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

Venue: Taj Deccan, Hyderabad

Judge Name: . Laczr0
Judge Signature: { //
, u/z\%: [—
. ' T
No.||Evaluation Parameter Key Aspects to Consider otal Marks
) (Out of 10)
1 Scientific Relevance & Novelty of idea, contribution to regenerative /10
B—iginality ' medicine, clinical or translational significance —
" c1arityv of Research Question (|Clearly defined hypothesis, problem Statement, o
/ Objective and scientific rationale
R Stud, ign, patient selection, controls, ethical
3 ||Methodological Rigor . y des:g.n patig . s_e ectl o /10
cons:derat/_ons, Statistical validity
IAdequ. , Statistical interpretation,
4 |Data Quality & Analysis quacy of data, statistical interpreta /10
transparency of results
Logical lusions d| f data, critical
5 |[Scientific Interpretation -g f:onc q.s 0{15 1aWp fromica n /10
. discussion of findings ‘
6 Clinical or Translational Relevance to patient care, future research 10
Impact implications, scalability —
. Presentatnon Structure & Clarity of slides, logical flow, visual data /10
Slide Quallty ' representation, minimal text —
8 l Communication & Scientific Clarity of speegh, confidence, ability to explain /10
Articulation complex concepts T J
9 Adherence to Time (6 min + 2 Effective time management, completion within /10
min discussion) allotted time
10 Response to Questions / Ability to defend methodology, interpret findings, /10
Critical Thinking and address jury questions




Speaker 1 Evaluation

X

Speaker Name: \,/f; /,‘., [hens Jeon'

Paper Title:

Institution: ZiYrs /E'T\dlna,k

No Evaluation Criteria | | Marks (Out of 10)
1 Scientific Relevance & Originality yZe /16
2 Clarity of Research Objective / Hypothesis _&_ /10
3 Methodological Rigor & Study Design | 7‘é— /10
4 Data Quality & Statistical Interpretation ) _é_ /10
5 Scientific Interpretation & Discussion ~ A__ /10
6 Clinical/Translaiional Impact _Ls:,/10
7 Presentation Structure & Slide Quality _é_ /10
8 Scientific Communication & Clarity _é_ /1Q
9 Time Discipline(6 min talk +2 min discussion) _3_/10

10 Response to Jury Questions & CriticalThinI_dng 4 110

Total Score: é | /100

Judge Remarks

.




Speaker Name:
Paper Title:
Institution:

No Evaluation Criteria ' Marks (Out of 10)

Scientific Relevance & Originality - /10

—

2 Clarity of Research Objective / Hypothesis ___/10

3 Methodological Rigor & Study Design __1o

4 Data Quality & Statistical Interpretatibn. /1o -~
5 Scientific |nter§retation & Discussiolln __no

6 Clinical/ Tranélational Impact | ___Ho

7 Presentation Structure & Slide Quality "~ ___/10

8 Scientific Communication & Clarity | . f/10

9 Time Discipline _ 1o

10 Response to Jury Questions . ___ 1o
Total Score: /100 | |

Judge Remarks




Speaker 3 Evaluation

Speaker Name: lv/L boa | .
Paper Title:
Institution: €1l Clowe

No Evaluation Criteria

1 Scientific Relevance & Originality _5 /10
2 Clarity of Research Objective -6 _ 10
3 Methodological higor & 1o
4 Data Quality & Analysis i_ /10
5 Scientific Interpretation | : _& /10
6 Clinical/Translational Relevance _Q_/,‘IO
7 Slide Quality & Structure. 5 1o
8 Communicatidn & Confidence _L/10'
9 Adherenceto Time _5/_/10

10 Response to Questions 1 /10

Total Score: 60 /100

Judge Remarks

Marks (Out of 10)




Speaker 4 Evaluation

Speaker Name: 4«:»44;.4 EVH we .

Paper Title:

Institution: KmcH Juy,u(//? _
No Evaluation Criteria ' Marks (Out of 10)

1 Scientific Relevance & Originality Q /10

2 Clarity of Research Objective é /10

3 Methodological Rigor . o
4 Data Quality & Analysis ,é /10

. /‘ :
5 Scientific Interpretation 5 1o

&.

6 Clinidal/Translational Relevance é 110
7 Slide Quality & Structure

Rl
8 Communication & Confidence 6 /10

9 Adherence to Time .d 10
10 Response to Qﬁestions 5 /10
Total Score: 5 \ /100

Judge Remarks




Speaker 5 Evaluation

Speaker Name-

¥ = P

Speaker Name: el Aer! )

Paper Title: ‘

Institution: QM/ (,m l:.‘/!h‘(

No Evaluation Criteria Marks (Out of 10)

1 Scientific Relevance & Originality _5~ /10 .

2 Clarity of Research Objective 5" 110

3 Methodological Rigor - ~ 1o
4 Data Quality & Analysis ol /10
5 Scientific Interpretation /A_ /10

6 Clinical/ Translational Relevance -5 /10
7 Slide Quality & Structure ;é_ /10

8 Communication & Confidence _/4_ /10

X

9 Adherence to Time K10

10 Response to Questions ;6_/10
_ .

Total Score: 5 /100

Judge Remarks




Speaker 6 Evaluation

speaker Name: N \da jz,\ 4

Paper Title:
Institution: (AR Ao AL
No Evaluation Criteria Marks (Out of 10)

1 Scientific Relevance & Originality _5 /10

2 Clarity of Research Objective ‘_/ /10
3 Methodological Rigor < 1o
4 Data 6uality & Analysis _(: /10
5 Scientific |nterprétation _£ /10
6 Clinical/ Translational Relevance S_M 0
7 Slide Quality & Structure _(_ /10
8 Communication & Confidence _S/_ no
9 Adherence toTime ' _1/10
10 Response to Questions _{/ 10

Total Score: QQ /100

Judge Rerharks




