GRA Council Capability Session: Current GRA Activities in Latin America

Using Evidence to Guide MRV Investments in Latin America:
Lessons from

‘Strengthening National Mitigation Targets and Developing a Roadmap for Reducing
Emissions in the Agri-Food Systems of Central and South America’
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Latin American countries: ONE REGION, DIFFERENTS REALITIES

Some need better data. Others need
institutional coordination. Others already
have strong technical capacity but lack
investment. That was our starting point.

Investing the
same way for all
does not lead to
the same impact.

Different technical capacities

Different institutional arrangements

The key is to
understand where
the gaps are and
what each country
needs.

Different data availability

Different investment needs
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WHAT GIC- LAC DID?
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Regional assessment Identify priorities Country selection Technical support Roadmaps Implementation

) Regional assessment of MRV System Needs in AFOLU: National Stocktaking.

@ Thirty-three (33) countries in Latin America.

’.) Investment needs and barriers limiting progress toward higher-level methodologies
‘ in AFOLU.
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REGIONAL ASSESSMENT OF MRV SYSTEM NEEDS IN AFOLU
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Regional overview, identifying
trends in reporting capacity.
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This allows key stakeholders
and policymakers to direct
funding with efficiency.
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Countries’ capacities to implement methodological improvements
is both a technical and structural issue.
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Technical support needs: Mexico, Guatemala, Honduras,
Salvador, Colombia, Peru
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- 10+ Workshops
- 2 Webinars
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FROM EVIDENCE TO ACTION: THE CASE OF MEXICO

MEXICO - AGRICULTURE

Agriculture Roadmap

Hoja de ruta para el sector Agricultura

Improve activity data
Mejorar los datos de actividad
nllﬂ Better livestock, manure and crop management data

@ Mejores datos de ganado, manejo del estiércol
y manejo de cultivos

Develop country-specific ‘
emission factors

Desarrollar factores de emision ‘
especificos del pais

@ Reflect local conditions and production systems

@ Reflejar las condiciones locales y sistemas
productivos

Strengthen QA/QC

Fortalecer QA/QC (aseguramiento y control de calidad)

Q Implement quality assurance and control procedures

@ Implementar procedimientos de aseguramiento
y control de calidad

Transition towards Tier 2 methodologies
Transitar hacia metodologias Tier 2

@ Apply more advanced, country-driven methods

@ Aplicar métodos méas avanzados y adaptados al pais

/ Goal / Objetivo: oA
‘ o ’ More accurate, transparent and robust agricultural

GHG estimates. %
Estimaciones agricolas de GEI mas precisas,

transparentes y robustas.

Strengthen activity data for
key agricultural sources.
Develop country-specific
emission factors.

Improve QA/QC procedures
across the inventory.
Progress towards Tier 2
methodologies for priority
categories.
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FROM EVIDENCE TO ACTION: THE CASE OF COLOMBIA

Land Representation Roadmap
Hoja de ruta para la representacion de tierras

@0

Goal / Objetivo:

O/ Stronger and more consistent land representation
for future inventory cycles and BTR reporting.

Reconstruct transition matrices
Reconstruir matrices de transicion
@ Ensure consistency over time

@ Asegurar consistencia en el tiempo

Harmonise land-use categories

with IPCC guidance

Armonizar categorias de uso de la tierra
con las directrices del IPCC

@ Align with IPCC definitions

(©) Alinear con las definiciones del IPCC

Integrate SMByC + Corine Land Cover
Integrar SMByC + Corine Land Cover

@ Improve spatial detail and accuracy

@ Mejorar el detalle y la precision espacial

Move towards sampling-based
land representation (Method 3)

Avanzar hacia una representacion de
tierras basada en muestreo (Método 3)

@ More robust, transparent and scalable

@ Mas robusta, transparente y escalable

Representacién de tierras mds sélida y consistente a l |

para futuros ciclos de inventarios y reportes BTR.

Reconstruct land-use transition
matrices.

Harmonise land-use categories with
IPCC guidance.

Integrate national land-cover datasets
(SMByYC and Corine Land Cover).

