[bookmark: _GoBack]Online Resource 1. Evaluation grid of group reports
Two independent raters evaluated the quality of the group's report. Each criterion was rated on a five-point scale (1 = minimum; 5 = maximum), with each score corresponding to a specific descriptor. The final score was obtained by summing the individual criterion scores for each group (range: 3–15). Enter the corresponding evaluation number for each criterion in the grid. 
	Criterion
	Score
	Descriptor
	Group 1
	Group 2
	Group 3
	Etc…

	Originality
	1
	The report is basic, without critical contributions, and reflects stereotypical thinking. The information presented shows a superficial level of content elaboration. 
	
	
	
	

	
	2
	The report is developed in a simple manner, with appropriate language/techniques and enriched with some critical insights. Contents are addressed with a moderately original approach. The information shows a superficial level of elaboration. 
	
	
	
	

	
	3
	The report is developed in an articulated manner, with good variety of content and details that enrich it. Personal contributions are present and the information shows an adequate level of elaboration. 
	
	
	
	

	
	4
	The report is developed in a highly original way; the information shows an adequate level of elaboration and depth. 
	
	
	
	

	
	5
	The report is significant and original, correct and well-structured. It reflects critically on the content presented. The information shows an excellent level of elaboration and depth. 
	
	
	
	

	Level of project articulation
	1
	The report presents various imperfections and a structure that is poorly coherent with the assignment requirements.
	
	
	
	

	
	2
	The report presents content organized and articulated in an unclear way. The organization and structuring of the work is simple, basic, and fairly correct.
	
	
	
	

	
	3
	The report presents content organized and articulated effectively. The text is well-ordered and balanced in the structuring of its parts.
	
	
	
	

	
	4
	The report is well-developed and largely correct in terms of the organization of topics and the structure of the product.
	
	
	
	

	
	5
	The report presents content articulated in an effective and coherent manner. The sections are appropriately connected to the required knowledge. All parts of the project have been thoroughly developed and clearly defined.

	
	
	
	

	Adherence to the theoretical model
	1
	The report is insufficient: poor adherence to the CEPIDEAS model, inaccurate language and techniques. References to the model are fragmentary and/or lacking. Selected sources are inappropriate or scarce. Connections to the reference model show a poor understanding of the topic. Not replicable in real-world contexts.
	
	
	
	

	
	2
	The report is sufficient: adequate adherence to the model, appropriate language and techniques. References to the model are present but limited in sources. Connections to the reference model show a limited understanding of the topic. Scarcely replicable in real-world contexts.
	
	
	
	

	
	3
	The report is at a satisfactory level: adherence to the model, accuracy in language and techniques, completeness. Sources are present and consistent with the model. Connections to the reference model show an adequate understanding of the topic. Moderately replicable in real-world contexts.
	
	
	
	

	
	4
	The report is at a good level: adherence to the model, accuracy in language and techniques, completeness. Good level of mastery of the required competence. Connections to the reference model show a good understanding of the topic. Replicable in real-world contexts.
	
	
	
	

	
	5
	The report is at an excellent level: adherence to the model, accuracy in language and techniques, completeness. The work is thoroughly developed in all its parts. Appropriate sources for the topic are included. Connections to the reference model show an excellent understanding of the topic. Highly replicable in real-world contexts.
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