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Bomnpocsl, kacalomuecst puHAHCHPOBAHUS
Bomnpocsl, kacalomuecs Ilocrosinnoro
KOMMTETa 110 PHHAHCAM

Bomnpocsl, kacaomuecsi pMHAHCUPOBAHUS
Mpennoxenue Ilpeacenarens
IIpoexT pemenus -/CP.27

Bonpocsl, kacaouuecst IloctossHHOr0 KoOMHUTETA
no puHAHCAM

Kongepenyuss Cmopor,
ccovlnasicy Ha ctaThi 4 v 11 KonBeHnuu,

cevinasce marxoice wa pemenns 12/CP.2, 12/CP.3, 1/CP.16, nyukr 112, 2/CP.17,
myukTel 120-121, 5/CP.18, 5/CP.19, 7/CP.19, 6/CP.20, 6/CP.21, 8/CP.22, 7/CP.23, 8/CP.23,
4/CP.24, 11/CP.25, 5/CP.26, 5/CMA.2 u 10/CMA.3,

npunumas k ceedenuio petrenue -/CMA. 41,
1. npusemcmeyem noknan IIoCTOSHHOrO KoMuTeTa 110 pruHancam 3a 2022 roi?;

2. npueemcmeyem makdice TATbIE [BYXTOAWYHBIC OLECHKY H 0030p IOTOKOB
¢buHaHCHpOBaHus IS OOpPHOBI ¢ HM3MEHEHHWeM KiamMmara [IOCTOSHHOTO KOMHTETa IO
(GuHaHCAM U pe3lOMe W npuHuMaem K C6e0eHul0 PEKOMEHIAIMH, COJAepIKalliecs B
TPUIOKEHUHS;

3. ommeyaem, 4TO NOTOKM (pUHAHCHPOBaHMS AJIsl GOPHOBI C M3MEHEHHEM KIIMMAaTa B
2019-2020 romax Obutn Ha 12 % Bbimre, yem B 2017-2018 rogax, JOCTHTHYB B CpeIHEM
803 mipa most. CIIA B roa, 9TO OOYCIIOBICHO MHBECTHIMAMH B dHEProd(h(GEKTHBHOCTD
3/IaHWH, YCTOWYMBBIN TPAHCIIOPT W aJaNTalrio; CPETHETOI0BOM 00BEM TOCYJapCTBEHHOM
¢unancoBoi noamepkku B 2019—2020 rogax (40,1 mapz momut. CIIIA), o KOTOpPO#i B CBOMX
JIBYXTOAWYHBIX JOKiamax coobmmin CTOpOHBI, BKIIOYCHHBIE B mpwioxkenne II K
KonBeHuuu, yBenuuuiicsi Ha 6 % 10 CpaBHEHHUIO CO CPEAHET0/I0BbIM [T0Ka3aTeIeM, COrJIACHO

IMpoexT perrenus, o3araaBieHHbIH «Bompocsl, kacaronmecs [1ocTOSHHOTO KOMHUTETa 10 (PHHAHCAMY,
NPEUIOKEHHBIN JUIs TPUHATHUS B paMKax IMyHKTa 8 a) moBectku qus Kondepenuun CtopoH,
JeicTByloIIel B kauecTBe coBelanus CtopoH [lapuxckoro cornamenus, Ha ee 4eTBepPTOil ceccui.

2 FCCCICP/2022/8-FCCCIPA/ICMA/2022/7. E
3 Taxoxe conepsxurcs B nokymente FCCC/CP/2022/8/Add.1-FCCC/PA/CMA/2022/7/Add. 1.
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nokimagam 3a 2017-2018 roapr; cpeaHeronoBoi 00beM (HHAHCHPOBAHHS II OOPHOBI C
W3MCHCHHEM  KJMMaTa,  BBIACJICHHOTO  MHOTOCTODOHHHUMH  OaHKaMHM  Pa3BUTHUS
pa3BHBAIOIIUMCS CTpaHaM H CTpaHam ¢ (OpPMHPYIOIIEiicSs pPHIHOYHON HSKOHOMHUKON*
(45,9 mpx momn. CIIA), ysennumics #Ha 17 % mo cpasrennio ¢ 2017-2018 rogamu;
u porgel PKUKOOH u MHOTOCTOpOHHHE KIMMaTHIecKre (OHIBI 00S3aJIMCh BHIACIUTH B
2019 u 2020 romax cootBerctBeHHO 2,9 Mipxa moit. CIIA u 3,5 mapa momn. CIIA Ha
MIPOEKTHl (PHHAHCHPOBAHUS Il OOPHOBI ¢ M3MEHEHUEM KITMATa;

4, ¢ 0becnokoeHHOCmbI0 ommeydaem, 9TO TII00AbHBIE MTOTOKH (MHAHCUPOBAHUS IS
O00ppOBl C W3MEHEHHEM KJIMMaTa Mallbl [0 CPaBHEHHIO C OOIMUMH TOTPEOHOCTSIMH
Pa3BHBAIOIINXCS CTPaH;

5. € 00eCnOKOeHHOCMbIO omMeuaem maxdice, 9T0, HECMOTpPS Ha SIBHYIO TEHACHIHUIO K
YBEIMUYCHUIO TII00AIBHBIX TTOTOKOB KIMMAaTHYeCKOTO (PMHAHCHPOBAHMSA, OHM OCTArOTCS Ha
OTHOCHTENFHO HU3KOM YPOBHE B O0Jiee MNPOKOM KOHTEKCTE IPYTUX (PUHAHCOBBIX MOTOKOB,
MHBECTHLIMOHHBIX BO3MOXXHOCTEH U 3aTpaT;

6. npuzeieaem CtopoHbl KOHBEHIMM paccMOTPETh BO3MOXKHOCTH — BBITIOJIHEHUS
PEKOMEHIAINH, YIOMSHYTHIX B IIYHKTE 2 BBIIIE, COPAa3MEPHO 0OCTOATENHCTBAM;

7. Koncmamupyem  yIydIIeHWE KadecTBa, TPAHCHAPEHTHOCTH W  JETaJIN3aluu
nHpopManuy B MATOH ABYXTOAWYHON OLIEHKE, NPU3HABas MPU ATOM, YTO OTPAHUUYCHHUS B
JAHHBIX COXPAHSIIOTCS, OCOOEHHO B OTHOIICHHH YacTHOTO (hPMHAHCHPOBAHUS A1 OOpHOBI ¢
N3MEHEHHMEM KJIMMara, BKII0Uas 9acTHoe (PMHAHCHPOBaHUE, MOOMIN30BaHHOE CTOpOHAMH,
SIBISIFOLIIMUCS Pa3BUTBIMH CTpPAaHaMH, IO ABYCTOPOHHMM M MHOTOCTOPOHHUM KaHAJaMm,
1 (pUHAHCUPOBaHUE B APYIHX CEKTOpax, HOMHMO JHEPreTHKH M TPAHCIIOPTa, W HPOCUM
MIPOJIOIDKUTE paboTy B 3TOM HalpaBJICHUH B paMKax IIECTOH ABYXT'OAWYHOHN OIEHKHU, B TOM
YHCIJIe B OTHOLICHUH JAHHBIX II0 PETHOHAM, YaCTHOTO (PMHAHCHPOBAaHMS, MOOMIM30BaHHOTO
B pe3yibTaTe TOCYZApCTBEHHBIX MEp, M MEXaHM3MOB (MHAHCHPOBAHUS, HMEIOIINX
OTHOIIEHHE K NMPEJOTBPAILCHNI0, MUHAIMH3ALUH U YCTPAHEHHUIO TTOTEPh U yuiepoa;

