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Danger: Provincialism / parochialism / insularism of the 
sensitivity analysis community?

Way forward: being alert to duplications; utilize new 
teaching technologies; contextualize sensitivity analysis 
both among number crunchers and in the context of 
sociology of quantification 



Number crunchers: great 
book; Shapley values 
discussed but not for SA

MOOC with Coursera and Stanford 



Duplications: “ensemble modelling … in which 
thousands of versions of the model are run with a range 
of assumptions & inputs, to provide a spread of 
scenarios with different probabilities” 



Sociology of quantification: a recent review



Danger: cultural obstacles / Cartesian or Ricardian dreams 
/ reductionism  

Way forward:

…







3 modellers Lo Piano, Puy, Saltelli

2 experts models  and 
society Pielke, van der Sluijs

3 statisticians Mayo, Stark, Portaluri

2 statactivistes Bruno, Didier

2 economists Kay, Raynert

1 epidemiologist Vineis

2 sociologists of quantification 
Espeland, Porter

3 STS scholars Bammer, Sarewitz, Stirling

1 philosopher Ravetz

1 historian Charters

1 political scientists Di Fiore

1 expert RRI - Open Science Rafols



Danger: Technicism / neutrality 

Way forward: using SA to engage with fantastic and 
‘funny’ numbers;  monitoring, vigilance, deconstruction 



From Ulrich Beck to 
Giandomenico Majone: the 
technique is never neutral

Ulrich Beck
(1944 –2015)

1992 (1986)1989







The epistemic community built around

can play a useful (lead?) role in the monitoring of funny 
numbers, provided it succeeds in establishing itself as an 
authoritative interlocutor  



The End

@andreasaltelli


