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Question 1: Based on your experience as a UNFCCC Lead Reviewer, what were the most frequent
issues you encountered in previous submissions of BURs from developing countries?

Greenhouse Gas (GHG)

Inventory Challenges:

Completeness: Missing data for certain sectors .
Accuracy: Issues with the application of i) Jal se 5 cbingiall (gubat 8 JSLE -48.1)
methodologies, emission factors, and activity Aliiy) iy
data.

_ _ , _ dae) Gl g pe ddude Gliagia g g e [l
Consistency: Lack of consistent methodologies adkia Ly

across different reporting years.

Transparency: Insufficient documentation of data ol fY) 5 DUl jalan B 55 S pae A

sources, assumptions, and methodologies used. Aeddiaall Dlagiall
Uncertainty Assessment: Weak or absent AG8lia g aSI) el e S G 1) ads Al
quantification and discussion of uncertainties in ULyl Gl a8 sl aae aa |

J

emission estimates ) \




Question 1: Based on your experience as a UNFCCC Lead Reviewer, what were the most frequent
issues you encountered in previous submissions of BURs from developing countries?

Mitigation Actions and BT s sean
' -l L) g caadall) Gilg) ja
their Effects: A e e L 4

Lack of Specificity: Broad descriptions of

actions without clear targets, timelines, or 5 danzal g calaal (50 el jadl Ale Cha g tpaaldl) axe
indicators. Ol pige o daie ) Jglaa
Quantification Challenges: Difficulty in DUl sk U a4y S Wl claas
estimating the emission reduction impacts of = I TR EIE G e f" :

implemented policies and measures. ' - i

Reporting on Progress: Insufficient information 288l s e 488 e e las :?‘ff‘ U“ §5€¥‘
on the status of implementation and achieved Adiaall =l

outcome



Question 1: Based on your experience as a UNFCCC Lead Reviewer, what were the most frequent
issues you encountered in previous submissions of BURs from developing countries?

Support Needed and  alioal) g o slaal) sl

Lack of Clarity: Vague descriptions of financial, Ao ol ¢Sl 5 Al Slaliiadl 2ea0 Chia g 17 e gl ade
technological, and capacity-building needs. ) Hasl) gl

Attributi f : Difficulty in clearl . .
.ttr.lbutlon.o Support: Difficu ty in clearly el YU g g5t AR e ) oy, & a0 1) alind
linking received support to specific reported ”

- . .Y os \ - :u-.d\ i
actions or outcomes. Lo all il
Information Gaps: Incomplete reporting on the Llad aliall peall (o 4alS ey S5 1l glaal) &l 922

support actually received and its effectiveness ALllad



Question 1: Based on your experience as a UNFCCC Lead Reviewer, what were the most frequent
issues you encountered in previous submissions of BURs from developing countries?

Transparency and Clarity G e e ol o AL
of Reporting. el S e i

Structure and Organization: Reports that are can IS0 dabiie o Ay L85 i) g JSagl)
not well-structured or clearly organized, making it e sbeall e ginll G Las

difficult to find information.
are gl Clalliadl Guie e aladinl clallaaal) g 43

Language and Terminology: Inconsistent use of

. o . s g il 7 g g

terminology or lack of clarity in explanations.

Responsiveness to Guidelines: Not fully Pl a1 AV a2 tdagaan sl (el Aladdd) e

adhering to the reporting guidelines for BTRs. ABAGN Ly )lEs slae by ddlatiall bl HYL



Question 2: How can countries in the MENA region best prepare their teams for interacting with
reviewers during the in-country part of the TER?

Thorough Preparation of
Documentation

(U ol Jaldd) jucaadil)

Ensure all sections of the BTR are complete,

accurate, and consistent. Lgilosil 5 L o Alal) Ly a5 aludl wren JWaiS) (pe il

Prepare detailed background documents, data climgid) s i) iloas s dloaie Fudid gl Sac]
sources, methodologies, and assumptions used

in the report.

Organize documentation logically and make it

easily accessible to the review team (e.g.,

electronic folders with clear naming conventions).

a8l 8 daodtiual) Gl Y

Axal yall 308 Jgliie 8 Lelan 5 Uilaia (3 l1 aalals
(Al 5 eland cld Ay g ) lalaa 1 Jie) A sgny



Question 2: How can countries in the MENA region best prepare their teams for interacting with
reviewers during the in-country part of the TER?

