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SCIENTIA 4.0
POSTER PRESENTATION RULES

1. All authors mentioned in the provided abstract must be registered, and attendees are
required to carry their institute-issued identity cards during the registration process.
However, please refrain from wearing the identity cards during the presentation.

2. The recommended poster size is 3 ftx4 ft or Imx1m.

3. Use clear and legible fonts, suitable colours, and high-quality images.

4. Total time for the poster presentation is 8 minutes (05 min presentation and 03 minutes
defence).

5. Recording and photography of presentations are prohibited without explicit permission

from the presenter.

6. All participants are expected to attend the entire session in which their presentation is
scheduled.

7. The evaluation of the poster will be conducted in accordance with established rubrics

8. Certificate will be given only to the registered participant who has participated offline
during competition.

9. Poster should not mention the name of authors, name of institute, acknowledgement and
any other way by which identity would be revealed.

10. Decision given by the judges’ panel would be final.



POSTER PRESENTATION RUBRICS

Maximum Marks: 25
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Results clearly
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constructed, and the
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addressed a pressing
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presented, discussion
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Overall Poster
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effectiveness.
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into the field
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Oral, Poster & Model Presentation Competition

Rules & Regulations for Model Presentation

l.

2.

Maximum number of registered participants per model is 02.
Valid identity card provided by the participant’s institution is

required during registration.

. The group should display their model throughout the event schedule.

Failing this the team may be liable for disqualification.
College will provide electric supply if required (ensure to inform
about it in advance), no extra utilities will be provided by organizing

college.

. Space allotted for model will be 2.5x2.5 Feet.

Any sign in the form of specific mark or display of name of student
or college will not be allowed.
The decision of the judges will be final and no sort of disputes will

be entertained.
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SCIENTIA 4.0
MODEL COMPETITION RUBRICS (25 MARKS)

RUbricS Exemplary Superior Good Satisfactory Not satisfactory
(05) (04) (03) (02) (01)
Theme is Theme is highly Theme is well- Theme is good but Theme lacks clarity
Theme of the exceptional, relevant and defined and relevant. | needs improvement. | and relevance.
model demonstrating effectively
creativity and depth. | communicated.
Outstanding Engaging Clear Basic Poor communication,

Presentation
skills

communication,
compelling, and

communication,
strong organization,

communication with
a well-organized

communication,
needs improvement

unclear, and
disorganized.

Model
construction

highly engaging. and delivery. presentation. in organization.
Artistic look and Highly structured Well-constructed Basic structure with Model lacks structure
Exceptional model and logically model with clear room for and coherence.

construction,
demonstrating
sophistication.

organized model.

components.

improvement.

Outstanding defense,

Strong defense,

Adequate defense

Basic defense with

Weak defense, lacks

showcasing depth well-supported with | with convincing some supporting supporting
Defence and critical thinking. | compelling supporting arguments. arguments.
arguments. arguments.
Exceptionally Highly applicable Demonstrates Limited practical Model lacks practical

Applicability of
Model

applicable model,
demonstrating real-
world utility.

model with practical
implications.

practical relevance
and applicability.

applicability, needs
improvement.

relevance and
applicability.
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Samarth Educational Trust
Arvind Gavali College of Pharmacy, Satara
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Rules for Oral Presentation

It is compulsory to register all authors mentioned in the given abstract and make sure to carry
the identity card during the presentation which is issued by your institute.

Total time for the oral poster presentation is 8 minutes (05 min presentation and 03 minutes
defense).

Presentations should be in the standard digital format and compatible universally on each
computer system. PowerPoint or PDF of your presentation will be considered.

Use clear and legible fonts, suitable colors, and high-quality images. Maximum slides for oral
presentation are 10 and must include the presentation code. The presentation must be directly
related to the submitted abstract and aligned with the scientific theme of Scientia 2024.

Ensure that all audio-visual aids are functional and have been tested before the presentation.
Presenters must reach at event place well in advance to test their presentations.

Recording and photography of presentations are prohibited without explicit permission from
the presenter.

All presenters are expected to attend the entire session in which their presentation is scheduled.
Presentation slides should not mention the name of authors, name of institute,
acknowledgement and any other way by which identity would be revealed. Decision given by
the judges panel would be final.

Certificate will be given only to the registered candidate that participates offline during
competition.

Presentation will be evaluated with reference to the rubrics given in table 1



Table 1: Rubrics for evaluation of Oral Presentation

Well below standards

Sr. N Adequately meets
No. Criteria Exemplary (5) Exceeds standard (4) standard (3) @) Substandard (1)
Completely relevant and Relevant to the theme and | Partially relevant and good
Relevance to the . .
1 theme and demonstrates a accurately represents key | representation of concepts | Averagely irrelevantand | Irrelevant and absolutely
) comprehensive concepts with appropriate | and avoids misconceptions ideas unclear. unclear idea.
knowledge . . . .
understanding of the topic. examples. or inaccuracies.
Comprehensive coverage of ) 4 AN ;
the research topic with clear Ade_:quate information Limited mforma_tlc_)n on o . Virtually no relevant
S provided on the research the research topic; key Minimal information; o
2. Content objectives, background, . . . content; major
topic; some areas may elements may be missing lacks essential content. . ;
methods, results, and require further detail or unclear information gaps.
conclusions. . . .
Very creative; Demonstrates
L unique and insightful 4 y. Looks ordinary and serve ! . .
3. Cge;aitl}/rl]zi?nd evidence of critical thinking Creagé\;ir?gst;)c)rrl]glnal only the purpose of Lack (I)r;icri(re]ztlli}nty and Nonlgr?:'ﬁli\zlz dand
g y and seems original ' activity. g Y- plag
contribution.
The research makes a ;anri%seg Iclh fg?ﬁg?:’etfds The research makes a The contribution is The research makes little
4 Contribution to substantial and innovative rov%dinyvaluable ’ modest contribution but limited, with minimal to no contribution to the
) the Field contribution to the field, i g valu may not significantly impact on the existing field; it lacks relevance
advancing knowledge NG er uiling e advance the field body of knowledge or originalit
g ge. existing knowledge. i Y ge. g Y-
Confident, clear, and Pr;zzr:tgﬂf 21: gt)ezenneggltly Some difficulty in Ineffective Extremely poor
5 Delivery and engaging presentation; P moreyolish' communication; struggles | communication; unable communication; unable
) Interaction effectively responds to P j to respond to questions to answer questions to convey information

questions.

responds adequately to
questions.

effectively.

satisfactorily.

effectively.




