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Scale for Ranking
1= Poor (absent)
2= Unclear/ unnecessary details
3= Good; lacking some important details
4= Very good; missing few details
5= Excellent (clear, concise, detailed)





UCVM SURE Research Day: Abstract Evaluation Form
 

Abstract Author Name: 

Abstract Author’s Dept/Faculty: 

Final Score:  /20 
Reviewer Name: 

Grading Criteria
Introduction 	/5

· What is known and not known about the subject?
· Why is the study important?
· Does the abstract identify a clear objective and/or hypothesis?
Methods	/5

· Can you understand what was done?
· Can the methods be followed easily in a logical order?
· Does the abstract include study design, power or sample size calculation, and statistical methods, if appropriate?
· If the study is qualitative, please use the criteria below instead:
· Was the framework provided (e.g., template analysis, grounded theory)
· Were the sample (e.g., demographics, number of participants) and data collection methods (e.g. focus groups, questionnaires) described?
Results
· Are results presented with pertinent details?	/5

· In quantitative research, are summary statistics and/or other appropriate statistics provided (e.g., significance)?
· In qualitative research, do the results answer the research question concisely?
· If results are not yet available, are there appropriate hypotheses or anticipated outcomes?	/5

Discussion
· Is there a clear take-home message?
· Are conclusions made supported by the data presented?


Recommendation:	Poster Presentation	Oral Presentation
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