Establish a Well- .. f b i
Organized Team: iphia Jee B2 d;

Identify key personnel responsible for each o ' )
3 ) A8l 8 aludl (e and JS e Gl g pesall paad

(CJ\ ‘?cﬂ\ ccaaddl) (dadall &l jle

section of the BTR (GHG inventory, mitigation,

support, etc.).

Ensure team members have a strong i) 5 aglee OVl 13 (B2 Al slae ] agd (e aslill
understanding of their respective areas and the . MPGs el alac)
reporting guidelines (MPGSs). o o e e e .
B8 g Jaldl) Gl A ) (ol Agan (paad
Designate a focal point for overall coordination A

with the review team..



Question 2: How can countries in the MENA region best prepare their teams for interacting with
reviewers during the in-country part of the TER?

Anticipate Potential AR R P
Questions: ' Ne

Conduct a self-review of the BTR, identifying . . )
| | | G ol sall s e Adladl) s i 4503 dan) ja g1
areas where reviewers might have questions or "

seek clarification. a6 ¢ sallay ol ALl gral el Lgad o sk 28

Prepare responses and supporting information )
: o laae Alainall ALY o3g) dacly cila mlla) Jagas
for these potential questions in advance T ¢! Slashas clila) S



Question 2: How can countries in the MENA region best prepare their teams for interacting with
reviewers during the in-country part of the TER?

Foster Open and
Transparent tlG) g 7 gidall Jual gil) 3 Jal
Communication:

Be prepared to provide clear and concise Al e 135 5 ga g Al g ol ypusd a3 3xa)

explanations in response to reviewers' questions.

Ol al)
Maintain a constructive and collaborative )

attitude throughout the review process. Analyal Ale Ik A glat s Bplly gy ol Bkial

Be open to acknowledging limitations and
discussing areas for improvement. Ol Lo A8 5 3 581l il e W) e LY



Question 2: How can countries in the MENA region best prepare their teams for interacting with
reviewers during the in-country part of the TER?

Logistical . . oy
A ol Calud jal)
Arrangements: A ol i A

Ensure adequate meeting facilities and Gl LS A lma 5 cilolain) 38 e i g ole

technical equipment are available for the review
team. Axal
Provide necessary logistical support (e.qg.,

dalall die das yill Jia) a3 A gl asal) 48 61
translation if needed, access to relevant sites or

data). (Aal) iy bl sl &) gall ) S g



Question 2: How can countries in the MENA region best prepare their teams for interacting with
reviewers during the in-country part of the TER?

. . . . o“ " »
Practice Sessions: P Gleada
Conduct internal mock review sessions to pe Jo i) 3lSLaal Ao Adals daal e by ¢l al
simulate the interaction with the expert review
team. Aaal pall o) A 5 59

This will help team members become IS RIS ?ﬁ‘m‘ Lo il eliael 13 e L
comfortable with the questioning process and

refine their responses peibla) (st PRI



Question 2: How can countries in the MENA region best prepare their teams for interacting with
reviewers during the in-country part of the TER?

. L4 4 &
Understand the Review Jyaall g dzal yal) dilas agd
- = . . L4 4
Process and Timeline: L )
Familiarize the team with the objectives and ol o1 5l Fxa) e el a5 cilaaly (g ) Cay yad
procedures of the Technical Expert Review ‘ .
(TER). e Ul 5 cale Baiall a3l Jgandly o) 5V (e St
Be aware of the agreed-upon timeline and Claslea a5 cillla Gl e didl gl o)
S = Ha . .

ensure timely responses to any requests for

clarification or additional information Al



Question 3: From your perspective, what are the main advantages of engaging early with the
review process, especially for countries submitting their first BTR?

