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Academic Paper 5 Points 

Score of 1 
Report on Existing Knowledge 

Score of 2  
Report on Existing Knowledge 
with Simplistic Use of a Research 
Method 

Score of 3  
Ineffectual Argument for a New 
Understanding 

Score of 4  
Well-Supported, Articulate 
Argument Conveying a New 
Understanding 

Score of 5  
Rich Analysis of a New 
Understanding Addressing a Gap 
in the Research Base 

• Presents an overly broad topic of 
inquiry. 

• Presents a topic of inquiry with 
narrowing scope or focus, that is 
NOT carried through either in the 
method or in the overall line of 
reasoning. 

• Carries the focus or scope of a 
topic of inquiry through the 
method AND overall line of 
reasoning, even though the focus 
or scope might still be narrowing. 

• Focuses a topic of inquiry with 
clear and narrow parameters, 
which are addressed through the 
method and the conclusion. 

• Focuses a topic of inquiry with 
clear and narrow parameters, 
which are addressed through the 
method and the conclusion. 

• Situates a topic of inquiry within 
a single perspective derived from 
scholarly works OR through a 
variety of perspectives derived 
from mostly non-scholarly works. 

• Situates a topic of inquiry within 
a single perspective derived from 
scholarly works OR through a 
variety of perspectives derived 
from mostly non-scholarly works. 

• Situates a topic of inquiry within 
relevant scholarly works of 
varying perspectives, although 
connections to some works may 
be unclear 

• Explicitly connects a topic of 
inquiry to relevant scholarly 
works of varying perspectives 
AND logically explains how the 
topic of inquiry addresses a gap. 

• Explicitly connects a topic of 
inquiry to relevant scholarly 
works of varying perspectives 
AND logically explains how the 
topic of inquiry addresses a gap. 

• Describes a search and report 
process. 

• Describes a nonreplicable 
research method OR provides an 
oversimplified description of a 
method, with questionable 
alignment to the purpose of the 
inquiry. 

• Describes a reasonably replicable 
research method, with 
questionable alignment to the 
purpose of the inquiry. 

• Logically defends the alignment 
of a detailed, replicable research 
method to the purpose of the 
inquiry 

• Logically defends the alignment 
of a detailed, replicable research 
method to the purpose of the 
inquiry. 

• Summarizes or reports existing 
knowledge in the field of 
understanding pertaining to the 
topic of inquiry. 

• Summarizes or reports existing 
knowledge in the field of 
understanding pertaining to the 
topic of inquiry. 

• Conveys a new understanding or 
conclusion, with an 
underdeveloped line of reasoning 
OR insufficient evidence. 

• Supports a new understanding or 
conclusion through a logically 
organized line of reasoning AND 
sufficient evidence. The 
limitations and/or implications, if 
present, of the new 
understanding or conclusion are 
oversimplified. 

• Justifies a new understanding or 
conclusion through a logical 
progression of inquiry choices, 
sufficient evidence, explanation 
of the limitations of the 
conclusion, and an explanation of 
the implications to the 
community of practice. 

• Generally communicates the 
student’s ideas, although errors 
in grammar, discipline-specific 
style, and organization distract or 
confuse the reader. 

• Generally communicates the 
student’s ideas, although errors 
in grammar, discipline-specific 
style, and organization distract or 
confuse the reader. 

• Competently communicates the 
student’s ideas, although there 
may be some errors in grammar, 
discipline-specific style, and 
organization. 

• Competently communicates the 
student’s ideas, although there 
may be some errors in grammar, 
discipline-specific style, and 
organization. 

• Enhances the communication of 
the student’s ideas through 
organization, use of design 
elements, conventions of 
grammar, style, mechanics, and 
word precision, with few to no 
errors. 

• Cites AND/OR attributes sources 
(in bibliography/ works cited 
and/or intext), with multiple 
errors and/or an inconsistent use 
of a discipline specific style. 

• Cites AND/OR attributes sources 
(in bibliography/ works cited 
and/or intext), with multiple 
errors and/or an inconsistent use 
of a discipline specific style. 

• Cites AND attributes sources, 
using a discipline-specific style (in 
both bibliography/works cited 
AND intext), with few errors or 
inconsistencies. 

