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Abstract #:  

 

Title: 

 

Review and scoring: 
Use the scale of 1 to 5 with 1 being the lowest and unacceptable score and being 5 the highest 

score on each item.  Please indicate your scoring for each of the following: 

 

Statement Score     

1-5 

1.         Author(s) followed instructions posted on website.   
 

 

2. Abstract contains the major elements of the study in clear, brief series of 

statements including the purpose, hypothesis or specific aims, method, results, 

and discussion/ conclusion.   

 

3. Rationale and background for the problem clearly stated, as well as the 

objective in the introduction. 

 

 

4. Clear brief description of the materials and approach used in the methods            

            Section. 

 

5. Results are clearly stated.    

 

 

6. Abstract is brief and clearly organized for logical flow of information. 

 

 

7. Abstract is self-explanatory enough to allow the observers to understand the 

full intent of the study.  

 

 

8. The conclusions presented are supported by the research.  

 

 

Reviewer’s Initials                                                                              Total Points:    /40   

 

*Table modified from ExPAAC review process* 

 

Overall Recommendation to Accept: ____(Yes/No/Maybe)  

 

  



Overall Rating (1-5 using scale below):  _______ 

5 – Excellent 
The abstract is clear, concise, and excellently written. The content is deemed to be 
relevant, thought provoking, and timely. The abstract is considered worthy of 
presentation. 

4 – Good 
The abstract is clear, concise, and well written. The content is deemed to be relevant, 
thought provoking, and timely. The abstract is considered worthy of presentation. 

3 – Average 
The abstract is well written but there may be problems in clarity and presentation. The 
content is deemed to be relevant and timely, although may be less thought provoking 
than in proposals considered “Excellent” or “Good”. The abstract is considered worthy 
of presentation. 

2 – Poor or Borderline Acceptability 
The abstract may be reasonably written but there may be problems in clarity and 
presentation and/or questions as to the pertinence and originality of the abstract. There 
may also be problems of comprehension if the submitter is not a native English speaker. 
The abstract may be considered worthy  
of presentation if certain revisions are made. The reviewer may suggest revisions are 
made before it is considered worthy of presentation.  

1 - Very Poor 
The abstract may be considered to contain unoriginal work, or be irrelevant to the 
conference in question. Language and comprehension difficulties may render the text 
difficult to follow, and the reviewer does not consider the abstract worthy of 
presentation, nor does the reviewer believe that a simple reworking would allow it to 
be.  
 

*Revised from Reviewer Abstract Categorization Guide from International Academic Forum  
 

 
 


