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Criteria for Selecting Best Paper  
  

Relevance and Appropriateness (25% weighting)   
  

The paper should provide information that is relevant and appropriate to the intended 
readers. After reading the paper, the reader should have learned something and be able to 
apply the new knowledge.  

• Is the paper relevant?  
• Does it address the intended topic?  
• Does this paper add new knowledge?  

 

 Clarity and quality of Presentation (25% weighting)  
 
• Does the paper have enough substance? 
• Is the technical approach sound and well – chosen? 
• Can one trust the claims of the paper- are they supported by proper 

background and evaluation (with the target users, when appropriate)? 
 
 
Completeness (30% weighting)  
 
The paper should have a clear and logical presentation, to be readable by the whole 
interdisciplinary audience and not just by specialists in some sub-field. Any interested reader 
should be able to learn something from the paper.  

• Are key concepts introduced and explained clearly?  
• Are methods and assumptions explained clearly?  
• Are there clear conclusions and recommendations?   
• Is the paper well-written and well-structured?  
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Soundness and or Correctness (20%)  
 

• Title: Is the paper appropriate for its title?  
• Problem addressed: Does it describe what the author hoped to achieve accurately, and 

clearly state the problem being investigated?   
• Executive Summary: Does the executive summary provide sufficient detail on the paper?  
• Introduction: Is the introduction appropriate? (The introduction should summarize relevant 

research to provide context, and explain what other authors' findings, if any)   
• Background: Does the paper present relevant work?   
• Alternative views/perspectives: Does it provide one or more perspectives against which to 

contrast this paper?  
• Major difficulties/shortcomings: Does it describe the limitations and major obstacles found 

during the process?  
• Open research avenues: Does it explain the future perspectives that the work opens?  
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