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	Location
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	Attendees
	


	Notes
	


	
	


	
	
	


	Strongly Agree
	
	Neutral
	
	Strongly Disagree
	N/A
	

Comments

	Repeatability
	1.

	As far as is reasonably practicable the results have been demonstrated to be repeatable, with real and substantial similarity.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	




	
	
	


	Strongly Agree
	
	Neutral
	
	Strongly Disagree
	N/A
	

Comments

	Independence
	2.

	The study has sought multiple perspectives from a representative mix of military/scientific specialists, SME members and stakeholders.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	3.
	Selection of participants could not have led to biases in the data.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	4.
	The elicitation methods used could not have introduced significant bias.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	5.
	A sufficient number of sources of evidence exploring multiple perspectives and external to the study have been used.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	6.
	[bookmark: _GoBack]A sufficient number of sources of evidence within the study have been used.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	7.
	A sufficient number of analytical techniques have been used.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	8.
	The results are supported by field trials and analysis of past and current operations.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	9.
	Evidence has been collected from relevant scientific literature review.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	





	
	
	


	Strongly Agree
	
	Neutral
	
	Strongly Disagree
	N/A
	

Comments

	Grounding in Reality
	10.
	Multiple perspectives have been obtained using an appropriate mix of SMEs and participants.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	11.
	The results obtained appear plausible to experts.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	12.
	Any data items used have been validated by relevant experts.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	13.
	In light of the analysis, the study question is relevant to the study context, well-formulated and appropriate.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	14.
	The end product is fit for purpose considering magnitude of the risk of implementing advice based on the evidence.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	15.
	The model(s), within their domain of applicability, behave with satisfactory accuracy consistent with the study objectives.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	16.
	Any assumptions (including estimated parameters) have been validated.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	17.
	The study is useful within the wider context for which it is intended.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	18.
	The study is perceived to be useful.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	19.
	The customer is willing to act upon the findings of the work.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	20.
	The study gives the customer confidence in making decisions.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	21.
	There is a high level of confidence that the analytical output is fit-for-purpose.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	22.
	Reflective learning has been applied to capture successes and difficulties and ensure these lessons are available to improve future analysis.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	23.
	The evidence is still relevant from a timeliness perspective.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	





	
	
	


	Strongly Agree
	
	Neutral
	
	Strongly Disagree
	N/A
	

Comments

	Objectivity
	24.
	Self (team)-reflection shows that interpretations could not be influenced by possible study team biases.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	25.
	Any inferences and judgements made in the analysis are clearly identified.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	26.
	There is a clear link between evidence and interpretation.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	27.
	There is a strong theoretical framework to explain the results.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	28.
	The evidence has been analysed in sufficient depth.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	29.
	Any judgements made in the analysis have been replaced by logic or isolated as inputs/constraints.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	30.
	There is a high level of consistency between sources.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	31.
	The use of the analysis results to support any decision has been validated.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	32.
	The conclusions drawn from the output of the analysis have been validated.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	33.
	Implicit assumptions are captured, managed and understood.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	34.
	The implications of any data dependencies or relationships to other analysis or methods are understood. 
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	35.
	The problem has been engaged with in the breadth and depth intended.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	36.
	The hypothesis is strongly supported by the study results.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	37.
	The study has been subject to proportionate review for the decision being supported.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	





	
	
	


	Strongly Agree
	
	Neutral
	
	Strongly Disagree
	N/A
	

Comments

	Uncertainty-Managed
	38.
	The degree of risk and uncertainty in the analysis and it’s outputs is Verified & Validated.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	39.
	Sufficient sample sizes were used (where applicable).
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	40.
	The process of measurement/data collection could not have added any significant inaccuracy or bias.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	41.
	If there are multiple interaction effects, these are well understood from the evidence.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	42.
	All of the main components of the system are adequately represented.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	43.
	Any uncertainties in the inputs, constraints or process are clearly recorded and expressed in the output.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	44.
	There is a clear understanding of conditions in the study that could affect the outcome.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	45.
	Alternative explanations for the outcome have been examined, and no plausible alternative explanations exist.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	46.
	The system has been examined over a long enough period of time for the research issues to be properly understood in their context.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	47.
	The analysis process explicitly treats uncertainties.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	48.
	Uncertainty and risks associated with the analysis have been quantified, where appropriate, and managed actively.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	49.
	The consequences of missing or uncertain data and assumptions are understood.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	50.
	Sources of uncertainty are identified, i.e. the reasons why outcomes may differ.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	51.
	The impact of uncertainties is assessed, i.e. the range of outcomes they may cause and the relative likelihoods of those outcomes.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	





	
	
	


	Strongly Agree
	
	Neutral
	
	Strongly Disagree
	N/A
	

Comments

	Robustness
	52.

	The results delivered include a description of the range of possible outcomes and their relative likelihoods.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	53.
	The results of the analysis have been communicated to the commissioner with statements of the degree of assurance associated with the analysis.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	54.
	A balanced picture of the analysis covering what is known and what is uncertain has been communicated.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	55.
	The results of the study have been delivered with a clearly-communicated analysis of uncertainty.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	56.
	Where there exist deep uncertainties whose impact cannot be assessed, this has been openly communicated to the commissioner, along with an explanation of how these uncertainties are being managed.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	57.
	The sensitivity of the results to assumptions and conditions has been investigated and clearly communicated.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	58.
	The sensitivity of the results to uncertainties in the inputs, constraints or process has been investigated and clearly communicated.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	59.
	Any limitations/caveats to the advice have been fully investigated and clearly expressed. The extent to which they affect the decision is clearly understood.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	60.
	Key risks or uncertainties that have a large impact on the predicted outcome are identified, and the reasons for the uncertainties and the circumstances in which the risks might be realised are explained.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	

	
	61.
	There is an analytical record to i) facilitate access to the analysis by broader stakeholders, ii) make the analysis exploitable for wider decisions, and iii) inform continual improvement.
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐	
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