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Analysis of techniques utilized by humans, <i>Homo sapiens</i>, that resulted in correctly (or incorrectly) filling
out proposals for a scientific conference: A methodological test of the abstract submission process
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This analysis of ~400 abstract forms submitted to a major scientific conference was conducted to determine what
errors commonly arise during the abstract submission process. The results of our analysis show that individuals
who read the abstract instructions webpage (http://conferences.dce.ufl.edu/NAPC/) had the lowest likelihood of
making errors. The information requested in the form was important both for the sorting and organizing of talks, as
well as insuring any automated editing process was not disrupted by missing fields.
By carefully following the instructions, presenters were significantly more likely to make abstract submission
process smooth and seamless for the dedicated volunteers helping to organize the meeting.


