
 

 

Q2 Paper 

Weight of assessment in final grade: 30% 

Type of assessment: group 

Evaluator: Supervisors 

 

  Learning Outcome 
(numbers based on 
overall outcomes) 

Criteria 4-5 Insufficient 6 Sufficient 7-8 Good 9-10 Excellent Comments 

Communicate 

1.b Write an effective 
scientific report to 
communicate their 
research (relevance, 
methods, findings) 

Abstract 
 

The abstract is not clear or 
the abstract misses one or 
more key elements of the 
paper. 

The abstract contains all 
key elements and can 
generally be understood, 
but  some key aspects are 
unclear. 

The abstract can be 
easily understood and 
clearly summarizes all 
key points. 

The abstract is a 
convincing and easy to 
read summary of the 
paper. 

 

Structure and 
storyline  

Key sections and elements 
are not present or 
unclear.(Introduction, main 
question/aim, method, 
results, and 
discussion/conclusion) , 
or:Conclusion does not 
correspond to paper aim, or: 

Paragraphs appear 
disconnected.  

 

IKey elements and sections  
are present but 
occasionally lack expected 
information, or:   

(Elements of) the storyline 
are not aligned with aim or 
conclusion, or: 

Some paragraphs appear 
disconnected s,  

kKey elements and 
sections are present and 
contain the expected 
information 

Conclusions correspond 
well to the paper’s aim. 
generally well-
connected, subheadings 
are informative.  

The paper is optimally 
structured; Well-crafted 
storyline with effective 
paragraphs, moving 
from the aim to 
conclusion. Innovative 
aspects or valuable 
contributions of the 
research are 
highlighted. 

 

Argumenta-
tion and 
reference use 

 

Claims are unsupported. 
References may be lacking 
and/or paraphrases are too 

Occasionally, information 
is not well supported by 
references or well 

 
 
Claims are well 
supported by 

Claims are well 
supported, and 
(methodological) 
choices are well argued 



close to the original. 

 

paraphrased.  references. Critical 
comparison of sources 
may be lacking. 

 

for. References are 
critically discussed 
where needed. 

 

Language and 
style 

 

Difficult to follow because of 
language/grammatical errors 
and poor style (language 
lacks conciseness and clarity). 

Content is comprehensible 
but readability issues may 
occur. 

Grammar and spelling are 
sufficient; a few errors 
may occur.  

 

Clear and precise 
academic style, concise 
and easily readable. 
Overall correct grammar 
and spelling. 

 

Convincing, clear, and 
attractive language and 
style, easy to read. 

No editing for grammar 
and spelling, required.  

 

Figures, 
tables and 
format 

Use of figures/tables is 
incorrect or unclear. 
 
Format/lay-out may hinder 
readability; reference list 
contains many errors. 

Minor aspects of figures 
and tables can be 
improved 

Format / lay-out is clear 
and according to the 
selected journal’s 
guidelines, reference list 
may contain minor errors. 

Use of figures and 
tables is correct and 
clear; they are properly 
referred to in the text. 

Format / lay-out is 
consistent and 
according to the 
selected journal's 
guidelines, reference list 
is flawless. 

Figures and tables are 
self-explanatory and 
well-integrated into the 
text. They support the 
paper’s storyline.  

 

 

1.d. Provide critical 
and constructive 
feedback on scientific 
reports. 

 

Feedback Feedback is vague, minimal, 
or overly critical. Misses key 
issues or lacks useful 
suggestions.  

Feedback is basic or 
general. Covers some 
relevant points but lacks 
clarity, detail, or 
constructiveness. 

Gives relevant and 
generally clear 
feedback. Points out 
strengths and issues, 
but with less depth or 
consistency. 

Gives precise, well-
argued, and 
constructive feedback. 
Identifies key strengths 
and weaknesses with 
clear suggestions. 

 

Collaborate 

2.b.  Process 
management: plan, 
schedule and 
execute the 
research project. 

Process 
management 

The group provides no clear 
plan or timeline, executes 
poorly, and shows minimal 
initiative. 

The group provides a basic 
plan and timeline, and 
shows moderate 
responsibility. 

The group provides a 
clear, realistic plan, , 
and manages time well. 

The group excels in 
planning and execution, 
and demonstrates 
strong autonomy. 

 

Research 

3.a. Develop research 
plan and gather the 
right tools and 
knowledge to 
complete their 

Research 
plan 
formulation 

The method section is 
unclearly formulated, overly 
broad, or not effectively 
addressing the research 

The method section may 
require further refinement 
to effectively address the 
research topic. 

The method section is 
relevant to the research 
question and 
demonstrates an 
understanding of the 

The method section, is 
relevant to address the 
question and shows a 
deep understanding of 

 



project topic. research area. the research area. 

3.b. Critically evaluate 
research strategies, 
and if necessary, 
modify and adapt 
these strategies 

Critical 
thinking on 
strategies, 
adaptability 

Discussion of the paper 
struggles with identifying 
problems, or struggles with 
finding solutions   

Discussion of the paper 
touches upon scientific 
challenges but only to 
some extent, and/or 
important points are 
missed. 

Discussion of the paper 
demonstrates a good 
understanding of 
problem .  

Discussion of the paper 
identifies key scientific 
challenges and provides 
insightful on next steps 
where possible. 

 

3.c Plan and (if 
possible) conduct 
an experiment 
based on research. 

Implementati
on 

No results are described or 
what is described does not 
align with the paper.  

Basic summary of 
experiments is given but 
lacks depth.  

Results are clearly 
written and 
experiments contribute 
to the hypothesis.  

An exceptionally 
insightful and 
comprehensive results 
section describing the 
outcome in a clear and 
concise manner 

 

3.d Analyse outcome 
of an experiment 

Data analysis Fails to include essential data 
and virtually no data analysis.  

Report includes the 
required sections but with 
limited detail, several 
mistakes or is unclear. 

A clear and well-
structured data analysis. 
Graphs and other 
visualizations contain no 
errors. 

Provides an 
exceptionally well-
crafted data analysis 
including insights and 
description of limits. 
Shares the exact right 
amount of data to 
support the discussion.  

 

3.e. Apply research 
ethics around 
reproducibility, data 
management and 
integrity 

Ethics Limited description of these 
sections or unclear about 
importance.  

Partial description of data 
management and 
reproducibility. Lacks 
completeness. 

Effective description of 
supports for 
reproducibility, and data 
management.  

Exceptional description 
of elements of 
reproducibility and data 
management and 
demonstrating strong 
research integrity 

 

3f. Understand 
processes involved 
with institutional 
reviews, grant 
applications and 
scientific 
publications. 

Publishing Cover letter and rebuttal to peer feedback are unclear Cover letter is clear and concise; rebuttal is 
thorough and thoughtful. 

 

Reflect 
4.b. Ask for 

constructive 
feedback from 

Feedback Suggestions are not 
responded to. Or students 
failed to provide their report 

Students made limited use 
of feedback and are overly 
defensive 

Students have used 
feedback in a thoughtful 
way and followed 

Students have clearly 
thought on feedback to 
generate new insights 

 



peers. in a timely fashion to receive 
feedback.  

suggestions  for improvement. They 
have well-reasoned 
discussion of why 
they've made the 
choices they’ve made.  

 


