
E-learning Reviewing of Draft IPCC Assessment 
Reports

Webinar 2: How to conduct an IPCC 
review?

The webinar will commence shortly

Thursday, 07 June, 2018

1



Webinar 2: How  to conduct an IPCC review

ClimateContact-
Consultancy

Moderator: 
Karen Morris, SSN

Presenters: 
Leo Meyer, CC-C

Prof. Jean-Pascal 
van Ypersele, UCLouvain

E-learning Reviewing of Draft IPCC Assessment 
Reports 

Thursday 7 June 2018 1-2 pm CEST/11-12 pm GMT + 2

1



From Webinar 1 (How does the IPCC work)

ClimateContact-
Consultancy

• Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change IPCC

• Installed by UN through World Meteorological Organization (WMO) and 
United Nations Environmental Programme (UNEP, now known as ‘UN 
Environment’) in 1988 

• Organises every 5-7 years a scientific  assessment of published literature on 
climate change, its impacts, and its response options

• By teams of scientists from all continents

• Primarily to inform the policymakers of the UN member states

Mandate:
“… to assess on a comprehensive, objective, open and transparent basis 
the scientific, technical and socio-economic information relevant to 
understanding the scientific basis of risk of human-induced climate 

change, its potential impacts and options for adaptation and mitigation.”
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• Expert Reviewers: these experts volunteer to review part of an IPCC 
report (First and Second Order Drafts). They can nominate themselves 
and can be nominated by NGOs, academia, IPCC observer organisations, 
as well as by governments.

• Governments: participants to the « government » part of the « Expert 
and government » review. Governments review the Second Order Draft 
and the Final Draft of the Summary for Policymakers (SPM).

• Authors of the relevant chapters: they have to consider each review 
comment one by one, and justify the manner in which they take them 
into account.

• Review Editors: senior scientists with IPCC experience who accompany 
the author teams. They ensure that all substantive review comments 
receive appropriate consideration and ensure that genuine 
controversies are reflected adequately in the report. 

Actors in the Review Process

ClimateContact-
Consultancy
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The Review Process (1)

• (Zero-Order Draft: internal  for authors only)

• First Order Draft: Expert Review, 8 weeks.

• Second Order Draft and First Draft of SPM:  simultaneous 
Government and Expert Review, 8 weeks.

• Final Draft: Government Review of the final draft SPM.

• Authors must respond to all review comments – files made 
public after publication of the report.

• Review Editors have to sign off the comment and response 
files before the report can be accepted by the Panel.

ClimateContact-
Consultancy
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• An Expert or Government Reviewer can select one or more chapters, 

a section or just a sub-paragraph – no obligation to review the whole 

report! 

• There is no lower or upper limit to the number of review comments.

• Government Focal Points are expected to upload one  integrated 

review on behalf of their government, but they may consult as many 

experts as they deem necessary.

• Expert Reviewers may wish to send a copy of their comments to their 

Government Focal Point (see doc ‘Useful Links’). 

• All Expert Reviewers are acknowledged with their names, affiliations 

and country in an Annex to the published IPCC report. 

The Review Process (2)
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• “Include the best possible and latest scientific 
findings”

• “Should aim to involve as many experts as possible 
in the IPCC process”

• “Review process should be objective, open and 
transparent”

IPCC Procedures on Expert and 
Government Review

ClimateContact-
Consultancy
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Review Comment Response Files: 
Example Taken from Africa Chapter AR5 WG II 
Report
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• The purpose of the Expert Reviews is to ensure that 
the report is comprehensive, objective, and 
balanced.

• The IPCC procedures require that the review be 
carried out by experts. Prospective Expert Reviewers 
are requested to provide information on their 
relevant scientific and technical expertise when they 
register. 

• This is not a public review and experts are required to 
sign and respect a confidentiality agreement.

IPCC Guidance for Reviewers (1)

ClimateContact-
Consultancy
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• Review comments should focus on substantive issues and must 
be provided in English, using the Excel comments sheet provided 
by the review system.

• Constructive contributions are sought:

 Considering  the  structure,  comprehensiveness  and  
balance  in  Chapters,  including appropriate use of peer-
reviewed literature;

 Wherever possible, providing suggestions for revisions in 
terms of specific text and provide supporting evidence from 
the literature as appropriate;

 Giving full citations for any suggested relevant papers;

IPCC Guidance for Reviewers (2)
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 Considering ways of shortening the text without loss of 
relevant information;

 Considering ways of improving the presentation of material 
graphically or through tables;

 Avoiding suggesting revisions that would go beyond the  
Panel-approved outline for the Chapters of the Report;

 Recognizing that authors are required to work within page  
length constraints and must present a concise assessment  
of current knowledge, not a scientific review of how that 
knowledge was derived.

IPCC Guidance for Reviewers (3)

ClimateContact-
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• ‘Policy relevant but not policy prescriptive’

• Be cautious when you encounter verbs like ‘must’, ‘should’, ‘have 
to’ in case of statements describing policies or actions – unless 
phrased conditionally. Example: 

 “To limit the warming with a probability higher than XX%, the 
carbon budget must not exceed XX GtC” is OK.

 But “The carbon budget must not exceed XX GtC” is not OK –
it is policy prescriptive.

 Uncertainty language is used by adding qualifiers in italics, 
such as ‘likely’ to relevant statements.  These qualifiers 
should be reviewed as well. More on this in Webinar 3 on 19 
June.

