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5. Project Round Weightage 
Main Topic (80%) 
Communication (Language and Ease of Understanding) 30% 

Content 40% 

Visual Aid/Presentation 20% 

Teamwork 10% 

 

AstroMythBusters!(20%) 
Communication and clarity of explanation of myths 60% 

Visual Aid/Presentation 20% 

Choice of common myths 10% 

Teamwork 10% 
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6. Project Round Grading Rubrics 
Criterion Weightage Approaching 

Expectations  

0 - 3 

Meeting 

Expectations  

4 - 7 

Exceeding 

Expectations  

8 - 10 

Accuracy and 

Depth of 

content 

40% Content of video is 

inaccurate with 

grave conceptual 

error; content fails 

to go beyond the 

superficial or is 

plagiarized from 

source materials. 

Narrow scope with 

limited variety of 

concepts and 

ideas. 

Content of video is 

somewhat accurate 

with few factual 

errors; Analysis of 

topic is limited or 

paraphrased from 

source materials, 

with a fair variety of 

concepts and 

ideas. 

Content of video is 

largely accurate 

with negligible 

factual error; 

Analysis of content 

boasts originality 

with an excellent 

presentation 

portraying a large 

variety of concepts 

and ideas. 

Communication 30% Viewers of the 

video are 

unfortunately 

unable to 

comprehend. 

Participants speak 

clearly and 

intelligibly most of 

the time; engages 

viewers to a certain 

degree. 

Participants speak 

clearly and fluently 

throughout at a 

suitable pace; 

deeply engages 

viewers. 

Creativity and 

Originality 

 

20% Method of video 

presentation is 

overused or cliché. 

Method of video 

presentation is 

refreshing but 

uninspiring. 

Method of video 

presentation is 

novel and 

innovative. 

Teamwork 10% Viewers of the 

video wonders 

where all the other 

members of the 

team had gone... 

 

Only some 

members are 

actively involved in 

the video 

presentation. There 

is a certain degree 

of disproportion in 

work allocation 

amongst members. 

All members are 

actively involved in 

the video 

presentation. There 

is fair allocation of 

work amongst all 

members. 
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Criterion Weightage Approaching 

Expectations  

0 - 3 

Meeting 

Expectations  

4 - 7 

Exceeding 

Expectations  

8 - 10 

Communication 

and clarity of 

explaining 

misconceptions 

60% Viewers of the 

video are left 

scratching their 

heads on what 

exactly was 

addressed. More 

misconceptions 

arise. 

The addressing of 

the misconceptions 

is somewhat 

accurate with few 

factual errors; not 

all question marks 

about the 

misconception are 

resolved 

The addressing of 

the misconceptions 

is very accurate 

with few factual 

errors; most 

question marks 

about the 

misconception are 

resolved 

 

Creativity and 

Originality 

20% Method of video 

presentation is 

overused or cliché. 

Method of video 

presentation is 

refreshing but 

uninspiring. 

Method of video 

presentation is 

novel and 

innovative. 

Choice of 

common 

misconceptions 

10% Viewers of the 

video are confused 

as to why this 

misconception was 

chosen...  

Choice of the 

common 

misconceptions is 

more or less as 

expected 

Choice of the 

common 

misconceptions is 

unique and 

interesting; better 

than what viewers 

expected 

Teamwork 10% Viewers of the 

video wonders 

where all the other 

members of the 

team had gone... 

Only some 

members are 

actively involved in 

the video 

presentation. 

There is a certain 

degree of 

disproportion in 

work allocation 

amongst 

members. 

All members are 

actively involved in 

the video 

presentation. 

There is fair 

allocation of work 

amongst all 

members. 

 