8. nodwepkueaem BAXHOCTbL OTYCTHOCTH O HOPCAOCTABJIICHHOM, MO6I/IJ'II/I3OBaHHOM,
HCO6X0,Z[I/IMOM U MOJYYCHHOM KIMMAaTUYCCKOM CI)I/IHaHCI/IPOBaHI/II/I KaK Ha YpOBHC BHJA
ACATCIBHOCTU, TaK W Ha YPOBHC CTPAHbI, 4 TAKXXC COBCPUHICHCTBOBAHUA MGTOI[OJ'IOFI/Iﬁ
U3MCPCHUA U OTYCTHOCTH B OTHOLICHUH PE3YJIbTATOB U BOSHeﬁCTBHﬂ KIIMMaTH4Y€CKOIo

(UHAHCUPOBAHNS;

9. ommeuaem, 9410 padota [locToSHHOTO KOMHTETa IO (PUHAHCAM HAJ ONpPEACTICHUIMHU
KIMMATU4YeCKOro  (DMHAHCHPOBAHUs®  IMOKAa3bIBAET  pa3zHoOOpasde  UCIOJIb3YeMbIX
ONpeaeIICHU;

10. ommevyaem maKoce CIOXKHOCTH, CBA3aHHBIC C pa3H006pa3HeM onpez[eneHI/Iﬁ
KIMMAaTH4Y€CKOI O q)HHaHCI/IpOBaHI/ISI, HCIOJIb3YEMBIX CTOpOHaMI/I U 3aUHTCPECOBAHHBIMU
Cy6L€KTaMI/I, HC ABJIAIOIIUMUCA CTOpOHaMI/I, B OTHOIIEHHH OOEeCIeYeHUs YETKOTO
arperupoBaHHOroO y4eTa 1 OTYETHOCTU IO KIIMMATUYICCKOMY (bPIHaHCI/IpOBaHI/IIO;

11.  nmpocum TIlocTosHHBII KOMHUTET 1O (MHAHCAM TOATOTOBUTH MOKJIAA IS
paccmotpennst Kongepennueir CTopoH Ha ee BaaliaTh BOCBMON ceccuu (HOSOpb—aeKkadphb
2023 roma), ocHoBBIBasich Ha pabore Kommrera mo ompeneneHusM (UHAHCHPOBAHHS
JEATeNIbHOCTH, CBA3aHHOM C KJIMMAaToOM, II0 TPYHNIHPOBKE THIIOB HCIIOIb3YEMbIX
oTpeieTIeHNH (PMHAHCHPOBAHUS JIESITEIBHOCTH, CBA3AHHOM C KJIMMAaTOM, KOTOpPBIE MOTYT
OBITH paccMOTpeHBI B paMkax mporecca PKUKOOH, B ToM gmcie ¢ menbio 0OHOBIICHHS,
COpasMEepHO  OOCTOATENbCTBAM,  ONEPATUBHOTO  OmpefeleHus  (PUHAHCHPOBAHMSA
JIeATeIbHOCTH, CBSI3aHHOW C KIMMaToM, paspaboranHoro KomwureroM, M oOKa3aHMs
nojyepkkn CTOpOHaM B WX YCWIHMSX [0 MNPEACTAaBICHUIO HAIMOHAJIBHOW OTYETHOCTH,
u npednazaem CTOpPOHAM U BHEIIHMM 3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIM CYOBEKTaM IIpPEJCTAaBUTH

4 Cw. footnote 2 in Standing Committee on Finance. 2022. Fifth Biennial Assessment and Overview of
Climate Finance Flows. Bonn: UNFCCC. URL.: https://unfccc.int/topics/climate-
finance/resources/biennial-assessment-and-overview-of-climate-finance-flows.

5 Cm. noxyment FCCC/CP/2022/8/Add.2-FCCC/PA/CMA/2022/7/Add.2.
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JIOIIOJIHUTENILHBIE MATEPUAIIBI YeEPE3 MOPTAJ sl IpEACTaBAeHUs MaTepuanos® 1o 30 ampess
2023 ropa;

12. ommeuaem noarotoBieHHbIH [TOCTOSHHBIM KOMHTETOM MO (HHAHCAM JOKIaJ O
mporpecce B JOCTIKEHHUH e coBMecTHOH Moommm3arun 100 mupx mour. CIIIA B rox s
Y/IOBIICTBOPEHUS MMOTPEOHOCTEH Pa3BUBAIOIIMXCS CTPAH B KOHTEKCTE 3HAUYMMBbIX JICHCTBUIA
[0 CMATYCHHUIO MOCIICACTBUII M TPAHCTIAPEHTHOCTH MO JIMHUHU pean3aluu’;

13. ¢ obecnoxoennocmvlo ommeuaem, 4UYTO TPOEKT PYKOBOIAIIMX YKA3aHUH I
ONepaTHBHBIX OpraHoB (OHHAHCOBOTO MeXaHHW3Ma, MOATOTOBIECHHBIH IloCTOSHHBIM
komuTeToM 1o ¢puHaHcam®, He ObuT ncnons3zoBan Kondepennueit CTOpoH, U B 3TOW CBS3U
npocum KoMHUTET yCOBEpLIEHCTBOBATH METOIBI CBOCH PabOTHI MO HMOATOTOBKE MPOEKTa
PYKOBOISIINX YKa3aHUU JUIsl OTIEPATUBHBEIX OpraHoB PHHAHCOBOIO MEXaHU3MA,;

14.  eswipasicaem uckpenHioro 61a2o0apHocms TIPABUTEIBCTBY ABCTPAIIUH 3@ MTOIICPIKKY
B obecnieueHnn ycriexa BTopoil yactu @opyma IlocTossHHOTO KOMHTETa 10 (pHHAHCAM II0
BOTIpOCY (PMHAHCHPOBAaHUS TPHPOJOCOEPETAIONNX PEUICHHH M ¢ Y0081emeopeHuem
ommeuaem €ro pe3loMe Ha BBICOKOM ypoBHe®, Oe3 yiiep0a Ui IpyruxX MHOTOCTOPOHHHUX
MIPOLIECCOB, U npusemcmayem yneneane PopymMom ocod0ro BHUMaHUS KOPEHHBIM HapoaaM
U UX 3HAHHAM;

15.  npusemcmeyem maxoice BHIOOP TeMbl (PUHAHCUPOBAHUS CIIPABEUIUBBIX MIEPEXOTHBIX
nporeccoB B kadectBe Tembl st Popyma IlocrosHHOrO KoMuTeTa NO (puHaHCAM B
2023 roxy;

16. svipasicaem npusHamenlbHocnb NPpaBUTCIbLCTBAM ABCTpaJ'II/II/I n FCpMaHI/II/I, a TaKXeE
EBpOHeﬁCKOﬁ KOMHCCHH 3a UX (1)I/IHaHCOBLIe B3HOCBI JIs1 HOAACPIKKH pa6OTLI IlocTosHHOTO
KOMUTETA 110 CI)I/IHchaM;

