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Annex I annual (GHG) review reports

• The annual review report (ARR) is the main 

official product of the review by an expert 

review team (ERT) of the annual submission of 

an Annex I Party 

• Annual submission = GHG inventory + Kyoto 

supplementary information

• All review reports are public documents 

available in the UNFCCC web
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Structure of an annual review report

• Information grouped in tables 

• Tables in main body include:

• Table 2: summary and assessment

• Table 3: issues identified by previous ERTs

• Table 5: issues identified by the latest ERT

• Tables in annexes include values (“numbers”) 

for emissions and removals, accounting 

information, adjustments (if applicable).
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Table 2

• Summary of review results 

and 

• General assessment of the annual submission
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Table 2 (cont.)

• Table 2 does not include references to 

Transparency or Comparability issues 

 those do not affect total level of emissions 

and removals
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Table 3

• Table 3 includes the recommendations in 

previous review report that were not resolved 

13



14



Table 3: an example
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Table 4

• Table 4 includes recommendations that are still 

not resolved and have been raised in at least 

the last three reviews

• It also includes the number of reviews that each 

recommendation has not been resolved
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Table 5

• Table 5 includes new issues identified by the 

ERT
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Table 5: an example
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ARR: other sections in the body
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Tables 3 and 5: issue types 

FCCC review guidelines (13/CP.20), para.81:

• Transparency, e.g. incomplete information in NIR

• Accuracy, e.g. incorrect emission factor

• Comparability (allocation of emission to categories)

• Consistency (time series)

• Completeness: no estimations or underestimations

• Other issues related to the FCCC reporting guidelines, 

e.g. Quality assurance

KP (22/CMP.1, para. 69): Other issues related to the KP 

reporting guidelines (e.g. KP-LULUCF accounting)
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Questions of implementation

23



Questions of Implementation

KP review guidelines (22/CMP.1, Annex, 

paras. 7-8):

• Only if an unresolved problem pertaining to 

language of a mandatory nature in these 

guidelines influencing the fulfilment of 

commitments still exists … shall that problem be 

listed as a question of implementation in the 

final review reports.  
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Questions of Implementation (2)

• Raised for issues with the national systems

• It is assumed that those issues make the overall 

estimates questionable

• Chronology of a Question of Implementation:

• Identified by ERT before and during review week

• If not clarified, listed in the ‘Saturday paper’

• Party replies within 6 weeks to Saturday paper

• If still not clarified, the issue is listed as a 

question of implementation in the review report

• Compliance Committee considers the question of 

implementation
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Questions of Implementation (3)

• Some ERTs do not list issues on the national 

system that would take more than a year to 

resolve as Question of Implementation if the 

Party, in response to the Saturday paper, 

presents a plan to solve it.

• Assumption is that the next ERT would follow 

up on that plan and, if problems, raise a 

question on implementation.

26



Non-issues under the Kyoto Protocol

• LULUCF issues that do not impact KP-LULUCF 

activities

• KP-LULUCF accounting issues for Parties that 

chose commitment period accounting

• Those would be issues in the 2022 review

• Accuracy issues that result in overestimations 

for years of the commitment period (or 

underestimations for the base year) 

 no adjustments
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Observations

In the absence of a Question of Implementation identified 
in the review report, some issues or problems may point 
out the emergence of potential problems affecting the 
capacity of the Party to fulfil its commitments in the future:

• Annual submission submitted late (>15 April) regularly
• The annual review report (ARR) includes: 

• a recommendation for the next review to be 
in-country

• Many completeness or accuracy issues
• How many are “many”?

• Several issues for the national system
• A long Table 4 (i.e. many issues are still unresolved 

after three or more reviews)
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Parties and their Doha targets

• ARRs do not include information of likelihood 

for a Party to meet its Doha target

• ‘True-up’ review reports, in 2023, will determine 

if a Party met its Doha target

• The review reports of third Biennial Reports 

(FCCC/TRR.3/Party) include some information 

on progress toward Doha target

* * * * *
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