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Department of Name of the Department
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/RUB							
Academic Year: 2024-2025							Semester: 
Subject code & Name: 							Class / Sec: 
RUBRICS FOR THE PROJECT ASSESSMENT
	Zeroth Review: Project Coordinator
	Evaluation criteria
	Marks allotted

	Problem Identification (20)
	Good Identification
 (16-20)
	Moderate  Identification  (11-15)
	Need to be improved  
(0-10)

	Objective and Scope of the Project Work (30)
	     Clearly defined
(24-30)
	Moderately defined
(16-23)
	Need to be improved  
(0-15)

	Literature Relevancy to the Topic (30)
	Good Identification
 (24-30)
	Moderate Identification
(16-23)
	Need to be improved
 (0-15)

	Literature Gap Analysis 
(20)
	Good Identification
(16-20)
	Moderate Identification
(11-15)
	Need to be improved
(0-10)



Zeroth Review: Supervisor
	Evaluation criteria
	Marks allotted

	Teamwork and interest in work
 (20)
	Good (16-20)
	Moderate (11-15)
	Lack of teamwork 
(0-10) 

	Completion of allotted work (30)
	Good (24-30) 
	Moderate (16-23) 
	Delay in completion 
(0-15)

	Drafting of documents and reports (30)
	Good (24-30) 
	Moderate (16-23) 
	Needs to be improved  (0-15)

	Periodical discussion with the Supervisor (20)
	Good (16-20)
	Moderate (11-15)
	Lack of interaction 
(0-10) 






REVIEW I: Project Coordinator
	Evaluation criteria
	Marks allotted

	
Mix Design/ Proportions/ Algorithms (30)
	Detailed and innovative mix design/Algorithm/ Proposed methodology; all calculations are accurate and optimized (24-30)
	Mix design/ algorithm/Proposed methodology is clear but lacks innovation; calculations are accurate (18-23)
	Mix design/algorithm/Proposed methodology is present but incomplete or poorly justified (12-18)
	Inadequate or inappropriate mix design/algorithm/Proposed methodology, with several calculation errors
(0-11)

	Experimental/ Coding  
 (30)
	Rigorous and well-executed experiments or coding; proper use of equipment or tools; thoroughly documented
(24-30)
	Experiments or coding executed with minor errors; generally well-documented
(18-23)
	Experiments or coding are basic, with some noticeable mistakes or gaps in documentation (12-18)
	Incomplete or incorrect experiments/coding; major gaps in execution or documentation Need to be improved
(0-11)

	Results
(40)

	Comprehensive analysis of results, clearly linked to objectives; interpretation is insightful
(32-40)
	Results are analyzed with clear links to objectives but lack depth in interpretation
(24-31)
	Basic analysis of results with some link to objectives; lacks detailed interpretation
(16-23)
	Results are either missing or poorly analyzed, with little connection to objectives
(0-15)


REVIEW I: Supervisor
	Evaluation criteria
	Marks allotted

	Problem-Solving Approach : (25)

	Student consistently demonstrated an innovative and analytical approach to problem-solving (20-25)
	Demonstrated a good problem-solving approach but lacked depth in some areas
 (15-19)
	Problem-solving approach was basic, with limited analysis (10-14)
	Weak problem-solving approach, relied heavily on guidance or missed key issues (<10)

	Initiative and Self-Motivation: (25)
	Highly self-motivated, consistently took initiative, and worked independently
 (20-25)
	Showed good motivation and independence but required occasional direction
(15-19)
	Showed some initiative but needed regular guidance
(10-14)
	Lacked motivation and required frequent prompting and direction 
(<10)

	Progress and Time Management: (25)
	Consistently met deadlines with well-organized progress; managed time effectively
(20-25)
	Generally met deadlines, but some delays or disorganization in time management
(15-19)
	Some difficulty meeting deadlines or managing time effectively
(10-14)
	Frequently missed deadlines or failed to manage time effectively 
(<10)

	Drafting of Documents and Report: (25)
	Documents and reports are exceptionally well-drafted, clear, and comprehensive; shows attention to detail
(20-25)
	Documents and reports are exceptionally well-drafted, clear, and comprehensive; shows attention to detail
(15-19)
	Documents and reports are exceptionally well-drafted, clear, and comprehensive; shows attention to detail
(10-14)
	Documents and reports are exceptionally well-drafted, clear, and comprehensive; shows attention to detail 
(<10)



