Grading sheet for Microfluidics Project Report (2007)

Name(s):      
Technical Reviewer:       
Writing Reviewer:          

1. First draft –Writing Reviewer(10%) .

A: complete first draft, carefully prepared to be well-understood by the readers.

B: significant work, but significant revision needed.

C: incomplete descriptions, missing sections, unclear presentations make it hard to understand the content.
D: lack of effort: few results, few graphs, few discussion points. 
2. Critique (10%).

A: several helpful high-level suggestions (e.g., suggesting major restructuring, new figures, ...) plus probing questions (could your result be caused by...?), plus appropriate low-level comments (e.g., grammar).

B: at least one helpful high-level suggestion or probing question plus appropriate low-level  comments.

C: helpful low-level comments.

D: few helpful comments.
3. Clarity and Conciseness of Exposition (20%).

A: content of each paragraph is readable with clear, simple prose and appropriate use of technical language.  Each graph or table clearly supports the prose and has a meaningful title and/or caption.

B: content of report is readable with minor slips in clarity or a single unclear section. Some technical language may be inaccurate but does not impair meaning.  Graphs and tables have functional titles and/or captions.

C: repeated wordiness. Language is too informal or inaccurate for scientific writing. Descriptions of graphs and tables are weakly developed. Proofreading errors.

D: accumulation of stylistic errors that seriously interfere with report readability and/or missing figure titles and captions which makes it difficult to link prose to data. Numerous proofreading errors.
4. First draft –Technical Reviewer (10%).

A: complete first draft, no major technical errors, can be presented without significant revision.
B: good effort in experiment and writing, but significant revision needed before presentation. 
C: incomplete descriptions, missing sections, unclear presentations, hard to assess the technical content.
D: lack of effort: few results, few graphs, few discussion points. 
5. Experimental Design / Method (10%).

A: Experimental procedures were carefully and appropriately designed to test the given hypothesis with proper control experiment, and all the necessary experimental detail was clearly given in the methods section. 
B: Experimental procedures were appropriately designed with control, but further experimental details should be given or clarified in the method section.

C: Gaps in experimental design (inappropriate control, etc.) somewhat diminishes the significance of the result. / Method section lacks the critical information to evaluate the result. 
D: Experiment was poorly designed, which prevents one to draw any meaningful conclusions.  
6. Storyboarding (Selection of data) / Figures / Captions / General Clarity (10%)

A: Figures/Captions in the results section are well-prepared, clear, and key trends can be easily captured. No extraneous materials or figures were added.
B: Figures / Captions can be improved to increase the clarity. No extraneous materials were added, and all the figures shown are helping to make the conclusion.

C: Figures / Captions leave something to be desired, and extraneous materials were shown without serving any good purpose. 
D: Figures / Captions are not organized or processed and presented as is.
7. Data Analysis / Results and Discussion (20%).

A: Analysis of experimental result is free from technical error, and the results convincingly support the arguments / conclusions made in the report.

B: Analysis of experimental result is free from technical error, and the results are consistent with the arguments / conclusions made in the report.

C: Analysis of experimental results has minor technical errors, and/or the conclusions drawn are not supported by the data presented in the report.
D: major technical errors or too little technical content or too poorly written to assess technical content.
8. Overall Quality / Significance / Exceptional Effort (10%).

A: This report is exemplary, in terms of significance / thoroughness of the result, or exceptional efforts made by the team, or the creativity the team demonstrated in the project. 
B: This report is of a high quality, combining careful and thorough experimental design, experimentation, and analysis.

C: This report meets the standard of the project report. 
D: Only minimal efforts have been demonstrated to prepare this report. 



























