Please use the following table and rate each abstract on the following points

Originality – has this been done before?

Interest / Relevance – is it of interest & should I be aware of this?

Writing / Clarity – Can I understand this?

Methods – ethical, clear & appropriate?
Analysis –valid & statistically correct?
Results – answer the question? Important?
Conclusions -Appropriate to the data presented?

Each domain scores between 1 and 4 points.

	Abstract Title
	Originality
	Interest / Relevance
	Writing / Clarity
	Methods
	Analysis
	Results
	Conclusion
	TOTAL

	Abstract 1
	2
	3
	3
	2
	2
	3
	3
	18

	Abstract 2
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	3
	2
	22

	Abstract 3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	22

	Abstract 4
	3
	3
	3
	2
	1
	1
	1
	14

	Abstract 5
	3
	2
	3
	3
	2
	2
	1
	16

	Abstract 6
	4
	3
	2
	2
	3
	2
	2
	18

	Abstract 7
	2
	2
	3
	2
	2
	3
	2
	16

	Abstract 8
	1
	2
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	10

	Abstract 9
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	13

	Abstract 10
	1
	2
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	10

	Abstract 11
	2
	2
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	11

	Abstract 12
	2
	2
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	9

	Abstract 13
Abstract 14
	3
1
	3
2
	3
2
	3
1
	3
1
	2
1
	2
1
	19
9
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