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— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points §p - uncarence T T o e __eva Ll S -1 7 irrelevant 0 -}Q- concise and correct or
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complex adequate e 3 accurate adequate o condusive adequate T deep misconceptions

NOTES: IYPT - March 2019

- - 1 ] o R e R  PRP |




REPORTER

Start from 1 and add/subtract

L2 )+{q )+ (1 d-(ced=(E]

SCORESHEET
Stage: 1 Fight 2 E, Problem:

5

Lasserus, Max

Belarus: /H.Q,:L gl ok Wien: Slovak YPT:
REPORT _ DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenon ; levant | comparison k ; ! | reporter's | OPPONENT, and
PR Wl DR M T st O Bioei et usmvssonnes. R v o dU £ < TR Sulionsot dik CRRER
amostno | almostno | toofew no/almostno _ others'data, incorrecty ited _misunderstood | _ unclear,chaotic | "% PO discussion
x __some some | some some review of sources, cited | partly partly clear i too few poor Conales St Sarract o
z ________ fair fair i | not well fitting _____someown input | hobbcid) : Symase R ool jrome spachs e § O 0— o questions asked
well o deviations—_ s | : 1 | some aspects 50| rt = many _ good i, j

e e g_DOd__ L e Eoidu_ s!gﬁdﬁpnt number | qualitatively awlwW'ng Ne aboW\m; sl + datafthaty ﬁm - e VRN

5 detailed Mmsuns explained +theory limits | considerable experimental | interesting overall clear, 2 '."_-cnn\.‘inclng}ysupported efficient —___ Incondlusive or too long
6 : demonstrative correct  errorsanalysed | explained, conclusive | ortheoretical  solution  demonstrative ~ -2 — deeply incorrect or show
3 deep and comprehensible, detailed, complex,  +reproducible, | well fitting, deviations | considerable experimental = greater extent +complex concepts well g pr:ved d‘::p overall efficient deep misconceptions

shows physical insight completely testable convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive | and theoretical than expected communicated Ungets At
N : T{QﬂL ¢ ' '
OTES shoulA b mone el videoy/[Colay, of Exen mn

OPPONENT Start from 1 and add/subtract
L) ledt 23+ (2]-C]-(5]

QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
o : too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | relevant topics | own opinions prioritisation time relevant : j nwnopinio:u opponentl‘s mn!cluctuf prioritisation REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
LS SR AN presentulh:?n addressed presented management scientific topics | pr thediscussion | ™ T A Conclia sl Corvet br

S T points in the report 0 almost nothing no or irrelevant too few no poor 0 almost no too few poor no no questions asked
o 1 somemain points | _fewW me some___|—reasonable” 1 few some A :
2 EShek g W oy W main ini'_e;--_;;J/ some | somecorrect«| reasonabl fail R —— bl 1 B o
e : ! . 3 —sometorfect | good— 7 | L1 —
prioritized, all time used 2 = PP ‘ t 5 E ik IR 5 i - & R . poesatame —  inconclusive or too long
g Srievntpowis | maw o | mssycomect | e efficient |, good | manycorrect |some aspects efficient fair st U :
: : : B i ect or show
NOTES: . . : + improvement + new crucial +improvement i b Pl I.“C sk :
4 practically all points | practically all suggestions very good Fp g aiag i) il A overall efficient very good 2 deep misconceptions
Yoo m | : R Lo & 1:/( ! ' :
sseel e + w ¢ Cangi~g  PanA
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
Al e e 1-L 14l 2]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
e i ! discussion rect
Wi g o :ﬁ:g‘m“’" pros & cons  [prioritisation ’m | pros&cons |prioritisation s el e pini S J POINTED OUT - § QUESTIONS
—~ relevant, meant to clarify unclear points g chetiiad e L R NI R SEBRINET bk N (OIS R (AN TRNARI| P gt irrelevant | 0 -e— concise and correct or
1 : ) itably al e pa e poor/wrong irrelevant no 0 poor/wrong | irrelevant no jo- almost no too few —  no questions asked
] + suitably allotted to Rep PR, - 2 v — E T S e e, T, L S S
e 1 partial partially m'“_ﬁ:"'"m ¢ 41 too shonﬂoﬁg-%iallmhsome R - short/long some QJo-#- none . someincorrect,
£ it . good e—"mostly adequate | reasonable ~ . informative, apt mo&l\)ﬂdﬂqimn-#easmahle =~ velevang partsy amy ] " inconclusive or too long
e short, apt and clear, well prioritized, 5 d .h" ¢ e Rk %u,“_._ : Salmreklmmslt ) S = i L fully 1 relevant, o
time managed effidently 2 etaile y condense 9 — 5 ek i eply i ow
? complex adequate i accurate adequate ot Conmhsive Shgane TR deep misconceptions

