
Writing an Abstract 
 
 
An abstract is a clear statement of the topic of your project and your 
research question.  
 
It should not be more than 200-250 words. 
 
Highlight major points of your research and explain why your work is 
important; what your purpose was, how you went about your project, 
what you learned, and what you concluded. 
 
It must include information for reviewers to judge the investigation you 
have undertaken. 
 
 
Presentation Title: 
Research focus:  
 
Name: 
School: 
 
Intro 

State/explain the problem and the purpose of the project. 
 

Method 
How you went about your solution “Our hypothesis was…” “By 
comparing…it became evident… Through experimentation 
with…etc.” “We assessed…” 
 

Results 
Your solution “My research findings indicate…etc.  

 
Conclusion 

What did your research determine? “These results illustrate…etc.” 
“Further studies are needed to…” 

 
 
  



Writing a Conclusion 
 
“A scientific conclusion is the final claim of the scientist made upon 
analyzing the experimental data (evidence). Unlike a hypothesis, 
the conclusion is a claim that has been tested.” 
 
Similar to an abstract but allowing for more consideration and/or 
explanation, your conclusion should be based on your results. Was your 
hypothesis correct? If not, what can you conclude? Do you need to run 
the experiment again, change your approach, correct a function of a 
prototype? Can you sum up your data in a way that everyone can 
understand the results and follow your reasoning? 
 
Presentation Title: 
Name: 
 
Restate the Project’s Goals.  

Begin your conclusion by restating the goals of your experiment, 
survey, prototype build. 

 
Describe Methods Used.  

Provide a brief summary of the methods you used in your 
investigation. 

 
Include and Analyze Final Data.  

Explain your results. Confirm whether or not your hypothesis was 
supported by the results. Account for uncertainties and errors. 
Explain, for example, if there were other circumstances beyond 
your control that might have impacted the experiment’s results. 

 
State Whether Your Investigation Succeeded.  

Discuss also new questions or discoveries that emerged from the 
experiment. 

 
 
 
  



Writing Recommendations 
 
Describe how you would improve the project if you were to do it again.  
Make suggestions for how your research could be extended.  Explain any 
mistakes you think you made and how they could be avoided if you were 
to do the project again. See this as a discussion along the lines of “what 
does it all mean”? 
 
1. Avoid statements that go beyond what the results can support. 

2. Avoid sudden introduction of new terms or ideas. 

3. Speculations on possible interpretations are allowed, but these 
should be rooted in fact, rather than imagination. 

 
  



What else to include? 
 
Resources 
 
You must cite all the sources on which your work is based, including 
publications and information provided to you by experts in the field, etc. 
 
Acknowledgements 
 
Thank the people who contributed to the project but not to the extent 
that would justify “authorship”. For example, include those who provided 
technical help or expert opinions. Or even your mum for proofreading the 
report! 
 

Big fat nod to Elsevier’s “Steps to structuring a science paper editors will 
take seriously” https://www.elsevier.com/connect/11-steps-to-
structuring-a-science-paper-editors-will-take-seriously 

 


