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1. Introduction 
 
The SIAR Part 2 report assesses the substance of a Party’s annual submission with regard to its national registry.  Each section contains q
the specific items to be asse

uestions related to 
.  

 
 

ssed
 
1.1. Overall assessment

 
Ref Nr Requirement Assessment 

P2.1.1 , in relation to its national registr ] Yes [   ] No Is the information submitted by Party
complete? 

y, [ x  

P2.1.2 Yes [ x ] No Problem found with Party’s national registry? [   ] 

P2.1.3  Yes [ x ] No Any unresolved problem with Party’s national registry? [   ]

P2.1.4 entified with the significant changes to the Party’s national registry? [   ] Yes [ x ] No Problems id

P2.1.5 National registry related recommendations from previous annual review were 
fully addressed? 

[ x ] Yes [   ] No 

P2.1.6 Is there any recommendation that needs to be addressed by the Party? [ x ] Yes [   ] No 
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1.2. Summary of findings 
 
 
Ref Nr Summary of findings 

P2.2.1 
n 15/CMP.1 and is 

on Kyoto Protocol 
ntegrity, and 

 decisions 15/CMP.1 and 
1  The SIAR was 

e annex to decision 

o be consistent with 

 and the 
stems in accordance 

 
7. The national registry has not fulfilled the requirements regarding the public availability of information in accordance with section II.E of 

the annex to decisions 13/CMP.1. The SIAR assessor recommends that Party include the representative identifier, i.e. the two-letter country 
code defined by ISO 3166 and a number unique to that representative within the Party’s registry.  

 

 
1. The information on Kyoto Protocol units has been reported in accordance with section I.E of the annex to decisio

accurate. The national registry continues to fulfill all requirements related to its reporting and accounting of information 
units, transaction procedures, and conformance to the technical standards, public availability of information, security, data i
recovery measures. 

 
2. Party has reported information on its accounting of Kyoto Protocol units in the required SEF tables, as required by

14/CMP.1.  The SIAR assessor reviewed the findings included in the SIAR on the SEF and the SEF comparison report.
forwarded to the ERT prior to the review, pursuant to decision 16/CP.10.  

 
3. Information on the accounting of Kyoto units has been prepared and reported in accordance with section I E of th

15/CMP.1, and reported in accordance with decision 14/CMP.1 using the SEF tables. 
 

4. Information reported by Party on records of any discrepancies and on any records of non-replacement were found t
information provided to the secretariat by the international transaction log (ITL).  

 
5. The SIAR assessor finds that the national registry continues to per

annex to decision 5/CMP.1, and continues to adhere to the techni
form the functions set out in the annex to decision 13/CMP.1

cal standards for data exchange between registry sy
with relevant Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties (CMP) to the Kyoto Protocol decisions.  

 
6.  Party has reported its commitment period reserve in its 2012 annual submission.   

 
 

                                                      
1  The SEF comparison report is prepared by the ITL administrator and provides information on the outcome of the comparison of data contained in the 
Party’s SEF tables with corresponding records contained in the ITL. 
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2. ems 
 

on log records that may 
cision 22/CMP.1. 

 

Identification of Probl

The purpose of this section is to identify any problems with the national registry based on the Party’s annual submission and transacti
affect the performance of the functions of the national registry pursuant to paragraph 88 of the annex to de

 
Ref Nr Requirement Assess ent m Comment 

 

ted in 
ance with section I.E of the annex to 

nd relevant decisions of t

22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(a) 

The information is complete and submit
accord
decision 15/CMP.1 a
COP/MOP; 

he 

Assessed in SIAR Part 1. 
Kept here for completeness 

 

P2.2.2 

cellations, 
cement and 

ent with information contai
y of the Party concerned a

ons log; 

Problem Identified? 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

Party submitted a SEF which is consistent with the ITL 
records. 

22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(b) 

The information relating to issuance, can
retirement, transfers, acquisitions, repla
carry-over is consist
in the national registr

ned 
nd 

with the records of the transacti

P2.2.3 

is 
h the information contained in the 

ned and wi
h 
involved 

Problem Identified? 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

Party submitted a SEF which is consistent with the ITL 
records. 