17.  o00obpsiem mnan pabotsl [TocTosHHOrO KOommTeTa no (unancam Ha 2023 roxl® u
nodyepkugaem BaXHOCTb TOTo, 4ToObI Komuter B 2023 roay cocpeaoTodri CBOO padoTy
Ha HaNpaBJICHUIX AEATEIbHOCTH, IPEIYCMOTPEHHBIX €T0 HHIHEIIHUMH MaHAATaMU;

18.  npusemcmeyem ycunus I1ocTOSIHHOTO KOMHUTETA 110 (PMHAHCAM B LEJAX JATBHEHIIETO
YKpEIUICHNSI B3aMMOJCHCTBHS C 3aWHTEPECOBAaHHBIMH CyOBEKTaAMH B KOHTEKCTE CBOETO
raHa paboTel, BKIovas odunuansasie opransl PKUKOOH, gacTHBIC CTPYKTYPHI U JpyTHE
cTpyKrypbl 3a pamkamu nporecca PKUKOOH, u npusvieaem KoMutet npogoKUTh Takue
yeunust B 2023 roay;

19.  npusvieaem marxoice IlocTOSHHBI KOMHUTeT 10 (HHAHCAM MPOJOIDKATH
AKTUBM3UPOBATH CBOM YCWIHMS 1O OOECICUEHHIO ydYeTa TEHACPHBIX (AaKTOpPOB B XOJe
BEITIOJTHEHHUSI CBOETO IDIaHa paboTel W npocum CTOPOHBI MPHHAMATH BO BHHMaHUC
TeHICpHBIA OamaHC W Teorpaduyeckoe MpPEACTaBUTEIBCTBO IPH HA3HAYCHUU YIICHOB
Komurera;

20.  npusvieaem I1oCTOSHHBIN KOMHTET MO (PMHAHCAM NPEINPHHATH AajdbHEHIINE maru
JUTSL TOYHOTO, /IEKBaTHOTO U CIIPaBEIMBOTO OTpakeHHst MHEHHH CTOPOH B CBOMX OyAyIINX
JOKJIafax ¥ 00eCHednTh, YTOObI 3TH MHEHMs OBUIM TPEACTABIICHBI COATAHCHPOBAHHBIM
00pazoM, OTpakarolM UX PasHO00pasue;

21.  npocum IlocTosiHHBIN KOMUTET 10 (huHAHCaM TpencTaBuTh Kondepenimu Ctopon Ha
ee JBaJlaTh BOCbMOW CECCHU JIOKJAJ O XOJI¢ BBIOJHEHHS CBOEro IUiaHa paboThl Ha
2023 rox;

22.  npocum makxce I1OCTOSHHBIH KOMHUTET MO (pUHAHCAM YYHTHIBATH PYKOBOZSIINE
yKa3aHusl, JaHHbIE eMy B APYTHX COOTBETCTBYIOIMX pemmenusx Konpepenunn CTopoH.

6 https://www4.unfccc.int/sites/submissionsstaging/Pages/Home.aspx.
" FCCCICP/2022/INF.2.

8 FCCCICP/2022/8/Add.5-FCCC/PAICMA/2022/7/Add.5.

9 FCCCICP/2022/8/Add.6-FCCC/PAICMA/2022/7/Add.6.
FCCC/CP/2022/8-FCCC/PAICMA/2022/7, npunoxenwe |l.
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Annex*

Pe3ioMe U pekoMeHJAIMHU NATHIX ABYXTOJANYHBIX OLEHKH
1 0030pa MOTOKOB (PUHAHCUPOBAHUA 1JIsl 00PHOBI
¢ U3MEeHEeHHEeM KJIUMATa

[Tonpko Ha aHTIIMICKOM SI3BIKE ]

Context and mandates

1. The fifth BA conducted by the SCF*! provides an updated overview of climate finance
flows up until 2020, highlighting the trends therein, and an assessment of the implications of
these flows for international efforts to address climate change. The fifth BA includes:

a) Information on recent developments in methodologies related to the tracking
of climate finance at the international and domestic level, the operational definitions of
climate finance in use and the indicators for measuring the impacts of climate finance, as
well as emerging methodologies that support tracking the consistency of finance flows (see
also the box below);

b) An overview of climate finance flows from developed to developing countries,
and available information on domestic climate finance, cooperation among developing
countries®? and other climate-related finance flows that constitute global climate finance;

C) An assessment of the key features of climate finance flows, including their
composition and purpose; an exploration of the effectiveness, accessibility and magnitude (in
the context of broader flows) of climate finance flows; and insights into country ownership
and alignment of climate finance flows with the needs and priorities of beneficiaries.

2. Since the first BA was conducted in 2014, the preparation of BAs has been guided by
mandates from the COP and the CMA to the SCF.:® The fifth BA comprises this summary,
prepared by the SCF, and a technical report prepared by experts under the guidance of the
SCF drawing on information and data from a range of sources. The report was subject to
extensive stakeholder input and expert review, but remains a product of the external experts.

Challenges and limitations in collecting and aggregating data on climate finance

The challenges and limitations outlined below need to be taken into consideration when
deriving conclusions and policy implications from the fifth BA:

11

12

13

CIHUCcoK COKpalleH!H 1 aKpOHUMOB CM. B IOKyMEHTE
FCCC/CP/2022/8/Add.1-FCCC/PA/CMA/2022/7/Add.1.

The SCF assists the COP in exercising its functions with respect to the Financial Mechanism,
including in terms of measurement, reporting and verification of support provided to developing
country Parties through activities such as the BA. The SCF also serves the Paris Agreement, in line
with its functions and responsibilities established under the COP (as per decision 1/CP.21, para. 63),
including through the BA.

For the purpose of the overview of climate finance in the BA, various data sources are used to
illustrate flows from developed to developing countries, without prejudice to the meaning of those
terms in the context of the Convention and the Paris Agreement, including but not limited to flows
from Annex | Parties and Annex Il Parties to non-Annex | Parties and MDBs; flows from OECD
members to non-members; flows from OECD Development Assistance Committee members to
countries eligible for OECD Development Assistance Committee official development assistance; and
other relevant classifications.

Decisions 2/CP.17, para. 121(f), 1/CP.18, para. 71, 5/CP.18, para. 11, 3/CP.19, para. 11, 4/CP.24,
paras. 4, 5 and 10, and 11/CP.25, paras. 9-10; and decision 5/CMA.2, paras. 9-10.

