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Summary 

This document presents the Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) system of the Climate Technology 

Centre & Network (CTCN) completed in 2020. It includes the Theory of Change and the Performance 

Measurement Framework of the CTCN, both of which are in alignment with reporting on the 

implementation of the Technology Framework under Article 10, paragraph 4, of the Paris Agreement 

under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). This document also 

includes the 6 data collection forms and templates to be used to gather data for the 45 qualitative and 

quantitative indicators contained in the CTCN Performance Measurement Framework.  
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1. Introduction 

 
1.1. Background  

The Climate Technology Centre and Network (CTCN) is the implementation arm of the Technology 

Mechanism of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), which also 

includes the Technology Executive Committee (TEC). Created by Parties to the UNFCCC in 2010, it is 

hosted by the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) and the United Nations Industrial 

Development Organization (UNIDO). 

The CTCN stimulates climate technology cooperation and fosters technology development and 

transfer across numerous adaptation and mitigation sectors via three core service areas: 1) Technical 

assistance (TA) at the request of developing countries to accelerate the transfer of climate 

technologies; 2) Creating access to information and knowledge on climate technologies; and 3) 

Fostering collaboration among climate technology stakeholders via its Network. It assists developing 

country Parties to strengthen their capacity to identify technology needs and to facilitate the 

preparation and implementation of technology projects and strategies for low-emission and climate-

resilient development. 

The technology framework (TF)1 of the Paris Agreement was adopted at the 24th Conference of Parties 

(COP24) of the UNFCCC. It was established to provide overarching guidance to the work of the 

Technology Mechanism in promoting and facilitating enhanced action on technology development and 

transfer in order to support the implementation of the Paris Agreement. The TF establishes guiding 

principles and proposes actions across five key themes: (a) innovation; (b) implementation; (c) enabling 

environment and capacity-building; (d) collaboration and stakeholder engagement; and (e) support. 

The CTCN Programme of Work 2019-2022 (PoW) outlines activities undertaken collaboratively with 

the policy arm of the Technology Mechanism, the Technology Executive Committee (TEC), according 

to the TF structure, and ensures coherence with corresponding guidance from Parties to the UNFCCC 

and the Advisory Board of the CTCN.  

 

 
1 https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/cma2018_3_add2_new_advance.pdf#page=4 

The Technology Framework 

The technology framework (TF) is the overarching guidance to the work of the Technology 

Mechanism of the UNFCCC. The guidance recalls that the TEC and the CTCN shall implement the TF 

in close collaboration in order to play a strategic role in improving the effectiveness and efficiency 

of the Technology Mechanism by addressing the transformational changes envisioned in the Paris 

Agreement and the long-term vision for technology development and transfer. The TF includes 

specific actions under each of its five themes that are to be addressed by the TEC and CTCN. This 

M&E system has been built on the basis of the TF themes and actions.  

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/cma2018_3_add2_new_advance.pdf#page=4
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At the direction of the Conference of Parties (COP) to the UNFCCC, the CTCN previously developed and 

applied an approach to Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) to track, evaluate, and report on the 

activities, results and expected impacts of its services. In view of recent guidance available to the CTCN 

from the TF and PoW, the M&E system has been comprehensively reviewed to provide more coherent 

and improved output, outcome and impact data, and enable the CTCN to strengthen learning and 

reporting on the impact of its work. 

1.2 Scope of M&E system  

The M&E system has been developed to encompass all key building blocks required for the effective 

monitoring and evaluation of the work of the CTCN and its intended long-term impacts. The term 

‘monitoring’ refers to the continuous process of performance reporting to the COP and the Advisory 

Board on an annual basis, as well as to donors and host agencies. ‘Evaluation’ refers to the periodic 

formative and final assessments (evaluations after activities and/or funding have ended) of CTCN 

supported actions. The M&E system will enable the CTCN to monitor and evaluate the timeliness and 

appropriateness of its technical assistance (TA) as responses to the requests from developing country 

Parties, the quality and effectiveness of its TA activities in consultation with the requesting National 

Designated Entities (NDEs) as well as to monitor non-TA activities including capacity building and 

knowledge sharing. The M&E system also seeks to capture the influence and effects of partners, 

collaborators, and stakeholders, as well as external circumstances and events, on the likelihood of 

achieving intended results by factoring in drivers and assumptions (see Section 2.1. below). 

