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ETF process overview and readiness



Decision 18/CMA.1 and its 

annex – MPGs
Decision 1/CP.24

Matters relating to MPGs

Decision 9/CMA.4

Voluntary Review

ETF – Key decisions 

Decision 5/CMA.3 

Operationalizing MPGs



ETF process overview

Reporting, review and multilateral consideration

BTRFMCP

TER

Biennial Transparency Report

• GHG inventory (all shall)

• Progress in NDCs (all shall)

• Support provided / mobilized 

(developed shall)

• Support needed / received (developing 

should)

• Adaptation (all should)

• Annex on REDD+ (some)

Facilitative Multilateral Consideration of 

Progress

• Online Q&A

• In session presentation and Q&A 

(all shall)

Technical Expert Review

• Consistency of information reported

• Consideration of progress with and 

achievement of NDC

• Support provided (developed shall, 

and other Parties at their discretion)

• Identification of improvements

• Identification of capacity building needs



More on the scope of TER



Implementation update - Rolling out the BTR reviews

Development
Testing and Limited-scale 

Implementation

Full-scale 

Implementation
Refinement

Process, procedures, guidance, tools, templates, training material
Communication and outreach

Resource mobilization



Review planning and scheduling 



Information to be reviewed

What is 

reviewed?

What is not 

reviewed?

Information to track 

progress made 

in implementing/ 

achieving the NDC

Climate change impacts and 

adaptation (voluntary)

For TER weeks following the outcome of first 

round of examination in 2025, consistently with 

mandated timelines for TERT composition

GHG inventory

Adequacy and appropriateness of 

NDC, its description and 

indicators chosen

Developing country’s choice 

to invoke the specific flexibility 

provision in the MPGs

Adequacy of 

support 

provided 

Adequacy of 

domestic 

actions 

Support provided 

to developing 

countries 



Technical analysis of REDD+ results

One of these elements, technical analysis of REDD+ results, shall be carried out 

concurrently with the technical expert review (Decision 18/CMA.1):

• Timelines and format of the REDD+ technical analysis follow the BTR review timelines 

and format;

• REDD+ technical analysis conducted by two LULUCF experts, resulting in a separate 

technical analysis technical report;

• Party to nominate a REDD+ technical focal point to coordinate discussions and 

responses on the REDD+ technical analysis.

• In accordance with Article 5.2 of the Paris 

Agreement, Parties can make voluntary 

submissions on REDD+. 

• To become eligible to seek and obtain 

REDD+ results-based payments, all 

required elements need to be in place.



TER format for BTR1

In-country review (ICR)

TERT visits a host country to conduct 

a review of the Party’s submission, 

interacts with Party’s experts in person 

and observes institutional 

arrangements firsthand.

LDCs and SIDS may choose to 

participate in the same CR as a group
MPGs para. 157

Centralized review (CR)

TERT convenes in one location and 

reviews the BTRs of multiple Parties’ 

submissions, interacts with Party’s 

experts remotely. For BTR1, developing 

country Parties that need it in the light of 

their capacities have the flexibility to 

choose to undergo a CR.

A Party shall undergo an in-country 

review for BTR1 MPGs para. 158(a)



One-to-one interaction with expert team

Schedule can be fully convenient for the Party

In the same time zone

In-country Review

A review fully tailored to the Party considering its national capabilities and circumstances

Continuity of review activity must be ensured by the Party for 5 days.

Single TERT reviewing a single BTR

Resource intensive, as Party is expected to provide venue and 
admin/logistic support

childrenshouse.co.za



Shorter travel distance and time and easier entry mean higher probability of 

review experts participating in the reviews.

Cost-saving potential, including travel costs for experts and secretariat 
staff, e.g. one expert may review more than 1 Party in the CRs.

Centralized (Group) Review

Enhance transparency capacity and highlight common challenges more efficiently

Less logistical and organizational efforts for host Parties compared to ICRs.

Bringing reviews in the region close to the LDCs and SIDS under review allows 
managing time zone challenges when interacting with Parties.

Consideration of Parties with similar national capabilities and 

circumstances, including language/peer to peer learning.

urbannext.net



Technical Expert Review (TER) Planning for 2025

BTR1 submission status
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2025 plan for TERs of BTR1

88 Parties submitted by 31 Dec 2024 (93 as of 10 Feb 2025) 60 Parties are scheduled for TER



Scheduling technical expert reviews

Principles for organising reviews

• First submitted, first reviewed basis for 60 TERs

• BTR submission surge 30-31 December 2024 (43 BTRs) – warranted additional
principles
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BTR submission dates (October 2024 - February 2025)



2025 plan for technical expert reviews of BTR1

60 Parties scheduled/planned for review in 2025

Batch 1 

February-March 
2025

• 9 reviews scheduled

Batch 2 

April-May 2025

• 21 reviews (16 
scheduled, 5 planned-
TBC)

Batch 3 

September-October 
2025

• 30 reviews (6 
scheduled, 24 planned-
TBC)

Principles for scheduling reviews:

• First submitted, first reviewed;

• Centralized reviews which may change the order of Parties going 
through reviews;

• BTRs with REDD+ annex.

Note

• As of 10 February 2025, 3 developing 
country Parties used the flexibility 
provision to request a centralized 
review format, in the light of their 
capacities.



Preparing for review

Resubmission vs Additional information

Resubmission

• BTR/CTF/CRTs may be 

resubmitted by 8 weeks before the 

review week

• Submissions later than 8 weeks 

before will be treated as additional 

information provided during the 

review.