22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(c) 

The information relating to transfers and 
acquisitions between national registries 
consistent wit
national registry of the Party concer
the records of the transaction log, and wit
information reported by the other Parties 
in the transactions; 

th 

P2.2.4 ation 
CERs, tCERs, and lCERs 

from the CDM registry is consistent with the 
information contained in the national registry of the 
Party concerned and with the records of the 
transaction log, and with the clean development 
mechanism (CDM) registry; 

Problem Identified? 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

Party submitted a SEF which is consistent with the ITL 
records. 

22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(d) The inform
relating to acquisitions of 
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Ref Nr Requirement Assessment Comment 

P2.2.5 22/CMP.1 paragrap
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h 88.(e) 

en issued, 
tired, or carried 

ious 
d in accordance with the annex 

to decision 13/CMP.1; 

m Id
es   [

th discrepancies 
reported period (see 

entified 3 discrepant 
ES response code 

sactions resulting in DES 
tions were 

explained in Table A6.6 in 
orts that these transactions were initiated in an 

de 4003 and 4010 were 
these response codes could 

r normal circumstances .Occurrences of 
0 are hence not 

tional registry has 
f transactions that 

 as a result of the 
nal transaction log. The 
capable of preventing the 
ls by improvements to the 

 national registry. The 
assessor recommends the Party improves this 

sfer proposals 
 and acquiring 

ational transaction 
s in the range 3000 to 

e codes, documented in 
tandards (DES), 
has sent a significant 

number of messages to the international transaction 
log that do not strictly comply to the message 
sequences mandated in the DES. The assessor 
recommends that the Party takes action to reduce the 
number of out-of-sequence messages sent by their 
national registry. 

 

ERUs, CERs, AAUs and RMUs have be
acquired, transferred, cancelled, re
over to the subsequent or from the prev
commitment perio

Proble
[   ] Y

entified? 
 x ] No 

The ITL identified transactions wi
proposed by the Party during the 
[RRITL], Report R-2). The ITL id
transactions which resulted in D
5009 and 1 discrepant tran
response code 5018. All transac
terminated. The Party has 
Rep
administrative error.  

Transactions with response co
identified by the ITL, but 
occur unde
response code 4003 and 401
assessed as discrepancies. 

The assessor notes that the na
proposed a significant number o
received the response code 4007
verification by the internatio
national registry should be 
submission of such proposa
validation performed by the

validation to ensure external tran
always have different transferring
registries. 

The assessor notes that the intern
log has recorded response code
3999. This range of respons
Annex E of the Data Exchange S
indicate that the national registry 



 

Ref Nr Requirement Assessment Comment 

P2.2.6 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(f) 

, acquired, 
ced, in 

o decision 13/CMP.1 
ision 5/CMP.1; 

m Id
es   [

 for the Party and no 
 regard to its 

ted to tCERs and lCERS. tCERs and lCERs have been issued
transferred, cancelled, retired and repla
accordance with the annex t
and the annex to dec

Proble
[   ] Y

entified? 
 x ] No 

No discrepancies occurred
problem has been identified with
transaction procedures rela

P2.2.7 

h 11 (a) of 
MP.1 on 

 at the beginning 
tion submitted 
t any 

s made to such information, on the 
accounts at the end o

em Id
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No

consistent with the ITL 
nd with information submitted in the year 

prior to the reported year. 

22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(g) 

The information reported under paragrap
section I.E. in the annex to decision 15/C
the quantities of units in accounts
of the year is consistent with informa
the previous year, taking into accoun
correction
quantities of units in f the 
previous year; 

Probl entified? 
 

Party submitted a SEF which is 
records a

P2.2.8 

f the commitment peri
calculated in accor

 1

22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(h) 

The required level o
reserve, as reported, is 

od 
dance 
8/CP.7; with paragraph 6 of the annex to decision

Only assessed by the Expert 
Review Team. 

Kept here for completeness 

 

P2.2.9 88.(i) 

The assigned amount is calculated to avoid double 
accounting in accordance with paragraph 9 of the 
annex to decision 16/CMP.1; 

22/CMP.1 paragraph Only assessed by the Expert 
Review Team. 

