
MATH 570

Grading Rubric for Final Project Report

	
	Rating
	Points Awarded

	
	Needs Improvement
	Adequate
	Meets Expectations
	

	ADVERTISING (5)

	Title

(1)
	Vague; does not reflect content of report.

(0)
	Generally reflects content of report.

(0.5)
	Sufficiently specific without excessive technical language; thoroughly, accurately, and clearly reflects content of report.

(1)
	

	Abstract

(4)
	The abstract is either too short or too long, and does not represent the contents of the report; several of the required elements are missing or incomplete.

(0-2.5)
	The abstract mostly represents the contents of the report, but is not entirely self-contained; one or two of the required elements are incomplete or unclear.

(2.5-3)
	The abstract is a stand-alone paragraph that captures the essence of the report; it succinctly conveys the context of the investigation, states the specific problem being investigated, mentions the method/approach used to investigate the problem, summarizes the main results, and states the significance of the results.

(3-4)
	

	INTRODUCTION (25)

	Context

(10)
	Insufficient information from the literature is provided to motivate the problem.

(0-6)
	General information from the literature is provided.

(6-8)
	The context of the investigation is clearly and thoroughly spelled out, with appropriate references to existing literature.

(8-10)
	

	Statement of the problem

(4)
	It is not clear which question is being investigated or the question being investigated does not relate to the context provided.

(0-2.5)
	The investigation relates generally to the context provided; the question being investigated is stated.

(2.5-3)
	The motivation for the investigation follows logically from the context; the question being investigated is stated carefully and unambiguously.

(3-4)
	

	Choice of method / approach

(2)
	The method/approach that will be used to investigate the problem is not mentioned.

(0)
	The method/approach that will be used to investigate the problem is stated.

(1)
	The method/approach that will be used to investigate the problem is outlined and justified.

(2)
	

	Overview of results

(3)
	The major results are missing.

(0-2)
	The major results are stated.

(2-2.5)
	The major results are summarized and clearly relate to the problem; attention is drawn to the significance of the results.

(2.5-3)
	

	Presentation

(6)
	The presentation is confusing or overly technical; it brings frustration to the reader.

(0-4)
	The presentation is mostly logical; it prepares the reader for most aspects of the report.

(4-5)
	The presentation is logical and engaging; it draws the reader into the report.

(5-6)
	


	BODY (35)

	Method /

Approach

(10)
	The method/approach used does not address the problem being investigated; it is not clear which method/approach is being used; the method/approach is incorrect.

(0-6)
	The method/approach is appropriate; an explanation of the method/approach is present, but is lacking some important details; the method/approach is mostly correct.

(6-8)
	The method/approach used is highly appropriate for the problem; the method/approach has been explained with sufficient detail; the method/approach is correct.

(8-10)
	

	Results

(10)
	Insufficient results and/or presented poorly.

(0-6)
	Results are presented but may be confusing or lacking some detail, or may be overly exhaustive/repetitive.

(6-8)
	Presented logically and precisely; enough detail provided to support conclusions; results are representative.

(8-10)
	

	Terminology /

Symbology

(5)
	The body of the report has too much unnecessary technical jargon; terminology and symbology get in the way of understanding.

(0-3)
	The body of the report has some unnecessary technical jargon; most terminology and symbology is introduced, defined, or explained as necessary.

(3-4)
	The body of the report has no unnecessary technical jargon; terminology and symbology is introduced, defined, or explained as necessary.

(4-5)
	

	Depth of investigation

(10)
	Depth of investigation is too elementary.

(0-6)
	Depth of investigation mostly suffices, but does not build significantly on knowledge gained from courses taken.

(6-8)
	Depth of  investigation is appropriate for a third- or fourth-year undergraduate student in the mathematical or statistical sciences; builds significantly on knowledge gained from courses taken.

(8-10)
	

	DISCUSSION (15)

	Summary

(4)
	Summary is inadequate or absent.

(0-2.5)
	Summary generally states the problem, approach, and results.

(2.5-3)
	Summary of the investigation is succinct and to the point, focusing on what was the problem, how it was approached, and what was found.

(3-4)
	

	Conclusions /

Interpretation

(8)
	No or insufficient interpretation of the results; conclusions not supported by the results or cannot be drawn due to the limitations of the investigation.

(0-5)
	Adequate interpretation of results; conclusions generally supported by results; results are related to other published findings; significance or implications of results is present. 

(5-6)
	Appropriate interpretation of results; conclusions are stated clearly; results are compared and contrasted with other published findings; significance or implications of results is highlighted;

(6-8)
	

	Limitations /

Future work

(3)
	Limitations of the investigation and/or suggestions for future work are absent.

(0-2)
	Limitations of the investigation are discussed; suggestions for future work are alluded to.

(2-2.5)
	Limitations of the investigation are discussed in detail; specific suggestions for future work are provided.

(2.5-3)
	


	FORMAT/STYLE (20)

	Readability

(8)
	There are issues with flow and transitions between sentences, paragraphs, and/or sections, making the report difficult to follow.

(0-5)
	The report flows mostly in a logical manner; there are minor issues with transitions between sentences, paragraphs, or sections that detract minimally from readability; written for a senior undergraduate audience.

(5-6)
	The report flows in a logical manner; content has been structured into appropriate and easily identifiable sections and subsections; transitions between sentences, paragraphs, and sections are used effectively to guide the reader through the subject matter; written for a senior undergraduate audience; interesting and engaging.

(6-8)
	

	Figures and tables

(4)
	Figures and tables are not always supportive of the arguments in the text; unclear presentation.

(0-2.5)
	Figures and tables support the arguments in the text.

(2.5-3)
	Figures and tables are judiciously chosen; they support the arguments in the text; they stand alone with accurate descriptive legends and captions; they are numbered and referred to in the text.

(3-4)
	

	Citations

(4)
	In-text citations are incomplete or incorrect (statements in the reports not substantiated by appropriate evidence or acknowledgement).

(0-2.5)
	In-text citations are mostly complete and correct; citations are presented in a consistent style.

(2.5-3)
	In-text citations are complete and correct; citations are presented in a style that is consistent with that of journals in the topic area.

(3-4)
	

	Grammar

(2)
	Grammatical errors that detract from readability; the report needs a good edit.

(0)
	Minor grammatical errors that do not detract from readability.

(1)
	Complete sentences; active voice.

(2)
	

	Spelling

(2)
	The report contains a large number of typos and/or spelling errors; the report needs a good edit.

(0)
	The report contains a few typos and/or spelling errors.

(1)
	The report is clear of all spelling errors and typos.

(2)
	

	TOTAL
	 (0-57.5)
	(61-76.5)
	(80-100)
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