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Differences in measuring mitigation and adaptation progress

 No single global universal metric for adaptation progress
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Leiter & Pringle (2018): Pitfalls and 

potential of measuring adaptation

through metrics. UNEP-DTU.

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/323838261_Pitfalls_and_potential_of_measuring_climate_change_adaptation_through_adaptation_metrics#page=141


The adaptation cloud: the landscape of adaptation information
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A-Coms = Adaptation Communications; NAP = National Adaptation Plan; LEG = LDC Expert Group; 

Nat-Coms = National Communications, CCA = Climate Change Adaptation; BTR = Biennial Transparency 

Reports; GST = Global Stocktake; NDCs = Nationally Determined Contributions



The adaptation cloud: the landscape of adaptation information
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1. What to report and where?

2. How to get the information?
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 COP24 – Decision 18/CMA.1

 „Should“, „not mandatory“ (Ax 104)

 Adaptation not subject to review

 NO common reporting tables (12a)

 Purposes:

 clear understanding of action

 clarity and tracking of progress 
towards achieving Parties’ 

adaptation actions under Art.7

 To inform the GST, including as 

recognition of effort

 “a Party may cross-reference 

previously reported information and 

focus its reporting on updates” (Ax 14)
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Country-specific adaptation M&E systems

Source: Leiter, T. et al. (2017). Country-specific assessments of

adaptation progress. In: UNEP Adaptation Gap Report 2017 Chapter 4.

>50 countries are developing 

CCA M&E systems!

Mexico, Japan, 

St.LuciaVietnam, Jordan

EU

as of October 2017

https://www.unenvironment.org/resources/adaptation-gap-report-2017


Country-specific adaptation M&E systems

 Vary according to national context

 Mandate, purpose and scope

 Methodology and data used

 Institutional arrangements

 Communication formats & channels

 Resource requirements

 Produce different types of information

 Degree of implementation

 Degree of goal/target achievement

 Changes in climate risk or vulnerability over time

 Useful for domestic & international purposes

GIZ & IISD (2019) in cooperation with the Adaptation Committee and the

LEG. Developing national adaptation monitoring and evaluation systems: A 

guidebook. [Also available in French and Spanish]

 M&E  national 

factsheets of CCA 

M&E systems



Examples of “light touch” adaptation monitoring

 Tracking implementation

 Asking Ministries/entities whether they have 

implemented their commitments (e.g. from the 

NAP process), e.g.:

 Brazil’s NAP progress report 2017: 96% of NAP 
measures had begun

 Finland’s NAP evaluation (2009): found great 
differences in implementation between sectors

 St.Lucia: Annual survey and consultation 
workshop

 Tracking adaptation does not need to be complex 

and indicator based!
 Even simple ways can provide valuable information

@TimoLeiter



Global Stocktake
 Information gaps on adaptation

 Implementation of adaptation

 What is being done?

 Are objectives being 

achieved?

 Adaptation reaching the most 

vulnerable?

 Results achieved thru adaptation

 Is mainstreaming having the 

desired effect?

 Is capacity building effectively 

utilised?

 Reduction in vulnerability?

“aims to increase the accuracy, 

transparency, accountability, 

and relevance of the official 

benchmarking process through a 

combination of research, 

analysis, and dialogue”

www.climateworks.org/independentglobalstocktake
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Adaptation metrics background paper

 Orienting the discussion

 What are adaptation metrics?

 What can they be used for?

 What are their limitations?

 What current practices exist in:

 Agriculture & food security (FAO)

 Finance and investment (EBRD & WB obo MDBs)

 Cities (GEF)

 Recommendations

 Informing the debate to not jump to indicators 

without considering purpose & meaning

Leiter, T., Olhoff, A. et al. (2019). Adaptation Metrics: Current Landscape 

and evolving practices. Background paper for the Global Commission on 

Adaptation.



Conclusion & key messages

 Find an efficient way to report CCA progress

 Seek synergies between information in NAP, NDC, 

NatCom, ACom, domestic reports

 Only reported adaptation efforts can be 

recognised

 Find a meaningful way to monitor CCA progress

 Information on implementation & achieved results

 Design useful M&E systems for domestic needs

 Closely align M&E to planning / policy making

 Monitoring doesn‘t need to be complex!

 Do not jump to indicators, but emphasise learning
and information sharing

Adaptation cloud

1. What to report 

and where?

2. How to get the 

information?
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