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 Natural Selection Lab Report Grading Rubric 

First Page (1 Points)
a. Is your title informative and not more than 12 words?					0    	        0.5
b. Is your name and institution under the title formatted correctly?				0    	        0.5	 

Abstract (3 Points)						
a. Does your abstract provide a brief and clear background to the study?			0       0.25      0.5	
c. Is the objective of the study clear?								0       0.25      0.5	
b. Is the description of the methods brief and clear?						0       0.25      0.5	
c. Are your results clearly reported?								0       0.25      0.5	
d. Is your conclusion clear and relevant to the study?						0       0.25      0.5	
Is one limitation of the study clearly reported? (Clearly explain it is a limitation)		0       0.25      0.5	

Introduction (4 Points)
a. Does the information in the introduction lead from general to specific? 			0       0.5       1
b. Did you give a correctly formatted in-text citation for your included article?			0       0.25     0.5
c. Is the rationale for conducting the study clearly explained (Why do the research this way)?	0       0.25     0.5
d. Is the objective clearly stated?								0       0.5       1
e. Is (are) your hypothesis(es) clearly stated? 							0       0.5       1
           (Prior to performing the study, what did you think your results would be?)

Methods (2)
a. Are the methods re-written in the past tense and passive voice?				0        1	       2
(Do not simply rewrite the list of instructions)

Results (3 Points)  
a. Are the results clearly/accurately reported (and without interpretation)? 			0       0.5       1
b. Are the statistics correct, and formatted and interpreted correctly? 				0       0.5       1
c. Are the references to the tables and figures formatted correctly? 				0       0.5       1

Discussion (4 Points)
a. Do you clearly address whether or not your hypothesis was supported or negated? 		0       0.5       1
b. Do you clearly explain how this study and your results model microevolution? 		0       0.25     0.5
c. Do you clearly explain how the model addresses or fails to address each of the five 
[bookmark: _GoBack]observations about populations of organisms (Page 40 of Lab 4)?				0       0.5       1
d. Do you clearly defined “fitness” and explain the how fitness was modeled in this study?	0       0.25     0.5
e. Do you clearly defined “adaptation” and explain the how adaptation was modeled in 
this study?										0       0.25     0.5
f. Do you clearly explain why limitations are limitations?					0       0.25     0.5
(How would the results and conclusions change if your limitation were addressed?)

Table 1 (2 Points)
a. Did your table title clearly answer the questions “what, who, where, and when” as each
relates to the study and results?       							0       0.5       1
b. Were the results from the Pearson correlation analysis reported correctly?			0       0.5       1                 

Figure 1 (2 Points)
a. Did your figure title clearly answer the questions “what, who, where, and when” as each
relates to the study and results?       							0       0.5       1
a. Are the x- and y-axis titles correctly named (i.e., units)? 					0       0.25     0.5
b. Did you ensure that the results were clearly/accurately reported (i.e., no figure “clutter”)?	0       0.25     0.5
c. 
Literature Cited (1 Point)
a. Was your journal article formatted correctly (i.e., according to the other citations listed)?  	0       0.25     0.5
b. Was your journal article listed alphabetically with the other citations?				0       0.25     0.5

Spelling, Grammar, Style (3 Point)
a. Spelling / Grammar Errors. Does the author use an appropriate formal style?		0       1.5       3

Comments										        Total        ____ /25