GE.22-26287
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(a) The fifth BA covers 2019-2020, a period during which the coronavirus disease 2019
pandemic may have affected the provision, mobilization and reporting of climate
finance flows;

(b) In compiling the estimates of climate finance flows, efforts were made to ensure
they are based on activities that are in line with the operational definition of climate
finance adopted in the first BA in 2014 and to avoid double counting. Challenges were
encountered in aggregating and analysing information from diverse sources with
varying degrees of transparency;

(c) In 2019, COP 25 changed the due date for submission of the fifth biennial reports
of Annex | Parties (including Annex Il Parties), which were to include information on
climate finance provided to non-Annex | Parties in 2019-2020, to no later than 31
December 2022.*4 Therefore, during preparation of the fifth BA, the SCF invited
Annex Il Parties to provide preliminary data on climate finance provided and mobilized
for 2019 and 2020. These preliminary data may be subject to change once fifth biennial
reports are submitted by Parties by the end of 2022;

(d) In the area of global climate finance, challenges remain in filling data gaps,
particularly on private finance for adaptation activities and for mitigation activities in
the AFOLU, the waste and the water and sanitation sectors. Methodologies for
calculating climate finance based on total cost or incremental cost produce different
estimates by activity. This potentially leads to limitations regarding the completeness
of data and any interpretation of the relative shares of global climate finance going to
different themes or sectors. Energy efficiency estimates do not include data broken
down by public or private actor financial instrument, or at country level. Some data
sources, such as those for renewable energy, provide activity-level data but may make
country- and technology-level assumptions on finance flows to fill data gaps. In
compiling data from various sources to aggregate global climate finance flows,
approaches that ensure the avoidance of potential overlaps in coverage are taken;

(e) Regarding domestic climate finance, although more countries are developing
climate finance reporting systems, time lags in implementation mean data are
underreported for 2019-2020. Amounts in relation to public expenditure may refer to
ex ante budget allocations or ex post actual expenditures. Furthermore, the climate
relevance of activities reported may refer to weighted criteria per activity or to positive
activity lists;

(f) Data on international climate finance flows are compiled using various
methodologies and have varying interpretations. Flows from developed to developing
countries — covering finance provided, mobilized and received — include a mix of data
based on disbursements to projects and recipients in the given year or on financial
commitments made in the reporting year to activities that may be implemented over
several years. Information on South—South cooperation in climate finance flows
remains relatively underreported. The classification of data such as by geographical
region or by granularity is not uniform across data sources. As for previous BAs, for
the fifth BA, no aggregation of data from different sources for finance flows from
developed countries to developing countries was carried out owing to these
challenges and limitations.

The SCF will continue to contribute, through its activities, to the progressive
improvement of the measurement, reporting and verification of climate finance in future
BAs, to help address these challenges and limitations.

. Key findings

A. Methodological issues related to transparency of climate finance

3. New reporting tables will improve the information on climate finance submitted
by Parties. CMA 3 adopted new tables for reporting by Parties under the Paris Agreement

14" Decision 6/CP.25, para. 3.
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on climate finance provided to and mobilized for developing countries and climate finance
needed and received by developing countries. The new tables will be used for reporting from
the end of 2024 in biennial transparency reports. A number of improvements will facilitate
enhancing the granularity of data reported on climate finance (including sectoral and
subsectoral data) and on whether the financial support also contributes to capacity-building
or technology transfer, and will provide an option to report on grant-equivalent amounts of
climate finance provided and mobilized. In addition, CMA 3 requested the secretariat to
establish an interactive web portal to facilitate the availability of information on climate
finance reported by Parties.'

4, The coverage and granularity of reporting on climate finance received by
non-Annex | Parties is improving. The proportion of BURs that include information on
finance received rose from approximately 60 per cent in 2014 to over 97 per cent in 2021. A
total of 70 Parties have provided quantitative information on climate finance received at the
project or activity level in tabular format. More Parties are reporting details on financial
instruments and implementing entities and on whether finance received is for mitigation or
adaptation. Information that is reported the least includes that related to the use, impacts and
results of climate finance. Limited capacities and resources to track climate finance received
can pose challenges for non-Annex | Parties in reporting this information, and a lack of
reporting on the year an activity received climate finance can make it difficult to compile and
aggregate data.

5. Systems to track domestic public climate finance are growing in both developed
and developing countries. Twenty-four jurisdictions have established tracking systems for
national budgets, with a further 24 countries having methodologies for tracking climate-
relevant budgets in development. Building on previous work carried out as part of the climate
public expenditure and institutional reviews of the United Nations Development Programme,
many countries are developing guidance on green budgeting frameworks that include
climate-relevant activities. Domestic public expenditures on climate change in 2019-2020
amounted to an estimated total of USD 134.2 billion (see chap. I1.B below).

6. Renewable energy, CCU/S, electrified transport, energy efficiency of buildings,
and water management and supply are the most common mitigation activities listed
across international, regional and national taxonomies or classifications. An analysis of
12 classification lists or taxonomies related to climate change mitigation activities, including
those of MDBs and of regional and national jurisdictions, revealed that mitigation activities
that appear most commonly (in more than 75 per cent of lists) are renewable energy,
electrified transport, energy efficiency of buildings, water management and supply, and
abatement technologies (e.g. carbon dioxide capture and use or storage). Different eligibility
criteria are in use for common activities relating to agriculture, waste, transport infrastructure
and power generation (the latter including geothermal power, hydropower, bioenergy and
efficiency improvements). Less common activities (in 25-75 per cent of lists) include gas-
fired power generation, waste-to-energy processes, sustainable logging, and information and
communication technology infrastructure. Of the uncommon activities (less than 25 per cent
of lists), notable are nuclear power generation, aviation and mining. Of the 12 taxonomies of
countries and institutions reviewed, 10 make use of exclusion lists across mitigation sectors.
For adaptation, most taxonomies refer to process-based screening methods rather than an
activity list owing to adaptation activities being specific to a given local environment or
context. The evaluation baseline for adaptation screening processes is typically based on
environmental and climate risk and vulnerability assessments or national, regional or global
resilience and biodiversity standards and codes. In addition, 7 of the 12 analysed taxonomies
apply the ‘do no significant harm’ principle (to other environmental objectives) when
assessing the eligibility of activities.

7. Climate finance providers are advancing more indicators and metrics to measure
what climate finance is achieving on the ground. Multilateral climate funds (including the
operating entities of the Financial Mechanism), multilateral institutions and national
development finance institutions are in the process of developing or have already developed
frameworks for measuring outputs, outcomes and impacts of climate finance interventions,

15 Decision 5/CMA.3.
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with the granularity of indicators and metrics increasing. Multilateral climate funds, in their
results management frameworks, capture information on 141 indicators, 48 of which are core
indicators, and most multilateral institutions, as well as bilateral contributors, use a similar
set of mitigation and adaptation indicators. Common indicators identified for mitigation are
greenhouse gas emissions reduced (in t CO2 eq) and sector-specific metrics for the energy,
transport and land-use sectors. For adaptation, common indicators in use are the number of
beneficiaries; the hectares of land protected; and the number of policies, projects, plans,
systems or assets that foster climate resilience. An ongoing challenge is defining and
reporting on outcome and impact indicators that enable the long-term or indirect effects of
climate finance interventions (e.g. job creation or the increased climate resilience of
beneficiaries) to be captured as opposed to measuring direct project outputs (e.g. number of
beneficiaries or number of early warning systems installed). Methodologies for outcome
measurement are at earlier stages of development by climate finance providers than those for
output measurement.

