Prisma Health Education and Research Institute Showcase
POSTER REVIEW RUBRIC

Poster Number:

Scoring will be utilized to determine awards based upon judging criteria shown below. Circle the appropriate score for
each criterion (see scoring rubric below). The total score does not need to be calculated on this sheet as it will be
determined by the Research Showcase organizers.

JUDGING CRITERIA SCORE

Written Abstract

e Is there a clear statement of the project’s purpose or significance?

e Are the investigative methods appropriately related to the project intent?

e Is there a clear summary of the findings/results?

e Does the abstract fit into one of the Showcase’s project categories (a Prisma Health
priority)?

Purpose Statement

e Are the preliminary data/literature references provided adequate to justify the project?

e Is there current attention to the topic?

e Is the project unigue, unexpected, or represent a niche area in the body of work?

Methods / Methodological Approach

¢ Is the design of the project appropriate for the questions posed?

e Are the proposed outcome measures appropriate for design and project rationale? 1 2 3 4 5

¢ Are the investigative/programmatic methods/interventions appropriately related to the
project intent?

Results

e Are the results substantial and sufficiently address the project’s purpose?

e Did the results explain what was expected, discovered, accomplished, collected, and/or
produced?

Conclusion

e How relevant are the conclusions in contributing to the health science discipline? 1 2 3 4 5

¢ Are the conclusions supported by the results provided?

Poster Design and Organization

e How effective is the poster visually? Is the poster visually engaging and appropriately
highlights the project?

e How valuable is each figure or graph in furthering viewers’ understanding of the subject?

¢ Is the poster logically organized? Does the poster flow from one part to the next?

e Is the poster text clearly written and free of significant grammatical problems?

Scoring rubric: Project c_ategories: _
5 (Excellent): extremely complete and accurate in ¢ Innoyatlons in Health Care Delivery
every way e Quality & Safety / Human Factors / Process
4 (Very Good): very minor omissions in detail but Improvement
not in content e Population and Community Health
3 (Good): a small weakness found in content or  Developing and Supporting the Healthcare
format Workforce
2 (Fair): an important weakness found in e Basic Science and Translational Research
content or format
1 (Poor): a major weakness found in content or
format

*Scores of 1 or 5 should only be used in exceptional cases.
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