The CTCN M&E system consists of three central building blocks (Figure 1):  

• Theory of Change (ToC): The ToC, guided by the Technology Framework (TF) and CTCN 

Programme of Work, provides a strategic overview of the CTCN activities aligned with the TF 

themes, and support decision-making by illustrating the main anticipated outputs, outcomes 

and impacts to be achieved by the CTCN. 

• Performance Measurement Framework (PMF): This is the key internal management tool to 

be used by the CTCN to collect, analyze, and report on the performance data that forms the 

basis for monitoring and evaluation functions. The PMF translates the ToC into specific 

budgeted activities, outputs, outcomes and anticipated impacts, and includes indicators from 

all CTCN service areas to be reported on by CTCN Secretariat and technical assistance 

implementers. Collection of data on the PMF indicators will support CTCN in its reporting to 

COP, host agencies, donors and the public of its impact.  

• Indicator guides: Selected indicators are provided with a definition, description and methods 

for data collection to support CTCN technical assistance implementers in quantifying indicator 

data in a harmonized and standardized manner.   
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2. CTCN Theory of Change 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Figure 1 – Overview of CTCN M&E System 

 
2.1. From the Technology Framework to the Theory of Change 

Theory of Change (ToC) is a method and an approach that describes the processes of change by 

outlining the causal pathways from outputs (goods and services delivered by the project) through 

direct outcomes (changes resulting from the use of outputs by key stakeholders) towards impacts and 

long-term changes that deliver (or lead to) environmental benefits and improved human living 

conditions. A ToC explains the process of change by outlining causal linkages in an intervention, i.e., its 

outputs, direct outcomes, and longer-term impacts. The identified changes are mapped as a set of 

interrelated pathways with each pathway showing the required outcomes in logical relationship with 

respect to the others, as well as in chronological flow. Each ‘step’ in the pathway is a prerequisite for 

the next. The change processes between the various states may require certain conditions to hold 

(assumptions - conditions that are beyond the direct control of the project) or may be facilitated by 

supporting actions or conditions (drivers - where the project has a measure of control and can make a 

meaningful influence).  

The ToC in Figure 2 consists of a visual model of the CTCN at a strategic level. It presents logical 

pathways that capture actions and results likely to lead to transformational change, and how the 

expected activities, outputs, and outcomes are interwoven in order to respond to the technology 

framework (TF) themes and actions. It aims to provide clarity about what the CTCN wants to achieve 

and how and enables evidence-based reflection on how services could be better designed.  
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The ToC maps out CTCN impacts, outcomes, outputs and activities, while taking consideration to the 

various levels of control as well as drivers and assumptions. These aspects are further aligned with the 

five themes of the Technology Framework (TF) as well as CTCN’s main service areas. Definitions and 

description of the various components of the ToC can be found on pages 8-9.  
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Figure 2 – CTCN Theory of Change 
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2.2. Structure of the Theory of Change 

The Technology Framework and CTCN Service Areas 

The ToC is based on the technology framework (TF) and the CTCN Programme of Work (PoW) 2019-

2022 and is organized to align CTCN activities to feed into the 5 themes of the TF (innovation, 

implementation, collaboration & stakeholder engagement, enabling environment & capacity building, 

and support), while referring to the 3 key CTCN service areas (technical assistance, capacity building 

and knowledge sharing). The two themes “Enabling environment and capacity building” and “Support” 

have been labelled as cross-cutting and will encourage and advance the other three themes; they lay 

the groundwork of technical and financial backing, and the foundation of systems and conditions 

under which CTCN support is to be taken up and perpetuated by other actors. 

 

Spheres 

Not only does the ToC present what the CTCN can control under its ‘sphere of control’ - activities and 

outputs - but it also presents specific outcomes that reflect changes in knowledge, behavior, access 

to, and quality of services happening within a larger ‘sphere of direct and indirect influence’ of the 

CTCN. The outcomes are focused in the sphere of influence, which are beyond the outputs which the 

CTCN has a level of control over, but not outside the limits of their influence where it is not obvious 

whether the actions have had an effect. The ToC further draws out impacts that consist of long-term 

changes in the ‘sphere of interest’ of the CTCN, but beyond its control.  

 

Drivers and Assumptions 

The ToC outlines key processes that affect change along the sequential pathways of the TF. The 

contributing factors that the CTCN has a certain level of control over or can indirectly influence, are 

called ‘drivers’; they are noted as arrows with descriptive text between outputs, outcomes and 

impacts.  