8. Increasing efforts are being made to enhance the transparency and
comparability of approaches for tracking consistency with low-emission and climate-
resilient development pathways. Methodological developments in this area, particularly
from the private financial sector and supervisory authorities, are in a dynamic growth phase.
The aim of these initiatives and efforts is to offer discussion of and guidance on appropriate
choices of emission pathways and scenarios, emission metrics and measures, geographical
and sector coverage, the role of carbon offsets, the formulation and implementation of
transition plans and governance frameworks, and aggregate Paris Agreement alignment
indicators. In the financial sector, a focus of current approaches on decarbonization and net
zero targets, rather than on fostering climate change adaptation and resilience, continues to
be observed. Since the fourth BA, initiatives that seek to increase the transparency and
understanding of approaches for tracking consistency have emerged — notable among these
are the United Nations High-Level Expert Group on the Net-Zero Emissions Commitments
of Non-State Entities and the Expert Peer Review Group under the Race to Zero campaign.
In addition, various private and public sector reports that assess approaches to alignment with
the Paris Agreement continue to be published (see SCF documents on work under this area
for further information).6

B. Overview of climate finance flows in 2019-2020

9. Global climate finance flows were 12 per cent higher in 2019-2020 than in 2017-
2018, reaching an annual average of USD 803 billion, with the trend being driven by an
increasing number of mitigation actions in buildings and infrastructure and in
sustainable transport, as well as by growth in adaptation finance. The growth in finance
flows in 2019-2020 was largely driven by increased investment in the energy efficiency of
buildings (USD 34 billion increase), sustainable transport (USD 28 billion increase) and
adaptation finance (USD 20 billion increase). While overall investment in clean energy
systems remained stable, public energy investment increased its share of total finance flows.
Adaptation finance increased by 65 per cent, from an annual average of USD 30 billion in
2017-2018 to USD 49 billion in 2019-2020, driven mainly by financing from bilateral and
multilateral development finance institutions. Figure 1 provides a breakdown, by sector, of
global climate finance flows in 2017-2020 and figure 2 provides an overview of global
climate finance and finance flows from developed to developing countries in 2019-2020.

6 FCCC/CP/2022/8/Add.3—FCCC/PA/CMA/2022/7/Add.3 and
FCCC/CP/2022/8/Add.4—FCCC/PA/CMA/2022/7/Add 4.
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Figure 1
Global climate finance flows in 2017-2020 by sector
(Billions of United States dollars)

2020
2019
2018

2017

0 200 400 &00 800 1000

. Clean energy systems . Sustainable transport . Building and infrastructure
. Other sectors - mitigation . Adaptation . Both mitigation and adaptation

10.  The continued decline in renewable energy technology costs in 2019-2020 compared
with those in 2017-2018 meant that renewable energy investments, despite the economic
slowdown caused by the coronavirus disease 2019 pandemic, remained close to the record
highin 2017. Technology cost decreases in 2019-2020 compared with 2018 for onshore wind
(13 per cent), offshore wind (9 per cent) and solar photovoltaic (7 per cent) emphasized how
greater impacts are now achieved for each new dollar invested. Aggregate investments in
new renewable energy generation projects made up the largest segment of global climate
finance. The declining costs of renewable energy alongside the maintenance of high levels
of investment indicates that the overall deployment of renewable energy technologies has
increased in real terms.

11.  Government pandemic recovery packages included up to USD 513 billion of
spending allocated to green or climate-related measures (21 per cent of the total
USD 2.5 trillion) up until the end of 2020. Approximately 76 per cent (USD 392 billion) of
climate-related recovery spending was announced by developed countries and the remainder
by developing countries, particularly those in Asia. Data from climate budget tagging
systems and other sources indicated domestic public climate finance amounted to USD 134
billion per year in 2019-2020, half of which was in 21 developing countries and the other
half in 6 developed countries or jurisdictions.

8 GE.22-26287
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Figure 2

Climate finance flows in 2019-2020
(Billions of United States dollars, annualized)
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Global total flows

Flows to non-Annex |
Parties

Renewable energy

Public
Private
Sustainable transport
Public
Private
Buildings and
infrastructure

Public

Private
Industry

Public
Private

Other sectors - mitigation ®

Adaptation public finance

Both mitigaiton and adaptation

Domestic climate-relate public investment

UNFCCC funds

Multilateral climate funds (including UNFCCC)

Climate-specific finance through bilateral,
regional and other channels

MDB climate finance attributed to developed
countries °

Mobilized private climate finance through
multilateral channels

Mobilized private climate finance through
bilateral, regional institutions ©

Other private finance projects *

Sources of data and

2019 2020 <
relevant section
325.1 3473
Section 2.2.3
108.2 115.7 CPI 2022 based on
multiple sources
216.9 2316
L Ll Section 2.2.4
1121 85.8 IEA 2021b, CPI 2-022
based on multiple
63.1 76.4 Ll
160.0 180.0 Section 2.2.5
IEA 2021b, CPI 2022
26.0 40.0 .
based on multiple
1340 1400 BEL U
45.0 350 Section 2.2.6
9.0 49 IEA 2021b, CPI 2'022
based on multiple
36.0 301 sources
Section 2.2.7 and 2.2.8
822 271 CPI 2022 based on
multiple sources
Section 2.2.9
42.4 56.2 CPI 2022 based on
multple sources
153 193 CPI 20.22, based on
multiple sources
Section 2.3
Country level reporting,
15t L BURSs, CPEIRs, various
government reports, CPI
22 29 Section 2.5.2
Fund financial reports,
2.8 25 CFU
Section 2.5.1
Preliminary data from
L 1= Annex || Parties, subject
to change
Section 2.5.2
30.5 33.2
OECD 2022a
e B Section 2.5.4
58 51 OECD 2022a
Section 2.5.4
73 9.6 CPI 2022 based on

multiple sources

Notes: (1) Figure note (a): other mitigation investments include industry, waste and wastewater, information and communications
technology and other cross-sectoral investments; (2) Figure note (b): includes investments from amounts listed by sector above that are
discounted when calculating the global aggregate to avoid double counting; (3) Figure note (c): flows are from developed to developing
countries, see section 2.5.2 of the technical report of the fifth BA for further information; (4) Figure note (c): estimates include private
finance mobilized through public interventions by developed countries; (5) Figure note (d): this includes private finance in addition to

finance mobilized through bilateral and multilateral channels and institutions.

12.

Public climate finance flows from developed to developing countries increased

by between 6 and 17 per cent, depending on the source, in 2019-2020 compared with
2017-2018. Preliminary data from Annex Il Parties on climate-specific finance provided for
2019-2020 showed that it increased by 6 per cent from 2017-2018 to USD 40.1 billion per
year on average. Most of the climate-specific finance (79 per cent) was channelled through
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bilateral, regional and other channels, with the remainder consisting of contributions or
inflows to multilateral climate funds and multilateral financial institutions.

13.  Mitigation finance constituted the largest share of climate-specific financial support
through bilateral, regional and other channels, at 57 per cent (USD 17.9 billion). However,
the share of adaptation finance continued to increase — from 20 per cent (USD 6.4 billion) in
2017-2018 to 28 per cent (USD 8.9 hillion) in 2019-2020 — as it grew at a higher rate than
mitigation finance. In 2019-2020, adaptation finance through bilateral, regional and other
channels grew 40 per cent while mitigation finance decreased by 13 per cent. The share of
cross-cutting finance, which serves both mitigation and adaptation purposes, stagnated at 14—
15 per cent (USD 4.4 billion and USD 4.7 billion) in 2017-2018 and 2019-2020,
respectively.

