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MODULE E1

WHAT ARE THE 
GUIDELINES FOR 
REPORTING ON 
MITIGATION?



Mitigation elements and reporting guidelines

Mitigation actions and their effects

Tracking progress

NEW NDC description (MPG III.B)

NEW NDC progress (MPG III.C)

NEW Projections (MPG III.F)

Mitigation policies & measures (MPG III.D)

BUR BTR

General description of steps taken 
or envisaged to implement the 
Convention

Mitigation measures

NC

Close 
relation-
ship

Decision 17/CP.8 
Annex

NC reporting guidelines for 
Parties not included in Annex I: 

paras 37-40

Decision 2/CP.17 
Annex III

BUR reporting guidelines: 
paras 11-13

Decision 18/CMA.1
Annex

NDC description: para 64
Mitigation measures: paras 80-90

Progress: paras 65-79
Projections: paras 92-102


Will be 
replaced by

expanded 
reporting



Format of reporting on mitigation

In BTRs

• Narrative AND tabular format

• Organised by sector:

• Energy

• Transport

• Industrial processes and 

product use

• Agriculture

• LULUCF

• Waste management

• Other

In NCs

• No format requirements – at 

the discretion of the Party

In BURs

• Tabular format



New in BTRs: Facilitating improvements over time

Facilitating improved reporting and transparency over time

• Areas of improvement identified by the Party and the technical 
expert review team

• How the Party is addressing or intends to address areas of 
improvement

• Identification of reporting-related capacity-building support 
needs and progress made

• For Parties using flexibility: areas of improvement related to the 
flexibility provisions used

 Domestic plans and priorities about improved reporting are 
not subject to technical expert review

 Information may inform discussions on areas of improvement 
and identification of capacity-building needs



Understanding the perspective of requirements

Reporting format for the description of a Party’s NDC (CMA.3 Annex II, appendix)

1. Description of selected indicators

2. Definitions needed to understand the NDC

3. Methodologies and accounting approaches

4. Tracking progress

5. Mitigation policies & measures: impact achieved

6. Inventory summary 
(only with stand-alone inventory report)

Backwards looking Forward looking

7. Projections ‘with measures’ scenario

8. Projections ‘with additional measures’ scenario

9. Projections ‘without measures’ scenario

10. Projections of key indicators

11. Key underlying assumptions and parameters of 
projections

5. Mitigation policies & measures: impact expected

Some reporting elements 

aim to understand the past 

and progress to date: they 

are backwards looking

Other reporting 

requirements aim to 

understand potential 

future progress: they are 

forward looking

The description of 

indicators, definitions and 

methodologies is a 

prerequisite for both

Data: backwards lookingDefinitions & methods Data: forward lookingLegend



Reporting on the description of the NDC

For target types see module C2

Description

Target(s) and description, including target type(s)*, as applicable

Target year(s) or period(s), and whether they are single-year or multi-year target(s), as applicable

Reference point(s), level(s), baseline(s), base year(s) or starting point(s), and their respective value(s), as applicable

Time frame(s) and/or periods for implementation, as applicable

Scope and coverage, including, as relevant, sectors, categories, activities, sources and sinks, pools and gases, as 
applicable

Intention to use cooperative approaches that involve the use of ITMOs under Article 6 towards NDCs under Article 
4 of the Paris Agreement, as applicable

Any updates or clarifications of previously reported information, as applicable

 This table is to be used by 
Parties on a voluntary basis, 
however information items are 
shall

▪ Parties with both 
unconditional and 
conditional targets in their 
NDC may add a row to the 
table to describe 
conditional targets

▪ This information overlaps 
with NDCs to ensure 
consistency and explain 
changes/updates

Appendix to Annex II: Description of a Party’s NDC



Recap: General approach for tracking progress

 For the first BTR that contains information on the end year of NDC, provide an assessment of 
whether the target is achieved.

