IWSHM 2009 – Awards
Student Best Paper Award
Sponsored by
  
 
The IWSHM organizing committee is pleased to invite students to submit abstracts for the 2009 IWSHM Student Best Paper Award Competition.
 The following list gives the eligibility information and other parameters for the competition:
 
- Students at the undergraduate and graduate level at the time of submission are eligible to compete. 
- Students must be first author on the papers and must present their work at the workshop to compete.
- Papers are not permitted to have more than 3 authors. 
- Advisors are not permitted to be co-authors on more than one paper
 
Students must submit an abstract on the February 1, 2009 deadline.  If their abstract is accepted, then the full length paper must be submitted on May 1, 2009. Papers will then be evaluated by a committee of experts from academia, industry, and the research community. Approximately 3-6 papers  will then be selected to participate in the oral presentation competition at  the workshop in September. Students will be evaluated during their presentation. 1st, 2nd, and 3rd place awards will be given out at the workshop. The evaluation criteria are provided in detail below to help guide students in their manuscripts and presentations. Good luck!
 
Written manuscript 
A. Numerical score: Value = 75 % of evaluation 
Maximum numerical score shall be 100.
Each criterion shall have a maximum numerical score of 10.
 
Evaluation criteria and weighting of each criterion are:
1. Personal Contribution, Weight = 2.0
2. Originality, Weight = 2.5
3. Technical Content and Quality, Weight = 2.5
4. Relevance of Contribution, Weight = 1.5
5. Organization and Clarity, Weight = 1.5
B. Written comments: Value = 25 % of evaluation
 
Oral presentations (3 to 6 presentations to judged during workshop)
Each criterion will be ranked from 1 (low) to 5 (high).
 
Evaluation of INTRODUCTION:
1. The research question/hypothesis was clearly stated
2. The goals and specific objectives were presented
3. The project had sufficient, supporting background
 
Evaluation of METHODS and RESULTS:
1. The methods were clearly outlined/explained
2. The presenter acknowledged limitations to the study
3. The results were clearly explained/highlighted
 
Evaluation of CONCLUSIONS:
1. A review/summary of the project was presented
2. The significance of the results was discussed
3. The applicability of the results was discussed
 
Evaluation of PRESENTATION STYLE:
1. Presentation aids were clear and readable
2. Presentation was well-structured and logical
3. Presentation fit into the allotted time
4. The student seemed knowledgeable
5. The student exhibited good voice projection and confidence
6. The student responded well to questions from the audience
 
Other COMMENTS
 
65% of the score will be based on the manuscript ranking and 35% of the score will be based on the oral presentation ranking.