REVIEW II: Project Coordinator
	Evaluation criteria
	Marks allotted

	Variables/ Controls/ Sample size (20)
	Variables have been identified, controls are appropriate, in place, and explained. Sample size is appropriate and explained (16-20)
	Variables have been identified, controls are appropriate and in place. Sample size is appropriate (11-15)
	Missing one variable or control. Sample size is not considered (0-10)

	Results (20)
	Proper use of the SI System. Adequate number of trials/sample size/Experimentation results. Appropriate use of photos/charts/graphs to display data (16-20)
	Use of the SI System. Adequate number of trials/sample size/Experimentation results. Some use of photos/charts/graphs to display data (11-15)
	Use of the non-SI System. Poor number of trials/sample size/Experimentation results. Poor use of photos/charts/ graphs to display data (<11)

	Analysis and conclusions (20)
	Conclusions are supported by the data. Sources of error have been considered. Explanation is made for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Experimental meaning is conveyed and reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is made. (16-20)  
	Conclusions are supported by the data. Some sources of error have been considered. Explanation is made for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is made. (11-15)
	Conclusions are not supported by the data. A few sources of error have been considered. Explanation is attempted for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. The reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is poor. (<11)

	PowerPoint (5)
	PowerPoint is clear, concise and short bullets are used to make statements. Graphics are used in an appropriate manner  (4-5)
	PowerPoint is clear, concise and short bullets are used to make statements. Graphics are used in a good manner (2-3)
	PowerPoint is unclear, and moderately long bullets are used to make statements. Graphics are used in a fair manner (<2)

	Viva (10)
	Students display a high level of subject knowledge from research and the process of completing the experiment. Students can extrapolate from the experiment. Students speak clearly (8-10)
	Students display a moderate level of subject knowledge from research and the process of completing the experiment. Students speak clearly (6-7)

	Students display a low level of subject knowledge from research and the process of completing the experiment. Students speak unclearly (<6)

	Presentation (10)
	Each student speaks loudly and clearly, using appropriate grammar and is able to present background knowledge in a succinct manner (8-10)
	Each student speaks clearly, using good grammar and is able to present background knowledge in a clear manner (6-7)

	Each student speaks using moderate grammar and is able to present background knowledge in a somewhat clear manner (<6)

	Level of Difficulty/ Creativity (10)
	Problem is conceptually intricate/requires extra effort and involves a creative approach.
(8-10)
	Problem requires extra effort and involves a creative approach.
(6-7)
	Problem requires little effort and involves a less-than-creative approach.
(<6)

	Works Cited (5)
	All the references are cited in specified format and referenced throughout the book and presentation.
(4-5)
	Some references are cited and referenced through- out the book and presentation
.(2-3)
	Only a few references are cited and referenced throughout the paper and presentation
(<2)



REVIEW II: Supervisor
	Evaluation criteria
	Marks allotted

	Variables/ Controls/ Sample size (20)
	Variables have been identified, controls are appropriate, in place, and explained. Sample size is appropriate and explained.
(16-20)
	Variables have been identified, controls are appropriate and in place. Sample size is appropriate.
(11-15)
	Missing one variable or control. Sample size is not considered.
(0-10)

	Results (20)
	Proper use of the SI System. Adequate number of trials/sample size/Experimentation results. Appropriate use of photos/charts/graphs to display data. (16-20)
	Use of the SI System. Adequate number of trials/sample size/Experimentation results. Some use of photos/charts/graphs to display data.
(11-15)
	Use of the non-SI System. Poor number of trials/sample size/Experimentation results. Poor use of photos/charts/ graphs to display data. (<11)


	Analysis and conclusions (20)

	Conclusions are supported by the data. Sources of error have been considered. Explanation is made for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Experimental meaning is conveyed and reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is made. (16-20)
	Conclusions are supported by the data. Some sources of error have been considered. Explanation is made for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is made.
 (11-15)
	Conclusions are not supported by the data. A few sources of error have been considered. Explanation is attempted for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is poor. (<11)

	Teamwork and project documentation (20)