3. Provide most recent information 

and projections for each identified 

indicator for:

• each reporting year during the 

implementation period of its NDC

2. Provide information on each 

identified indicator for 

• reference point(s), 

• level(s), 

• baseline(s), 

• base year(s) 

• starting point(s) 

Must be updated if there is any 

recalculation of the GHG inventory 

1. Identify the 

indicator (s) 

4. Compare steps 2 and 3 to 

track progress made



Reporting formats for NDC progress

10. Projections of key indicators

Key indicator(s) Unit, as 
applicable

Most recent year in the NIR, or the most 
recent year for which data is available

20XX

Projections of key indicators

20X(0)(5)  20X(0)(5) 20X(0)(5)

1. Description of selected indicators

Table 1 describes the indicators, table 2 provides additional 

definitions, table 4 tracks achieved progress and table 10 provides 

projections on expected future development of these indicators

Indicator(s) selected to track progress Description

{Indicator}

Information for the reference point(s), level(s), baseline(s), 
base year(s) or starting point(s), as appropriate

Updates in accordance with any recalculation of the GHG 
inventory, as appropriate

Relation to NDC

Projections are reported in 5-year 
steps – same as for GHG projections

2. Definitions needed to understand the NDC

Description

Definition needed to understand each indicator:

{indicator}

Any sector or category defined differently than in the NIR:

{Sector}

{Category}

Definition needed to understand mitigation co-benefits
of adaptation actions and/or economic diversification plans:

{Mitigation co-benefit(s)}

Any other relevant definitions:

{…}

4. Tracking progress 



Tracking progress made in implementing and 
achieving the NDC

4. Tracking progress 

Unit Reference 
level

Implementation period of the NDC

Year 1    Year 2   …     ...     …   End year

Target 
level

Target 
year

Progress made 
(comparison of most recent 

and ref. level)

{Indicators}

Total GHGs, consistent with NDC coverage

Contribution from LULUCF sector, as 
applicable

ITMOs
….

Assessment of the achievement of the 
NDC:
→ Restatement of the target
→ Information for reference level
→ Final information for the indicator at the 

target year
→ Comparison
→ Achievement of NDC (Y/N, explanation)

 Where the goal is an economy-wide emission reduction target, data from GHG inventory
 Where the goal covers a subset of the economy, data will be a subset of the GHG inventory

 May not be applicable to all NDC goal types if the NDC does not cover the LULUCF sector

 May not be applicable, if ITMOs will not be considered towards the NDC goal

 To be reported in the first BTR that contains information on the end year of NDC



Methodologies used for tracking progress

3. Methodologies and accounting approaches
Information can be reported in the common 
tabular format or a reference to the relevant 
section of the BTR can be provided:
• Methodologies and accounting approaches

• Metrics and IPCC guidelines

• Assumptions, key parameters, definitions, data 
sources, models

• Consistency (communicated and implemented 
NDC; accounting for NDC and GHG inventory)

• Changes (corrections, improvements, updates)

• Inclusion of all relevant categories, and 
exclusions

• Information associated with any cooperative 
approaches that involve use of ITMOs, if 
applicable



Which mitigation actions need to be reported in BTRs?

 Those that have “the most significant impact on GHG emissions or 

removals”

 Those that impact key categories in the national inventory

 Mitigation co-benefits of adaptation actions, if included in the NDC

 Actions that influence international transport

Consistency of reporting is important, and steps can be taken to 

minimise the risk of duplication of effort in joint NC/BTR submissions. 

The BTR will need to be more detailed (see details in module E)

Information can be copied or a reference to the corresponding 

section in the BTR



Reporting requirements on mitigation in NCs and BTRs

❑ Estimate of achieved 
GHG impacts

❑ Estimate of expected 
GHG impacts

Additionally in CTF table 5 
(extra flexibility in reporting)

❑ Cost

❑ Non-GHG mitigation 
benefits

❑ Interaction of measures

Optional reporting 
(‘may’)