TERT may request additional 

information before/during review 

week MPGs para. 162(c)

Response to TERT 
questions

• Party should provide requested 

information within 2 to 3 weeks (if 

flexibility is applied). 

• TERT may make a request to the 

Party by the end of the review week 

(Friday).

The secretariat shall compose a TERT 

by 10 weeks before the review week 
MPGs para. 162(b)



TERT composition process

Approach and principles for each batch

• Survey issued to all experts eligible to perform 
reviews under the ETF

• Responses recorded and verified integrated with 
information from the ROE/Training programme

TERT availability

• Consideration of experts available for the 
specific week of the Party’s review

• Assessment of potential conflicts of interest 

• Mandated criteria for each TERT

TERT composition

• Email to confirm expert’s availability for the 
assigned review/dates 

• Upon confirmation, issue of official invitation letter
TERT invitation

Process finalized 10 weeks ahead of TER week start



Roles and expectations for the review process



Roles and responsibilities

Party

• Cooperate and respond to questions of TER team

• Provide comments on the draft TER report

Experts

• Nominated to the UNFCCC roster of 

experts

• Complete the training programme

• Adhere to MPGs 

• Participate in  individual capacity

• Pay particular attention to national 

capabilities and circumstances

Secretariat

• Agree on date and format and logistic 

and admin arrangements with Party

• Compose TER team

• Facilitate communication 

• Provide tools and templates to TER 

team

• Compile and edit TER report 

• Facilitate annual LRs meetings

Lead reviewers

• Oversee the work of the TER team

• Ensure that TER adheres to MPGs

• Ensure the quality and objectivity of the TER 

and provide for the continuity, consistency 

across Parties and timeliness of the TER 

• Communicate, monitor, coordinate review and 

preparation of TER report 

• Give priority to issues raised in previous TER reports

• Provide technical advice to TER team

• Annually discuss how to improve the quality, efficiency 

and consistency of TER, and develop conclusions



Expectations from Parties in TER (1/3)



Expectations from Parties in TER (2/3)



Expectations from Parties in TER (3/3)



Challenges encountered with ETF review 
implementation



Challenges encountered with ETF review implementation

1. Increasingly high rate of rejection from experts invited for review,

especially by developed country Party experts (nearly 50%).

2. Challenge in fulfilling mandated criteria for TERT composition balance

(language, gender, and geographical balance)

3. Uncertainty of (re) submissions-impacts the planning process

4. Language barriers, including non-English review material, and internet

accessibility

5. Some submissions are not in CRT and CTF formats (electronic) – in

particular, support received and needed.

6. Need to ensure continuous training as tools are enhanced



Communication and outreach



https://www.linkedin.com/g

roups/13910606/
Biannual Newsletter –

Coming soon!

Webinars and events 

during SBs and COPs

BTR reviews - Communication and outreach

https://unfccc.int/reportin

g-and-review

https://www.linkedin.com/groups/13910606/
https://unfccc.int/reporting-and-review


Progress on FMCP preparation



What is FMCP?

FMCP, an integral part of ETF, follows the BTR submission and review and involves all 
Parties

FMCP is a platform for dialogue. It serves as a multilateral exchange, offering Parties
an opportunity to engage, share experiences and learn from each other's best practices
in delivering climate action and support, driving forward the collective effort to meet the
goals of the Paris Agreement.

FMCP provides Parties with a channel to demonstrate their successes and flag
their gaps and financial, technology transfer and capacity building needs in
preparing their GHG inventory, implementing mitigation actions and adaptation measures
and providing and receiving climate support. This exchange of information and ideas
fosters a sense of solidarity and mutual understanding among nations.

FMCP raises social awareness of climate action and support. It offers an opportunity
for different stakeholders to understand Parties’ efforts made, challenges faced, and
progress achieved, which is essential for building trust in the multilateral process.



Steps of FMCP

The written Q&A phase is followed by a working group session phase, after which the
FMCP record is made publicly available; FMCP1 is planned to take place @SBI62

• Starts 3 months before the working group session
Written Q&A 

phase
(para 192)

• Presentation by the Party
• Discussion session focused on Party presentation and the topics1: NIR/GHG 

emissions, tracking progress towards NDC, FTC support provided and 
received/ needed

Working group 
session phase 

(para 193)

• Q&A records
• Copy of the Parties’ presentations
• Recording of the WGS
• Procedural summary of the FMCP
• Additional information generated through the online platform, as available

Record 
(para 199)

1 Identified in chapter VIII.B of decision18/CMA.1



New provisions in the MPGs compared to MA and FSV practices

Changes in number of Parties, scope of information considered, webinar as new modality

Range: 

195 Parties under 
PA, incl. those that 
have not submitted 

BTR 

Scope: 

Inclusion of FTC 
support provided 
and received as 
part of FMCP

New modality:

Voluntary webinar 
opportunity ahead 
of and/or after an 

SBI session 



FMCP working group session

Increase in the number of Parties requires rethinking of the design of the working group
session

Current MA/FSV 
approach not 

practical due to 
the increase in 
the number of 

Parties

SBI Chair 
information 
consultation 

held at COP 29

FMCP1 at SBI62 
to pilot the 

FMCP working 
group session



Question and Answer session



Let’s work #Together4Transparency! 

Thank you!

Join our LinkedIn 
Community

Explore upcoming 
Transparency Events

Learn more on our 
Official Website

bit.ly/T4TCalendarbit.ly/T4TGroup bit.ly/UNTransparency


