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Conference Paper Marking Guidelines

The conference paper should demonstrate that the student has achieved:
1. Adherence to style of a conference paper, and specifically to the template provided.
Excellence of written English in technical communication
The ability to "Abstract" a paper
Presentation of essential background material
Discussion of implication of literature review and investigations completed.

Nk

Adherence to spirit and style of a conference paper, and specifically to the template provided.

A conference paper is usually read as an isolated work, and so it must stand alone. Your
communication of your chosen topic must be complete, concise and effective. As conference papers are
usually published together in bound conference proceedings, strict adherence to the paper layout
guidelines is expected to ensure a uniform and professional appearance of the complete document.

Excellence of written English in technical communication

Any work presented for publication by a journal or at a conference must meet the highest standards of
written English. There should be no spelling errors or grammatical errors. English style should be
formal and professional, adhering to the conventions of technical prose.

The ability to "Abstract" a paper

Since the abstract is often used in searchable publication databases, it is vital that it accurately reflects
the content of the paper it summarises. It should contain a summary of the topic of the paper and the
experiments or development undertaken. Yet it should be concise.

Presentation of essential background material

Although usually read by those within the field, a review of the relevant literature, and some revision of
necessary theory is still expected. This should be concise and precise. Explanation of the relevance and
implications to your work should put this theory and literature review in perspective.

Discussion

The discussion of the work should demonstrate complete understanding of the work and insight into the
relevance of the work to the topic area — based on the presented review of background material. Your
conclusions should summarize the work and the implications of your findings.

Generating a grade

All of these factors must be considered to greater or lesser degrees in the assessment of the conference
paper, depending on the nature of the thesis.



