
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
All submissions should conform to the following content structure and formatting 
guidelines. Failure to follow these guidelines will result in a low score and may 
cause your submission to be disqualified. 
 

• Abstracts, case reports, and/or data previously presented or published 
nationally or internationally are not allowed. 

• Abstracts and case reports presented previously at an SCCM chapter 
meeting are allowed. 

• If the abstract has been submitted, but decision is not heard, you are 
permitted to submit the abstract/case report. 

• Abstracts and case reports may contain new research on a topic presented 
previously. 

 
 
View Term Abbreviations 
 
Abstracts 

● Each submission is limited to a total of 2,500 characters, including spaces. 
Each section of the abstract has a character limit. The body may contain 
2,400 characters. The title may contain 100 characters and should be in title 
case. 

● There is a limit of 20 authors. 
● Complete all subheading fields: 

o INTRODUCTION/HYPOTHESIS 
o METHODS 
o RESULTS 
o CONCLUSIONS 

● The abstract may not contain tables or images. 

https://www.sccm.org/sccm/media/Congress/Abstract-Case-Report-Term-Abbreviations.pdf


● Phrases such as “Results/methods will be discussed” and “Additional data 
will be presented” convey no relevant information and are unacceptable. 

● The abstract cannot contain any HTML codes. To avoid formatting 
inconsistencies, please do not copy and paste text directly from Microsoft 
Word. Instead, paste the content into a plain text editor (such as 
Notepad), then transfer the content from there. 

● Do not use all uppercase for the abstract content. Turn off the caps lock 
feature. 

View a Sample Abstract 
 
Case Reports 

● Each submission is limited to a total of 2,500 characters, including spaces. 
Each section of the case report has a character limit. The body may contain 
2,400 characters. The title may contain 100 characters and should be in title 
case. 

● There is a limit of 20 authors. 
● Complete the following fields: 

o INTRODUCTION 
o DESCRIPTION of the case 
o DISCUSSION of the originality and importance of the case 

● The case report cannot contain any HTML codes. To avoid formatting 
inconsistencies, please do not copy and paste case text directly from 
Microsoft Word. Instead, paste the content into a plain text editor (such as 
Notepad), then transfer the content from there. 

● The case report may not contain tables or images. 
● Please do not use all uppercase in the case report content. Turn off the caps 

lock feature. 

View a Sample Case Report 

 
 

https://sccmsocal.org/images/downloads/264__pediatric_intensive_care_unit_covid_mock.230.pdf
https://sccmsocal.org/images/downloads/436__a_rare_case_of_cardiogenic_shock_due_to_lupus.402.pdf


 
 Scoring Rubric for Abstracts and Case Reports 

Each criterion will be scored from 1 (criterion not met) to 5 (criterion exceeded). Criteria with a * will be scored only for abstracts. Criteria with a + will be scored only for case reports. 

Criteria Exceeds expectations in 
addressing criteria 
(5 points) 

Strongly addresses criteria 
(4 points) 

Adequately addresses criteria 
(3 points) 

Addresses criteria with 
substantial weaknesses 
(2 points) 

Inadequately addresses 
criteria 
(1 point) 

Introduction and 
Hypothesis*+ 

• The introduction strongly 
demonstrates that the 
literature has been 
adequately reviewed. 

• The introduction 
provides a strong, clear, 
and thorough, yet 
concise, overview to the 
problem. 

• Based on the presented 
background and 
knowledge gap, a 
specific, clear, and 
testable research 
objective is stated. 

• The introduction 
demonstrates that the 
literature has been 
reviewed. 

• The introduction 
provides a clear, 
somewhat thorough 
background to the 
problem. 

• Based on the presented 
background and 
knowledge gap, a clear 
and testable research 
objective is stated. 

• The introduction partially 
demonstrates that the 
literature has been 
reviewed. 

• The introduction 
provides a clear, 
somewhat thorough 
background to the 
problem. 

• Based on the presented 
background and 
knowledge gap, a 
testable research 
objective is stated. 

• The introduction very 
weakly demonstrates 
that the literature has 
been reviewed. 

• The introduction 
provides a background 
that is not informed by 
aims. 

• A clear but untestable 
research objective is 
stated. 

• The introduction does 
not demonstrate that the 
literature has been 
reviewed. 

• The introduction 
provides a background 
that is not informed by 
aims. 

• A vague, untestable 
research objective is 
stated. 

Methods* The methods are clearly and 
concisely described so the 
reader can easily see how the 
hypothesis will be tested and 
how the results will confirm 
or reject the hypothesis. 

The methods provide all 
relevant information 
necessary to understand how 
the hypothesis will be tested 
and how the results will 
confirm or reject the 
hypothesis. 

The methods are adequately 
described. 

There is a brief explanation 
of the methods, but not 
enough information is 
provided to test the 
hypothesis and/or provide 
context for the results. 

There is a complete lack of 
description of methods. 

Results* and Discussion+ • The results are clear and 
connected to the 
purpose of the study. 

• The results strictly follow 
the presentation of the 
methods. 

• The results are clear and 
connected to the 
purpose of the study. 

• The results mainly follow 
the presentation of the 
methods. 

• The results attempt to 
present findings but 
might be unclear OR 
some information is 
missing from the results. 

• The results attempt to 
present findings but 
might be unclear AND 
some information is 
missing from the results. 

• The results do not 
present concrete data, 
they are unclear findings, 
and/or they do not relate 
to the study purpose. 



 
 Scoring Rubric for Abstracts and Case Reports 

Each criterion will be scored from 1 (criterion not met) to 5 (criterion exceeded). Criteria with a * will be scored only for abstracts. Criteria with a + will be scored only for case reports. 

• The results provide 
findings without 
interpretation of the 
results. 

• The results provide 
findings with some 
interpretation of the 
results. 

• The results follow the 
presentation of the 
methods. 

• Results loosely follow the 
presentation of the 
methods. 

• Results do not follow the 
presentation of the 
methods. 

Conclusion* The concluding statement is 
clearly and concisely written. 
It addresses the hypothesis 
and directly stems from the 
data provided. 

The concluding statement 
addresses the hypothesis and 
stems directly from the data 
provided. 

The concluding statement is 
adequate. It addresses the 
hypothesis or stems from the 
data. 

The concluding statement is 
not supported by the data 
provided and/or does not 
address the hypothesis. 

There is a complete lack of 
concluding statement. 

Quality and Relevance*+ The topic is current, relevant, 
groundbreaking, or 
significant to the field and 
audience. 

The topic is current, 
important, and appropriate 
to the field and audience. 

The topic may not be current, 
but it is relevant to the field 
and audience. 

The topic is only tangentially 
related to the field and is not 
current or important to the 
field and/or audience. 

The topic is not relevant, not 
current, and/or lacks 
importance or 
appropriateness to the field.  

 




