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Reading summaries are intended to gauge individual comprehension of scientific articles. Keep in
mind that paper reviews are not a simple paper summary but the reviewers critical thoughts about the
paper. You are encouraged to meet in small groups to discuss papers, but each student must submit their
own review. Summaries are due before class begins. Late work will not be accepted. I will calculate your
grade based on the best 10 paper summaries that you submit.

A reading summary should be ∼ 2/3− 1 page in length, and should contain the following:

• A topic sentence that states the identifying information about the reading (e.g. Title, author(s),
chapter/section/pages)

• A paragraph that summarizes the salient points of the publication

– Should be informative, but not a direct quote of those points

– Reiterate the main points in your own words

• A paragraph that contains the reader’s analysis of the publication

– What did you find that had scientific merit?

– What criticisms do you have about the work?

– How does the work fit in with the rest of the material presented in the course? Is it synergistic,
or does it conflict?

Summaries will be graded on the following scale:
1: Full credit will be awarded if the reader has clearly read and comprehended the work, thought about
the material critically, and would be able to discuss the work in a colloquial setting.
0.5: Half credit will be awarded if the reader has a superficial understanding of the work. The reader may
have missed critical points within the work, or misunderstood parts of the work. It should be clear that the
reader did put effort into the summary, but did not achieve full comprehension.
0: No credit will be awarded if the summary is not turned it, late, or sufficiently lacking in specificity
or length such that it is apparent that the reader did not put in the effort to understand and communicate
understanding of the work.



Alexander H. Nelson Research Statement

Grading Notes1

The following are common errors student make in writing summaries, and can lead to score deductions:

1. Meta-summarizing the paper without going into detail(“MS”):
“After briefly introducing the topic, the author describes the pros and cons of various approaches to
project management.”
Like what?

2. Regurgitation without showing evidence of deeper understanding (“REG”):
“And then the author says... and then... and then...”

3. Excessive quotation(“QUOT”):
You aren’t required to back up all your claims with quotes. A few are okay, but you don’t need to
back up every statement with a lengthy quote. In fact, you often shouldn’t.

4. Bad balance of specific and general detail(“DETAIL”):
e.g. If the paper is about lifecycle models, writing great detail about only a few models, but ignoring
the rest; or only discussing general principles of model application.

5. Vague critical analysis(“CRIT”):
“In general I thought it was pretty good. Sometimes certain statements were a little unclear, but it
didn’t really detract from the argument he made. ...”
Why was it pretty good? What was unclear? What argument did he make? Quantify statements.
“Good” is relative.

6. Criticism with no supporting evidence or logical backing, etc.(“RANT”):
“The study of this kind of thing is just a waste of time. Every argument boils down to obvious project
traits and downright common sense.”
Quantify your criticisms of the work. Weigh the work with healthy skepticism, but not outright
pessimism. Realize that many of these works were verified by peer review, likely by scientists who
have been in the field longer than you. Do not bother criticizing the choice of readings.

1These notes are modified only slightly from Marty Stepp’s CSE 403 course at the University of Washington. I found the comments to be
comprehensive and educational.