 

The influence of external stakeholders and actors on the drivers is critical to ensure that the outcomes 

achieve the expected impacts. They outline factors such as the level of engagement with countries; 

human and other resources needed for large-scale action; the influence of multiple stakeholders; 

transformational change across sectors, regions and countries; and finally, research, development and 

demonstration (RD&D) and innovation upscale.  

 

Assumptions, on the other hand, are factors over which the CTCN has less control, and are noted in 

the ToC at the top of the results chain (with small numbered circles) and described at the bottom of 

the table. The assumptions made in the ToC are the following:  

• Activities - A1: CTCN secures reliable funding to undertake its operations 

• Outputs - A2: Enough human capacity among the CTCN, NDEs, other stakeholders to 

undertake the PoW 

• Outcomes - A3: Private sector engagement on RD&D and climate technology transfer 

• Outcomes - A4: International and national-level political will for RD&D and incentives 

supporting technology transfer, and 

• Impacts - A5: The UNFCCC remains a key body for facilitating and supporting global climate 

change technology development, transfer and deployment.  
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Impacts, Outcomes, Outputs and Activities  

The ToC should be read from right to left; from the identified long-term goals and impacts, and then 

working back from these towards the outcomes that must be in place for the goals to occur, and finally 

how the activities and outputs together lead to these outcomes. 

The identified impact directly derives from the Paris Agreement, Article 10, paragraph 1: “Parties share 

a long-term vision on the importance of fully realizing technology development and transfer in order 

to improve resilience to climate change and to reduce greenhouse gas emissions”. This statement has 

been translated into the following expected impact for the CTCN:  

 

Environmentally sound technologies are developed, transferred and deployed for low-carbon and 

resilient development in developing countries in response to National Determined Contributions, 

National Adaptation Plans and national plans 

 The main outcomes of the ToC, responding to each of the themes of the TF, are:   

1. Innovation: Various actors develop, transfer and deploy new and existing climate 

technologies2 

2. Implementation: Countries have clear pathways with identified support options to enhance 

technology development and transfer 

3. Collaboration and stakeholder engagement: A broad range of stakeholders collaborate in 

promoting climate technology development and transfer 

4. Enabling environment and capacity building: Stakeholders have the necessary capacity and 

enhanced institutional and legal frameworks to develop, transfer and deploy climate 

technologies  

5. Support: Financial and technical resources identified and available to support climate 

technology development and transfer 

In short, each outcome is the result of the combined effect of the direct outputs of CTCN’s activities 

and of drivers and assumptions factoring into the achievements. Whereas the outcomes reflect the 

TF themes, the activities and outputs are derived from the PoW and other guidance to feed into these 

higher-level outcomes. The aim of the activities and outputs are to generate conditions under which 

the high-level outcomes can be achieved. Not all activities are delivered strictly by the CTCN, but in 

fact rely on its network of partners and on the existing and new capacities of those engaged by the 

CTCN to undertake research, development, demonstration and deployment of climate technologies. 

Under the output ‘stakeholder engagement,’ for example, it should be noted that “stakeholder 

knowledge leveraged” refers to the various actions aiming at leveraging and disseminating 

stakeholder expertise, experience and climate technology knowledge. In this sense the CTCN activities 

and outputs are conduits or channels for harnessing and organizing efforts toward appropriate climate 

technology transfer and uptake but are not limited to a single set of actors. 

 

 
2 Innovation is considered in absolute terms or tailored to a specific country/application 
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The outputs are the tangible materials, content, persons or organizations engaged on specific tasks or 

actions, and other identifiable initial steps toward outcomes. Key outputs usually reflect the extent to 

which initial needs and demands of specific actors have been met. For example, for NDEs, they include 

CTCN responsiveness to technical assistance (TA) requests such as design and preparations for 

implementation of climate technology plans, policies or other (legal or regulatory) frameworks. It also 

includes a wider set of outreach and promotional materials for the general public and for tailored 

audiences, including documentation and presentations coming out of meetings and trainings, which 

each feed into at least one of the outcomes. Outputs also illustrate the elements for enabling 

environments and other forms of support toward use of climate technology; collaboration among 

partners with mutual interest, making technical and financial resources more readily accessible, and 

putting systems in place for individuals and institutions to make use of those available resources. The 

outputs are measured by the ‘deliverables’ expected on annual basis.  

