NC APS Poster Competition Score Sheet
Presentations are judged on how well the research is described and the results presented, quality of
research, interpretation of results, visual appeal of the poster, and interaction with audience. Judge
Instructions: Circle your rating (5 = excellent; 4 = very good; 3 = good; 2 = poor; and 1 = unsatisfactory).

A total of 105 points may be awarded for the poster.

Presenter Name: Poster #:
Title of Poster:

1. Presentation Quality (0-30 points)

a. Introduction and background clearly described: 112|3|4]|5
b. Clearly and concisely explains methods and materials: 1(2(3|4|5
c. Data clearly and concisely presented: 112|3|4]5
d. Graphs clearly illustrate data and are labeled: 1(2(3|4|5
e. References used: 1(2(3|4|5
f. Professionali;m (speaki_ng and _actin_g ina manner appropriate for 11213als
a business setting) when interacting with audience:

2. Originality and Quality of Research (0-25 points)
a. Research emphasized rationale: 112|3(4]5
b. Objectives clearly described: 1/2(3(4]|5
c. Research designed to meet objectives: 112|3(4]5
d. Research included a new idea or approach: 1/2(3(4]|5
e. Relationship of objective to research design and approach clearly
communicated when interacting with audience: 112]3]415

3. Interpretation of the Results (0-25 points)
a. Appropriate experimental design: 112(3(4]|5
b. Appropriate and accurate data analysis: 112|3|4|5
c. Statistical significance of results pointed out: 1/2(3(4]|5
d. Conclusions and significance of findings clearly communicated: 112|3|4|5
e. Rgsults and overall findings clearly communicated in discussion with 11213lals
audience:

4. Visual Appeal (0-25 points)
a. Easily read by the audience, large enough font: 1/2(3(4]|5
b. Easy to follow the sequence of the content: 112|3|4]5
c. Important materials emphasized: 1{2(3(4]|5
d. Avoided overly-complex tables and graphics: 112|3|4]5
e. Sufficient “white-space” provided between components: 1/12(3(4]|5

Total score (0-105)
Comments for improvement, to be shared with the presenter (required by judges):

Ranking of Presentation (to be completed by award chairperson)