BTRs, MPGs section III.D
Per mitigation action

❑ Name

❑ Description

❑ Objectives

❑ Type of instrument

❑ Status

❑ Gases

❑ Start year

❑ Implementing entity

❑ Methodologies and 
assumptions used to 
estimate GHGs

Also in 
CTF 
table 5 

NCs 

❑ Methodologies

❑ Results 

❑ Measures

❑ Scenarios 

❑ Institutional 
arrangements

MPGs 
section III.F

MPGs 
section III.A



BTR CTF table 5: Mitigation policies and measures

5. Mitigation policies and measures, actions and plans, including those with mitigation co-benefits resulting from adaptation actions and 
economic diversification plans, related to implementing and achieving an NDC

Name* Description** Objectives Type of instrument
(i.e. regulatory, economic 

instrument or other)

Status
(i.e. planned, 
adopted or 

implemented)

Sectors 
affected^

Gasses 
affected

Start year of 
implementation

Implementing 
entity or entities

Estimates of GHG emissions 
reductions (kt CO2 eq)

Achieved      Expected

* Parties may indicate whether a measure is included in the ‘with measures’ projections. 
** Parties may/should, to the extent possible, provide information including, costs, non-GHG benefits, interactions, those influencing international transport, how PAMs are modifying longer 
term trends in GHGs.
^ Energy, transport, industrial processes and product use, agriculture, LULUCF, waste management or other.

Many developing country Parties already report on mitigation measures in similar tables in BURs and NCs.

The reporting is now more closely tied with NDCs. Country will need to collect and provide information 

from all levels of government.



Other new information requirements in BTRs

‘Should’ be reported

• Identification of actions no longer in place

• How actions modify longer-term trends

• Assessment of economic and social impacts of 
response measures (CTF table 12)

12. Information necessary to track progress on the implementation and achievement of the domestic 
policies and measures implemented to address the social and economic consequences of response 
measures

Sectors and activities associated with the response 
measures

Social and economic consequences of the response 
measures

Challenges in and barriers to addressing the 
consequences

Actions to address the consequences



Inventory summary as a basis for understanding progress

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS AND REMOVALS
Reference 

year/period for 
NDC (1)

Base year (2) 1990 (1) (Years 1991 to 
2019)

(Years 1991 to 
2019)

2020
(Years 2021 to 
latest reported 

year)

(Years 2021 to 
latest reported 

year)

(Years 2021 to 
latest reported 

year)

Change from 
[1990][base 

year][referenc
e[year][period

]] to latest 
reported year

CO2 equivalents (kt) (3) (%)

CO2 emissions without net CO2 from LULUCF

CO2 emissions with net CO2 from LULUCF

CH4 emissions without CH4 from LULUCF

CH4 emissions with CH4 from LULUCF

N2O emissions without N2O from LULUCF

N2O emissions with N2O from LULUCF

HFCs

PFCs

Unspecified mix of HFCs and PFCs

SF6

NF3

Total (without LULUCF)

Total (with LULUCF)

Total (without LULUCF, with indirect)

Total (with LULUCF, with indirect)

GREENHOUSE GAS SOURCE AND SINK 
CATEGORIES

Reference 
year/period 
for NDC (1)

Base year (2) 1990
(Years 1991 

to 2019)
(Years 1991 

to 2019)
2020

(Years 2021 
to latest 
reported 

year)

(Years 2021 
to latest 
reported 

year)

(Years 2021 
to latest 
reported 

year)

Change from 
1990[base 

year][refere
nce[year][pe

riod]] to 
latest 

reported 
year

CO2 equivalents (kt) (3) (%)

1.  Energy 

2.  Industrial processes and product use

3.  Agriculture 

4.  Land use, land-use change and forestry (4)

5.  Waste 

6.  Other

Total (with LULUCF) (8)

6. Summary of GHG emissions and removals

Only required if the Party submits a stand-alone national inventory report!



Linking projections and mitigation assessment

Projections
(with and without LULUCF)

With measures (“shall”)
Implemented and 

adopted policies and 
measures

With additional 
measures (“may”)

Implemented, adopted 
and planned policies 

and measures

Without measures 
(“may”)

Excludes all policies and 
measures after the cut-

off date

• On a sectoral basis and by 
gas, as well as for the 
national total, using a 
common metric consistent 
with that in the national 
inventory report.

