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Data collection
Organizations that provided data this year:

• Government of Belgium
• Government of Canada
• Center for Clean Air Policy 
• Conservation International
• FAO
• Global Green Growth Institute
• GHG Management Institute
• GIZ
• Greenhouse Gas Inventory & Research Center of Korea
• Government of Italy
• IGES
• IPCC TFI
• JICA
• National Institute for Environmental Studies of Japan
• Swedish Environmental Protection Agency (SEPA)
• UNDP 
• UNEP DTU Partnership
• UNFCCC
• UNOPS/ICAT
• WRI
• Government of the United States



Still some issues for consideration:

• For the future, it would be useful if we could more clearly divide type of activities: 
projects/workshops/knowledge material/clusters 

• Some organizations were very specific in their data, others not that much… this ends 
up making a huge difference 

• The more specific the data, the easier to categorize and understand initiatives, 
activities, impacts and results

• It is sensitive but include financial information could further enhance understanding 
on investments vs results

• Even though the information was here revised a lot of times, much more work has to 
be done. Key to enhance and validate the classification of data 

The following information is not perfect, but indeed it provides a clear input on what 
is happening in terms of provision of support on transparency



Activities not considered:





N. Activities 
Under 
Implementation + 
Concept Stage

0 Activities 23 Activities 

Global Information



Data by Regions 

• Africa
• Asia
• Caribbean
• Europe and Caucasus
• Latin America
• Pacific 

+

Knowledge products and translated material 



Africa
N Activities: 171

0 Activities                                                                                  16 Activities

Top Countries (N. Activities)

Country N. Activities BUR submission % Emission 

1 Côte d’ Ivoire 16 BUR 0.07%

2 Ghana 16 2BUR 0.07%

3 Kenya 15 0BUR 0.13%

4 Morocco 14 BUR 0.18%

5 South Africa 14 2BUR 1.15%

6 Uganda 14 0BUR 0.07%



Côte d’Ivoire Summary 

Closed



Ghana Summary 

Closed



Asia
N. Activities: 127

0 Activities                                                                                                                 23 Activities

Top Countries (N. Activities)

Country N. Activities 
BUR 

submission 
% Emission 

1 Indonesia 23 2BUR 1.73%

2 Thailand 20 2BUR 0.78%

3 Vietnam 20 2BUR 0.59%

4 Cambodia 18 0BUR 0.06%

5
Lao People's Democratic 

Republic
18 0BUR 0.03%

6 Philippines 18 0BUR 0.40%



Indonesia Summary 

Closed



Caribbean

N. Activities: 43

0 Activities                                                                                                             13 Activities

Top Countries (N. Activities)

Country  N. Activities  BUR submission % Emission 

1 Trinidad and Tobago 13 0BUR 0.06%

2 Belize 10 0BUR 0.02%

3 Guyana 9 0BUR 0.01%

4 Haiti 9 0BUR 0.02%

5 Bahamas 9 0BUR 0.01%



Trinidad and Tobago Summary 

Closed



Europe and Caucasus 

N. Activities: 41

0 Activities                                                                                                     11 Activities

Top Countries (N. Activities)

Country N. Activities BUR submission % Emission 

1 Serbia 11 BUR 0.11%

2 Montenegro 10 2BUR 0.01%

3 Albania 9 0BUR 0.02%

4 Bosnia and Herzegovina 8 2BUR 0.06%

5 Georgia 8 BUR 0.04%

6 North Macedonia 8 2BUR 0.03%



Serbia Summary 



Latin America 
N. Activities: 88

0 Activities                                                                                         23 Activities 

Top Countries (N. Activities)

Country N. Activities BUR submission % Emission 

1 Chile 23 3BUR 0.21%

2 Colombia 21 2BUR 0.36%

3 Peru 20 BUR 0.20%

4 Ecuador 19 BUR 0.13%

5 Mexico 19 2BUR 1.58%



Chile Summary 

Closed



Pacific 

N. Activities: 38

Top Countries (N. Activities) 

0 Activities                                                                                        13 Activities

Country  N. Activities  BUR submission % Emission 

1 Papua New Guinea 13 0BUR 0.04%

2 Vanuatu 8 0BUR 0.00%

3 Solomon Island 8 0BUR 0.00%

4 Fiji 7 0BUR 0.00%

5 Samoa 7 0BUR 0.00%



Papua New Guinea Summary 



Countries- Less support received 

Country N. Activities 

Azerbaijan 5

Bahrain 5

Barbados 5

Brunei Darussalam 5

Eritrea 5

Iran 5

Iraq 5

Nieu 5

Oman 5

Palau 5

Somalia 5

Tonga 5

Turkmenistan 5

Tuvalu 5

Country  N. Activities 

Palestine 2

Israel 2

Democratic Republic 

of Korea
3

United Arab Emirates 3

Moldova 4

Mauritania 4

Cook Islands 4



𝐆𝐇𝐆 𝐄𝐦𝐢𝐬𝐬𝐢𝐨𝐧𝐬 𝐜𝐨𝐦𝐦𝐮𝐧𝐢𝐜𝐚𝐭𝐞𝐝 𝐛𝐲 𝐃𝐞𝐯𝐞𝐥𝐨𝐩𝐢𝐧𝐠 𝐂𝐨𝐮𝐧𝐭𝐫𝐢𝐞𝐬 𝐛𝐲 𝐂𝐀𝐈𝐓 2

Top 10 Emitters vs. N. Activities

Country N. Activities 
BUR 

submission 
% Emission 

1 China 12 BUR 26.04%

2 India 16 2BUR 6.73%

3 Brazil 15 3BUR 2.30%

4 Indonesia 23 2BUR 1.73%

5 Iran 5 0BUR 1.60%

6 Mexico 19 2BUR 1.58%

7 South Korea 6 2BUR 1.47%

8 Saudi Arabia 6 BUR 1.28%

9 South Africa 14 2BUR 1.15%

10 Thailand 20 2BUR 0.78%



Some final thoughts (1)

i. In some cases, there is a correlation between support received
and results achieved (e.g. Chile), in some others there is not
(e.g. Philippines)

ii. How to measure “achievement”? is BUR submission a good
proxy? A starting point for the next presentation

iii. Do following initiatives build up on previous ones or some
duplications exist? Do support providers discuss among each
others on this before starting an initiative in a new country?

iv. Some regions attract less interest than others, for example
Middle East and Central Asia. Is this an issue?

v. Out of the scope of this effort: NDC implementation – how is
the support provision there linked with the one on
transparency?



Some final thoughts (2)

• This has been a massive effort to gather and compile information but it
should and could improve over time

• Can this data provide valuable inputs in decision making?
• To continue this initiative it is essential to have an active and reliable person

willing to provide data every 6 months – is there appetite for this?
• If yes to both questions:

• importance of having a compilator (a focal point to gather and provide
info) in each organization

• UNDP willing to facilitate the gathering and drafting of such data report,
twice a year, before the meetings of the Group of Friends.

• More friends, more complete information – encourage a more participatory
approach from organizations who have not provided yet updated info

• Is this data sensitive? How should it be managed?