	Collaborates and communicates in a group situation and exchange the views with each other’s is very good. Well proofread Clear and easy to understand Graphs and diagrams used appropriately (16-20))
	Exchange some views but requires guidance to collaborate with others. Some errors in spelling and Grammar Readable Graphs and diagrams not used appropriately. 
(11-15)
	Make little or no attempt to collaborate in a group situation. Frequent errors in spelling and grammar Mostly readable, but a few points are hard to understand Graphs and diagrams not represented (<11)

	Regularity (20)
	Reports to the guide is regular and consistent in the work (16-20)
	Report to guide and lack of consistency in the work (11-15)
	Irregular and inconsistent in the work (<11)



                  Project Coordinator						                   HOD
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Department of Name of the Department
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/SPB							Date
Batch			:
Class /Sec		:						
Project Coordinator	:

					STUDENT PROJECT BATCHES
The following batches are formed for the based on the students’ willingness to complete their final year Project Work. The students must stick on the review schedule prescribed by the project coordinator. Students may have three reviews (including zeroth review) and are assessed by the Project Supervisor and Project Coordinator based on the rubrics prescribed for each review.

	Batch No.
	Register number
	Name of the Student
	Signature of the Student

	1
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	3
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	.
.
.
	
	
	

	n
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



n – Total no. of batches


Project Coordinator							HoD
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Department of Name of the Department
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/SS							Date

Batch			:
Class /Sec		:						
Project Coordinator	:

					SUPERVISOR’S SPECIALIZATION
The final year students are asked to go through the available project supervisor’s specialization and give the three choices for individual batch. The project supervisor will be allocated based on students’ project domain and project supervisor’s specialization. The final confirmation list will be approved by the Head of the Department by considering the students’ willingness and project nature.

	S. No.
	Name of the Faculty
	Designation
	Specialization

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



  

Project Coordinator							HoD


Copy to: 
Department Notice Board
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Department of Name of the Department
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/AoS													Date
Batch			:
Class /Sec		:						
Project Coordinator	:
ALLOCATION OF SUPERVISOR
	Based on the students’ choice and their project domain, the following project supervisor list has been finalized for the Project Work. Students are advised to meet the Supervisor periodically to proceed with their project work. 
	Batch No.
	Register No.
	Name of the Student
	Project Supervisor
	Title of the Project

	1
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	3
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	n
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


n – No. of batches
  
Project Coordinator							                                               HoD
Copy to: Department Notice Board
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Department of Name of the Department
          	Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/ZR/SAR											Date
Course Code/Name of the Course:
Supervisor Assessment Report 

	Review             : Zeroth Review 
	Date of Review                     : 

	Batch Number:
	Name of the Supervisor      :


	Rubrics
	Reviewer comments
	Marks

	Teamwork and interest in work (20)
1. Good (16-20)
2. Moderate (11-15)
3. Lack of teamwork (0-10) 
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Completion of allotted work (30)
1. Good (24-30) 
2. Moderate (16-23) 
3. Delay in completion (0-15)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Drafting of documents and reports (30)
1. Good (24-30) 
2. Moderate (16-23) 
3. Needs to be improved (0-15)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Periodical discussion with the Supervisor (20)
1. Good (16-20)
2. Moderate (11-15)
3. Lack of interaction (0-10) 
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Suggestions/ corrections / any other remarks:  ------
100
Student 3
------
100
Student 2
------
100
Student 1

.

Previous review suggestions are implemented: Yes/No (If yes, attach the proof)
This form is mandatory for attending the first review














Signature of the Supervisor                                                                   	                                HoD
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Department of Name of the Department
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/ZR/PCAR											Date
Course Code/Name of the Course:
Project Coordinator Assessment Report 
	Review             : Zeroth Review 
	Date of Review                                       : 

	Batch Number:
	Name of the Supervisor                        :

	Name of the Student & Register No.:	
1.
2.
3.
Title of the project:
	Name of the Project Coordinator        :


	Rubrics
	Project Coordinator comments
	Marks

	Problem Identification (20)
1. Good Identification (16-20)
2. Moderate Identification (11-15)
3. Need to be improved (0-10)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Objective and Scope of the Project Work (30)
1. Clearly defined (24-30)
2. Moderately defined (16-23)
3. Need to be improved (0-15)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Literature Relevancy to the Topic (30)
1. Good Identification (24-30)
2. Moderate Identification (16-23)
3. Need to be improved (0-15)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Literature Gap Analysis (20)
1. Good Identification (24-30)
2. Moderate Identification (16-23)
3. Need to be improved (0-15)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Suggestions/ corrections / any other remarks:  ------
100
Student 3
------
100
Student 2
------
100
Student 1



