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A Guide To Designing and Critiquing Scientific Presentations

Title

Does the title describe the study? Would it be possible to understand this study using keywords from the title? Are the names and institutions of each author provided?

Introduction
Do the authors provide a context (background) for the topic that they are addressing and give appropriate citations to where they could be found? Is the purpose of the study clearly stated? Do the authors state a clear hypothesis or research question?

Materials and methods

Is enough information presented to understand how the authors conducted the study? Do the authors inform the audience about the analysis that they use (if any) to analyze their data?

Results

The results should show the analyzed data to the audience (as opposed to the raw data). Do the authors display their results using graphs, charts, or tables to effectively communicate their findings? Is it easy to read them? Are they labeled properly? Do the authors present their statistical results appropriately (if applicable)?

Discussion

Do the authors interpret their data in light of their stated hypothesis? Are the explanations of their findings plausible? Do the authors identify alternative hypotheses? Are future questions and studies proposed that would extend the knowledge gained from this study?

Overall

Is the presentation interesting and attention-getting? Are illustrations and images used effectively to supplement the verbal/written portions?

References and acknowledgements

Are references from the scientific literature provided and are they in the proper citation format? Have appropriate acknowledgements been given when necessary? For example, if two groups address the same research question and share data, each group should acknowledge the other.

In reviewing presentations, please describe both the strengths of the presentation and provide suggestions for improvement.

