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ALMA proposal review process 
Double anonymous, distributed peer review



Peer review: process of reviewing by experts in the same field (i.e. 
peers)

Single-anonymous peer review: reviewers’ identities are not known 
to the authors

Dual-anonymous review: reviewers’ and authors’ identities are NOT 
known to each other

Distributed peer review: the pool of applicants is also the reviewer 
pool

Glossary



For proposals requesting <50 h on the 12-m Array or <150 h on the 7-m Array in 
standalone mode are reviewed using the distributed peer review system 

The proposal team designates one member of the proposal team to participate in 
the review process.

Large Programs, i.e.>50 h on the 12-m Array or >150 h on the 7-m Array in 
standalone mode, are reviewed by the APRC, a panel of experts selected from the 
international astronomical community. 

External Science Assessors provide reviews on Large Programs, that are 
considered by the APRC. 

All proposals are reviewed in a dual anonymous fashion 

All proposals need to be prepared in accordance with the dual-anonymous 
guidelines

ALMA hosts informative webinars
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ALMA Reviewer Tool
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Biases at ALMA

Observed at other major facilities, too
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Dual-anonymous guidelines to authors

Proposals have to be as anonymous as possible

Focus on the science 
If complete anonymity is not possible try ambiguity 
In case of doubt, contact your ARC/ARC node 
Proposals not compliant with dual-anonymous guidelines can be 
rejected
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Dual-anonymous guidelines to reviewers

Make your evaluation based on scientific merit

Do not try to guess the identity of the authors 
Even if you have a clear idea of the identity, continue the review unless 
the proposal violates the dual-anonymity rules 
Expertise of the team should not be evaluate 
If as a reviewer you think the rules have been violated, contact the 
observatory
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Good luck! 
Even the best need some luck 😅