All CTCN activities contribute to the achievement of the outputs indicated in the ToC and are divided 

by service areas, technical assistance, capacity building, and knowledge sharing. These areas are 

derived from and more fully described by the CTCN’s terms of reference (2/CP.17A.VII). These 

activities are the actions undertaken by the CTCN and designed to deliver CTCN’s mandate. The 

outputs are the direct immediate term result associated with the activities. In other words, they are 

what CTCN achieves in the short term.  
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3.  CTCN Performance Measurement Framework 

The Performance Measurement Framework (PMF) is the primary monitoring tool in results-based 

management and is used to guide overall monitoring activities. It has been developed to guide data 

collection, analysis, and reporting on CTCN activities, outputs, outcomes and impact data, and 

presents an overview of indicators, the expected goals, and how to follow up on the progress. The 

PMF aims to ensure that performance information is collected for all expected results regularly, 

cohesively and in a timely manner. The full PMF is presented in Table 5. The 6 main elements of the 

PMF are described below:   

1. Indicators 

2. Baseline data 

3. Targets 

4. Data sources and methods of data collection 

5. Frequency of collection 

6. Responsibility for data collection 

Indicators 

For each of the expected outcomes and outputs of the ToC, indicators have been carefully selected in 

order to measure these results. The indicators are listed in the first column of the PMF (Table 1). 11 

outcome indicators and 34 output indicators were selected for the CTCN to monitor its performance. 

Gender equality is an important consideration for the CTCN and where appropriate, indicators at both 

the output and outcome levels should be reported on in a gender-disaggregated manner. 

Table 1 – List of CTCN outcome and output indicators 

Results Indicators 

Outcome 1 – Innovation: Key 

stakeholders develop, transfer and 

deploy new and existing climate 

technologies 

1.A. Number of countries developing, transferring and deploying 

new and existing climate technologies as a result of CTCN support   

1.B. Anticipated number of collaborations facilitated or enabled 

within and between developed and developing country Parties 

(disaggregated by South-South, RD&D, and private sector 

collaborations)  

Output 1.1: Knowledge sharing on 

climate technology RD&D and new and 

innovative technologies 

1.1.a. Number of climate technology RD&D-related events  

1.1.b. Number of participants in climate technology RD&D-related 

events (gender-disaggregated) 

1.1.c. Number of knowledge resources related to RD&D and new 

and innovative technologies made available on the CTCN knowledge 

platform  

Output 1.2: Countries assisted in 

developing national institutional, legal 

and regulatory frameworks to 

encourage climate technology RD&D 

and uptake 

1.2.a. Number of countries receiving CTCN support for national 

institutional, legal and regulatory frameworks to encourage climate 

technology RD&D and uptake 

1.2.b. Number of countries with strengthened National System of 

Innovation as a result of CTCN support 
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Results Indicators 

Outcome 2 - Implementation: Countries 

have a clear pathway with identified 

support options to enhance technology 

development and transfer 

2.A. NDE feedback on uptake of CTCN TA and non-TA 

recommendations and outcomes to enhance technology 

development and transfer  

2.B. Number of countries which received support from CTCN to 

develop their technology needs assessment (TNA) and technology 

action plan (TAP) 

2.C. Anticipated amount of funding/investment leveraged (in USD) 

as a result of CTCN TAs (disaggregated by public, private, national 

and international sources, as well as between 

anticipated/confirmed funding) 

Output 2.1: Enhanced planning tools and 

processes for technology development 

and transfer 

2.1.a. Number of CTCN technical assistance supported 

(disaggregated by Technical Assistance and Fast Technical 

Assistance) 

2.1.b. Lessons learned from TA implementation available on the 

CTCN knowledge platform  

2.1.c. Number of technology feasibility studies conducted, and 

sectoral roadmaps developed 

Output 2.2: Enhanced technical capacity 

for technology development and 

transfer 

2.2.a. Percentage of participants reporting satisfaction with CTCN 

training (disaggregated by gender) 

2.2.b. Percentage of participants reporting increased knowledge, 

capacity and/or understanding as a result of CTCN training 

(disaggregated by gender) 

Outcome 3 - Collaboration and 

stakeholder engagement: A broad 

range of stakeholders collaborate in 

promoting gender-responsive climate 

technology development and transfer 

3.A. Number of engaged Network members and knowledge 

partners 

3.B. CTCN Network member engagement in technical assistance  

3.C. Overall satisfaction of network members with CTCN services 

Output 3.1: Enhanced platforms and 

tools for collaboration and learning on 

climate technology development and 

transfer 

3.1.a. Number of deliverables produced during the technical 

assistance (disaggregated by type, excluding mission, progress and 

internal reports) 

