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Word Count
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General Guidance
Abstracts should summarize findings of research directed at the improvement of patient care outcomes. The general structure should include the following headers: introduction, methods, results, and conclusions. Abstracts will be evaluated by a designated abstract and virtual poster presentation review team. Specific evaluation criteria will be utilized to guide the selection process (Appendix B). Descriptions of preliminary research or planned research will not be accepted. 


Appendix B – Abstract Evaluation Tool

[image: ]     Pharmacy Resident Abstract Evaluation Form
	Presenter Name(s):
	Abstract #

	Title:



	Criteria
	Ranking and Comments (circle one)
Strongly Disagree (1) --Average (5) -- Strongly Agree (10)
	Score

	1. TITLE

The title concisely and accurately reflects the content of the abstract.  Title should be short, to the point and portrays the main point of the research project.

	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10
	


	2. INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

Background describes significance of the project. The reason as to why this project is being conducted is clear. The project is relevant to pharmacy practice.

	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10

	

	3. NOVELTY

The project idea is unique and current literature is sparse.  The research is focused on patient care outcomes.

	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10

	

	4. HYPOTHESIS/AIM(S)

The purpose is clearly described and a specific clinical condition was studied.  The objective(s) are explicitly stated in a logical progression and achievable in a one year project.

	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10

	

	5. STUDY DESIGN/METHODS

The study design and methodology are sound scientifically and designed to answer the hypothesis.  The methods minimize bias and error and the internal and external validity is maximized. 

	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10
	

	6. RESULTS 

Results are reported clearly, concise, organized, and with appropriate statistical analyses. The sample size is adequate, complete data are presented, and the outcomes answer hypothesis.  The results avoid interpretation, explanation and speculation.

	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10

	

	7. CONCLUSIONS

Conclusions are appropriate given the results and limitations of study design.  Outcomes are supported by results and lack interpretation beyond findings of the study. There is no introduction of findings not reported in the results.  
  
	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10
	

	8. DISCLOSURES 

Authors have no relevant financial relationships to disclose pertaining to the research project.
	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10
	

	9. READABILITY/ORGANIZATION/REFERENCES

The abstract has no typographical or grammatical errors, is concisely written with scientific language and clearly communicates the project and results. References are sited correctly.  

	
1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9       10

	






Maximum allowable score: 90
Evaluator initials: ________                                                                                 	Sum Score:  _____
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