14. UNFCCC funds and multilateral climate funds approved a combined USD 2.9 billion
and USD 3.5 hillion for climate change projects in 2019 and 2020 respectively. The annual
average for 2019-2020 (USD 3.2 billion) represents an increase of 21 per cent compared
with the annual average for 2017-2018, attributable primarily to increases in project
approvals by the GEF Council, the GCF Board and the Clean Technology Fund. In terms of
inflows, the GEF raised USD 5.3 billion from 29 contributors under the GEF-8 replenishment
in 2022 for the programming period 2022-2026, an increase of more than 30 per cent
compared with the amount raised under GEF-7. Under GEF-8, USD 852 million was
allocated to the climate change focal area for mitigation, an increase of 6 per cent compared
with the amount allocated under GEF-7. The Adaptation Fund registered USD 356 million
in new pledges from 16 donors at COP 26, which is more than triple the amount it raised in
2020 (USD 116 million).

15. MDBs provided USD 46 billion and USD 45 billion in climate finance to developing
and emerging economies in 2019 and 2020 respectively. The annual average of USD 45.9
billion in 2019-2020 represents a 17 per cent increase compared with the 2017-2018 amount.
The attribution of these flows from developed to developing countries is calculated at
USD 29.3-30.5 billion in 2019 and USD 28.2-33.2 hillion in 2020.

16.  Data on private climate finance flows to developing countries remain challenging to
compile and assess. There is a methodological difference between measuring private finance
for climate action in general and measuring climate finance mobilized through public
interventions. With existing methodologies and approaches, tracking private finance
mobilized by technical assistance or policy interventions is difficult. Further, data sources
often do not specify whether private funds are sourced from private sector entities in
developed or developing countries and whether these funds are received by public or private
sector entities from developed or developing countries. OECD estimates that private climate
finance mobilized by developed countries through bilateral and multilateral channels
amounted to USD 14.4 billion and USD 13.1 billion in 2019 and 2020 respectively. The
annual average of USD 13.8 billion represents a 6 per cent decrease compared with the annual
average of USD 14.6 billion in 2017-2018.

17.  The increase in submissions of BURs from non-Annex | Parties resulted in a greater
amount of information on finance being available for the fifth BA than for previous BAs.
However, time lags in data availability for reporting made it difficult to compile updated,
complete information on finance received in 2019-2020. Of the 79 Parties that had submitted
BURs as at 30 June 2022, 28 included some information on climate finance received in 2019
or 2020 in their reports. In total, USD 10.0 billion was reported as received for projects
starting in 2019 and USD 1.6 billion for projects starting in 2020. Approximately 81 per cent
of the 2019 amount was specified as coming from bilateral institutions in developed countries
or multilateral institutions and 15 per cent from institutions based in developing countries;
the origin of the finance was unspecified for the remaining amount.

18.  Trends in South-South climate finance flows varied depending on the source of
finance. Finance commitments from International Development Finance Club members
based in non-OECD countries to projects in other non-OECD countries amounted to USD 1.7
billion and USD 2.2 billion in 2019 and 2020 respectively, which represented a substantial
decrease from the USD 4.1 billion committed in 2018. The Asian Infrastructure Investment
Bank and the New Development Bank continued to increase finance flows, and
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MDB-attributed financing from non-Annex Il Parties increased from around USD 9.1 billion
in 2017-2018 to an annual average of USD 11.0 billion in 2019-2020. Investments in
renewable energy and sustainable transport projects decreased from an annual average of
USD 3.2 billion in 2017-2018 to USD 2.6 billion in 2019-2020. Overall, the availability of
data on and the coverage of climate finance flows between developing countries remain
limited.

Assessment of climate finance flows

19.  The collective goal of jointly mobilizing USD 100 billion per year by 2020 to
address the needs of developing countries in the context of meaningful mitigation action
and transparency on implementation was not fully met in 2020.%7

20.  More public finance flows from developed to developing countries are for
mitigation than for adaptation, yet adaptation finance has grown significantly through
bilateral channels and MDBs. In 2019-2020, on average, mitigation had a 57 per cent share
(USD 17.9 hillion) of bilateral climate finance, a 37 per cent share (USD 1.2 billion) of
multilateral climate fund climate finance and a 62 per cent share (USD 23.6 billion) of MDB
climate finance, while adaptation had corresponding shares of 28, 19 and 36 per cent
(USD 9.0 billion, USD 605 million and USD 13.8 billion respectively). Since 2017-2018,
adaptation finance from bilateral channels has grown by 39 per cent (USD 2.5 billion) and
from MDBs by 48 per cent (USD 6 billion), while adaptation finance from multilateral
climate funds has remained constant. The share of public climate finance flows contributing
to both adaptation and mitigation from multilateral climate funds rose to 35 per cent (USD 1.1
billion) in 2019-2020 from 27 per cent (USD 785 million) in 2017-2018. When assessing
the balance of finance between mitigation and adaptation, it is worth considering different
approaches to measuring climate finance flows and considering whether data are adjusted by
the financial instrument providing the resources. Information on face-value financial volume
can be complemented with information on grant-based equivalent financial volume (as is
done by the GCF to assess its mitigation and adaptation split). The number of interventions
and information on how different institutions allocate finance can also help inform
discussions on balance.

21.  Public adaptation finance is predominantly delivered through grants while
public mitigation finance predominantly takes the form of loans. In 2019-2020, grants
accounted for 57 and 99 per cent (USD 8.5 billion and USD 1.2 billion) of the face value of
bilateral adaptation finance and of adaptation finance from multilateral climate funds
respectively, compared with 64 and 95 per cent (USD 5.9 billion and USD 1.1 billion)
respectively in 2017-2018. In 2019-2020, 15 per cent of adaptation finance flowing through
the MDBs was grant-based (USD 2.1 billion) (see figure 3). Mitigation finance remains less
grant-based in nature, with 31 per cent of bilateral flows (USD 4.6 billion), 30 per cent of
multilateral climate fund approvals (USD 865 million) and less than 5 per cent of MDB
investments (USD 1.1 billion) taking the form of grants.

17" For more information see document FCCC/CP/2022/8—FCCC/PA/CMA/2022/7.
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Figure 3
Public climate finance flows from developed to developing countries in 2019-2020, by
theme, source and financial instrument
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Source: Analysis of OECD Development Assistance Committee Creditor Reporting System
statistics and Climate Funds Update.

22.  Reflecting their geographical and population sizes, Asia and Africa are the
regions receiving the largest total amounts of public climate finance. Asia received the
most climate finance for adaptation and mitigation projects and programmes from bilateral
channels, multilateral climate funds and MDBs, with an average of 36 per cent of the total
climate finance provided. Asia was followed by Africa (average of 27 per cent) and Latin
America and the Caribbean (average of 16 per cent). The remainder was shared among
developing countries of Eastern and Southern Europe and Oceania.'® On a per capita basis,
the less populous developing country regions Oceania and Eastern and Southern Europe
received the largest amounts of climate finance (USD 5.1-49.5 and USD 1.0-84.2
respectively), followed by Latin America and the Caribbean (USD 0.8-10.7), Africa
(USD 0.6-8.4) and Asia (USD 0.2-4.0). These data do not, however, consider differing costs
for climate change solutions in different regions, adjust for purchasing power or address the
relative scale of climate vulnerabilities or emission reduction potential.

23.  Support provided to the LDCs and SIDS as a proportion of overall public climate
finance flows remained relatively stable compared with previous years. In 2019-2020,
funding provided to the LDCs accounted for 25 per cent of bilateral flows, 26 per cent of
approvals from multilateral climate funds and 20 per cent of MDB climate finance. While
bilateral channels and MDBs increased their adaptation finance commitments to the LDCs
from 2017-2018 to 2019-2020, multilateral climate funds decreased their adaptation finance
while doubling their mitigation finance from 2017-2018 to 2019-2020.