Early Identification of .y % . .
=) >a.d$ Liall )SM-“ Aal)
Issues and Gaps: e s Ml

Engaging early (e.g., through informal e Gy sldall YA e f):m) 3_Saall A8 LA e
consultations or workshops) allows for the . L ) )
_ o o _ dlaiaall @l jadl) o) Jsléal) st (Jardl )5 o) daans )l
identification of potential issues or gaps in the

draft BTR before formal submission. L) 4apa®i Ja8 48L8E1 5 )8 50 gune

This provides an opportunity to address these )
. . . Lo ¢ Al (<o JSUial) 538 dallaal da @ ~ith 128
iIssues proactively, leading to a more robust and G ? JS ’ ’ A TS

transparent final report. Adles o Y gl ST Sl 8 ) 2]



Question 3: From your perspective, what are the main advantages of engaging early with the
review process, especially for countries submitting their first BTR?

Improved Understanding

of Reporting oA ) dlas ) cilalhatia ag® (i
Requirements:
Early interaction with reviewers or the UNFCCC aa) A8l Al ol Cpmal pall pa Sl Jeliill (Ko

secretariat can enhance the national team's Al agh ol Lo 2 LY \
3 e . R I o, & 2\_’ .6 . !

understanding of the BTR reporting guidelines Gl UL ORI

and expectations. Alall) y y8 alac ) Cilad 63 g lald Y Sl

This can prevent misunderstandings and ‘ o

o : : il 380 5 Cpaniay g agd ) adas o) 4ld e 124

ensure that the report is aligned with the required o e 25 ¢ P gl B O g

format and content. O sthaall (g ginall g JE)



Question 3: From your perspective, what are the main advantages of engaging early with the
review process, especially for countries submitting their first BTR?

Enhanced Quality and

A AAEY) 0 )85 A8 g B3 g (peuad
Accuracy of the BTR: - - v
Addressing potential issues early on can L sale IS5 Cual 1380 dlaiaall JSLLA dallas

significantly improve the overall quality and ST RGN A5, Basa

accuracy of the submitted BTR.
This can lead to a more positive and efficient dulag) ST dran) Aaal o plas 3 agusd oy 50 138

formal review process. . .
P Adlad



Question 3: From your perspective, what are the main advantages of engaging early with the
review process, especially for countries submitting their first BTR?

Building Trust and . . . ey
e dzal pa dalas g g ARS) oLy
Facilitating a Smoother i "N '"sJi P

Review:

Early engagement demonstrates a country's Ly Jad 5 candlaslly 41 5al) BN P T IN| ekl

commitment to transparency and facilitates a . ) . -
Axa) pall (51 8 ae Beliy g 4 slai A83le

more collaborative and constructive relationship
with the review team. A S0 ans ) Gma o dulee 8 @lld 2 o S

This can contribute to a smoother and more
efficient formal review process el



Question 3: From your perspective, what are the main advantages of engaging early with the
review process, especially for countries submitting their first BTR?

Al el 408 Ua i 3 Sl ele il i o (S
Early interactions can provide valuable > &

opportunities for capacity building and od alae) 8 el il b gl 3y 54l 48 aal) Jiig
knowledge transfer for the national team

involved in the BTR preparation.

Learning from the experiences and insights of
reviewers can strengthen the national reporting
system in the long term

Jo ghall (sadll ila gl Ll
k ) k shll 5 QQQA‘L‘)}J-’J)

Mac) alai 5 5a8 cpmal A (5555 ket (e BAELY) ()




Question 3: From your perspective, what are the main advantages of engaging early with the
review process, especially for countries submitting their first BTR?

Reduced Burden During
the Formal Review:

Addressing potential issues beforehand can
reduce the number of clarifications and additional
information requests during the formal review,

easing the burden on the national team

daal jall sl gl CA8AS

A )

320 QS (8 Uhpoud Alainall SR 45 s o 05
daa) yal) U ddlal) e gleal) culidla ¢ ) jladiny)

(sl Godl e el Caid Laa ddaan )



Question 3: From your perspective, what are the main advantages of engaging early with the
review process, especially for countries submitting their first BTR?

Positive Signaling to the )
International r ) aaiaall dlag) 5 LA
Community:

Proactive engagement with the review process . . ,
_ ' _ 2l ) dxad el dalee o8 ABLELY) AS HLLAl) s
signals a country's commitment to transparency

under the Paris Agreement, which can enhance Lidlaaa ) el Laa ¢l (L Can ey A0ala S0 41 50l
its credibility and standing within the

FLall ) sl aainall 8 LeiilSa g

international climate community.
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