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8th International Conference of Indian Stem Cell Study Group (ISCSGCON 2026)

Venue: Taj Deccan, Hyderabad
Judge Name:

Judge Signature: S%“ﬁ, — 1y p o0F

No.||Evaluation Parameter Key Aspects t6 ‘Consider Total Marks
, (Out of 10)

1 Scientific Relevance & Novelty of idea, ‘contribution to regenerative

Originality medicine, clinical or translational significance —/10
L .

Clarity of Research Question ||Clearly defined hypothesis, problem statement,
2 . . : /10

/ Objective and scientific rationale : —

St - - ” -

3 |Methodological Rigor ud}f desrgn, patlen.t s.electw{w,‘c,?ontrols, ethical 1o
considerations, statistical validity —
lAdequac . f data, statistical interpretation,

4 ||Data Quality & Analysis quacy of data : P 10

. transparency of results
o . Logical conclusions drawn from data, critical
5 |[Scientific Interpretation . . . /10
discussion of findings
6 Clinical or Translational Relevance to patient care, future research /10
Impact implications, scalability —

- Presentation Structure & Clarity of slides, logical flow, visual data 10
Slide Quality ||Irepresentation, minimal text

8 Communication & Scientific ||Clarity of speech, confidence, ability to explain /10
Articulation complex cancepts

E, Adherence to Time (6 min + 2 ||Effective time management, completion within /10

min discussion) allotted time

1 Response to Questions / Ability to defend methodology, interpret findings, 116

0 Critical Thinking and address jury questions -




1 Evaluati

Speaker Name; »7 VCU h’\q’\/ qu'“/
Paper Title: p-P m \au’ml he -
0

Institution: J; 0 Pﬂ:ﬂ '
No Evaluation Criteria - Marks (Out of 10)
1 Scientific Relevance & Originality 8 no

2 Clarity of Research Objective / Hypothesis _@_ /10

3 Methodological Rigor & Study Design _é_ /10
4 Data Quality &‘S.tatistical |nterpretatfori_ _S: /10
5 Scientific Interbretation & Discussion. _:#M 0
6 Clinical/ Transla'gional Impact " 4_/1 0
7 Preseptation Structure & Slide Quality ‘ _6/10
8 Scientific Communication & Clarity' - :7_Z_ /10

9 Time Discipline (6 min talk + 2 min discussion) 10 no

10 Response to Jury Questions & Criticél Thinking _é_ /10
Total Score: /100

Judge Remarks
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Speaker Name: B}( ‘A’JW \ ' |
Paper Title: M‘m C\,pfh)\u'n rch. leywm.

Institution:

No Evaluation Criteria ' . Marks (Out of 10) - o

1 Scientific Relevance & Originality l‘mo |

2 Clarity of Research Objective / Hypothesis _3:/1 0 | '
3 Methodological Rigor & Study Design - _6r/10

4 Data Quality & Statistical Interpretation _XH 0

5 Scientific Interpretation & Disoussion. - X o

6 Clinit;él / Translational Impact o _é)_ /10

7 Presentation Structure & Slide Quality _é_/1 0

o -
8 Scientific Communication &Clarity . _G-/10
9 Time Discipline _8_/10 .
10 Response to Jury Questions c 1/10

Total Score: ~ /100

Judge Remarks
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Speaker 3 Evaluation

Speaker Name: %r Gaﬂ"‘ﬂlm \C(\\)N\Q/ A .
Paper Title: U_SC') \C)PU,M@& pPp P ;?”}‘QDJ/"M POV}‘?QJ -'-eaz 7

Institution: A‘u_. '

No Evaluation Criteria Marks (Out of 10)

1 Scientific Relevance & Originality :S /10

2 Clarity of Research Objective S\‘ /10

3 Methedological Rigor 46_ /10

4 Data Quality & Analysis E /10

5 Scientific Interpretation _ép_ /10
~

6 Clinical/Translational Relevance Q /10
7 Slide Quality & Structure _'Z_ /10

8 Communication & Confidence __1/10

9 Adherence to Time (2 ﬂw
10 Response to Questions _1 1o
Total Score: /100

Judge Remarks
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Speaker Name: % V@h‘(@;{vﬂ\;» '

Paper Title: . a o \
|“StitUti°n3_EPALJ_D__QS_@MWJ‘rC lenym
No Evaluation Criteria Marks (Out of 10) . 04 D Nex) -ﬂremm ,

1 Scientific Relevance & Originality Q 110

2 Clarity of Research Objective _1/10

3 Methodological Rigor z /10 \
4 Data Quality & Analysis S /10
5 Scientific Interpretation :7: /10 |

7 Slide Quality & Structure 1 /10
8 Communication & Confidence _&/ 10
9 Adherence to Tihe 5_ ./‘1 0
10 Responseto Qvuestions | l /10
Total Score: /100
Judge Remarks | ' _~
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Speaker Nanﬁ:
Paper Title: 4 ) —tor ol A nme o

Institution:

No Evaluation Criteria

1

2

3 Methodological Rigor Q_ /10
4 Data Quality & Analysis L o
5 Scientific Interpretation ) /10
6 Clinical/ Translational Relevance _(Z,Lw
7 Slide Quality & Structure _3_,_ 10
8 Communication & Confidence . 3;/'10
9 Adherenceto Time ' /j 0
10 Response to Questions ( 10
Total Score: /100

Scientific Relevance & Originality _2/_10

Clarity of Research Objective _2=.Li0

Judge Remarks

Marks (Out of 10)




