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Team evaluation score: The professor evaluates the term paper presentation for the team as a whole using the following criteria (see the Term Paper Assignment handout on the course web page for all the details) : 

Programming languages descriptions for each language 		15 
Overall comparative study 					15 
Other evaluation criteria 					10 

Individual peer evaluation score: In addition to these 40 marks, which are common and equal for all team members, each individual team member is evaluated individually for an additional 10 marks (for a total of 50 marks) for his/her individual contribution to the team’s term paper, based on a peer evaluation done by the students in the team. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Assignment submission requirements and procedure
You have to submit your assignment (i.e. this document, filled in with the information of your team mates, and your evaluation of their performance) before midnight on the due date of the Term Paper using the ENCS Electronic Assignment Submission system under the category “programming assignment 5”. Late assignments are not accepted. The file submitted must be a .zip file containing a pdf document containing the above-mentioned information













	Evaluated
Student:
	Name: 
	Student ID: 

	Criteria
	evaluation 
(5 = excellent)

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Contribution to the writing of the document.
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Contribution to the experiments used for the comparison.
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Presence at the team meetings, availability.
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	General evaluation.
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
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