
Figure 1: A Visual Representation of the Main Categories, and Sub-Categories of the Type of Consensus Analysis in Climate Research. 
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Figure 2: The classification description from the Cook et al. (2013, p. 3) paper. This is directly extracted from their work, and provides a description and example for the different assessment types of the abstracts. 
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Figure 3: The Analysis results for September 2019. Showing on top the Pie Chart using the Cook et al. (2013) methodology. Then the bottom Pie charts showing the result with the Data-centric methodology. 
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Figure 4: The Analysis results for September 2009. Showing on top the Pie Chart using the Cook et al. (2013) methodology. Then the bottom Pie charts showing the result with the Data-centric methodology. 
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Figure 5: The Analysis results for September 1999. Showing on top the Pie Chart using the Cook et al. (2013) methodology. Then the bottom Pie charts showing the result with the Data-centric methodology. 
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Figure 6: The Analysis results for September 1995. Showing on top the Pie Chart using the Cook et al. (2013) methodology. Then the bottom Pie charts showing the result with the Data-centric methodology.
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Figure 7: The Analysis results for September 1991. Showing on top the Pie Chart using the Cook et al. (2013) methodology. Then the bottom Pie charts showing the result with the Data-centric methodology






Figure 8: The results for the data from all year combined. Showing on top the Pie Chart using the Cook et al. (2013) methodology. Then the bottom Pie charts showing the result with the Data-centric methodology.






Data-centric Approach 2009

Non Relevant	Relevant	Neutral	Supporting	Rejecting	559	95	7	5	

Data-centric Approach 1999

Non-Relevant	Relevant	Neutral	Rejecting	58	22	3	Non-Relevant	Relevant	Neutral	Rejecting	88	12	

Cook et al. Approach 1991

No Position	Position	Endorsing	12	6	

Data-centric Approach 1991

Non relevant	18	

Cook et al. Approach All Years

No Position	Position	Endorsing	Rejecting	2182	495	30	

Data-centric Approach All Years

Non-Relevant	Relevant	Neutral	Rejecting	Supporting	2336	336	20	15	

Data-centric Approach 2019

Non-Relevant	Relevant	Neutral	Rejecting	Supporting	1691	215	11	8	

image5.png
Cook et al. Approach 1999

N

= No Position = Position = Rejecting = Endorsing

Endorsing, 12, 80%

——_Rejecting, 3, 20%





image6.png
Cook et al. Approach 1995

I’ Rejecting, 1, 13%

= No Position = Position = Endorsing = Rejecting





image7.png
Data-centric Approach 1995

-
(l/lm 1, 20%

= Non Relevant = Relevant = Rejecting = Neutral





image8.svg
                                                                                              Non Relevant  ;  10  ;  67%  Rejecting  ,  1  , 20%  Neutral  ,  4  ,  80%  Relevant,  5  ,  33%  Data  -  centric Approach 1995    Non Relevant    Relevant    Rejecting    Neutral 


image1.png
Consensus-Analyses
in Climate Research

Scientists centered analysis

Data/study results
centered analysis

Abstract (or
title) analysis

Oreskes 2004
Cook et al. 2013
Cook et al. 2016*
Powell 2015, 2016,
2019

Surveys

Doran and
Zimmerman 2009
Verheggen et al. 2014
Stenhouse et al. 2015
Carlton et al, 2017

Scientists
Database

Anderegg et al. 2010

* Detailing the arguments of Cook
et al. 2013 in response to criticism

It: Pioneering paper
Bold: Key reference

None published
so far.





image2.png
Level of endorsement

Description

Example

(1) Explicit endorsement
‘with quantification

(2) Explicit endorsement
‘without quantification

(3) Implicit endorsement

(4a) No position
(4b) Uncertain

(5) Implicit rejection
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quantification

(7) Explicit rejection with
quantification

Explicitly states that humans are the primary cause
of recent global warming

Explicitly states humans are causing global
‘warming or refers to anthropogenic global
warming/climate change as a known fact

Tmplies humans are causing global warming. E.g.,
research assumes greenhouse gas emissions cause
‘warming without explicitly stating humans are the
cause

Does not address or mention the cause of global
warming

Expresses position that human’s role on recent
‘global warming is uncertain/undefined

Tmplies humans have had a minimal impact on
‘global warming without saying so explicitly E.g.,
proposing a natural mechanism is the main cause of
‘global warming

Explicitly minimizes or rejects that humans are
causing global warming

Explicitly states that humans are causing less than
half of global warming

“The global warming during the 20th century is
caused mainly by increasing greenhouse gas
concentration especially since the late 1980s"

“Emissions of a broad range of greenhouse gases
of varying lifetimes contribute to global climate
change”

carbon sequestration in soil is important for
‘mitigating global climate change”

“While the extent of human-induced global
‘warming is inconclusive....

*...anywhere from a major portion to all of the
‘warming of the 20th century could plausibly
result from natural causes according to these
results’

*....the global temperature record provides little
support for the catastrophic view of the
greenhouse effect”

“The human contribution to the CO, content in
the atmosphere and the increase in temperature is
negligible in comparison with other sources of
carbon dioxide emission”





image3.png
Cook et al. Approach 2019

I

Endorsing,
346, 96%

v

Rejecting,
16, 4%

\

= No Position = Position = Endorsing = Rejecting




image4.png
Cook et al. Approach 2009

I

‘Rejecting, 10, 7%

= No Position = Position = Endorsing = Rejecting




