
 

 
How to Write a Stronger AESP Abstract 

Tips and guidance for submitting to AESP conferences and events 

 

What reviewers are looking for 
AESP's program planning committees review dozens to hundreds of abstracts for each conference. The 
submissions that score highest are not always the ones with the most impressive research. They are the ones 
that make it easy for a reviewer to say yes. That means being clear, specific, and direct about what will be 
presented, what the audience will take away, and why it matters for this community right now. 

 

1.  Bridge from research to real-world application 

One of the most common reasons strong submissions score lower than expected is that they stay in the methodology without connecting 
to practical implications. Reviewers are interested in the technical work, but they need to understand what it means for utilities, programs, 
or customers. 
 
Try: Add one or two sentences explaining how findings could inform program design, regulatory decisions, contractor training, or market 
adoption pathways. Even a sentence like 'these findings have implications for how utilities structure incentive programs for X' makes a 
meaningful difference. 
 

2.  Lead with results, not just methods 

Reviewers want to know what you learned, not only what you did or how you measured it. Abstracts that describe a methodology or study 
design without sharing findings leave reviewers without a clear reason to choose your session. 
 

● Share preliminary or partial results if final data is not yet available. 
● If a project is still underway, name that directly and make a compelling case for why the methodology or early insights alone are 

worth a session slot. 
● Avoid writing an abstract that reads like a teaser or hook. Reviewers need substance, not a promise of substance. 

 

3.  Address scale and replicability 

Reviewers consistently ask whether the work described could apply beyond its specific context. A small sample size, a single pilot, or a study 
tied to one geography or regulatory environment raises an important question for reviewers: can our organization learn from and apply 
this, or is it too specific to be useful? 

 
Try: Acknowledge the scope of your study directly, then add a sentence about how findings could translate to other regions, building types, 
or program structures. You do not need to overstate generalizability. Just show you have thought about it. 
 

4.  Include a utility co-presenter or partner 

Having a utility voice on the session, either as a co-presenter or as a named program partner in the abstract, consistently helps submissions 
score higher across AESP events. It signals that the work has been tested in a real program context and that findings are grounded in how 
utilities actually operate. It also broadens appeal to a wider slice of the audience. 

 



  

 
Questions about submitting to an AESP conference? Contact Jenny Senff at jsenff@aesp.org 

 

Tip: Even if a utility is not presenting, naming the utility partner and describing the role they played in the work adds credibility and context 
that reviewers respond to positively. 
 

5.  Connect explicitly to the conference theme 

Each AESP conference has a specific theme and set of priorities that reviewers are asked to consider when scoring submissions. Abstracts 
that could have been submitted to any industry conference without modification tend to score lower than those that make a clear 
connection to why this session belongs at this event this year. 

 
● Read the conference theme and Call for Abstracts language carefully before writing. 
● Reference the theme or its key ideas directly in your abstract where it fits naturally. 
● Ask yourself: if a reviewer reads only my abstract, will they immediately understand why it belongs here? 

 

6.  Write for the reviewer, not just the attendee 

The abstract serves two audiences at different stages: reviewers scoring it before acceptance, and attendees deciding whether to attend. 
These two audiences need different things. Attendees respond to a compelling hook. Reviewers need to understand exactly what will be 
covered, what the key findings or takeaways are, and why the session belongs on this program. 

 
Try: Write your abstract for the reviewer first. Once you are accepted, you can refine the public-facing language for attendees. Also be sure 
to complete the expanded description field fully. Reviewers take note when it is missing or thin, and it affects your score. 
 

7.  Be specific about what will actually be presented 

Some abstracts describe a topic area or research space without being clear about what will specifically be covered in the session. Reviewers 
have limited time and need to quickly understand what attendees will actually experience if they walk into the room. 

 
● Name the specific program, study, pilot, or case you will be drawing from. 
● Identify the key questions the session will answer. 
● Describe the format if it is interactive, hands-on, or panel-based, since that context helps reviewers imagine the session. 

 

Quick Reference: Abstract Checklist 

 
 Does the abstract state clearly what attendees will learn or take away? 
 Are results, findings, or data points included, even if preliminary? 
 Is there a connection to utility programs, customers, or real-world implementation? 
 Is the expanded description field complete and substantive? 
 Does the abstract address how findings could apply beyond the immediate study context? 
 Is there a utility co-presenter or named utility partner? 
 Does the abstract connect to this year's conference theme? 
 Is it clear what will specifically be presented, not just what topic it covers? 
 Could a reviewer reading only this abstract confidently score it a 4 or 5? 

 