Previous review suggestions are implemented: Yes/No (If yes, attach the proof)
This form is mandatory for attending the first review

















Signature of the Project Coordinator                              Signature of the Supervisor              	                                HoD
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Department of Name of the Department
Consolidated Mark list: Zeroth Review
     Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/ZR/CML											Date
     Batch			:
Class /Sec			:
Course Code/Name		:
Date of review		:						
Project Coordinator	:
	Batch No.
	Register Number
	Name of the Student
	Name of the Supervisor
	Review Mark 

	
	
	
	
	Project Supervisor (100)
	Project Coordinator (100)
	Ave. mark (100)
	Review mark           (out of 20)

	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	.
.
.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	n
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


                  n – No. of batches
               
Project Coordinator												HoD











[image: A white sign with blue text

AI-generated content may be incorrect.]Form AC– FYP08


Department of Name of the Department
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/FR/SAR											Date
Course Code/Name of the Course:
Supervisor Assessment Report 

	Review             : First Review 
	Date of Review               : 

	Batch Number:
	Name of the Supervisor:

	Name of the Student & Register No:	
1.
2.
3.
Title of the project:
	


	Rubrics
	Supervisor comments
	Marks

	Problem-Solving Approach: (25)
1. Student consistently demonstrated an innovative and analytical approach to problem-solving (20-25)
2. Demonstrated a good problem-solving approach but lacked depth in some areas (15-19)
3. Problem-solving approach was basic, with limited analysis (10-14)
4. Weak problem-solving approach, relied heavily on guidance or missed key issues (<10)
	
	Student 1 

	
	
	Student 2 

	
	
	Student 3 

	Initiative and Self-Motivation: (25)
1. Highly self-motivated, consistently took initiative, and worked independently (20-25)
2. Showed good motivation and independence but required occasional direction (15-19)
3. Showed some initiative but needed regular guidance (10-14)
4. Lacked motivation and required frequent prompting and direction (<10)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Progress and Time Management: (25)
1. Consistently met deadlines with well-organized progress; managed time effectively (20-25)
2. Generally met deadlines, but some delays or disorganization in time management (15-19)
3. Some difficulty meeting deadlines or managing time effectively (10-14)
4. Frequently missed deadlines or failed to manage time effectively (<10)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Drafting of Documents and Report: (25)
1. Documents and reports are exceptionally well-drafted, clear, and comprehensive; show attention to detail (20-25)
2. Documents and reports are exceptionally well-drafted, clear, and comprehensive; show attention to detail (15-19)
3. Documents and reports are exceptionally well-drafted, clear, and comprehensive; show attention to detail (10-14)
4. Documents and reports are exceptionally well-drafted, clear, and comprehensive; show attention to detail (<10)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Suggestions/ corrections / any other remarks:  


------
100
Student 3



------
100
Student 2



------
100
Student 1





This form is mandatory for attending Second review.




Signature of the Supervisor                                                                                	HoD















[image: A white sign with blue text

AI-generated content may be incorrect.]Form AC– FYP09


Department of Name of the Department
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/FR/PCAR											Date
Course Code/Name of the Course:
Project Coordinator Assessment Report 
	Review             : First Review 
	Date of Review                                : 

	Batch Number:
	Name of the Supervisor                 : 

	Name of the Student & Roll No:	
1.
2.
3.
	Name of the Project Coordinator :

	Title of the project:
	



