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Over-crediting analysis PoA 10471

Results from python analysis for Programme of Activities
(PoA) 10471 transitioning to the Paris Agreement Crediting
Mechanism

Summary

We have applied Gill-Wiehl's (2024) methodology for the analysis of over-crediting in
cookstove projects to the CDM transition project 10471. The project's request to transition
from the CDM to the Article 6.4 mechanism has been approved by the Article 6.4
Supervisory Body which oversees the Paris Agreement Crediting Mechanism (PACM).

The crediting period for PoA 10471 spans from the 1st of January 2021 to the 31st of
December 2025. Project documents for transition are available for one monitoring period
spanning from the 1st of January 2021 to the 31st of May 2022. The project documents and
issuance requests are divided into two batches: batch 1 covers six component project
activities (CPA 1-6) and batch 2 covers 48 component project activities (CPA 11-58).
Analysis of the available documents has found that PoA 10471, over the monitoring
period 2, is likely set to issue 7.2 times more credits than it should have according to
available literature (Gill Wiehl et al., 2024).

We conducted an aggregate analysis to determine total over-crediting for the project based
in Myanmar. Additionally, we ran separate analyses to isolate the influence of specific
factors (such as only adjusting the fNRB value to match published literature) to quantify
each factor’s contribution to total over-crediting.


https://cdm.unfccc.int/ProgrammeOfActivities/poa_db/LGABR9Q0JYH68VN5WI7MUXTEKDCSOP/view
https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-paris-agreement/article-6/article-64-pacm/mechanism-process/issuance/provisional_request/PoA10471#Issuance-request-number10471-MP1-IRP2
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41893-023-01259-6#Sec22

As outlined in the Gill-Wiehl study, to maintain academic rigour, we present over-crediting
as a "likely" outcome. Since direct ground measurements of these past emissions were
impossible, the analysis relies on literature values as the most realistic evidence available.
These literature-based adjustments suggest that project X is likely to over-credit by Y.

The code we used to run the analysis (originating from the Gill-Wiehl study) are publicly
available online. Please also refer to the supplemental information for further details of

their analysis.

Over-crediting analysis 10471 - Python notebook results

The numbers in the cells indicate the value that each factor was over-credited in each batch
(CPA 1-6 and CPA 11-58).

Within the CDM framework, projects are organised as Programmes of Activities (POAs),
which are further divided into component project activities (CPAs). This structure is
particularly advantageous for multiple smaller projects that - if bundled under PoAs - have
a smaller administrative and financial burden. The total credits issued for a batch are the
aggregated credits from all of its CPAs.

For example, the adoption value used by the project likely led to over-crediting by 1.43
times for batch 1 (CPA 1-6).

CPA1-6 CPA11-58 Total
adoption 1.43[1.43,1.43] 1.46 [1.46, 1.46] 1.46
usage 1.96 [1.96, 1.96] 1.96 [1.96, 1.96] 1.96
stacking 2.63[2.63, 2.63] 2.63[2.63, 2.63] 2.63
fNRB 1.2[1.2,1.2] 1.2[1.2,1.2] 1.2
rebound 1.28[1.28,1.28] 1.28[1.28,1.28] 1.28
EF only 0.44 [0.44, 0.44] 0.44 [0.44, 0.44] 0.44
consumption 1.59[1.59, 1.59] 150 [1.50, 1.50] 1.55

All factors 7.43[7.43,7.43] 717 [7.17,717] 7.2


https://github.com/BenjaFaecks/Analyis_PoA10471
https://static-content.springer.com/esm/art%3A10.1038%2Fs41893-023-01259-6/MediaObjects/41893_2023_1259_MOESM1_ESM.pdf

Credits justified by our analysis @ Excess credits claimed by project

50,568

508,064

90,151 558,632
Resources

All codes and data are publicly available on GitHub. The codes and methodology are based

on Gill-Wiehl et al. (2024).

Batch 1 CPA 1-6 MP2

Second monitoring period: 01/01/2021 to 31/05/2022 (including both days) | Monitoring Report

Batch 2 CPA 7-54 MP2

Second monitoring period: 01/01/2021 to 31/05/2022 (including both days) | Monitoring Report

Contact

Benja Faecks
Expert on Global Carbon Markets

benja.faecks@carbonmarketwatch.org


https://github.com/BenjaFaecks/Analyis_PoA10471
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41893-023-01259-6#Sec22
https://unfcccstawebprd01.blob.core.windows.net/pacm/Provisional_Issuance/PoA10471/251124_poa10471_mreport.pdf
https://unfcccstawebprd01.blob.core.windows.net/pacm/Provisional_Issuance/PoA10471/251124_poa10471_mreport2.pdf
mailto:benja.faecks@carbonmarketwatch.org
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