• Relative to actual inventory 
data for preceding years.

• Reporting in graphical and 
tabular format.

It needs to be clear which 
measures reported under 
MPG section III.D and in 
the CTF tables are 
included in which of the 
scenarios

▪ Not all measures may be 
included, as some may not 
be quantifiable

▪ Estimated future impacts 
of individual measures may 
not add up to scenario 
results due to interactions 
between measures



Linking actual emissions and projections

With measures 
(“shall”)

With additional 
measures (“may”)

Without measures 
(“may”)



Timelines for projections

15 years beyond the year 

ending with 0 or 5 after 

the most recent year in the 

inventory

With flexibility: at least up 

to the end point of the 

NDC

There is no specification 

for the timelines for 

estimates of expected 

impacts of individual 

mitigation measures

To enhance efficiency and consistency, it is useful to estimate expected impacts of individual measures 
using the same timeframe used for the projections



CTF tables for reporting projections

Tables 7, 8, 9: Information on projections of GHG emissions and removals
Most recent year in the 

NIR (kt CO2 eq)

20XX

Projections of GHG emissions and removals (kt 
CO2 eq)

20X(0)(5)     20X(0)(5) 20X(0)(5)

Sector
Energy
Transport
IPPU
Agriculture
LULUCF
Waste
Other (specify)

Gas
CO2 emissions including net CO2 from LULUCF
CO2 emissions excluding net CO2 from LULUCF
CH4 emissions including CH4 from LULUCF
CH4 emissions excluding CH4 from LULUCF
N2O emissions including N2O from LULUCF
N2O emissions excluding N2O from LULUCF
HFCs
PFCs
SF6
NF3
Other (specify)

Total with LULUCF

Total without LULUCF

Separate CTF tables for each scenario:

• Table 7: ‘with measures’ scenario [shall]

• Table 8: ‘with additional measures’ [may]

• Table 9: ‘without measures’ [may]

Projections are reported in 5-year 
steps in the CTF table

Full time series data can be reported 
in the BTR in tabular or graphical 
format, if desired



CTF tables for reporting projection assumptions

11. Key underlying assumptions and parameters used for projections
Key underlying 

assumptions and 
parameters

Unit, as 
applicable

Most recent year in the NIR, or the 
most recent year for which data is 

available
20XX

Projections of key underlying assumptions and 
parameters 

20X(0)(5)     20X(0)(5) 20X(0)(5)

Timelines need to be the same as for 
the projections tables

The table refers to the key parameters used for the calculation of 

projections of the ‘with measures’ scenario. Examples include:

• GDP development

• Population development

• Energy demand (total and/or by fuel)

• Number of households

• Energy prices

Annex I CTF tables reported historic time series: 
For BTRs only the most recent year available 
needs to be reported

Example: CTF table 5 from Estonia’s BR3 submission



Summary of flexibility in individual reporting 
requirements for BTRs



MODULE E2

APPROACHES TO 
PRESENTING THE 
INFORMATION



Overview of options to present information

Narrative

▪ Suited to provide 

context 

▪ Enables more 

detailed 

explanations

▪ Allows the 

description of 

connections and 

interactions

Tabular

Graphic

▪ Makes information 

and data easier to 

understand

▪ Enables direct visual 

understanding of 

trends or 

relationships

Individual design

▪ Can provide a 

structured summary 

of information

▪ Allows to link 

different elements 

of information that 

are in different CTF 

tables

▪ Enables to add 

additional relevant 

information in a 

structured manner

CTF tables

▪ Enables 

comparability across 

Parties

▪ Provides 

comprehensive 

information (with 

flexibility)



Illustrative example 1: Progress reporting for a baseline 
target using CTF tables