NOTES:

L o (L T

WPT - March 2019




SCORESHEET sign Pfau, Hans-Linus

REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract : e T R 5

(—] Stage: 1 Fight 2 E, Problem:
1 +|L{ +| |-| Q|=|6 I i l?
’4 Belarus: rter Wien: Cgvon eaT Slovak YPT: eVtccoesr—
1 I
REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
Pmhp— i ﬂ‘lﬂﬂfﬂmel B | | comparison between own contribution | task fulfilment | science communication relevant reporter’s OPPONENT, and
0 __ explanation | wxpecinents 'Hsenry and experiment ! AR i Sala arguments/responses conduct at the REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
o almostee - -__ 5 almost na | too few no/almostno oﬂ\ers dala, |ncorrect!y ated mlsundeﬁtood _unclear, chaotic 0 discussion

1 some some i __some review of sources, cited partly partly clear o too few poor A LA
: fair fair _far | notwelfittng __ someowninput average average | - e some aspects finel 0 " 5 guestions asked

3 . well performed, | deviations | : ; some aspects some parts — many good X| — %

4 good ( Eo?dwu { sufficient number i qualitatively analysed bt g above average well done * Eo + data/theory S Vi aebeet R :ome 'Inwﬂect' i
5 detailed | qulte detailed, = + results explaine + theory limits | considerable experimental interesting overall clear, £ convincingly supported sfficient L MISHHEUAINE G100 I
6 ____demonstrative correct _errorsanalysed” | explained, conclusive | or theoretical ] solution ' demonstrative § -2 —_deeply incorrect or show
7 deep and campmhensible detailed, complex,  +reproducible, | well fitting, deviations . considerable exPEl'lmental greater extent |+ oornplex concepts well|2 — pr::; deep overall efficient deep misconceptions

shows physical insight completely testable convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive | and theoretical than expected communicated up anding

NOTES:

OPPONENT

\vm h’mc- Ljou o M

Start fmm 1 and add/subtract

L J+(4)+(2 )+(50-(=]-[£]

e Q_Lmo‘s{- hael toe Mmuch Zuﬂ;mq,{fm

J

/OC(-

a gbl— of /baayér{

Ol Ennspy 4 for Bpeimerty !

QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) l DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and
0 too few, mostly irrelevant understanding of | relevant topics | own opinions time relevant | own opini 's juct of REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
- prioritisation | R i . 4 prioritisation
R T T pfesenmlo:‘m addressed presented management scientific topics | p the discussion * R e s i e
undlear pointsin the report |9 __almostnothing | no or irrelevant too few L poor 0 almostno | too few o AT il S no questions asked
-— 1 some main points few some some reasonable §4 few | some some aspects fine some A
3 —  +short, apt and clear, well ——— o e - ; ST = some incorrect,
s 3 2 _main points some some correct reasanahle fair = some some correct good reasonable -1
prioritized, all time used s e 2 1 —r [ —  inconclusive or too long
2 all relevant pomis)( many y many correct g fair _,X_ efficient x 3 good 1 many correct 3 rsome aspects efficien’ fair X g
NOTES: : | | +improvement + newcrucial |  +improvement ; -l SRET Sk e
8 practically all points | practically all | suggestions very good St G pointis) | s overall efficient very good o deep misconceptions
647 S frucl{tuza( ﬂ)uez.ﬁu.c-
fha Qudms a&/r. A
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract : e1 p ey ZL
J*[&]*[H]*L&]*Uﬂ*@]ﬁ'["_F e i Q“‘-SJ"“’ 4"“' C'C“‘"J/ """75/‘“4'/"%
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
o ——too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation S S speech | discussion | correctown | POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
ki &understanding| P'*° Scone  priortisation evaluation | ™5 &cons |prioritisation evaluation opinions BRI
— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points g - ———— | SICHERE -1~ irrelevant o - X concise and correct or
¥ Hiahk dldtiad io hao 8 0 - Ppoor/wrong irrelevant no 8 —  pboor/wrong irrelevant no 07 almostno too few no questions asked
17+ suital edto 5 i ; e R e e S =
Pl timye fdabr gt B partial partialiyrelevant | some §31 - tooshort/long |partially relevant| some o tooshortlong| _some 0-— none y . Someincoract,
73 ooy T 1 —  relevant par{s many - “* 7 incondlusive or too lon
3 3+ short,apt and clear, wellprcritzed, |2 7__8%09 o, | mostlyadequate | reasonable |, - .'ﬂfet':at“fapf‘ "‘“*'*;“E"“a“*" R T G R e, | = S
time managed effident] deta%led fully condensed & Iy 2 — G tructi eply incorrect or show
g X # complex adequate one 3 accurate adequate o0d coneiees adecpinte o i deep misconceptions

