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Advanced Training Research Project Assessment Criteria and Marking Sheet

	Trainees Name
	     

	Project Title
	      

	
	
	Submission 1   
	Resubmission 1   
	Resubmission 2  

	Project Type
	
	Research in:

· human subjects, populations and communities and laboratory research

· epidemiology

· education

· leadership

· medical humanities

· areas of study which can be applied to care of patients or populations

	
	
	Audit

	
	
	Systematic review


	OUTCOME

	 Pass – Meets expected standard. Below expected standard in no more than 1 criterion. 

 Resubmit – ≥ 2 areas below expected standard


 Fail – Does not meet any of the criteria for a research project. 


Turnitin Similarity Report
For information on how to interpret the Turnitin Similarity Report, please view the guide available on the Turnitin Website.

	Marking Criteria

	
	Not applicable
	Below expected standard
	Meets expected standard
	Exceeds expected standard
	Comment

	1. Abstract
Concise summary of the background, aims, method, results, conclusions. 
	

	Poorly represents the study


	Reasonable summary with minor omissions and / or excess detail


	Provides a well-balanced representation of the study


	     

	2. Introduction

Discussion of the literature and placement of the study in context.


	

	Obvious omissions in discussion of relevant literature and have misplaced their own study or aims within this context


	Relevant literature discussed and there are minor omissions and/or less clear placement of their own study or aims within this context


	Relevant literature well discussed and their own study or study aims are appropriately placed within this context


	     

	3. Aims of the research 


	

	Unclear 


	Aims identified but do not fully represent the research


	Aims clearly identified 


	     

	4. Methodological approach

Description of appropriate method chosen in sufficient detail to allow the study to be replicated. 
	

	Inappropriate methods, inadequately described

	Appropriate methods and adequately described


	Concise, complete and easy to replicate


	     

	5. Statistical Analysis

Quantitative or qualitative analysis for the study 
	

	Incorrect / no statistical analysis / qualitative analysis of data 


	Statistical / qualitative analysis largely correct


	Correct statistical / qualitative analysis of data


	     

	6. Results of the Study


	

	Illogical presentation (little or inappropriate support by diagrams, tables or graphs)


	Adequate presentation (where appropriate supported by diagrams, tables or graphs)


	High quality logical presentation (where appropriate supported by diagrams, tables or graphs)


	     

	7. Discussion

	7a.Interpretation of results or critical analysis of literature

	

	Inadequate interpretation / analysis of the research, few or no alternative explanations


	Some under- or over- interpretation / analysis of the research, some alternative explanations


	Well balanced interpretation / analysis of the research, alternative explanations acknowledged


	     

	7b. Discussion of the study
Placement of results in context of the available literature
	

	Poor placement with little insight into the context of the study


	Good placement with some errors 


	Very balanced placement


	     

	7c. Limitations of the study
	

	Little or no understanding of the limitations of the research, experimental design or techniques used


	Some understanding of the limitations of the research, experimental design or techniques used


	Good understanding of the limitations of the research, experimental design or techniques used


	     

	8. Format of the paper

	8a. Reference List
	

	Incomplete and / or inaccurate


	Complete and mostly accurate


	Complete and accurate


	     

	8b. Writing style syntax, spelling / typographical errors


	

	Paper poorly organised, difficult to read  and / or poorly proofread


	Clear, fluent writing style, good syntax and few errors


	No errors


	     

	8c. Graphs and Tables
	

	Graphs and tables of poor quality, not described in text / legends


	Fair graphs/tables of acceptable quality and light support in text and legends


	Clear and simple graphs / tables of high quality; well supported in text and legends


	     


General Comments
Please provide and additional comments or feedback on the project. Please ensure you provide detailed comments for projects marked as Fail.
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