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PE 
Personal significance clear. 

Ex 
Topic identified. 
Research question well 
focused. 
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Com 
Terms defined.

Ex 
Relevant background.

Ex 
Not so relevant to this 
investigation. 

Com 
Footnotes used for citations though they get a 
bit confusing later. There seem to  be two 
types of citations used, footnotes and end 
notes.
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Ex 
Aware of controls and 
weaknesses. 

Ex 
Ethical issues addressed. 



Biology teacher support material

Investigation 16 (annotated)

4



Biology teacher support material

Investigation 16 (annotated)

5

Ex/Com 
Useful screenshots
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An 
Raw data presented. 
Qualitative observations 
not relevant here. 
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An 
Processing

Com 
Source?
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An 
Interpretation

An 
Interpretation 
Ev 
Scientific context provided
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An 
No significance test used. 

An 
Correct interpretation
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An  
Comparison.

Ev 
Conclusion 
a bit over 
confident. Com 

Supports not  proves. 

Com 
Source.

Ev 
Could also be due to data 
entry into the database. 
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Ev 
Weaknesses. 

Ev 
Strengths.

Ev 
So peer reviewed? 

Ev 
Conclusion. 
This is not necessarily so as 
the dividing line is not clear 
between somatic mutations 
and higher hereditary 
predisposition. 

Ev 
Extension.

Ev 
Suggested improvements. 

Com 
Bibliography 
provided. 
Citation format 
correct.