NDC description

Annex II, appendix

Target: 30% reduction below 
BAU

Type: Emission reduction 
below a projected 
baseline

Year: 2030

Reference: BAU emissions 2030: 
215 Mt CO2e

Time frame: 2020-2030

Scope: Economy-wide; all 
sectors; CO2, CH4, 
N2O

Table 2: Definitions

Structured summary

Indicator: GHG emissions using 
AR5 GWPs

Differences to inventory:

Exclusion of 
emissions from HFCs 

Co-benefits: N/A

Table 1: Indicators

Structured summary

Indicator: GHG emissions

Reference: Starting point 2019: 
169 Mt CO2e

BAU 2030: 215 Mt 
CO2e

Updates: No recalculation
conducted

Relation to NDC:

The indicator directly
relates to the NDC 
target



Illustrative example 1: continued

Table 3: Methodologies

Structured summary

Accounting approach:

See BTR section XYZ: 
inventory 
methodology

Consistency with Article 4:

Through use of IPCC 
2006 GL

Para 74(b): See BTR section XYZ: 
projections 
methodology

Others: NA

Table 10: Indicator 
projections

Key indicator:

GHG emissions using 
AR5 GWPs

Unit: Mt CO2e

Value for most recent year from 
inventory:

169,1

Projections:

2020: 159,7

2025: 172,3

2030: 159,6

2035: 148,0

Table 4: Tracking progress

Structured summary

Indicator: GHG emissions

Unit: Mt CO2e

Reference: Starting point 2019: 169,1

BAU 2020: 173,2, target: 167,3

BAU 2021: 177,4, target: 165,6

BAU 2030: 215, target: 150,5

Year 2020: 159,7

Year 2021: 174,5

Target level: 150,5

Target year: 2030

Progress 2021: Reduction of 1.6% below BAU



Illustrative example 2: Quantitative non-GHG transport 
target using CTF tables

NDC description

Annex II, appendix

Target: 100% of new vehicle 
sales electric

Year: 2030

Reference: NA

Time frame: 2020-2030

Scope: Light-duty passenger 
vehicles, busses; 
BEVs and PHEVs only

Table 2: Definitions

Structured summary

Indicator: Share of electric 
vehicles in annual 
vehicle sales

Differences to inventory: NA

Co-benefits: NA

Table 1: Indicators

Structured summary

Indicator: Share of electric 
vehicles in annual 
vehicle sales

Reference: Starting point 2020: 
0,6%

Updates: NA

Relation to NDC: The indicator
directly relates to
the NDC target



Illustrative example 2: continued

Table 3: Methodologies

Structured summary

Methodologies used:

Number of electric 
vehicles sold divided 
by total sales for 
each year 

Inclusion of all categories: 

The NDC covers 
multiple targets for 
different sectors, …

Achievement of the target needs to be reported 
once information on the achieved value in the 

target year is available 

Table 10: Indicator 
projections

Key indicator:

Share of electric 
vehicles in annual 
vehicle sales

Unit: Percent

Value for most recent year:

0,6%

Projections:

2025: 34,7%

2030: 83,4%

2035: 97,2%

Table 4: Tracking progress

Structured summary

Indicator: Share of electric vehicles in annual 
vehicle sales

Unit: Percent

Reference: Starting point 2020: 0,6%

Year 2021: 1,01%

Target level: 100%

Target year: 2030

Progress 2021: increased share by 0,41 percentage
points



Example: Belize’s NC4 reporting in individual tabular format

The format and details of the information provided easily lends itself to use in BTR and CTF tables.