• Cites AND attributes sources, 
with a consistent use of an 
appropriate discipline-specific 
style (in both bibliography/works 
cited AND intext), with few to no 
errors. 

• Cites AND attributes sources, 
with a consistent use of an 
appropriate discipline-specific 
style (in both bibliography/works 
cited AND intext), with few to no 
errors. 
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Academic Paper

Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors.

Overview

NEW for 2025: The question overviews can be found in the Chief Reader Report on Student Responses on 
AP Central.

Sample: C 
Score: 4

This paper earns a score of 4. The research question is presented on p. 2: “Does Disney’s depiction of 
villains in animated fairytales, compared to their live-action remakes, impact Gen Z’s perceptions of 
beauty standards?” The topic of inquiry is focused, clearly communicated, and carried throughout the 
method and conclusion. The topic is situated with a variety of relevant scholarly and authoritative works 
about Disney, Gen-Z, and beauty standards/attractiveness on pp. 3-7. Connections between the sources 
and their relevance to the research question are made throughout the literature review to defend a gap, 
on p. 7: “Though several studies have concentrated on the animated villains, there is limited information 
about how Disney’s representations in newer formats impact [beauty standards]. By analyzing these 
portrayals, my study assists in examining whether or not the pattern observed in animated formats 
continue in live action films.”

The choices within the method are logically defended on pp. 8-11. For example, p. 8 presents a defense 
of the villains sample: “These characters were chosen not only because they are known worldwide, 
but more specifically due to the fact that there are only a handful of live action remakes. Up until 2024, 
Disney has created as many as 21 live action remakes of their classics (“All 21,” n.d). Of these 21 films, 
only 14 movies consist of villains that are categorized as human, not including sequels or animations 
that repeat villains.” The images used are defended on p.9, “First and foremost, each image chosen had 
to, at the very least, clearly show the characters torso and up. This was crucial as body features were 
significantly relevant to the study when I evaluated the villain’s attractiveness.” There are also several 
other instances of the method being defended, including the actresses in the study and the survey 
population. 

The student’s new understanding is found on p. 20: “Upon a deeper analysis, a strong positive 
correlation between characters rated as more attractive within the survey and those who modeled 
modern V.C.D.E.s in the live action format emerged. Among the V.C.D.E.s measured, facial symmetry and 
actor popularity presented itself to be the most impactful in determining who received a “YES” instead 
of a “NO.” in the survey…. Furthermore, actor popularity served as a significant factor. Remarkably, over 
half the villains who switched from “NO.” to “YES” when going from animated to live action format were 
portrayed by widely recognized actors.” This new understanding is the result of a logically organized 
line of reasoning on pp. 12-19. For example, regarding facial symmetry on p. 16, “Results from overall 
symmetry show that 6/9 characters displayed higher balance in the live action formats as opposed to 
their animated counterparts. Such numbers illustrated a distinct trend where the live action adaptation 
converted to a more proportionate and symmetrical features; in fact, this was contrary to my theory of 
how the results could come out.” 
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Academic Paper (continued)

The student acknowledges ethical considerations on p. 12, “The beginning of the survey provided a 
clear consent p. outlining the purpose of the survey and how someone’s information would be used. I 
prioritized the respondent’s anonymity and voluntary participation by taking no personal identifying info, 
other than gender, as well as giving the option to opt out at any given moment.”

This paper does not earn a score of 3 because the topic of inquiry is focused and narrow on “how 
Disney’s animated and live action depictions of villains affect Gen Z’s perceptions of [beauty standards] 
and morality” (p. 7). The research methods are replicable and aligned to the topic of inquiry, as 
evidenced on pp. 8-12. The methods are thoroughly explained, detailed, and justified.  

This paper does not earn a score of 5 because the implications to the field of knowledge on pp. 21-
22 are underdeveloped:  “Nevertheless, the findings still reveal meaningful patterns. As Disney and 
other popular studios continue to recreate characters with attractive features, society may gradually 
merge what they see and feel. This has implications not just for entertainment and media, but for how 
young audiences internalize [beauty standards] and form emotional connections with morally flawed 
characters.” In addition, a lack of enhanced communication prevents this paper from earning a score of 
5. Although some of the tables and graphs are labeled, they are not referenced in text. Thus, although the 
communication is competent, the communication is not enhanced by the student’s design choices.
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