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=FINE -> Cook’s distance / standardized residuals (outliers)
(to identify multicollinearity)

M%/*n‘@,rfmf f? &ZZ

G- Zé‘/f'r 15—



e out final estimated model m

O'}% 6. Writ i ‘%EQ/(N &’&( j:hematlcally

hat on response variable max 2 sig digits on coefs
(ok if coefs in table)

D ’%’ 7/&Plots:

@ (not too small) captions
Q

3/5 / placement OT BLURRY |

8. Conclusuons s F MMML‘A?\ / st \ JQX\AM)

/ recap a ysus state main findings C
i& / 9. Overall presenta ign (clarity of explanations, appropriate citations /
p references) : |

poor sdtisfactory / goo excellent

10. Other comments? 3 :
A-norefs T\ \«& E/>
- cite@ﬁ;\jnot course notes, not wikipedia, etc)
@ interpretation: cannot conclude causation, only association
D — use your OWN WORDS / apparently unattributed quotations
E — Intro: 1. Give context; 2. Clearly state scientific question; 3. Describe data
F — univariate graphical: histograms not boxplots
G - (mathematical) model misspecified / unclear
H — clearly EXPLAIN / INTERPRET PLOTS (don’t just state conclusions)

| — plot size / aspect ratio (make ‘pretty’)