Kept here for completeness 
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Ref Nr Requirement Assessment Comment 

P2.2.10 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(j) 

 
action log relating to transactions initiated by 

and if so the expert review team shall: 

e
e

log?
[ x ] Yes  

th discrepancies 
reported period (see 

entified 3 discrepant 
ES response code 

sactions which resulted in 
nsactions were 
ned in Table A6.6 in 

were initiated in an 
to the common origin of the 

cy, the codes are combined for this 

e 4003 and 4010 were 
these response codes could 

r normal circumstances. Occurrences of 
response code 4003 and 4010 are hence not 

A discrepancy has been identified by the
trans
the Party, 

Has the discr
identified by th

pancy been 
 transaction 
 

[   ] No 

The ITL identified transactions wi
proposed by the Party during the 
[RRITL], Report R-2). The ITL id
transactions which resulted in D
5009 and 1 discrepant tran
DES response code 5018. All tra
terminated. The Party has explai
Reports that these transactions 
administrative error.  Due 
discrepan
assessment under 2.2.10. 
 
Transactions with response cod
identified by the ITL, but 
occur unde

assessed as discrepancies.  
 

P2.2.10.1 

Verify that the discrepancy has occurred and been 
correctly identified by the transaction log; 

re
identified by the

log?
[ x ] Yes  [   ] No  [   ]N/A 

sactions which 
 5009 and 1 discrepant 

 in DES response code 
5018. All transactions were terminated. The Party has 

rts that these 
 in an administrative error 

 

22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(j)(i) Has the disc pancy been 
 transaction 
 

The ITL identified 3 discrepant tran
resulted in DES response code
transactions which resulted

explained in Table A6.6 in Repo
transactions were initiated

P2.2.10 8.(j)(ii) 

pan
d previously for that Party; 

 sam
cy occurred 
or that Party? 

[   ] Yes  [ x ] No  [  ]N/A 

is reporting period associated with 
administrative error.  

.2 22/CMP.1 paragraph 8

Assess whether the same type of discre
occurre

cy has 

Has the
discrepan

previously f

e type of Discrepancy for th

R
ep

ea
t f

or
 e

ac
h

di
sc

re
pa

nc
y 

ty
pe

 (
50

09
 

 
)

&
 5

01
8

 

P2.2.10.3 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(j)(iii) 

Assess whether the transaction was completed or 
terminated; 

Was the transaction 
completed or terminated? 
[ x  ] Yes  [   ] No  [  ]N/A 

All four transactions were terminated 
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Ref Nr Requirement Assessment Comment 

P2.2.10 )(iv) 

 that cau

at 
y 

[ x ] Yes  [   ] No  [   ]N/A 

A6.6 in Reports that 
iated in an administrative 

error. 

.4 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(j

Has the Party corrected the problem sed 

Problem th
discrepanc

the discrepancy? 

caused the 
corrected? 

The Party has explained in Table 
these transactions were init

P2.2.10

 the 
na

ng of Kyoto 
er, 
 of ERUs, 

AUs and RMUs, the 
replacement of tCERs and lCERs, and the carry-
over of ERUs, CERs and AAUs 

y re
of th

e
cc

[   ] Yes  [ x  ] No  [   ]N/  

e A6.6 in Reports that 
iated in an administrative 

t the problem that 
es not relate to the 

capacity of the national registry to ensure the accurate 
accounting. 

.5 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(j)(v) 

Assess whether the problem that caused
discrepancy relates to the capacity of the 
registry to ensure the accurate accounti
Protocol units, issuance, holding, transf
acquisition, cancellation and retirement
CERs, tCERS, lCERs, A

tional 

Discrepanc
capacity 
registry to 
accurate a

lates to the 
e national 
nsure the 
ounting? 

A

The Party has explained in Tabl
these transactions were init
error. It is the assessor's view tha
caused the discrepancy do

DNK_SIAR Part 2 Assessment Report_v2.0.doc      Page 10 of 15 
 



 

 
Ref Nr Requirement Assessment Comment 

P2.2.11 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(k) 

been sent t
n log in relation to 

arty, 

iew team shall: 

C
acement held by 
Party? 

[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

curred for the Party. 

