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Preliminary remarks
Please note that the identity of the reviewer, as well as the review comments is confidential and will not be released to anyone. The Commission leaders are in charge of the pre-review synthesis. The frequent remarks are usually the standpoint from the editors. When a study is accepted by the Board as an Academy study it doesn’t remain anymore a study group work. Consequently the entire writing refers to Academy and no longer to a particular study group nor a Commission. The study customers are mainly external to the Academy consequently internal IAA recommendations are not appropriate for IAA studies. If internal messages are needed, study chairs are welcomed to add a documented cover letter to the Academy leadership when submitting the final study.
The policy is that the study should not appears as a work done by a small group therefore the mention of the Editor(s) should appears only on the back cover page. The tradition is that only one editor is not a good image of an international work, therefore the standard is to list the Chair, the vice or co-chair(s) as co-editors. When the study is prepared by several persons the mention “introduction” and/or “conclusion” at each chapter is not accepted as it confuse readers.
IAA Study Group (number) (name)
Reviewer’s Name: 
(if you want to be listed as a reviewer or no name is you want your review to stay anonymous)
1. Does the Study Group Report meet the original IAA Study Group criteria:
a. Be international, b. Be interdisciplinary in scope, c. Possess a clear target user, d. Lead progress, and e. Be completed within three years.

Reviewer’s comments :      
2. Is the objective clearly described in the report? Are all objectives met?

Reviewer’s comments :      
3. Is the report organized in a clear, concise manner? Is the report readable and understandable to non-experts?

Technical remarks if any:
Editorial/typo remarks if any:
Reviewer’s comments :      
4. Is the report fair? Is its tone impartial and non-judgmental?

Reviewer’s comments :      
5. Does the report reflect international and interdisciplinary considerations?

Reviewer’s comments :      
6. Does it contain input and analysis from a comprehensive set of sources?

Reviewer’s comments :      
7. Are the data and analyses handled competently? Are references given where appropriate?

Reviewer’s comments :      
8. Are the findings, conclusions and recommendations adequately supported by evidence, analysis and rationale?

Reviewer’s comments :      
9. Does the executive summary concisely and accurately describe the key findings and recommendations? Is it consistent with other sections of the report?

Reviewer’s comments :      
10. Are any sensitive policy issues treated with proper care? For example, if a recommendation requires involvement or approval from a particular organization or agency, are any challenges appropriately addressed?

Reviewer’s comments :      
11. Are appendices, if any, relevant to the report content?

Reviewer’s comments :      
12. Is the expected role of IAA, if any, clearly identified?

Reviewer’s comments :      
13. What other significant improvements, if any, might be made in the report?

In providing comments, reviewers are encouraged to distinguish issues they consider to be of general or major concern from other, less significant points.

Reviewer’s comments :      
Recommendation : 
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Publish after minor revisions 
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Publish after major revisions 
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Other comments (please use additional page(s) if necessary) : 
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