interesting il 2 S eiiesr el ichnr = inconclusive or too long
6 .. Semonstrative’ . correct \Bmanalvsed/ explained, conclusive | ortheoreticet— | “-solution .~ |\ demonstrative J } 43 : ———| -2 — deeply incorrect or show
deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex,  +reproducible, | well fitting, deviations . considerable experimental = greater extent +complex concepts well  Kpaig pr:vest e::p overall efficient deep misconceptions
7 shows physical insight completely testable ' convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive | and theoretical | than expected communicated b ool
NOTES: me. Q(Eamm&‘nn -7 how (Los %\Qrmw prlblun overconea
7 O i Q. Koo . | Lo ogr
OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
(1 )(F(3+]-(C)-(]
JUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
07} toofew, mostly irrelevant understanding of | relevant topics | own opinions ip dartiation time rel.eunt : | own npinic:m opponer:l_’s mnduct of S = REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
~ relevant, aimed at resolving 0 ?resenn:li?n add-res?ed_ = p:ese:ned Lo, L -"h':“ﬁ'::"p“".?.. el "'t : the disc 7] _ concise and correct or
" undear points in the report no Lol st i poor o almost no 00 few poor no no questions asked
- g~y & RO R s g gmenieeng. ISy g [ ey | o A
2. SIS, ok wa choar, Wik main points < some~’ some correct reaﬁbﬂﬁﬁe Cfa‘il: i \%) somecomect | good reasonable o e sm 1no?trect,
prioritized, all time used 1 ; ; - 2 = . —————— " inconclusive or too long
3 all relevant points many many correct fair __ efficient 3 good many correct | some aspects efficient fair T deeplyincorrect or show
A = : 1 Ll ncorr
NS s o (1 ) [0 oo | st | 0 | oo | s [0 "ps? | | owatenen | vevmos | oo
ko(\(__ Wo\\ér\."“' - 'r %
? ‘-\3‘\‘:) sl siely, FJI"LQﬂ}ﬂ' hac 5’«4«1
no ot 0@ 1Nten
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract o
+ + + [ ] - =
LA (20 9:(c)- (-]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
0 —too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation PRI e speech i L)rio e discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
& understanding evaluation evaluation opinions concise and correct or
" relevant, meant to clarify unclear points §g - L5, -1 7 irrelevant ¥ :
o poor/wrong irrelevant no O —  poor/wrong irrelevant no 0 almostno too few izl no questions asked
1%+ suitably allotted to Rep & Opp, M e : - Sthre - AT s
B [ O 1: @ Sseme—, §1 - tooshort/long |partially relevant | _some ol - none 4 someincorrect,
3 - : %mﬁﬁie e : ( mang e - inconclusive or too |
5 e + short, apt and clear, well prioritized, |2 s fee 5= nformative, apb| fostly adequa\gt ﬂeasona‘l)} Tally o ANt S e R :ns
time managed efficiently 2 detailed, fully condensed & constructive §. 5 __ CEEPY INOONTECEOr Show
g ’ complex | adequate i 3 accurate adequate o adequate deep misconceptions
NOTES: & - deg h CoOom ? odson IYPT - March 2019
bine t'flliouﬁi o invkod
= CRTER <" gL CU R T s sL-on M1/