GE.22-26287
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The fifth BA, for the first time, presented a geographical breakdown of public bilateral sources,
multilateral climate funds and MDBs with a unified regional classification in accordance with the
standard country or area codes for statistical use (M49) of the United Nations Statistics Division.
Only non-Annex | Parties were included in the country grouping analysis.
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24.  In 2019-2020, funding provided to the SIDS accounted for 3 per cent of bilateral
flows, 7 per cent of approvals from multilateral climate funds and 2 per cent of MDB climate
finance. International public climate finance flows to SIDS are predominantly adaptation
focused. Grant finance plays a strong role in SIDS, ranging from 43 to 89 per cent across the
channels analysed. The LDCs and SIDS have specific vulnerabilities and needs, which are
partially reflected in the climate finance provided to them on a per capita basis. Per capita
climate finance reached USD 3.6-16.9 for SIDS and USD 0.8-9.4 for the LDCs in
2019-2020 (see figure 4).

Figure 4
Geographical distribution of climate finance by volume and on a per capita basis in
2019-2020
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25. Between 2016 and 2020, private climate finance mobilized by developed
countries for developing countries through bilateral and multilateral channels totalled
USD 66.8 billion. Of this amount, 86 per cent was mobilized for mitigation actions,
particularly in the energy sector (53 per cent of total mobilized finance in the five-year
period). Private finance mobilized for adaptation actions targeted industry, mining and
construction. Private climate finance was mobilized through number of mechanisms,
dominated by direct investment in companies and special purpose vehicles, which together
accounted for 44 per cent of the total. MDBs mobilized 57 per cent of total estimated private
climate finance, followed by bilateral providers and multilateral climate funds. SIDS and the
LDCs received 1 and 8 per cent respectively of total private finance mobilized.
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26.  Accreditation to multilateral climate funds increased by 36 per cent in 2019—
2020, driven by a rising number of national and regional institutions being accredited;
however, while national and regional accredited entities now account for more than half
of all accredited entities, they accounted for only 10 per cent of financial outflows in
2019-2020. Climate finance readiness and project preparation initiatives play a key role in
facilitating access to climate finance. The number of partners through which developing
countries can access multilateral climate funds continues to grow rapidly, driven by GCF
accreditation. Efforts are under way to enhance access beyond national and regional entities,
by supporting access at the local level.

27.  Interest in country platforms that facilitate country ownership of climate finance
flows and their alignment with national priorities is emerging. Country ownership is a
fundamental factor in the delivery of effective finance but is also a broad concept
encompassing active stakeholder engagement, links between climate policies and economic
growth and development policies, and national spending and tracking systems for climate
finance. Recent studies drawing on experience from development cooperation suggest that to
be successful in stimulating climate action, country platforms need to secure and maintain
political will, coordinate public finance from multiple channels and harness private
investment. Also important is that country platforms are tailored to country needs and
priorities.

28.  Reported expected and actual results from climate finance providers indicate an
increase in portfolio-level emission reductions and number of beneficiaries reached.
Multilateral climate funds reported a combined 96.3 Mt CO; eq emission reductions achieved
and 54.8 million beneficiaries reached through their interventions. Expected results from the
portfolios of approved or currently implemented projects are orders of magnitude higher, for
example, 1,980 Mt CO, eq emission reductions and 588 million direct and indirect
beneficiaries in the GCF portfolio alone. While multilateral climate funds are increasing their
transparency and reporting under their results frameworks more regularly, they face
persistent challenges in impact measurement, namely, that direct project output indicators are
easier to define that outcome indicators and that reporting on actual results is largely
dependent on the reporting capacity of implementing entities. MDBs present mitigation and
adaptation outcomes to varying degrees against their results and impact frameworks, often
for their entire portfolios rather than on climate-specific support, while bilateral contributors
have differing approaches to impact reporting. In general, it takes at least several years before
being able to report on outcomes and impacts of approved and implemented projects
supported by climate finance, and this time lag poses challenges for comprehensive portfolio
impact reporting.

29. The way in which gender issues are addressed under the governance and
operational frameworks of the operating entities of the Financial Mechanism and
multilateral climate funds has improved. However, the development of systems for
monitoring and reporting on gender-related outcomes at the project and portfolio level is still
in progress, as is the building of capacity of the operating entities to implement gender-
responsive policies. This suggests work remains to be done on strengthening gender
mainstreaming efforts and the availability of gender-disaggregated and other gender-related
data to evaluate outcomes.

30.  Global climate finance flows are small relative to the overall needs of developing
countries. Global climate finance in 2019-2020 was estimated to be USD 803 billion. This
amount is 31-32 per cent of the annual investment needed for the global temperature rise to
follow a well below 2 °C or a 1.5 °C pathway. This level of climate finance is also below
what one would expect in the light of the investment opportunities identified and the cost of
failure to meet climate stabilization targets.

31.  More can be done to ensure that finance flows are consistent with climate change
objectives. Such efforts include the reform of fiscal policies, financial policies and
regulations and the integration and management of climate risk for financial decision-making
processes by private actors and the financial sector, with care taken in all circumstances to
manage a just and equitable transition for all.
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32.  Given the scale and speed of effort needed to align finance flows with low-emission,
climate-resilient development pathways, it is critical to consider climate finance flows within
the context of broader finance flows (see figure 5). A sole focus on positive climate finance
flows will be insufficient to meet the overarching purpose and goals of the Paris Agreement.
This does not mean that broader finance flows must all have explicit beneficial climate
outcomes, but it does mean that they must integrate climate risks into decision-making and
avoid increasing the likelihood of negative climate outcomes.

Figure 5
Global climate finance in the context of broader finance flows, opportunities and costs
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Notes: (1) Data points are provided to place climate finance in context and do not represent an
aggregate or systematic view; (2) All flows are global and annual averages for 2019-2020 unless
otherwise stated; (3) The representation of stocks that overlap is not necessarily reflective of real-world
overlaps. The flows are not representative of all flows contributing to the stocks; (4) Climate finance
flows are those represented in section B of the summary and recommendations and chapter 2 of the
fifth BA technical report; (5) For data sources, see chapter 3 of the fifth BA technical report.

33.  Across the key areas of climate finance identified through the recommendations
arising from previous BAs, the findings of the fifth BA reveal both progress and continuing
challenges, as presented in the table below.
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Following up on recommendations from previous BAs: progress and challenges

Area of recommendation?