Output 3.2: Active partnerships between 

scientific community, authorities, 

private sector, civil society organizations 

(CSOs), and financial institutions 

3.2.a. Total number of members in the CTC Network (disaggregated 

by region, type, approach, enabler and expertise) 

Outcome 4 - Enabling environment and 

capacity-building: Stakeholders have 

the necessary capacity and enhanced 

institutional and legal frameworks to 

develop, transfer and deploy climate 

technologies 

4.A. Number of stakeholders with enhanced technical capacities to 

develop, transfer and deploy climate technologies 

4.B Anticipated number of policies, strategies, plans, laws, 

agreements or regulations proposed, adopted, or implemented as 

a result of CTCN TAs (disaggregated by mitigation, adaptation and 

type) 

Output 4.1: Facilitation of widespread 

public awareness on climate 

technologies 

4.1.a. Number of technology descriptions, publications, national 

plans, and other information resources made available on the CTCN 

knowledge platform (disaggregated by type) 

4.1.b. Number of participants in CTCN webinars 

4.1.c. Total number of CTCN events 

4.1.d. Number of participants attending CTCN events (disaggregated 

by gender) 
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Results Indicators 

4.1.e. Number of site visits to the CTCN knowledge portal 

4.1.f. Number of people reached through CTCN social media 

channels 

4.1.g. Number of mentions of the CTCN in media 

Output 4.2: Enabling environments 

created for the development and 

transfer of socially and environmentally 

sound technologies 

4.2.a Number of policies, strategies, plans, laws, agreements and 

regulations supported by the technical assistance (disaggregated by 

mitigation, adaptation and type) 

4.2.b. Number of CTCN training sessions and capacity-building 

activities  

4.2.c. Number of people trained by the CTCN (disaggregated by 

gender) 

4.2.d. Number of institutions trained by the CTCN (disaggregated by 

type) 

4.2.e. Percentage of CTCN TAs supported with a gender analysis 

Outcome 5 - Support: Financial and 

technical resources identified and 

available to support climate technology 

development and transfer 

5.A. Annual percentage increase of funding mobilized for the 

activities of the CTCN 

Output 5.1: Multi-tier collaboration with 

Financial Mechanism operating entities 

5.1.a. Number of events and trainings co-organized with operating 

entities of the Financial Mechanism (GEF, GCF) and multilateral 

development banks (MDBs) 

5.1.b. Extent of mutually beneficial engagement (financial, technical 

or other) between the operating entities of the Financial Mechanism 

(GEF, GCF), MDBs and the CTCN 

5.1.c. Number of CTCN TAs supported by the GEF and GCF 

Output 5.2: Diversification and 

mobilization of the types and sources of 

technical and financial support available 

to countries 

5.2.a. Value of pro bono and in-kind support secured for CTCN 

activities 

5.2.b. Level of donor engagement  

5.2.c. Number of technology proposals developed through CTCN 

technical assistance anticipated to be supported by the GEF/GCF 

 

Baseline data 

Column 2 of the PMF contains baseline data for the indicators, where applicable. Baseline data refers 

to the existing situation, or ‘starting point’ of a program prior to the intervention against which change 

can be measured over time using indicators. Given that CTCN started its operation in 2013 and was 

only recently fully operationalized, the starting point is set at the results the CTCN achieved by 2018. 

Furthermore, given the nature of many of the expected results and associated indicators in the CTCN 

PMF, some of the indicators’ baselines cannot be established.  

 

Targets 

Column 3 of the PMF outlines the “Targets” that specify values for indicators and denote what is to 

be achieved within a 5-years’ timeframe. However, considering the country-driven nature of CTCN 

operations, the targets have been set taking the unpredictable nature of service requests as well as 

funding, into account. The targets are what the CTCN aim to achieve in response to the mandates 

given to the Centre. To accommodate for this, the target for several indicators are defined on an 

annual basis in the annual operating plan (AOP) to allow for flexibility. 



 

14 

 

Data sources and collection method 

Column 4 of the PMF comprises of data sources and methods for data collection. The following forms 

and templates are used for monitoring CTCN activities:  

• Technical assistance M&E plan and impact statement form 

• Technical assistance closure report 

• National Designated Entity (NDE) feedback form  

• Post-implementation NDE survey 

• Training feedback forms 

• Event reporting templates 

In addition to these forms and templates, the below platforms and tools support gathering of 

additional data: 

• CTCN knowledge platform www.ctc-n.rg  

• TA dashboard on the CTCN website:  tracks timeliness and appropriateness of CTCN technical 

assistance 

• Google Analytics 

• ActivityInfo: an online M&E software which supports data collection 

Sources of data as well as related methods of data collection may be continually revisited over the 

next 5 years to ensure the reliable yield of necessary information for future monitoring and reporting. 

