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CRITIQUE EVALUATION RUBRIC 
Score 85-100% 70-84% 55-69% <55% 
Introduction Goal of study is clearly 

summarized. Methods used in 

critiqued figures/tables are 
 introduced and understanding is 

shown by discussion. 

Summary is complete, 
but lacks background information 

to demonstrate full understanding. 

Summary is not clearly 

communicated and connection to 

paper is not obvious. 

No real introduction or 

background 
given. 

Data Presentation There is a clear understanding of 
experimental design as shown 

by discussion especially of 

controls. Clear understanding of 

what was 
 observed and how it relates to 
the authors’ model or 

hypothesis. 

Some parts of experiments 
are not fully understood. You do 

not show a clear grasp of the 

model tested, do not fully 

understand controls or the 

importance of the results. 
  

Significant gaps in your 

understanding or inaccuracies in 

the reporting of data presented or 

how controls support experiment. 

You have shown some 

understanding but clearly have not 

mastered key areas of the study. 

Hurriedly done with little 

understanding of the 

methods especially the 

controls. 

Criticism There is clear understanding of 

the authors’ interpretation and 

the implications of the results 

for the hypothesis. Outside 

information 
is brought in to support the 

design and conclusions. 

Information may be understood 

but no support of data or design is 

given. You have an incomplete 

evaluation of design and /or 

conclusions. 

Uncritical acceptance of authors’ 

conclusions or baseless objections 

to them. No supporting research, 

data, or explanation is given to 

your objections. 

Little or no mention of the 

authors’ intent. Little or 

no evaluation of 

experimental design or 

controls. 

Cohesiveness Data/tables/graphs selected are 
most relevant to the aim of the 

study. Your discussion actually 
makes the results clearer. 

Most relevant data are selected, 

but your discussion of authors’ 

aims and conclusions and how 

they fit together are not quite as 

complete and/or clear. 

Some of the data selected may not 

be as relevant to the overall goal of 

the paper. There have been some 

important parts missed. 

Lack of understanding of 

the paper or its context. 

The authors’ aims are 

unclear and relating 

experiments to overall 

goal is missing. 
Spelling/Grammar No spelling or grammatical 

errors. 
Very few spelling or grammatical 

errors. 
Errors on almost every page. Apparently no 

proofreading done. 

  

Notes: 
 The critique is worth a total of 40 points. Please indicate the title of the article somewhere in your critique-give the 

author(s) proper credit. Remember to use your own words in explaining the article.  Do not copy word for word from 

the article as this will be considered plagiarism and your grade will reflect this. 
 


