Researcher:													

IA marks:
	
   
	Personal engagement:
1 - Limited independence, little personal interest, personal input and initiative
2 - Clear independence, justification shows personal significance, personal initiative

	



   
	Exploration:
1-2 - question is stated but not focused, background superficial, methodology is limited, limited awareness of safety, ethical and environmental issues
3-4 - question is not fully focused, background is mainly relevant, methodology takes into consideration many important factors, some awareness of safety, ethical and environmental issues
5-6 - question is relevant and fully focused, background is entirely appropriate and relevant, methodology highly appropriate and factors in nearly all relevant issues that may influence data, full awareness of ethical, safety, and environmental issues.

	


   
	Analysis:
1-2 - insufficient relevant raw data to support conclusion, basic data processing is inaccurate or insufficient, little consideration of uncertainty, incorrect or insufficient interpretation of data
3-4 - relevant but incomplete raw data, appropriate and sufficient data processing, with significant inaccuracies and inconsistencies in processing, some evidence of uncertainty analysis, broad interpretation of the data to a limited conclusion of the research question
5-6 - sufficient data supports a detailed and valid conclusion,  accurate, consistent and appropriate data processing is carried out, full analysis of the uncertainty, and correct interpretation leads to a detailed conclusion

	


   
	Evaluation:
1-2 - only an outline of a conclusion/irrelevant conclusion, superficial comparison to scientific context, weaknesses are outlined but restricted to procedural and practical, few relevant suggestions for improvement
3-4 - conclusion is described and relevant, makes some relevant comparison to scientific context, weaknesses are described and there is some awareness of methodological issues, some relevant suggestions for improvement
5-6 - conclusion is described, justified and entirely relevant.  relevant comparison to accepted scientific context, weaknesses are discussed with a clear understanding of the methodological issues.  Discussion of relevant improvements.

	

   
	Communication:
1-2 - presentation is unclear, difficult to understand, not well structured, process and outcomes are missing or incoherent, understanding of the focus, process and outcomes is obscured by irrelevant information, errors in terminology and conventions
3-4 - presentation is clear, errors do not hamper understanding, well structured, consistent and coherent.  report is relevant and concise and facilitates understanding of focus, appropriate and correct use of terminology and conventions

	

   

	
Total score out of 24
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