Example: Individual tables in Zimbabwe’s NC4

For the comparison 
of methodologies 
across reportsTo summarise 

sectoral 
targets



Example: Narrative descriptions

The narrative description provides context and 

provide additional detail 

Sri Lanka NC3

US NC7/BR4



Example: UK’s reporting on mitigation actions in CTF 
table 3 of its fourth Biennial Report



Example: Reporting on underlying assumptions for
projections in the UK’s CTF table to its fifth BR

Key underlying assumptions Historicalb Projected

Assumption Unit 1990 2018 2019 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040

EU ETS carbon price EUR/EUA, 2019 

prices

NO 16.22 25.53 26.50 31.81 50.12 52.19 52.19

Electricity generation carbon 

price - includes Carbon Price 

Support Levy

EUR/EUA, 2019 

prices

NO 36.96 45.95 46.34 49.21 54.40 60.00 63.36

Pound Sterling to Euro exchange 

rate

EUR per GBP 1.52 1.13 1.13 1.12 1.10 1.15 1.20 1.20

Pound Sterling to US Dollars 

exchange rate

USD per GBP 1.79 1.34 1.30 1.32 1.39 1.45 1.50 1.50

UK GDP growth rate per cent/per 

annum

NO 1.39 1.23 1.45 1.85 2.27 2.23 2.26

Crude oil - Brent 1 month GBP/bbl, 2019 

prices

23.44 54.58 48.38 43.04 48.85 54.63 60.00 60.00

Coal - CIF ARA GBP/tonne, 2019 

prices

43.25 70.41 45.99 48.36 49.13 50.29 51.37 51.37

Gas - NBP GBP/MWh, 2019 

prices

NE 20.99 12.97 16.04 18.08 20.13 21.84 21.84

No. of households millions 22.64 27.79 27.99 28.17 29.13 30.06 30.94 31.77

Population thousands 57,237.50 66,435.60 66,867.42 67,254.54 68,927.52 70,369.95 71,588.73 72,688.25



Example: Using graphs for illustration in Mexico’s BUR3

To illustrate 
data

To illustrate 
processes



Examples of cross-referencing for joint submissions



MODULE E3

REPORTING ON 
INSTITUTIONAL 
ARRANGEMENTS



The purpose of institutional arrangements

Data 
collection / 

management

Analysis

CompilationReporting

Review and 
continual 

improvement
2-year 

process

• Transparency of climate action and 
support, through the ETF, is a key 
mechanism for:

• Building mutual trust and 
confidence;

• Facilitating implementation and 
raising ambition of climate action.

• It requires a continuous process of 
improvement, collection, processing, 
analysis, compilation and reporting and 
review of data.

Continuous process for national climate reporting



Why reporting on institutional arrangements is important

Strong institutional 

arrangements are vital 

to enabling countries to 

provide a reliable, 

consistent and 

continuous flow of data 

and information.

Strong 
institutional 

arrangements

• Enhanced reporting 
requirements are met

• Quality of reports is 
continuously improved

Transparency

National decision makers are 
informed on the progress on 
climate action and level of 
climate ambition

Decision-making and 
implementation

Decision makers are equipped 
with the evidence they need to 
choose the right course of 
action and secure investments



Benefits of strong institutional arrangements

Informing policies, plans, strategies and programs

Political buy-in

Improved access to support

Capacity-building

Increased awareness

Timely and sustainable international reporting



Arrangements are always individual

There is no one-size-fits-all 
model for institutional 
arrangements.

Arrangements need to be 
designed and tailored to 
national circumstances. Economy

Climate and 
geography

Development 
priorities

Availability 
of resources

Availability 
of data and 
expertise

Experiences 
in climate 
reporting

Scale of 
emissions

Availability 
of systems



Key components of institutional arrangements

Institutional 
arrangements

Organizational 
mandates

Expertise

Data flows

Systems & tools

Stakeholder 
engagement

• These components span a 
range of organizations 
(government, academia, 
private sector, etc.)

• Developing these 
components is a process of 
continual, gradual 
improvement tracked 
through a well-developed 
improvement plan.