 

Frequency of data collection 

Column 5 provides information on “how often” the data are to be collected. Results can be reported 

at various time periods (quarterly, semi-annually, annually or even less frequently) depending on 

several different factors. With respect to the CTCN monitoring, data for the majority of output and 

outcome indicators are collected annually (roles and responsibilities in data collection are described 

in column 6) or aggregated annually from the data reported in the closure reports that are produced 

when TAs are terminating.  

 

Responsibilities for data collection and monitoring 

Column 6 highlights who collects, analyzes and reports on the data. The CTCN Secretariat is the main 

actor with ultimate responsibility for ensuring that the monitoring and reporting of its activities, 

outputs, outcomes and impacts takes place. Nevertheless, because of the network nature of the CTCN, 

partners and stakeholders (including TA implementers and NDEs) should also collaborate to provide 

data for many of the indicators. For example, the procedure for data quantification, collection, 

management and reporting from CTCN technical assistance is as described in Figure 3 below.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.ctc-n.rg/
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Figure 3 – Technical assistance M&E process 

 

CTCN Secretariat shares technical assistance M&E guidance document 
and templates with selected TA implementer

TA implementer selects indicators from the TA Closure Report 
template and may add additional indicators of relevance to the M&E 
plan template

TA implementer systematically gathers qualitative and quantitative 
data during implementation of TA and reports in Closure Report 

CTCN Secretariat ensures receipt of NDE feedback form and quality 
assurance of Closure Report and enters data into CTCN M&E 
dashboard where automatic aggregation and analysis is provided
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Table 2 – CTCN Performance Measurement Framework 

Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

Impact I.1.  Climate change resilient development and reduction of GHG emissions in developing countries  

I.1.A.  Anticipated metric tons of CO2 

equivalent (tCO2e) emissions 

reduced or avoided as a result of 

CTCN TA (disaggregated by 

annual and life of project)  

Baseline to be determined 

in 2021 after methodology 

for calculation of GHG 

emissions has been 

developed, approved and 

implemented for a year. 

Baseline will be 

determined as anticipated 

tCO2e reduced or avoided 

as a result of CTCN TAs in 

total as well as on annual 

basis.   

 

 TA Closure Report  

 

Data collected from Closure 

Report at the end of each TA or 

FTA 

Aggregated data provided for 

each AB meeting, quarterly and 

annual progress reports, donor 

reports and for the next 

periodic assessment  

See Figure 3 

I.1.B.  Anticipated increased economic, 

health, infrastructure, built 

environment, or ecosystems 

resilience to climate change 

impacts reported by CTCN 

participant countries 

No baseline  No target  TA Closure Report 

(section 5) 

NDE feedback form 

Post-implementation 

NDE survey 

 

Data collected from: 

• Closure Report and NDE 

feedback form at the end 

of each TA or FTA 

• Post-implementation NDE 

survey 

See Figure 3 

Communications team: 

Aggregate and prepare 

qualitative descriptions for 

external communication 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

Aggregated data provided for 

each AB meeting, quarterly and 

annual progress reports, donor 

reports and for the next 

periodic assessment 

I.1.C.  Anticipated number of direct 

and indirect beneficiaries as a 

result of CTCN TA (disaggregated 

by mitigation, adaptation, and 

both) 

No baseline No target 

 

TA Closure Report 

 

Closure Report on each TA 

Yearly 

Should also inform the periodic 

assessment every 5 years  

See Figure 3  

Impact I.2: Adoption and use of new and existing technologies in developing countries for NDC and NAP implementation 

I.2.A.  Anticipated number of 

technologies identified, 

transferred or deployed as a 

result of CTCN support 

No baseline No target 

 

TA Closure Report Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

Should also inform the periodic 

assessment every 5 years 

See Figure 3 

Outcome 1 – Innovation: Key stakeholders develop, transfer and deploy new and existing climate technologies  

1.A. Number of countries developing, 

transferring and deploying new 

and existing climate technologies 

as a result of CTCN support   

Baseline to be determined 

based on the number of 

countries served through 

25-30 countries 

per year 

KMS Yearly TA team: Maintain dossiers in 

online TA dashboard hosted 

by the CTCN KMS  
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

technical assistance in 

2018.  