NOTES: |/¢

R

u.e,'gum S &

nd dirudr
rigk

CranishBa | -

yau C@M/Ijéﬂ/ 5014 /WQS‘ ,9”7/ %“’"‘//M own yﬂ/MéA

IYFT —March 2019




e
SCORESHEET sign a@»"“""*g SL}"—' Steiner, Daniel

Stage: 1 Fight 2 E, Problem: 45 |

Belarus:@sfﬂ .A{L.LSLF;N w:m{aP—]Suml Whonlarg  slovak YPT: rIZEV—l Kursrd. xﬁp’JA&Q

REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract

(1)+(¢)+s)-(1)-(9]

REPORT : DISCUSSEON&NITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO .ILI&
phenomenon : theory/model P | comparicon between | own contribution i task fulfilment  science communication relevant vapartecs OPPONENT, and

0 explanation il | SwperimeEnts *ﬂmuryand experiment e L e e s e ) arguments/responses conduct at the REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
~almostno = almostno = toofew | no/almostno  others’ data, incorrectly cited, misunderstood = unclear, chaotic discussion

: __some reviewof sources, cited | pertly __partlyclear 0 tmbw gos concise and correct or

: fir | votwelifiting |  someowninpwt | average |  average |}, . some __jsomaaspectsingd 0 - ng questions asked

3 - well ormed, | deviations i it e . someas 5 i some parts : many good o

4 S ngimd S goad q. c::tfnmnhgr qualitatively analysed | ¥ 000 KERRSNG oA | veau‘::;e L well :;Jne el + data/theory some aspects -1 %_somemwn’eﬁ,

5 detailed quite detailed, 3 ults explained | +theorylimits considerable experimental = “*”interesting overall clear, % :mmindngv supported| efficient incondlusive or too long

6 demonstrative | correct errursanalysed 'szpiamed conclusive | __or theoretical ; ﬁtsolutlm >< demonstrative _)(, T X -2 mdmplyinoonect or show i

jeep and mmprehenslble)ﬂglailed complex, »ﬁmpmdudble Well fitting, deviations | %ﬂsnderable experimental ater extent |+ complex concepts well e Sl overall efficient deep misconceptions
7 shows physical insight  completely testable| convincing analysis | analysed, conclusive | and theoretical . thanexpected | communicated Uiy

o ,.....Ma,
OPPONENT 'R

NWES:-)WM? )"{ﬁ"""‘""’“"{"&bs{mz )WI MM?J

L) {as)+29+(2])-0 )-(Z)

QUESTIONS ASKED OPPOSITION (SPEECH) ) DISCUSSION WITH REPORTER ANSWERS TO JURY and\
0 toofew, mostly irrelevant Undir::::lll:. of | relevant topics s opinlons | eation| Tme _ re;_;:am : own opinions -upp::erfs conductof  ioritisation | REVIEWER'S QUESTIONS
relevant, aimed at resolvlng pr ; : | pr l manag: W 2 tnp_lg_ . A _E!?S_E “ i FiTRcE SR Q — o concise and correct or
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