Any record of non-replacement has 
the Party by the transactio

o 

Any tCERs or l
to non-repl

tCERs or lCERs held by the P

and if so the expert rev

ERs subject No non-replacements oc

P2.2.11

ccurre
d by the transaction log

 transaction log 
 the non-

cem
 ] 

No non-replacements occurred for the Party. .1 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(k)(i) 

Verify that the non-replacement has o d and 

Has the
identified

repla
been correctly identifie ; [   ] Yes  [  

ent? 
No  [ x ]N/A 

P2.2.11

placement has occurr

ype of non-
t previously 

for t
 No  [ x ]N/A 

No non-replacements occurred for the Party. .2 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(k)(ii) 

Assess whether non-re
previously for that Party; 

ed occurred 
[   ] Yes  [   ]

Has this t
replacemen

hat Party? 

P2.2.11.3 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(k)(iii) 

cement was 

placement 
u
No  [ x ]N/A 

No non-replacements occurred for the Party. 

Assess whether the repla
subsequently undertaken; 

Was the re
subsequently 
[   ] Yes  [   ] 

ndertaken? 

P2.2.11 8.(k)(iv) 

non-replacemen
ble

cted the 
u
m

 No  [ x ]N/A 

No non-replacements occurred for the Party. .4 22/CMP.1 paragraph 8

Examine the cause of the t and 
m that 

problem that ca
replace

[   ] Yes  [   ]whether the Party has corrected the pro
caused the non-replacement; 

Has the Party corre
sed the non-
ent? 

R
ep

ea
t f

or
 e

ac
h

no
n-

re
pl

ac
em

en
tt

yp
e

(in
cl

T
yp

e
nu

m
be

r

P2.2.11

used the non-
of the national 

ng of 
sfer, acquisition, 

cancellation, and retirement of ERUs, CERs, 
tCERs, lCERs, AAUs and RMUs, and the 
replacement of tCERs and lCERs, and if so, 
initiate a thorough review of the registry system in 
accordance with part V of these guidelines. 

ment relates to 
the capacity of the national 

registry to ensure the 
accurate accounting? 

[   ] Yes  [   ] No  [ x ]N/A 

No non-replacements occurred for the Party.  
 

 
 

 
 

.5 22/CMP.1 paragraph 88.(k)(v) 

Assess whether the problem that ca
replacement relates to the capacity 
registry to ensure the accurate accounti
Kyoto Protocol units, holding, tran

Non-replace
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3. Identification of Significant Changes 
 
The purpose of this section is to identify any significant changes in the national registry reported by the Party that may affect the pe
functions contained in the annex to decision 13/CMP.1, the annex to decision 15/CMP.1 and the adherence to the technical standard

rformance of the 
s for data exchange 

between registry systems in accordance with relevant COP/MOP decisions. 

ng to this change 
submitted changes reported 

ce with paragraph 32 of decision 15/CMP.1, and the further guidance elaborated in the Independent Assessment Report common 
operational procedure. 
 
 

 
If a change to a Party’s national registry has been identified under paragraph 22 of the annex to decision 15/CMP.1 then information relati
should be submitted by the Party in accordance with paragraph 32 of the annex to decision 15/CMP.1.  This section assesses the 
by Party in accordan

Ref Nr Requirement 

Has the Party 
repo

Problem 
rted a 

cha
Identified with 

nge? the Change? Comment 
P2.3.1 

rmation of 
tor designated 

a

15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(a) 

The name and contact info
the registry administra
by the Party to maintain the n
registry 

tional 

Not a significant 
change, left here 
for completeness 

  

P2.3.2 

er Parties with 
erates by 

st

 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

 
[   ] Yes   [   ] No 

No changes occurred for the Party for this item. 15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(b) 

The names of the oth
which the Party coop
maintaining their national regi
in a consolidated system 

ries 

P2.3.3 15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(c) 

A description of the database 
structure and capacity of the national 
registry. 

