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Purpose

• To present the outcome of the 10th and 11th meeting of Methodological Expert Panel.
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• MEP held its 10th meeting (MEP 010) from 1 to 5 December 2025 and 11th meeting 

(MEP 011) from 26 to 30 January 2026, in Bonn, Germany. 

• Agenda for both meetings were based on the MEP workplan for 2025.

Key issues (1)
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Key issues (2)

MEP 011 addressed the public inputs received after MEP 010 on the following agenda 

items, and finalized these documents addressing the input received at MEP 011 for 

consideration and adoption at SBM 020:

❑ Revision of the CDM methodologies tool

▪ Draft Methodological Tool: Emissions from electricity generation and 

consumption 

➢ MEP considered the draft tool and took into account the comments received from 

stakeholders during the call for public inputs. MEP agreed to recommend that the 

Supervisory Body adopt the methodological tool, as contained in annex 2 to its 

report. 

➢ MEP further seeks a mandate from the Supervisory Body to revise the tool annually, 

to incorporate the most recent data for the parameters FOM,simple, FOM,avg and FBM and 

to update other relevant parameters or provisions where new data becomes 

available.
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Key issues (3)

❑ Revision of the CDM methodologies tool (cont…)

▪ Draft Methodological Tool: Determination of the technical lifetime of equipment

➢ MEP considered the draft tool and took into account the comments received from 

stakeholders during the call for public inputs. MEP agreed to recommend that the 

Supervisory Body adopt the methodological tool, as contained in annex 3 to its report.

❖ At MEP 011 work advanced on various agenda items related to removals, revision of CDM 

methodologies and methodological tools and related to assessment of proposed mechanism 

methodologies.
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Key issues (4)

❖ In addition, MEP 011 also seek public input on:

1. Draft Methodological tool: Analysis of lock-in risk, (call open until 25 Feb.)

• Draft methodological tool provides 4 step approach to assess lock-in risk. 

➢ 1st step - Assessment of the technical or operational lifetime; 

➢ 2nd step - Assessment of greenhouse gas intensity; 

➢ 3rd step – Assessment of resource use efficiency; and 

➢ 4th step – Assessment of scale.

• MEP agreed, in parallel with the call for public inputs, to road test the proposed 

methodological tool using hypothetical A6.4 activities, to identify areas for 

improvement and clarification.

• Draft methodological tool does not apply in cases of retrofit and refurbishment, or 

addition of new components to existing facilities.
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Key issues (5)

2. Draft Methodological tool: Fraction of non-renewable biomass (call open until 24 

Feb.)

• MEP reviewed recent developments on the definition and estimation of fNRB;

• MEP has identified the “Modelling Fuelwood Saving Scenarios (MoFuSS)” model as a 

scientific approach to define fNRB values;

• MEP and the academic research group responsible for the MoFuSS model met 

virtually and exchanged written communication to discuss the changes and 

improvements to the model that are underway and planned; 

• MEP concluded that some ongoing developments of MoFuSS may permit 

improvements to the estimation of fNRB in the future; however, the immediate 

improvements would significantly improve the fNRB default values developed under the 

CDM and approved by the CDM Executive Board in June 2025;

• Hence MEP agreed to adopt the previously developed fNRB default values from 

MoFuSS as at present it is the best available alternative for the Article 6.4 mechanism.
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Recommendations to the Supervisory Body

• Take note of the outcome of MEP 010 and MEP 011 meeting.

• Further, SBM members are requested not to open discussion on the specific 

recommendations from MEP as there will be a dedicated session on each of them. 
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