Progress

Challenges

Improve transparency of reporting
of climate finance provided and
received

@), (b), (c), (d)

Improve data coverage, granularity
and tracking of flows from all
sources, including developing
country Parties, international
financial institutions and private
finance data providers

(€, (M. (@), (h)

Align climate finance with national
needs, plans, climate change
frameworks and priorities,
enhancing country ownership

@, (0. (P

Balance funding for mitigation and
adaptation

U]

Encourage the uptake of available
resources to strengthen
institutional capacities for
programming climate action and
tracking climate finance

(k). ()

Improve tracking and reporting of
the impacts of climate finance,
including the incorporation of
‘climate proofing’ and climate
resilience measures in line with
new scientific information

(n), (0)
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Improved reporting tables agreed for
implementation in 2024

Increasing number of developing
countries reporting on climate finance
received

Increasing data coverage for financing
of electric vehicles, climate finance
mobilized and domestic climate finance
reporting

Significantly increased number of
direct access entities and national
implementing entities and other
accredited entities of multilateral
climate funds

Growing number of national
investment plans and strategies to
target climate finance

Publication of needs determination
report

Increase in adaptation finance of 39
and 48 per cent through bilateral chan-
nels and MDBs respectively

since 2017-2018

Limited capacities and resources to
track climate finance received and
report on the impacts and outcomes of
climate finance

Scarcity of data on energy efficiency,
the AFOLU sector, buildings,
industrial sectors and adaptation, in
particular from the private sector, as
well as on South—South cooperation

Finance flows channelled through
regional and national entities remain
low

Lack of support for local-level access
beyond national or regional entities

Methodological, capacity and data
limitations in development of project
pipelines

Difficulties in costing adaptation
needs to inform assessments of
balance

Different accounting approaches

Achievement by GCF of a 50:50 balance applied for mitigation and adaptation

in mitigation and adaptation
on a grant-equivalent basis

Most adaptation finance from bilateral
channels and multilateral climate funds
now in the form of grant finance

21 dedicated access, readiness and pro-
ject preparation support modalities of-
fered by multilateral climate funds

48 identified national climate funds in
countries that are not OECD members

48 jurisdictions with domestic climate
finance tracking systems, and 35
taxonomies formulated by 30
jurisdictions and 5 international or
national organizations

Increased granularity of impact
measurement frameworks (three
multilateral climate funds have adopted
revised frameworks since 2018)

Wide availability of expected results
reporting

Initial development of transformational
change indicators

finance to inform assessment of
balance

Different funding requirements of di-
verse climate finance actors

Time lag in reporting from nascent
domestic climate finance tracking

Limited ex post results data in
reporting chains

Limited availability of climate finance
specific portfolio-level impact
reporting from MDBs and bilateral
sources

Trade-offs between results
measurement comparability and
context-specific impact measurement
(including at the country, local and
sectoral level)
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Area of recommendation® Progress Challenges

Limited approaches for measuring

transformational change

Improve tracking and reporting of Gender mainstreaming in governance  Limited implementing capacities and

gender-related aspects of climate and operational frameworks of climate availability of gender-disaggregated
finance finance contributors (all multilateral data on outcomes and impacts
(m) climate funds with revised frameworks

or policies since 2018)
Update data sets and information Global proliferation of private and Lack of data on implementation of
relevant to Article 2, paragraph public sector actor approaches for Paris alignment approaches and on
1(c), of the Paris Agreement aligning finance flows common standards in approaches to
(), (@) prevent greenwashing — this

complicates evaluation of approaches

a Letters in parentheses denote the relevant recommendation from para. 51 of the summary and recommendations of the third (2018)
BA (available at https://unfccc.int/BA-2018). No recommendations were included in the fourth (2020) BA.
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Recommendations

34.  The SCF invites the COP and the CMA to consider the recommendations presented
in chapter 111.A—C below. The three sets of recommendations relate to chapter 11.A—C above.

Methodological issues related to climate finance flows

35.  Recommendations on methodological issues related to climate finance flows are as follows:

a) Encourage Parties to report on climate finance provided, mobilized, needed
and received in the new common tabular format for their first biennial transparency report to
the highest level of granularity possible, taking into account the flexibility for those countries
that need it in the light of their capacities, in accordance with the modalities, procedures and
guidelines of the enhanced transparency framework under the Paris Agreement, in particular
to report annual activity-level data;

b) Encourage Parties to adopt or follow green- and climate-budgeting approaches
and improve or establish climate finance tracking systems at the domestic level to inform
their implementation of nationally determined contributions and adaptation communications;

c) Encourage climate finance providers and recipients to report climate finance
provided, mobilized, needed and received at both the activity- and the country-level;

d) Encourage climate finance and data providers to further improve the data and
the methodologies necessary for tracking private finance mobilized by developed countries,
and others in a position to do so, through technical assistance, policy support and other public
interventions for climate action in developing countries;

e) Encourage Parties and climate finance providers to enhance their
methodologies for measuring and reporting on climate finance results and impacts;

f) Encourage Parties and climate finance providers to enhance their reporting on
the qualitative aspects of climate finance, including policies, approaches and other factors
related to strong enabling environments and delivering results;

0) Encourage Parties, through the enhanced transparency framework and taking
into account the work of the SCF on definitions of climate finance, to better track climate
finance provided, mobilized, needed and received;

h) Encourage climate finance providers and data aggregators, in keeping with
social inclusion and the potential value of information and data from the informal private
sector and from local and indigenous communities, as well as noting the usefulness of proxy
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data, to incorporate into their systems the tracking of climate finance flows and impacts
relating to these stakeholders;

i) Encourage climate finance providers to enhance their reporting on elements
relevant to Article 2, paragraph 1(c), of the Paris Agreement, thus increasing the ability to
advance work related to pathways for low-emission, climate-resilient development.

Overview of climate finance flows

36. Recommendations on the overview of climate finance flows are as follows:

a) Encourage climate finance providers, including multilateral and other financial
institutions, relevant non-financial institutions and data providers, when reporting on climate
finance, to enhance the availability of granular, country-level data on finance for adaptation and
resilience as well as on finance for mitigation in the AFOLU and the water and sanitation sectors;

b) Encourage climate finance providers and recipients to further enhance the
tracking of private climate finance, in particular for adaptation activities;

C) Invite private sector associations and financial institutions to build on the
progress made on ways to improve data on climate finance and to engage with the SCF,
including through their participation in the forums of the SCF with a view to enhancing the
quality of the BA.

Assessment of climate finance flows

37. Recommendations on the assessment of climate finance flows are as follows:

a) Encourage climate finance providers to continue to enhance country
ownership and consider policies to improve the balance between support for mitigation and
adaptation at the global level, taking into account country-driven approaches and recipient
country capacities and priorities;

b) Encourage climate finance providers to enhance access and increase climate
finance for the LDCs and SIDS;

c) Encourage developed countries, other climate finance providers and recipients
to continue to enhance access to climate finance, including by addressing the barriers to
access arising from the complex architecture of multilateral climate funds, and to enhance
country ownership through supporting modalities such as direct access entity and national
implementing entity accreditation, readiness and project preparation facilities and
subnational- and local-level access programmes;

d) Encourage development finance institutions, in particular MDBs, to continue
their essential role in helping developing countries to deliver on their nationally determined
contributions by expanding climate investment through either expanding the availability of
development assistance or boosting climate-related investment directly;

e) Encourage developing countries to take advantage of available modalities and
to advance in-country efforts to strengthen institutional capacities for climate change
programming and for tracking its effectiveness and impacts;

f) Encourage climate finance providers and recipients to improve the tracking and
reporting of portfolio-level results in terms of the impacts and outcomes of climate finance and
advance the development of indicators for measuring the outcomes of climate finance interventions;

0) Encourage climate finance providers and recipients to improve the tracking,
reporting and dissemination of best practices in relation to the gender-related aspects of
climate finance, impacts of climate finance interventions and gender-responsive budgeting;

h) Request the SCF, in preparing the sixth BA, to follow up on the recommenda-
tions made in this and previous BAs.
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