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	Your Score (0-4)
	
	

	
	Criterion 1: Context & Interest
	· Concisely articulate key evidence leading to hypothesis

· Clearly state question/hypothesis you are testing and how the proposed experiment will address the hypothesis

· Maintain readers interest
· Well-supported societal/scientific significance of proposed study

	
	Criterion 2: Experimental Design/Data Presentation
	· Concisely describe experimental approach and controls

· Explain data clearly in QMOC format including a discussion of controls

· Prioritize data and only include most relevant findings

· Consider all sources of evidence (class data, published papers, observations)

· Include appropriate supporting data figure to illustrate findings  

	
	Criterion 3: Evaluation & Analysis of Data  
	· Evaluate/analyze data rather than simply presenting data
· Discuss whether the results support hypothesis
· Draw connections between different sources of data

· Recognize ways that the data may be limiting, unreliable

· Construct arguments based on data rather than speculation/hunches

· Avoid over or understating conclusions

· Identify holes in the evidence and suggest future experiments to alleviate questions

· Include informative supporting model/schematic to communicate how you think HAC1 is acting (based on the literature/your data)

· Acknowledge weaknesses in your argument or consider alternate hypotheses


	
	Criterion 4: 

Written Communication
	· Follow instructions regarding format

· Informative title

· Clearly and concisely articulated argument, presented in logical order without irrelevant information,

· Appropriate citing of ideas/existing knowledge

· Correct punctuation/spelling and grammar

· Correct use of scientific nomenclature

· Proper transitions/paragraph structure

· Effective use of data figure & model figure

· Appropriate scientific tone for an abstract

	
	TOTAL

SCORE 

(out of 16)
	


Abstract Writer _________________
 
Team Color:  Y     G     B
   R  
Section:  AA    AB    AC 

Rating Scale (0-4) for Each Criterion

0 :  Not enough mastery of this criterion to be functional in college level work 

1 :  Some sense of what this criterion is but still some major problems (e.g. , an abstract that states the question being asked but does not provide a logical argument for why the study was performed) 
2 :  Functional success with this criterion, but with clear identifiable limitations (e.g. results are presented, but only a superficial interpretation of the data or lack of emphasis on important findings)
3 : Functional success with this criterion, with only minor problems (e.g., experimental approach described clearly but inappropriate interpretation of one of the controls, or data figure difficult for reader to interpret)
4:  Full success with this criterion (e.g. effective use of space to emphasize key points, insightful discussion of how results influence possible models of HAC function)

	A.  Overall Strengths




	B.  Weaknesses and specific points to be addressed:




