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	Name of submitter
	Zoe Mann

	Affiliated organization of submitter (if any)
	Global Heat Reduction Initiative

	Email of submitter
	zmann@scsglobalservices.com

	Reference number of proposed new methodology or methodological tool 
	PNM004

	Based on an assessment of information in the A6.4-FORM-METH-002 and its application in sections A to C of the submitted draft project design document (A6.4-FORM-AC-020), provide your comments to the proposed new methodology using the tabular format below.  Please indicate the sections or issues to which your comments refer to.



	Date received by the secretariat
	03 July 2025


	#


	Section / Para no./
Annex / Figure / Table
	Type of comment

ge = general

te = technical 
ed = editorial 
	Comment 

(including justification for change)
	Proposed change 

(including proposed text)

	67-282
	Definitions
	ed
	The use of articles at the beginning of definitions is inconsistent – i.e., use of “A” or “The” vs. no article
	Consider adding “A” or “The” as relevant to the beginning of the definitions, or removing articles at the beginning of the definitions to be consistent

	128
	Definitions
	ed
	The meaning here would be clearer if these were separate sentences (the way it is written, it sounds like the emission reductions themselves may include multiple monitoring periods)
	“… carbon credits. A crediting period may include multiple monitoring periods. This …”

	135
	Definitions
	te
	The use of emission factors for individual pollutants (e.g., CO2, CH4, etc.) instead of only CO2e would allow for the differentiation of project technologies and activities based on their emission profile. This would allow projects to target reductions of a particular pollutant as desired (e.g., a project that targets super pollutants, etc.)
	Expand the emission factors (and relevant equations) to include individual pollutants, instead of only CO2e

	338-340
	Approach / par. 3
	ge
	“Fuel consumption values derived from KPT measurements have both a cap and a threshold above which values are flagged for additional justification.” Is fuel consumption only flagged for justification if it is too high but not too low?
	Clarify if both the cap and threshold are upper limits, above which the values are flagged, and if there is a lower limit

	399
	Applicability / par. 1
	ed
	Missing a period after “basis”
	Add a period after basis

	400
	Applicability / par. 1
	ed
	It is unclear if cookstove is meant as a noun or an adjective. If it is a noun it should be plural, and if it is an adjective, there needs to be another word added.
	Change to “cookstoves” or “cookstove projects” depending on the intended meaning

	470
	Project Boundary / Table 1
	te
	The project boundary omits black carbon, a significant climate pollutant emitted by inefficient cookstoves
	Include quantification of black carbon emissions in the baseline and project scenarios

	474
	Baseline Scenario(s) / par. 1
	ed
	There is an extra space following “technology.”
	Remove the extra space

	562
	Baseline Scenario(s) / table
	ed
	The number is not subscripted on CO2e (three instances)
	Use subscript for CO2e

	562
	Baseline Scenario(s) / table
	ed
	It would be easier to reference this table if it had a table header
	Consider adding a table header (i.e., Table 2: Requirements for baseline and project scenario comparisons)

	575-579
	Baseline Energy Consumption Defaults and Caps / par. 2
	ed
	I find this paragraph a little difficult to interpret – it is hard to understand which value applies to which circumstances 
	Consider bullets or a tabular format

	714
	11.1.1.1 / parameter table
	ed
	In the description for ECd-base,i,y it says the parameter is determined following Equation 2
	Change to “… following Equation 3.”

	756
	11.1.1.2
	ed
	The link to the equation is replaced by an error message
	Insert link to Equation 1

	795
	
11.1.2.1
	ed
	“Equation (1)” is not a link to the equation (other equations are links).
	Insert link to Equation 1

	830
	11.1.2.2
	ed
	Just in general in 11.1-11.3 there is inconsistency around which references to equations are links and which are not, both in tables and in paragraphs.
	Apply consistent use (or non-use) of links

	1004, 1006
	12.1, 12.2
	ed
	These tables do a good job of communicating the timing of the various monitoring activities. I think they would benefit from having table headers.
	Add table headers (i.e., Table 3: Monitoring activity schedule for CTEC projects)

	
	All
	ge
	This is an ambitious methodology that has the potential for great impact. I congratulate the authors on your work and look forward to its publication!
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