Report Rubric

Table 1:
Section 50-40 pts 40-30 pts 30-20 pts 20-0 pts
Introduction o D . . . o .
Answers the question * Answers the question “What theory/hypothe- Answers the question “What theory/hypothe- Mentions what the experimentis ¢ Itis difficult to tell from the intro-
a "What sis is being tested?” sufficiently that a person sis is being tested?” sufficiently that a person about. duction what the experiment is
a . . .
theorv/hvpothesis is who did not perform the experiment would who was part of your experiment group would Gives some background. about.
DA understand. understand. o Littl back d ided
being tested?" ittle or no background provided.
* Gives enough background so that the report Gives enough background so that the exper-
makes sense as a stand-alone document. iment report makes sense to someone who
o Tells the reader what your theory/hypothesis knows the experiment topic well.
predicts for the outcome of your experiment.
Experimental Setup . . o . . . D . . . S .
Answers the question | This section answers the question “What did This section answers the question “What did Major points of the procedure are ¢ Itis difficult to tell what you did
"What did d do?" you do?” sufficiently so a non-expert can un- you do?” sufficiently so your experiment part- listed from your description
atdid you dos derstand what was done. ner could understand what was done.

Describe the entire procedure and setup, in-
dicating any deviations from your plan and
explaining why those deviations were neces-
sary.

All uncertainties associated with measure-

ments were reported.

Where appropriate, a figure has been used to
describe the experimental setup. The figure
has a detailed caption.

Tells where you deviated from the plan

Some of the uncertainties associated with
measurements were reported.

Where appropriate, a figure has been used to
describe the experimental setup. The figure
has a caption that is lacking detail.

Uncertainties associated with
measurements were not re-
ported.

No figure was used to descibe the
experimental setup.

Continued on next page



Table 1: (Continued)

Section 50-40 pts 40-30 pts 30-20 pts 20-0 pts
Results and Analysis
Answers the ques‘zon Each measured value is given with units. * Each measured value is given with units. * Measured values are given but e Itisnot clear what you measured
"What did you Each measured value is given with agood es- ¢ Each value is given with an estimate of uncer- CLNIGIIh T 0 or what your analsis was.
TicaeE?” fml timate of uncertainty. tainty. No figures/tables to present data
"What analysis did The data is presented in a way that is easy for ¢ Presentation of data using tables/plots is or very poorly crafted figures.
you perform?" the reader to find and read. Plots and tables present but quality could be better. No cap- Uncertainty analysis is missing or
have detailed captions and plots have axes tioning of figures and/or plots without axes severely lacking.
labels and titles. labels and titles.
Calculations made with measured values are ¢ Few details provided for calculations made.
clE E.Il’ld tho.roug.h, il any malnemeiieal Uncertainty on calculated values stated with-
equations being given and discussed. .~
Uncertainty on calculated values has been
performed correctly with good mathematical
detail.
Conclusion

Answers the question
"Was the experiment
successful?”

Grammar

Did you use proper
punctuation,
spelling, and
grammar?

There is a clear discussion of whether the ex-
periment supported or falsified the theory.

Where appropriate, this discussion includes
a comparison of the percent error and frac-
tional uncertainty.

If there were difficulties, they are discussed
here.

There is a statement of what you learned from
this experiment. Note any problems and how
you would resolve them if you were to redo
this experiment.

No spelling errors.

No grammar errors.

No punctuation errors.

There is a general discussion of accuracy (of-
ten with percent errors quoted).

There is some mention of whether the predic-
tive theory is supported.

Problems are noted and how you would re-
solve them if you were to redo this experiment
is discussed.

Very few spelling errors.
Very few punctuation errors.

No gramimar errors.

¢ There is no comparison of the per-

cent error and fractional uncer-
tainty.

¢ There is a statement of what you

learned from this experiment.

* Lots of spelling errors.
* Lots of punctuation errors.

¢ Very few grammar errors.

There is no outcome of the accu-
racy of the experiment.

There is no comparison of frac-
tional uncertainty and percent er-
TOT.

There is no clear conclusion
about the predictive theory.

There is little mention of what
was learned.

Lot of spelling errors.
Lot of punctuation errors.

Lot of grammar errors.