Data providers

Datasets

Data analysis, databases, modelling

Data collection and update

Quality management tools

Reports

Procedures, guidance and training

Websites and data visualization

Communicating to decision makers

Education engagement

Events and activities

Compilation coordination

Reporting

Sector expertise

Roles and responsibilities 

(Laws, MoUs, DSAs)

Stakeholder groups



Setting up institutional arrangements

Define objectives & outputs

Structure institutional arrangements

Establish legal frameworks

Secure human and financial resources

Develop systems and tools



Key elements to sustaining institutional arrangements

Sustainable 

institutional 

arrangements

Mainstreaming the transparency framework High-level support and funding

Terms of reference Using consultants Expert career progression

High-level alignment 

with climate agenda

Aligning 

departmental targets

National strategies

Action plans

Top-down

support

Long-term 

capacity building and 

knowledge sharing

Objectives and 

performance measures 

for experts

Short-term 

peak capacity

Improve staff retention with 

attractive career paths for 

junior and senior staff

Bottom-up

support
Long-term

funding

• Continuity of service of, 
and continuous 
improvement

• Retainment of the 
knowledge and 
expertise gained from 
previous reporting 
cycles 

• Availability of sufficient 
dedicated human and 
financial resources

• Relevant stakeholders 
are integrated in the 
transparency system



Reporting requirements on institutional arrangements in 
the ETF MPGs

* ITMOs: Internationally transferred mitigation outcomes

Tracking progress

Institutional arrangements 
in place to track progress 

of NDCs

Tracking ITMOs

Institutional arrangements 
in place for tracking 

ITMOs*, if applicable

Implementation & MRV

Legal, institutional, 
administrative and 

procedural arrangements 
for domestic 

implementation, 
monitoring, reporting, 

archiving of information 
and stakeholder 

engagement related to the 
implementation and 

achievement of its NDC



Example: Uganda’s GHG inventory system reported in its 
third National Communication

For many countries, the GHG inventory 

will be an essential element to tracking 

progress towards their NDC.

Key features

▪ Clear responsibilities for data 

collection and quality control

▪ Involvement of academic institutions 

and civil society

▪ Central compilation and overall 

responsibility



Example: Singapore’s implementation arrangements 
reported in its fifth BUR/NC 

Key features

▪ High-level positioning

▪ ‘Whole-of-government’ 

approach

▪ Coordination between and 

within relevant line 

ministries 

▪ Clear responsibility and 

accountability from 

ministerial to working group 

level

▪ Top-down and bottom-up 

consultation processes



Example: Norway’s arrangements for Kyoto mechanisms 
reported in its NC7/BR3

The reporting of institutional arrangements put in place by 

countries to track units from the Kyoto mechanisms can be used 

as guidance for the future reporting on institutional 

arrangements for ITMOs.

Key features

▪ Clear responsibilities

▪ Robust QA/QC processes



Support available to enhance institutional arrangements

CBIT - Capacity-building 
Initiative for 
Transparency

• Strengthen national 
institutions for transparency-
related activities in line with 
national priorities

• Provide relevant tools, 
training and assistance for 
meeting the provisions 
stipulated in Article 13 of the 
Paris Agreement

• Assist in the improvement of 
transparency over time

ICAT - Initiative for 
Climate Action 
Transparency

• Enhance climate action 
transparency, enabling 
transformative policies and 
better responding to the 
UNFCCC

• Increase awareness of the 
benefits of enhanced 
transparency to encourage 
countries to invest in data 
systems

• Develop a set of tools and 
methodologies and supporting 
networks for transparency 
efforts

CGE Toolbox on institutional 
arrangements

• Handbook in English, Spanish, French, 
Arabic, Chinese and Russian

• Compilation of country experiences and 
lessons learned

• Compilation of references to other relevant 
technical resources

• Animations on institutional arrangements

Others

• The NDC Partnership
• Partnership on Transparency in the Paris 

Agreement
• Donors / international organizations

https://www.thegef.org/what-we-do/topics/capacity-building-initiative-transparency-cbit
https://climateactiontransparency.org/
https://unfccc.int/CGE/IA
https://ndcpartnership.org/
https://transparency-partnership.net/who-we-are/partnership


Topics for discussion



Topics for discussion

 Which of the reporting requirements are the most challenging?

 How will your experiences with NC and BUR reporting enable you to report under the ETF?

 What challenges do you foresee in reporting progress of your country’s NDC?



THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENTION.

https://unfccc.int/CGE

25