Language in the IPCC reports

ClimateContact-
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• For a First Order Draft (FOD): start with Executive Summaries 
of Chapters, pick and choose issues of interest to you.

• Dive into chapters and find the relevant sections; use the 
search function in pdf for finding catchwords.

• For a Second Order Draft (SOD):  start with the SPM; pick 
your subjects; go to the Technical Summary (if there is one); 
then to Executive Summary and find the relevant 
statements; then go to chapters /sections

• Consider the texts, graphs, tables: understandable? Clear 
messages? Policy relevant – not prescriptive? Information 
missing? Parts that could be deleted?

How to start a review of a report of 
>1000 pages – for first timers (1)

ClimateContact-
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You may wish to consult climate policy plans and measures of your 
country as a source for identifying policy-relevant issues. The website of 
UNFCCC (United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change) is a 
useful source.

• For the least developed countries, there are NAPAs ( National 
Adaptation Action Plans),

• and for all countries there are  (I)NDCs;  (Intended) Nationally 
Determined Contributions) plans under the Paris Agreement

• National reports of developing countries to the UNFCCC on 
emissions inventories and adaptation and mitigation measures

How to Start a Review of a Report of 
>1000 pages – for First Timers (2)
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The Use of Literature Sources 

ClimateContact-
Consultancy

When reviewing, pay attention to the literature references!

• Developing country reviewers can obtain peer-reviewed literature that is 
behind a paywall by sending a request to UNEP (UN Environment)  
through uneplib.helpdesk@unep.org with your full name and role in the 
report, relevant chapter(s).

• Grey literature sources not available online, and/or poorly referenced,  
and also articles accepted for publication, but not yet published can be 
obtained through the relevant Technical Support Unit (TSU).

• In your review comment you may provide relevant references to both 
peer-reviewed articles (preferred) and to ‘grey’ literature from 
governments, industry, NGOs. Quality will be checked by author teams. 
Non-English literature should have a summary in English.

• Blogs, social network sites, broadcast media, and personal 
communications are excluded as sources.
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• Authors have to go through thousands of comments – help 
them to work efficiently and effectively!

• Make your comment as precise as possible:

 If possible provide concrete text proposals;

 If you want to add text, also indicate what text to delete –
authors have page length restrictions;

 If text could be shortened /combined, suggest concrete 
text;

 If  you want to  refer to literature sources, please provide 
the complete reference; in case of grey literature provide a 
web link if available.

Effectiveness of Comments

ClimateContact-
Consultancy
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• Each comment must be considered (hundreds of comments for each 
chapter) by the author teams during (and after) a lead author 
meeting following a review period.

• Possible author responses: ‘accepted’, ‘rejected’ (+explanation why), 
‘combined with other comments’, ‘noted’, ‘thank you’, ‘rewritten’. 
Many variations…

• Difference between ‘substantive’ and ‘editorial’ sometimes difficult.

• Author responses on comments become publicly available after 
publication of the report.

What do Authors do with the 
Comments?  

ClimateContact-
Consultancy
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Example of a ‘Bland’  Statement 
(headline from SYR AR5 2014)
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Example of a ‘Salient’ Statement 
(headline from SYR AR5 2014) 
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Judging Graphics

From: http://guidance.climatesciencecognition.com/
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Example of a Complicated Graph (from WG 
III AR5 2014)
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Example of a Clear Graph (based on AR5) 
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• A separate note is provided to you with step-by-step guidance on 
how to register as an Expert Reviewer.  In short: 

• Reviews are announced on the IPCC home page www.ipcc.ch;

• You have to register and obtain an account with a username and 
password;

• Experts have to indicate their expertise;

• A confidentiality agreement must be signed;

• Any serious request for registration is accepted;

• All comments must be written in English in a special Excel sheet;

• Deadlines are strict.

ClimateContact-
Consultancy

The Mechanics of Reviewing
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• Expert Reviewers are key to the quality of IPCC assessment 
reports – Expert Reviewers can add regional and local scientific 
information that is important to your community. 

• Government Reviews are key to the policy relevance and 
usability of IPCC Assessments.

• It is easy to be accepted as an Expert Reviewer. You don’t need 
to be a renowned scientist with lots of publications – but you 
should specify your expertise or interest related to the 
chapter(s).

• Don’t hesitate to register as an Expert Reviewer for IPCC reports 
and make your perspectives visible – see doc ‘Useful Links’ for 
links on the FCFA website.

Some Final Messages

ClimateContact-
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Disclaimers 

• Future Climate for Africa (FCFA) can not be held liable for 
any action or decision taken by the IPCC; conversely, the 
IPCC can not be held liable for the content of this course-
that is the responsibility of FCFA and the presenters.

• Participants can not derive any rights from this course 
with regard to the handling of review comments by the 
IPCC author teams.

ClimateContact-
Consultancy
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Thank You for Your Attention!

• Now: Q&As follow (15 minutes).

• Later: you may wish to send other questions to 

info@southsouthnorth.org by 15 June; these will be 

handled at the Webinar on 19 June.

• Next and Third webinar will include: reviewing 

uncertainties and robustness of IPCC statements; specific 

issues for Africa, 19 June 2018 1-2 pm CEST/11 am – 12 pm 

GMT +2.

.

ClimateContact-
Consultancy

25

mailto:info@southsouthnorth.org

