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Please make sure your comments reflect your technical opinion of the content.
Note: This form is to be typed-in with as much technical information you can provide. Provide adequate level of details so the reviewer can evaluate your level of understanding of the subject matter.
For research presentation review, complete the Part 1. For Project Implementation presentation and report, complete Part 2.

Title of Presentation/Project:





Date:

Name of Presenter(s):

Name of Evaluator: Submit two typed hard copies of this form (one with your name one without). The presenter will be provided with your anonymous copy.
Part 1: Review of Research Presentation:

1. What were the key contributions identified in the presentation?

Make sure to give a technical summary of your understanding in your own words, avoid lists and bullets, give descriptive statements.
2. What specific questions/issues were addressed in the presentation? 

3. What methods/measures are being used to address these issues?
4. How did the presentation in class add to your understanding of the subject?
5. What flaws of the subject matter (if any) were identified in the presentation? 

6. What relevant implications does this topic have on the field?
7. In what ways could this presentation have been improved?

8. Did the presentation in general agree or disagree with your understanding of the subject?  Explain.

9. Was the presentation made available on-line? If so did it provide supplemental information that you used after the presentation to complete this review?
10. If this research involved teamwork, comment on knowledge and preparedness and any specific improvements you recommend for each presenter. Make sure you provide the name of the presenters along with your specific comments individually.
Part 2: Review of Project Implementation and Report:
Here is a list of overall questions for you to consider when you review the project. You are not limited to these questions. In fact the questions are high level and do not address every detail. These reviews need to be emailed to me with “CSCI 5551/7551 Project Review Number #”. One copy only.
1. Is the project performing its functions correctly? (Was there a clear statement of the functions the designers were implementing?)

2. Is the project well documented? (Did you have to scrutinize the code to verify and/or understand how it works? Were enough tools for clearly demonstrating how the project is implemented used, for example: flowcharts, high-level algorithms, descriptions of data structures, design strategies, building blocks, reasons for selecting specific programming language, etc?)

3. Are there convincing arguments as the different approaches considered and why one was selected over any other?

4. Did the team Web site keep a reasonable calendar of work, clear division of responsibilities, etc?

5. Is the project and its results presented effectively? (Is it clear how the algorithm works? Are all the steps presented, can you see the detailed stages of the designed functions? etc.)

6. Is there enough analysis of the design, results, performance, etc? Is the analysis presented in a clear convincing manner?