	Rubrics
	Reviewer comments
	Marks

	Mix Design/ Proportions/ Algorithms (30)
4. Detailed and innovative mix design or algorithm or Proposed methodology; all calculations are accurate and optimized (24-30)
5. Mix design or algorithm or Proposed methodology is clear but lacks innovation; calculations are accurate (18-23)
6. Mix design/algorithm/Proposed methodology is present but incomplete or poorly justified (12-18)
7. Inadequate or inappropriate mix design/algorithm/ Proposed methodology, with several calculation errors (0-11)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Experimental/ Coding (30)
1. Rigorous and well-executed experiments or coding; proper use of equipment or tools; thoroughly documented (24-30)
2. Experiments or coding executed with minor errors; generally well-documented (18-23)
3. Experiments or coding are basic, with some noticeable mistakes or gaps in documentation (12-18) 
4. Incomplete or incorrect experiments/coding; major gaps in execution or documentation Need to be improved (0-11)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Results (40)
1. Comprehensive analysis of results, clearly linked to objectives; interpretation is insightful (32-40)
2. Results are analyzed with clear links to objectives but lack depth in interpretation (24-31) 
3. Basic analysis of results with some link to objectives; lacks detailed interpretation (16-23) 
4. Results are either missing or poorly analyzed, with little connection to objectives (0-15)
	
	Student 1

	
	
	Student 2

	
	
	Student 3

	Suggestions/ corrections / any other remarks:  
------
100
Student 3 

------
100
Student 2 

------
100
Student 1


.
Previous review suggestions are implemented: Yes/No (If yes, attach the proof)
This form is mandatory for attending the Second review









Signature of the Project Coordinator                    	                Signature of the Supervisor                   	                                HoD
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Department of Name of the Department
Consolidated Mark list: First Review
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/FR/CML											Date
   Batch			:
Class /Sec		:
Course Code/Name	:
Date of review	:						
Project Coordinator	:
	Batch No.
	Register Number
	Name of the Student
	Name of the Supervisor
	Review Mark 

	
	
	
	
	Project Supervisor (100)
	Project Coordinator (100)
	Ave. mark (100)
	Review mark                              (out of 20)

	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	.
.
.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	n
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


                  n – No. of batches
               
Project Coordinator												HoD
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Department of Name of the Department
         Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/SR/SAR											Date
         Course code/ Name of the Course:
Supervisor Assessment Report 

	Review: II 
	Date of Review                               : 
	      Name of the Student & Register No:	
      1 (A).
      2 (B).
      3 (C).

	Batch Number:
	Name of the Supervisor                :
	

	Title of the project:
	Name of the Project Coordinator:
	


	Rubrics
	Guide comments
	Marks

	Variables/ Controls/ Sample size (20)
1. Variables have been identified, controls are appropriate, in place, and explained. Sample size is appropriate and explained. (16-20)
2. Variables have been identified, controls are appropriate and in place. Sample size is appropriate. (11-15)
3. Missing one variable or control. Sample size is not considered. (0-10)
	
	Student 1 (A)

	
	
	Student 2 (B)

	
	
	Student 3 (C)

	Results (20)
1. Proper use of the SI System. Adequate number of trials/sample size/Experimentation results. Appropriate use of photos/charts/graphs to display data.(16-20)
2. Use of the SI System. Adequate number of trials/sample size. Some use of photos/charts/graphs to display data. (11-15)
3. Use of the non-SI System. Poor number of trials/sample size. Poor use of photos/charts/ graphs to display data. (<11)
	
	Student 1 (A)

	
	
	Student 2 (B)

	
	
	Student 3 (C)

	Analysis and conclusions (20)
1. Conclusions are supported by the data. Sources of error have been considered. Explanation is made for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Experimental meaning is conveyed and reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is made. (16-20)  
2. Conclusions are supported by the data. Some sources of error have been considered. Explanation is made for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is made. (11-15)
3. Conclusions are not supported by the data. A few sources of error have been considered. Explanation is attempted for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is poor. (<11)
	
	Student 1 (A)

	
	
	Student 2 (B)

	
	
	Student 3 (C)

	Team work and project documentation (20)
1. Collaborates and communicates in a group situation and exchange the views with each other’s is very good. Well proofread Clear and easy to understand Graphs and diagrams used appropriately (16-20))
2. Exchange some views but requires guidance to collaborate with others. Some errors in spelling and Grammar Readable Graphs and diagrams not used appropriately (11-15)
3. Make little or no attempt to collaborate in a group situation. Frequent errors in spelling and grammar Mostly readable, but a few points are hard to understand Graphs and diagrams not represented (<11)
	
	Student 1 (A)

	
	
	Student 2 (B)

	
	
	Student 3 (C)

	Regularity (20)
1. Reports to the guide is regularly and consistent in the work (16-20)
2. Report to guide and lack of consistent in the work (11-15)
3. Irregular and inconsistent in the work (<11)
	
	Student 1 (A)

	
	
	Student 2 (B)

	
	
	Student 3 (C)

	Suggestions/ corrections / any other remarks:  



This form is mandatory for attending Viva
	
	



Marks (100):  
	Register No.
	Name of the student
	Marks (100)

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


		

        



Signature of the Supervisor                      			      HoD
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Department of Name of the Department
Ref.: MCE/Dept. Name/AY/SEM/FYP/SR/PCAR											Date
Course code/ Name of the Course:
Project Coordinator Assessment Report 
	              Review: II 
	Date of Review               : 
	        Name of the Student & Register No:
        1 (A).
        2 (B).
        3 (C).

