
YOUNG SCIENTIST EVALUATION FORM * 

(points 1 to 9 are filled out by contest participant) 

 

1) First name and surname    .................................................................... 

2) Institute      .................................................................... 

3) Date of birth     .................................................................... 

4) Author(s) of presentation    .................................................................... 

    ................................................................................................................................................... 

5) Title of presentation               .................................................................... 

    .................................................................................................................................................. 

6) Manner of presentation#     Oral    Poster 

7) Date and time of presentation   .................................................................... 

8) Session and room No.    ….………................................................... 

9) Session chairperson    .................................................................... 

 

 

*- under the age of 35  

# - mark where applicable 

 

 

 

 

       Contest participant’s signature 

 

       ....................................................... 

        

Krakow, date ............................................. 

 

 

 

 

  



EVALUATION 

( 1-5 points) 

a) Scientific and applicative value of the work  

 

b) Novelty of research methods and appropriate selection of research material  

 

c) Selection of statistical methods         

 

d) Novelty and correctness of scientific justifications  

 

e) Quality of answers to questions asked during discussion  

 

f) Manner of scientific work and slide presentation 

 

 

TOTAL OF POINTS: 

  

 

 

Recommendation to award contest participant (mark where applicable):  

□ Outstanding and certainly deserves to be awarded 

□ Good and deserves to be awarded 

□ Satisfactory and questionable whether deserves to be awarded  

□ No basis to be awarded 

 

Other information and comments: ............................................................................................... 

.......................................................................................................................................................

....................................................................................................................................................... 

....................................................................................................................................................... 

Chairperson of scientific session: 

First name and surname .................................................... 

Date and signature ………................................................. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