 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

 
[   ] Yes   [   ] No 

No changes occurred for the Party for this item. 
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Ref Nr Requirement 

Has the Party Problem 
reported a Identified with 
change? the Change? Comment 

P2.3.4 15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(

A description of how the na
registry conforms to th
standards for data exchang
between registry systems fo
purpose of ensuring the acc
transparent and efficient exc
of data between national re
the clean development m

d) 

tional 
e technical 

e 
r the 
urate, 
hange 

gistries, 
echanism 

ction log 
raph 1) 

 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No [   ] Yes   [   ] No 

 for the Party for this item. 

registry and the transa
(decision 19/CP.7, parag

 
 No changes occurred

P2.3.5 

edures 
try to 

e 
on, 
 of ERUs, 

and/or 
ERs 

s taken to 
s where a 

 to c
ilure to 

 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

 
[   ] Yes   [   ] No 

No changes occurred for the Party for this item. 15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(e) 

A description of the proc
employed in the national regis
minimize discrepancies in th
issuance, transfer, acquisiti
cancellation and retirement
CERs, tCERs, lCERs, AAUs 
RMUs, and replacement of tC
and lCERs, and of the step
terminate transaction
discrepancy is notified and
problems in the event of a fa
terminate the transactions 

orrect 

P2.3.6 

s 
employed in the national registry to 
prevent unauthorized manipulations 
and to prevent operator error and of 
how these measures are kept up to 
date 

 
[ x ] Yes   [   ] No [   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

er 14 of the [NIR] that the two-factor 
authentication system was implemented in the Registry in February 
2011. The Party has provided a high level description of the 
system. The Party has also given high level descriptions of several 
other security measures implemented in 2011.  

15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(f) 

An overview of security measure

 The Party reported in chapt
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Ref Nr Requirement 

Has the Party Problem 
reported a Identified with 
change? the Change? Comment 

P2.3.7 15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.

A list of the information pu
accessible by means of t

(g) 

blicly
he user 

istry

 

interface to the national reg  

Not a significant 
change, left here 
for completeness 

  

P2.3.8 

of the interface 

15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(h) 

The Internet address 
to its national registry 

Not a significant 
change, left here 
for completenes

  

s 

P2.3.9 

ken to 
cover 
integrity 

he recovery of 
e event o

 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

 
[   ] Yes   [   ] No 

No changes occurred for the Party for this item. 15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(i) 

A description of measures ta
safeguard, maintain and re
data in order to ensure the 
of data storage and t
registry services in th f a 
disaster  

P2.3.1

cedures 
veloped 

nd 
tional 

ry undertaken pursuant to the 
provisions of decision 19/CP.7 
relating to the technical standards 
for data exchange between registry 
systems. 

 
[   ] Yes   [ x ] No 

 
[   ] Yes   [   ] No 

No changes occurred for the Party for this item. 0 15/CMP.1 paragraph 32.(j) 

The results of any test pro
that might be available or de
with the aim of testing the 
performance, procedures a
security measures of the na
regist
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. 

This section assesses Party’s response to the previous annual review recommendations. 
 
 

 Recommendations 
 
4.1 Previous Expert Review Team recommendations 
 

Ref Nr 
Recommendation from previous Annual Review 

report (with ref) 

Has Party 
acted on 

recommendation? Comment 
P .4.2 1.1 mmendations pertaining to the national 

registry were identified in FCCC/ARR/2011/DNK 
(30/04/2011) 
 

No reco [   ] Yes   [   ] No N/A 

 
 
4.2. Recommendations to address identified problems 
 
If a problem has been identified earlier in section 2 and 3 or a previous recommendation listed in section 4.1 has not been taken into account, then this section 

rt lis for each p tention to the Expert Review 
 
 

of the repo ts a recommendation roblem to be brought to the at Team. 

Ref Nr Recommendation Ref Recommendation description Comment 
P2.4.2.1 P1.4.1.4 s that Party 

r, 
 3

tiv
Party’s registry.  

The Party informs in the [RESPONSE] document that the 
ossible. 

The SIAR assessor recommend
include the representative identifie
letter country code defined by ISO
number unique to that representa

i.e. the two-
166 and a 
e within the 

issue will be corrected as soon as p

P2.4.2.2 P2.2.10 The SIAR assessor recommends th
implement measures to prevent adm
errors which result in discrepant tran

w of Report R-2 of 
our discrepant 

terminated. The 
Party explained that the transactions were initiated by an 
administrative error. In its [RESPONSE2] the Party 
confirmed that steps will be taken to minimize the chance 
for future administrative errors which result in discrepant  
transactions  

at the Party 
inistrative 
sactions. 

The external assessor noted, in revie
[RRITL], that the Party had initiated f
transactions. All four transactions were 
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