MENTOR FEEDBACK RUBRIC
Abstract title:
Presenter’s name:
	Review area
	Key questions
	Comments

	Fit and title
	Is the track appropriate? Does the title accurately and succinctly reflect the work?
	

	Structure and coherence
	Does the abstract follow the required format? Do the sections form a clear, logical account?
	

	Rationale and objective
	Is the problem important and is the objective specific and aligned with the study?
	

	Methods
	Are design, setting, sample, measures and analysis appropriate and adequately described?
	

	Results
	Are the principal findings specific, accurate and aligned with the methods and objective?
	

	Conclusion and contribution
	Are conclusions supported by results? Is the relevance or value to nutrition science, policy or practice clear?
	

	Language and presentation
	Is the writing concise, accessible, technically correct and within the word limit?
	


[bookmark: Check1]|_|Declare that I have no personal, professional, or other relationship with this work, its authors, co-authors, or other mentors involved in its review.
[bookmark: Check2]|_|My comments on this piece of work do not represent certainty that this piece of work will be accepted. My comments on this work are advisory and seek to improve the scientific quality of the work.
Note- Mentors may suggest and illustrate improvements but will not rewrite the abstract, promise acceptance, or act as reviewers for abstracts they have mentored. MENTORS must not indicate whether they think an abstract is likely to be selected for the conference.
 
