Expert Review of the IPCC AR6 Working Group I Report
The purpose of this note is to explain the process for the Expert Review of the Working Group I (WGI) contribution to
the IPCC Sixth Assessment Report (AR6). By ensuring the robustness of the assessment process, the Expert Review
supports the preparation of a comprehensive, objective and balanced report.
The First Order Draft of the WGI report will be available for Expert Review for an eight-week period from 29 April to 23
June 2019. All experts who submit comments on the First Order Draft will be invited to review the Second Order Draft
(2 March to 26 April 2020, open to experts and Government representatives).
The new AR6 WGI report structure is designed to assess large-scale climate changes (Chapters 2-4), climate processes
and feedbacks (Chapters 5-9), and regional climate information (Chapters 10-12 and Atlas). This approach aims at a
greater visibility for key knowledge developments relevant for policymakers, strengthening the assessment of climate
information for regions and enhancing links with Working Groups II (impacts, adaptation and vulnerability) and III
(mitigation and socio-economics). This Guidance Note provides information on how to participate in the Expert Review.
Review Process
The IPCC Procedures1 require that the review is carried out by experts. This is not a public review and prospective Expert
Reviewers are requested to provide information on their relevant scientific and technical expertise when they register.
The IPCC Secretariat will notify member governments and observer organisations of the call for registration and start
of the review, inviting them to solicit the participation of their experts. All those previously nominated for a role in the
WGI report but not selected will be invited to participate. Those individuals who have contacted the WGI TSU about the
possibility of being an Expert Reviewer will also be contacted. There will be an announcement on the IPCC website and
on social media that the review registration site is open. All experts who submitted comments on the First Order Draft
will be invited to review the Second Order Draft and to submit further comments.
Registration and access of the draft report
The process includes an online registration system for Expert Reviewers that requests: contact details, a description of
expertise related to the Chapters that will be reviewed, a list of up to five most relevant publications, and highest
academic degree. A personal and non-transferable username and password is generated for each Expert Reviewer upon
successful completion of the registration.
To access the draft, Expert Reviewers must agree to the terms of the review, that all drafts and any supporting material
such as unpublished literature are provided strictly for the purpose of the review and must not be cited, quoted, or
distributed2. Expert Reviewers may not reproduce the contents of the First Order Draft, including in social media and
other public fora. The final version of the WGI report will become public following its acceptance by the IPCC in April
2021.
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Guidance on how to review the draft report
Review comments should focus on substantive issues and must be provided in English, using the Excel comments sheet
provided by the review system. Comments on typographical and other copy editing issues are not requested.
Constructive contributions are sought, for example suggestions on:
●
●
●
●
●
●

the structure, comprehensiveness and balance of the assessment;
overlaps, inconsistencies, gaps in the assessment, for example across different chapters or in relation to other
IPCC reports;
proposed revisions, providing specific text where possible with supporting evidence from the literature;
relevant additional papers, providing full citations;
shortening the text without loss of relevant information;
improving the presentation of material graphically or through tables.

You may be interested in reviewing specific sections or topics. We provide the Table of Contents of the draft and a
table that indicates where specific topics are addressed, sometimes in multiple chapters.
The text below offers guidance for reviewing specific aspects of the draft, including the Frequently Asked Questions,
the Figures, and the Interactive Online Atlas, the latter being a unique feature of the WGI across all IPCC AR6 Reports.
Interactive Atlas:
When navigating through the Interactive Atlas, you will find a "Get a review code (for this page)" button at the bottom
right-hand corner. By clicking on it, you will get a code (which uniquely identifies the page that is being shown),
together with some brief instructions on how to use this code to make comments using the Review Form provided.
These are the key aspects to be considered when doing so:
● Guidance: Does the Atlas chapter (Section 7) describes clearly the use of the Interactive Atlas?
● Scope: Is the scope (datasets, reference regions and reference periods – including warming levels) clearly
described in the Atlas chapter (in particular Sections 2 and 3)?
● Content: Does the Interactive Atlas effectively complement the Atlas chapter material (in particular Sections
4 and 5)? And material in other chapters?
● Design: Do you find appropriate the design of the Interactive Atlas, in terms of navigation and functionality?
● Provenance: Do you find suitable the provenance information provided by the Atlas (including examples of
metadata and code for reproducibility provided)?
● Development: Do you have ideas for further development of the Interactive Atlas?
● Usefulness: Do you find useful this new product developed for AR6 (e.g. for developing policy or practice
relevant to climate change)?
Chapter figures:
● Content: does it reflect the scientific content and does it indicate clearly the datasets used?
● Message: what is the main message you take away from the figure? Is this consistent with the underlying
text?
● Design: does the design of the figure affect your understanding? In what way (e.g. cluttered figure, legend
too distant, unexpected sequence of information, etc.)?
FAQs:
●
●
●

Content: Do the FAQs seem appropriate for the chapter? Are any topics missing from the suggested list of
FAQs?
Message: Is there a clear narrative through the text? Is the language used pictured appropriately (i.e., for a
lay audience)?
Design: Is the suggested figure appropriate? If not, can you provide a more appropriate suggestion?

When reviewing the report, please recall that the assessment may not go beyond the scope of outline that was approved
by the IPCC
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(https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/09/AR6_WGI_outlines_P46.pdf), and that authors are required to
work within page length constraints and must present a concise assessment of current knowledge, not a full scientific
review.
In accordance with the IPCC Procedures, copies of any non-published or not publicly available literature that is cited in
the draft report can be provided by the WGI TSU to Expert Reviewers upon request during the review period. An online
form is available for this purpose in the review website.
All Expert Review comments, together with the author responses to those comments, will be made publically available
on an IPCC website after the publication of the report. Review comments will not be anonymous.
Expert Reviewers will be recognised for their valuable contribution, with their name, affiliation, and country of residence
being published in the Annex of Reviewers in the published WGI report.
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