KMS team: Gather data from 

KMS (CTCN website) for 

reporting. Indicator includes 

TAs completed and under 

implementation.  

1.B. Anticipated number of 

collaborations facilitated or 

enabled within and between 

developed and developing country 

Parties (disaggregated by South-

South, RD&D, and private sector 

collaborations)  

No baseline South-South:       

2-3 per year 

RD&D: 4-5 per 

year  

Private sector:      

4-5 per year 

 

Closure Report Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

CTCN Secretariat: In addition 

to reporting on collaborations 

facilitated as a result of 

technical assistance, 

continually report on 

collaborations which are 

facilitated through other 

means.  

Output 1.1: Knowledge sharing on climate technology RD&D and new and innovative technologies 

1.1.a.  Number of climate technology 

RD&D-related events  

5 4-5 per year Closure Report  

Event reporting 

template 

Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

CTCN Secretariat: Report on 

workshops, events and other 

outreach activities using the 

event reporting template.  

Indicator does not include 

trainings 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

1.1.b.  Number of participants in 

climate technology RD&D-

related events (gender-

disaggregated) 

330 150-200 per 

year 

Closure Report  

Event reporting 

template 

Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

CTCN Secretariat: Report 

through the event reporting 

template.  

1.1.c.  Number of knowledge resources 

related to RD&D and new and 

innovative technologies made 

available on the CTCN knowledge 

platform  

11 30-40 per year KMS Yearly KMS team and Knowledge 

Partners: Tick 

RD&D/innovation box in KMS 

when uploading relevant 

knowledge resources.  

Output 1.2: Countries assisted in developing national institutional, legal and regulatory frameworks to encourage climate technology RD&D and uptake 

1.2.a.  Number of countries receiving 

CTCN support for national 

institutional, legal and regulatory 

frameworks to encourage 

climate technology RD&D and 

uptake 

No baseline No target TA dashboard  

(Note: New modalities 

will be implemented to 

capture this data. A 

box will be added 

which will be ticked if 

TA supports national 

institutions, legal and 

regulatory frameworks 

to encourage climate 

technology RD&D and 

uptake) 

Yearly TA team: Tick box in TA 

dashboard if TA supports this 

indicator  
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

1.2.b.  Number of countries with 

strengthened National System of 

Innovation as a result of CTCN 

support 

No baseline No target Closure Report Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

Outcome 2 - Implementation: Countries have a clear pathway with identified support options to enhance technology development and transfer 

2.A. NDE feedback on uptake of CTCN 

TA and non-TA recommendations 

and outcomes to enhance 

technology development and 

transfer  

No baseline No target NDE feedback form  

Post-implementation 

NDE survey 

 

NDE feedback form at the end 

of each TA 

Post-implementation NDE 

survey 

Data aggregation for each AB 

meeting, yearly (progress 

report) and for the next 

periodic assessment 

Communications team: 

Aggregate and prepare 

qualitative descriptions for 

external communication 

 

2.B. Number of countries which 

received support from CTCN to 

develop TNAs and TAPs 

No baseline No target TA dashboard 

(Note: New modalities 

will be implemented to 

capture this data. A 

box will be added 

which will be ticked if 

TA supports 

Yearly TA team: Tick box in TA 

dashboard if TA supports this 

indicator 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

development of TNAs 

and TAPs) 

2.C. Anticipated amount of 

funding/investment leveraged (in 

USD) as a result of technical 

assistance (disaggregated by 

public, private, national and 

international sources, as well as 

between anticipated/confirmed 

funding)  

Baseline to be determined 

in 2021 after methodology 

for determining funding 

leveraged has been 

developed, approved and 

implemented for a year. 

Baseline will be 

determined as ratio 

between external CTCN 

funding and CTCN funds 

invested in TAs, on an 

annual basis.  

 

10:1 (external 

finance: CTCN 

investment) 

Closure Report  Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

Output 2.1: Enhanced planning tools and processes for technology development and transfer 
 

2.1.a.  Number of CTCN technical 

assistance supported 

(disaggregated by TA and FTA) 

38 30 requests 

supported per 

year 

TA Dashboard (under 

implementation and 

completed) 

Yearly TA team: Ensure dossiers are 

created and the TA/FTA box in 

TA dashboard is ticked 

2.1.b.  Lessons learned from TA 

implementation available on 

CTCN knowledge platform  

No baseline No target Closure Report (lessons 

learned) 

Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

Communications team: 

Update public TA pages with 

lessons learned. 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

NDE feedback form 

(lessons learned)   