	              Batch Number:
	Name of the Supervisor:
	

	              Title of the project:
	Name of the Project Coordinator:
	



	Rubrics
	Reviewer comments
	Marks

	Variables/ Controls/ Sample size (20)
1. Variables have been identified, controls are appropriate, in place, and explained. Sample size is appropriate and explained. (16-20)
2. Variables have been identified, controls are appropriate and in place. Sample size is appropriate. (11-15)
3. Missing one variable or control. Sample size is not considered. (0-10)
	
	Student 1A

	
	
	Student 2B

	
	
	Student 3C

	Results (20)
1. Proper use of the SI System. Adequate number of trials/sample size/Experimentation results. Appropriate use of photos/charts/graphs to display data.(16-20)
2. Use of the SI System. Adequate number of trials/sample size. Some use of photos/charts/graphs to display data. (11-15)
3. Use of the non-SI System. Poor number of trials/sample size. Poor use of photos/charts/ graphs to display data. (<11)
	
	Student 1A

	
	
	Student 2B

	
	
	Student 3C

	Analysis and conclusions (20)
1. Conclusions are supported by the data. Sources of error have been considered. Explanation is made for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Experimental meaning is conveyed and reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is made. (16-20)  
2. Conclusions are supported by the data. Some sources of error have been considered. Explanation is made for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is made. (11-15)
3. Conclusions are not supported by the data. A few sources of error have been considered. Explanation is attempted for how or why the hypothesis was supported or rejected. Reflection of what was learned and how it could be made better is poor. (<11)
	
	Student 1A

	
	
	Student 2B

	
	
	Student 3C

	PowerPoint (5)
1. PowerPoint is clear, concise and short bullets are used to make statements. Graphics are used in an appropriate manner. (4-5)
2. PowerPoint is clear, concise and short bullets are used to make statements. Graphics are used in a good manner. (2-3)
3. PowerPoint is unclear, and moderately long bullets are used to make statements. Graphics are used in a fair manner. (<2)
	
	Student 1A

	
	
	Student 2B

	
	
	Student 3C

	Viva (10)
1. Students display a high level of subject knowledge from research and the process of completing the experiment. Students can extrapolate from the experiment. Students speak clearly. (8-10)
2. Students display a moderate level of subject knowledge from research and the process of completing the experiment. Students speak clearly. (6-7)
3. Students display a low level of subject knowledge from research and the process of completing the experiment. Students speak unclearly. (<6)
	
	Student 1A

	
	
	Student 2B

	
	
	Student 3C

	Presentation (10)
1. Each student speaks loudly and clearly, using appropriate grammar and is able to present background knowledge in a succinct manner. (8-10)
2. Each student speaks clearly, using good grammar and is able to present background knowledge in a clear manner. (6-7)
3. Each student speaks using moderate gram- mar and is able to present background knowledge in a some- what clear manner. (<6)
	
	Student 1A

	
	
	Student 2B

	
	
	Student 3C

	Level of Difficulty/ Creativity (10)
1. Problem is conceptually intricate/requires extra effort and involves a creative approach. (8-10)
2. Problem requires extra effort and involves a creative approach. (6-7)
3. Problem requires little effort and involves a less-than-creative approach. (<6)
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	Works Cited (5)
1. All the references are cited in specified format and referenced throughout the book and presentation. (4-5)
2. Some references are cited and referenced through- out the book and presentation. (2-3)
3. Only a few references are cited and referenced throughout the paper and presentation. (<2)
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	Student 2B

	
	
	Student 3C

	Suggestions/ corrections / any other remarks:  

.
Previous review suggestions are implemented: Yes/No (If yes, attach the proof)
This form is mandatory for attending the viva
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