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CAT II.5 for external authors 
This document outlines the expectations, procedures, and timeline for papers categorized as CAT II.5 within the Fermi LAT 
Collaboration. It is intended to provide transparency and support to external authors while facilitating an efficient and collaborative 
review process. 

What is a Category II.5 Paper?  
According to LAT Publication Policy, Category II papers that are externally led can be considered Category II.5 if they meet both of the 
following criteria: 
●​ Standard LAT Analysis: The LAT data analysis uses well-established and fully tested methods. 
●​ Non-Critical LAT Contribution: LAT data are not essential for the paper's main conclusions.  
 

Review steps for CAT I Review steps for CAT II Review steps for CAT II.5 

Presentations to the Collaboration 
Internal reviewers: 2 
Science Coordinator review 
Walk Through (final presentation) 
Pubboard reviewers: 2 

Presentations to the Collaboration 
Internal reviewers: 1 
Science Coordinator review 
Walk Through (final presentation) 
Pubboard reviewers: 1(or 2) 

Presentation(s) to the Collaboration 
– No Internal reviewer – 
Science Coordinator review 
Walk Through (final presentation) 
Pubboard reviewers: 1 

What are the review steps and the expected timeline? 
Presentation(s) to the LAT topical working group 
- A LAT member will invite the external team to present the work (even if still in progress) at least once in a regular meeting. This can 
be handled by the internal LAT member as well. This can be useful for spotting any issues with the LAT data analysis so they can be fixed 
before starting the review process. We thus recommend scheduling this presentation during the early stages of the draft preparation.  
Draft preparation  
- Draft distribution within the Collaboration is the responsibility of a LAT member involved in the project. 
- A standard acknowledgement statement has been established by the LAT Collaboration for inclusion in all publications. It is the 
responsibility of the involved members/affiliates to ensure that this paragraph is inserted.  
Internal Review 
- The draft is reviewed by one of the LAT Science coordinators (not a co-author)  
- Comments from the Science Coordinator will be returned typically within two weeks. Communicating an expected date for the draft 
to be ready helps the Science Coordinator to organize their agenda preventing possible delays on our side. 
- The process iterates until the major concerns related to the LAT data analysis (if any) have been addressed.   
Presentation to the Collaboration  
- The final draft is presented at a Weekly Analysis Meeting (WAM) on a Monday (work with the Science Coordinator to schedule this as 
soon as the internal review is almost complete) 
- Comments about the LAT data analysis from all collaboration members are welcome and should be considered.  
Publication Board (PubBoard) Review 
- After the WAM presentation, the paper is sent to the PubBoard. Author list and order must be finalized at this stage. 
- Please inform us if you intend to post the manuscript on the arXiv prior to journal acceptance.  
- A PubBoard reviewer (not a co-author) will provide final comments. These reviews typically take a week. 
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