
ACNM Grading Rubric: Original research or quality improvement abstracts (including 
published or unpublished work) 

 0 1 2 3 4 
Background & 
Significance 

Missing or 
incomplete. 

Not well 
communicated, 
not fitting the 
study 

Appropriate 
but lacking 
some key 
details or 
nuance. 

Strong, clear 
rationale.  

Exceptional 
and well 
written 

Study Aims/ 
Objective –  
if appropriate- stated 
hypothesis 

Missing or 
incomplete. 

Unclear or not 
fitting 
background 

Clearly stated 
but not fitting 
design of 
study or 
mismatched 
with methods 

Strong, clearly 
fits 
background 
and methods. 
Includes 
hypothesis if 
appropriate 

Exceptional, 
includes 
hypothesis if 
appropriate.  

Methods Missing or 
incomplete. 

Unclear, 
inappropriate 
for 
aims/objectives
. 

Suitable for 
aims but 
missing some 
key elements 

Strong 
methods, 
minor missing 
elements only.  

Exceptional. 
Well matched 
to background, 
aims and very 
clearly 
communicated 

Results Missing or 
incomplete. 

Unclear or 
confusing, 
inappropriate 
use of 
statistics.  
Misuse of 
methods in 
results. 

Adequate but 
could be 
stronger in 
terms of 
detail, 
presentation 
or use of 
statistics.  

Good/strong 
results, yet 
some 
clarifications 
needed.  

Exceptional, 
Clearly 
understand the 
findings of the 
study.  
Little to no 
clarity needed. 

Innovation & Impact  Missing or 
incomplete. 

Minimal 
mention of 
innovation or 
impact of 
research 

Some 
innovations 
highlighted. 
Small impact 
of work 
expected 

Clear 
innovation/ 
contributions 
noted. Good 
potential for 
impact of 
work.  

Exceptional – 
clearly 
innovative 
research 
and/or a less 
innovative but 
highly 
impactful 
study. 

Conclusions/ 
Implications 

Missing or 
incomplete. 

Implications 
loosely 
reported or 
vague. Not 
well connected 
to background 

Some stated 
adequate 
conclusions 
but missing 
depth or 
nuance.  

Good/strong 
section clearly 
stated 
implications of 
work or 
conclusions / 
future 
directions.  

Exceptional – 
thoughtful 
reflection on 
interpretation 
and 
implications of 
the work.  

Interest to ACNM 
attendees beyond 
yourself 

No interest, 
wrong fit 

Minimal 
interest or 
niche interest 
but not very 
likely to attend 
meeting 

Niche interest 
but likely to 
be attending 
meeting 

Broad appeal Standing room 
only 



Content sufficient 
for podium 
presentation 

No  Yes- 30 
minutes 

Yes 50 
minutes 

  

Overall submission Poorly written/ 
organized/ 
errors in format  

Acceptable    

References  Poorly cited, 
insufficient, or 
errors in 
citations 

Acceptable    

TO QUALIFY FOR CE CREDIT 
Learner 
Objectives 

A minimum of 3 for each 1-hour session 
Objectives stated as learner outcomes, i.e. “At the end of this session the learner 
will . . .” 
 

Presentation 
Outline 

Outline is relevant to each objective.  
The ~ number of minutes to cover each of the outline’s topics is noted in the outline. 
If pharmacology is covered, please note the # of minutes in increments of 15 min. 
 

References A one-hour presentation includes a minimum of 6 references (at least 4 of which 
have been published within the last 5 years in a peer-reviewed journal).  
 

 