Advance towards sampling-based land
representation (Method 3).
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GIC -LAC TOOLS: Country assessments Dashboard

Users can quickly assess where a country is with respect to its MRV
system, thus providing insight to ensure effective intervention and

The dashboard was developed to summarize and present results

guide finance wo where it is needed most.
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SCORE (RELATIVE TO INDICATOR MAXIMUM)

Map by score

A high score indicates a more mature system;

FDATA ASSISTANT YOUR QUESTION

Explore the
assessment with

© New question
Similarities and differences between Colombia and

_ - - Mexico?
with a low score, there is greater opportunity for

improvement.

your own questions Colombia and Mexico show strong similarities in inventory quality and institutional structure, but
. differ in data availability and research engagement.

Greater opportunity for impravement Higher maturity

Diagnosis, room for improvement and suggested o
- —— actions, based only on this assessment's data. Similarities
. « Institutional Arrangements: Both countries achieved the maximum score for inventory quality
o data

(3/3) and frequency of submissions (1/1).
Type your question
Y « Policy Framework: Both have specific AFOLU NAMAs proposed (1/1) and include AFOLU in their

NDCs.

e « Stakeholder Demand: Both have identified lead compilers for Agriculture and LULUCF

inventories and include Tier 2 improvements in their latest plans.
What methodological level is Mexico at? . . ) . )
« Governance: They share similar scores in Government Effectiveness (Colombia: 0.49; Mexico:

Similarities and differences between Colombia and 0.47).
Mexico?

) ) ) - Differences
Which countries score highest in Data availability?

Th i s a llOWS users to eXp lo re th e q ua ntitative d ata R a lloWi ng fu rth er « Data Availability: Mexico shows higher scores in national agricultural statistics (3/3) and

What does the Governance dimension measure? mapping products (3/3) compared to Colombia (2/3 in both).

exa m i n atio n of th e Statu S of ea C h CO u ntry,s n atio n al Agri C u ltu ra |_ a n d ) « Partner Engagement: Mexico has a higher score for local research partners (3/3) compared to

Answers are based on the assessment data and may contain error: )
Colombia (No data).

La n d = U Se M 0 n ito ri ng, Re po rti ng, a n d Ve rifi Catio n (M RV) SySte m . « Policy Alignment: Mexico has stronger alignment in national forestry strategies (1/1) than
Colombia (0.5/1).

« Total Reference Score: Mexico has a total score of 37.78, while Colombia has 32.39 (note:

Users are able tO SeleCt a Chosen Country Of interest, aS Wel-l- aS Colombia has several "No data" entries in partner engagement).
specific domains. Furthermore, this promotes regional transparency, in alignment with

the Enhanced Transparency Framework (ETF) of the Paris Agreement.
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https://inventory-assessments.lovable.app/

GIC -LAC TOOLS: Self learning tool
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CMNUCC: recorrido historico de las COPs y decisiones relevantes.

Mensajes claves

Alfinalizar este modulo, fortaleceras

Lecturas
recomendadas

@ genially

Self Learning Link: GIC-LAC
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Madulo 4
Mejora de la calidad de los datos y cierre de brechas

Mensajes claves

Al finalizar este médulo, fortaleceras tus conocimientos en:

inci La seleccion
Importancia de la Principales coln
coherencia técnicas para ’ émmlmsdeumum

e i abordar vacios de
e ordar vacio Ia calidady o

datos.
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https://connect2learn.alliance.cgiar.org/login/index.php?loginredirect=1#tabs-tree-start
https://connect2learn.alliance.cgiar.org/login/index.php?loginredirect=1#tabs-tree-start
https://connect2learn.alliance.cgiar.org/login/index.php?loginredirect=1#tabs-tree-start

Many thanks!

Augusto Castro-Nunez: Project Lead

Augusto.castro@cgiar.org

Ivon Maritza Casallas Martinez: Project coordinator

l.casallas@cgiar.org

Explore tools and
resources

bit.ly/giclacproject

GIC-LAC team: Connor Haynes, Daniela Vasquez Molano, Karoll Valentina Yomayuza Herrera, Diana Maria Gutierrez Zapata,

Additional support: Diana L. Manrique Luna, Luz Milena Nino Mahecha - Andrews
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