
 

 

Checklist for the Evaluation for an Abstract 
Score Description 

5 = Excellent 
The element is present, consistent with the standard described in the guidelines, 

and is of a remarkable/outstanding quality. 

4 = Good 
The element is present and consistent with the standard described in the 

guidelines.  

3 = Satisfactory 
The element is present and may be used even though it may not completely 

follow the standard described in the instructions and provided in the classroom. 

2 =  Poor The element is present but flawed or of poor quality. 

1 = Absent The element is absent from the report. 

NA = not applicable The element is not relevant to this study. 

 

 

Category Criteria 1 2 3 4 5 N/A Comments 

Background  Does the background clearly state 

the public health problem or 

question that the study will help to 

resolve? 

    

 

  

 Are key background data or issues 

presented to set the stage for the 

study?  

    

 

  

 Are the objective(s) of the study 

clearly stated? 

    
 

  

Methods Do the selected methods 

correspond with the purpose of the 

study and the research objective? 

  

   

  

 Are critical definitions clearly 

stated, for example, case 

definitions, main exposure? 

  

   

  

 Are the methods in chronological 

order? 

  
   

  

 Are the essential methods 

described with precision and 

without undefined terms or jargon? 

  

   

  

Results Do the study results follow logically 

from the methods described? Does 

each method have a result and visa 

versa? 

       

 Are the study results appropriately 

summarized in quantitative terms, 

for example, number of cases, 

major findings on time, person and 

place? 

       



 

 

Category Criteria 1 2 3 4 5 N/A Comments 

 Are data epidemiologically correct 

and free from false interpretation, 

for example, rates vs. 

proportionate frequencies, 

numerical estimates of risk and 

impact, measures vs. “high” or 

“low”? 

       

 Are sufficient and adequate data 

presented and organized to allow 

the reader to reach a conclusion? 

       

Conclusions  Does the conclusion have its 

principal basis in the data 

presented in the results? 

       

 Does the conclusion answer the 

problem and objectives stated in 

the background? 

       

 Are the findings and their 

interpretation consistent with 

existing scientific knowledge? 

       

Public Health 

Significance 

Do the findings solve an immediate 

problem or build on existing 

knowledge, not simply repeat what 

is already known? 

       

 Does this study have an obvious 

application to improving public 

health, such as initiating prevention 

activities, developing policies, or 

implementing and or strengthening 

surveillance systems?  

       

 Is the study sufficiently sound 

(including clarity and strength of 

results) to serve as a basis for 

taking public health action? 

       

Recommendations Are actions and/or control 

measures practical, and derived 

directly from study results? 

       

Title of abstract Title is brief and accurately reflects 

the content?  
      

 

Format &Clarity Uses correct spelling, punctuation 

and grammar? 

       

 The writing is clear and concise?        

 There a logical sequence and 

cohesiveness in all sections? 

       



 

 

Category Criteria 1 2 3 4 5 N/A Comments 

 There are no acronyms and 

references included? 

       

 The abstract meets the specific 

conference/journal word limit? 

       

 


