	Rubric for Writing Assignments

	Recommended scientific writing book: Lebrun J (2011) Scientific Writing 2.0: A Reader and Writer’s Guide (2nd edition).  Available at ASU (https://lib.asu.edu or http://site.ebrary.com.ezproxy1.lib.asu.edu/lib/asulib/detail.action?docID=10524636) as an eBook.  

	Criterion
	Exemplary (10 pts)
	Good (8.5 pts)
	Marginal (7 pts)
	Unacceptable (0-5 pts)

	Important Aspects of the Paper (80%)

	Abstract and Introductory Remarks
10%

	Abstract is a real abstract, not an intro, and covers the content of the paper clearly and comprehensively in ~50 words. Introductory remarks are clear, concise and to the point, and introduce the topic very well with current state of the art as evidenced with appropriate references.
	Abstract does not cover the content of the paper sufficiently clearly and comprehensively in ~50 words. Introductory remarks are not fully to-the-point and/or clear, and/or do not succeed in fully introducing the reader to the topic with appropriate references.  
	Abstract is not just an abstract of the materials covered in the paper and may be too long. Introductory remarks fall short in introducing the topic clearly, concisely and to-the-point, there may be extraneous information, and/or the section is not appropriately referenced.
	The abstract is way too long and/or reads like an extension of the introduction. The abstract does not cover the gist of the paper. Introductory remarks do not adequately introduce the topic, have extraneous information, and/or are not appropriately referenced.

	Main Content
30%
	The content of the paper is very well thought out, concise, and logically arranged, and presents evidence of thorough knowledge and insight in the materials covered.  Excellent synthesis of the 10+1 papers covered, along with insightful coverage of the main points in figures and tables of individual papers.  Coverage is comprehensive and focuses on the most important, recent (2023+), and interesting issues from the primary literature. 
	The content presents evidence of thorough knowledge and insight in most of the materials covered.  Not concise enough.  Good synthesis of the 10+1 papers covered, along with acceptable coverage of the main points in figures and tables of individual papers.  Coverage is mostly comprehensive and generally focuses on the most important, recent (2023 or later), and interesting issues from the primary literature.  No significant deviations from the main story line.
	Coverage of the subject is insufficiently thorough to convince the reader of deep knowledge and insight.  Not concise.  Insufficient synthesis of the 10+1 papers covered, and/or insufficient coverage of the main points in figures and tables of individual papers.  The paper does not focus on the most important, recent (2023 or later), and interesting issues from the primary literature. Some deviations from the main story line.
	The content has hallmarks of being generated by AI and not appropriately acknowledged, leading to 0 points for the assignment. Lots of fluff. Little synthesis of the 10+1 papers covered, and/or little coverage of main points in figures and tables of individual papers. Paper does not focus on the most important, recent (2023 or later), and interesting issues from the primary literature. Deviations from the main story line.

	Figures and Tables 10%
	The paper includes a nice summary figure that helps understanding of the paper. Figures and tables are originally developed, accurate, relevant, concise and easy to follow.
	The paper includes an adequate summary figure that aids a bit in understanding the paper. Figures and tables are originally developed, mostly accurate, relevant, concise, and easy to follow.
	The paper includes a summary figure but it lacks clarity or accuracy. Figures and tables are originally developed, and they are somewhat accurate, relevant, concise, and/or easy to follow.
	The paper lacks a summary figure. Figures/tables may not all be accurate, concise and easy to follow. Figures and Tables are not original, which leads to 0 points for this section.

	Grammar,
Spelling,
 etc. 10%
	Free of errors.
	There are occasional errors, but they do not represent a major distraction or obscure meaning.
	The writing has many errors, and the reader is distracted by them.
	There are so many errors that meaning is obscured and the reader may be confused.

	Organization, Logic and Sentence Structure 
10%
	Ideas are arranged logically. Sections are in the right order, contain appropriate content and have logical headers. Transitions between ideas and sections are smooth.  The reader can follow the line of reasoning. Professional tone and smooth sentence structure. Spacing and font size are as required.
	Ideas largely are arranged logically.  Sections may not be logically arranged or may have extraneous content.  Transitions between ideas and sections are mostly smooth.  The reader largely can follow the line of reasoning. Largely professional tone and sentence structure. Spacing and font size largely are as required.
	Ideas are arranged somewhat logically. Sections should have been arranged more logically and/or have less extraneous content. Transitions between ideas and sections are not very smooth.  The reader mostly can follow the line of reasoning. Mostly professional tone and sentence structure.  Spacing or font size mostly are as required.
	Idea organization is insufficiently logical. Ideas may not fit in or thoughts meander.  There may be extraneous content. Transitions are rough or non-existent.  The reader has trouble following a clear line of reasoning. Professional tone and sentence structure may need work. Spacing and font size are not quite as required. 

	Use, Format and Quality of References
10%
	The 10+1 papers are exclusively peer-reviewed primary research papers or other approved sources (e.g., patents) published in the required time period.  Attribution is clear and appropriate. Required reference format is used.  Beyond the 10+1 primary references, some review papers may be cited in the introduction.  The paper follows the stated requirements on disclosing AI-generated text.
	At least 9+1 papers are exclusively peer-reviewed primary research papers or other approved sources (e.g., patents) published in the required time period.  Attribution is mostly clear and appropriate. Some deviations from the required reference format.  Beyond the 10+1 primary references, some review papers may be cited in the introduction.  The paper follows the stated requirements on disclosing AI-generated text.
	Some of the 10+1 papers are not primary research papers or are not published in the required time period.  Some statements are unsubstantiated.  Significant deviations from the required reference format.  Beyond the 10+1 primary references, some review papers may be cited in the introduction.  The paper follows the stated requirements on disclosing AI-generated text.
	Insufficient key references or many of the 10+1 papers are not primary research papers or are not published in the required time period. Many statements are unsubstantiated and lack references. Review papers are cited beyond introductory remarks.   Required reference format is not followed consistently. The paper follows the stated requirements on disclosing AI-generated text.

	Adherence to the Timeline (20%)

	Required timeline followed 
	Yes: 4% of the assignment grade for each of the four weeks (outline, and a page a week for three weeks). 
	Largely: 2% of the assignment grade for each of the four weeks (outline, and a page a week for three weeks).
	No: 0% of the assignment grade for each of the four weeks (outline, and a page a week for three weeks).

	Penalties

	Late choice of assignment topic: 1% deducted from the maximum grade for each day past when the assignment topic choice is due

	Late submission of the assignment: 3% deducted from the maximum grade for each day past when the assignment is due



