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Data analysis assessment criteria

The staff who assess your work with data may well be referring to a set of assessment criteria similar to those shown below. By comparing your own data analysis work with these criteria before submitting it for formal assessment, or alternatively getting fellow students to assess your work with the criteria, and making any adjustments that are suggested by such a comparison, you may be able to improve your grades.  

NB Different staff have different preferences, and although most will agree with these criteria in general, they may well have individual likes and dislikes. Consequently, it is always best to check with each member of staff. A good rule of thumb is never to assume, and always to ask.

1. 
Analysis of trends


      Weak: 
Only refers to levels of variables and an occasional change


      Good: 
Specifies magnitude of change ‘e.g. ‘rose by 15%’ and identifies key points in data series


Excellent: 
Also carefully relates timing of changes in different variables
2. Analysis of relationships between variables


     Weak: 
Only refers to broad positive or negative relationships between pairs of variables


     Good: 
Refers to the direction, strength and timing of relationships between pairs of variables


Excellent
Examines relationships between multiple causes of events and is cautious about the evidence for explanations
3.  Statistical Manipulation


     Weak: 
Only refers to raw figures


     Good: 
Ensures that data are converted into an appropriate form for comparison (e.g. through deflating data in current prices, and using percentages and indices)


Excellent:
Uses statistical techniques (e.g. regression) to analyse relationships between variables 

4. Selection and presentation of data


      Weak: 
A few relevant variables handled in text and diagrams


     Good: 
Choice of variables clearly related to the problem and clearly referred 


to in the text.


Excellent: 
Good choice of variables (not a ‘scatter-gun’ approach), good 
links


between text and diagrams and well labelled diagrams.

5.  Quality of conclusions

    
      Weak:
Conclusions not supported by evidence, only a vague sense of  


structure of the problem analysed


     Good: 
A couple of pieces of evidence cited to support conclusion, 




conclusion clearly related to the problem


Excellent:
Limitations of the evidence identified, conclusions tentative, strong 


sense of structure of the problem.
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