Post-implementation 

NDE survey 

2.1.c.  Number of technology feasibility 

studies conducted, and sectoral 

roadmaps developed 

No baseline No target TA dashboard (type of 

assistance)  

Yearly TA team: Ensure that ‘type of 

assistance’ is indicated in TA 

dashboard 

Output 2.2: Enhanced technical capacity for technology development and transfer 

2.2.a.  Percentage of participants 

reporting satisfaction with CTCN 

training (disaggregated by 

gender) 

No baseline >90% 

satisfaction (4+ 

on 5-point 

scale) reported 

by 

workshop/traini

ng participants 

Closure Report   

Training feedback form 

Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

CTCN Secretariat: Gather data 

via training feedback form 

after each training 

2.2.b. Percentage of participants 

reporting increased knowledge, 

capacity and/or understanding 

as a result of CTCN training 

(disaggregated by gender) 

No baseline >90% reporting 

increased 

knowledge, 

capacity and/or 

understanding 

(4+ on 5-pt 

scale) reported 

Closure Report   

Training feedback form 

Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3  

CTCN Secretariat: Gather data 

via training feedback form 

after each training 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

by 

workshop/traini

ng participants 

Outcome 3 - Collaboration and Stakeholder Engagement: A broad range of stakeholders collaborate in promoting gender-responsive climate technology development and 

transfer 

3.A. Number of engaged network 

members and knowledge partners 

Baseline to be 

determined. Modalities to 

extract network 

engagement data per year 

has been requested from 

IT team. 

20% of 

Network 

members and 

Knowledge 

Partners 

KMS  

Event reporting 

template 

Yearly Network team: Ensure 

tracking of Network members 

hosting webinars through KMS 

KMS team: Ensure tracking of 

Network members/Knowledge 

Partners sharing knowledge 

resources through KMS  

TA team: Ensure tracking of 

Network members in terms of 

proponents, planners and 

implementers of TAs through 

TA dashboard 

CTCN Secretariat: Ensure 

tracking of Network members 

involved in development and 

implementation of events and 

workshops through event 

reporting template 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

3.B. CTCN Network member 

engagement in technical 

assistance 

No baseline No target Network application 

form: Question 

regarding Network 

members expressed 

interest in TA 

implementation to be 

added 

KMS: Tracking of TAs 

implemented by 

members 

Indicator calculated as 

ratio of members with 

expressed interest in 

TA implementation, 

compared to actual 

members 

implementing TAs per 

year (TAs completed 

and under 

implementation) 

Yearly Network team: Ensure data 

collection on number of 

Network members with 

expressed interest in TA 

implementation via Network 

application forms 

TA team: Ensure tracking of 

Network member 

implementers of TAs through 

TA dashboard 

 

 

3.C. Overall satisfaction of Network 

members with CTCN services 

No baseline >90% 

satisfaction (3+ 

on 5-point 

scale) reported 

Biannual Network 

member survey  

 

Biannually  Network team: Develop, 

disseminate and gather data 

from Network surveys 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

by Network 

members  

Output 3.1: Enhanced platforms and tools for collaboration and learning on climate technology development and transfer 

3.1.a.  Number of deliverables 

produced during the technical 

assistance (disaggregated by 

type, excluding mission, progress 

and internal reports)  

97 80-100 per year Closure Report  Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

Output 3.2: Active partnerships between scientific community, authorities, private sector, CSOs, and financial institutions 

3.2.a. Total number of members in the 

CTC Network (disaggregated by 

region, type, approach, enabler 

and expertise) 

494 620 by 2020 + 

10% increase 

per year 

KMS Yearly Network team: Ensure profiles 

are created for new Network 

members in KMS with data on 

region, type, approach, 

enabler and expertise 

Outcome 4 - Cross-cutting – Enabling environment and capacity-building: Stakeholders have the necessary capacity and enhanced institutional and legal frameworks to develop, 

transfer and deploy climate technologies 

4.A. Number of stakeholders with 

enhanced technical capacities to 

develop, transfer and deploy 

climate technologies 

No baseline 450-500 per 

year 

Closure Report 

Training evaluation 

form  

Yearly Calculate as: Number of 

people trained (indicator 

4.2.c) multiplied by 

percentage of participants 

reporting increased 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

GoToWebinar  knowledge, capacity and/or 

understanding from training 

(indicator 2.2.b) 

Add total figure to number of 

webinar participants (4.1.b) 

 

4.B. Anticipated number of policies, 

strategies, plans, laws, agreements 

or regulations proposed, adopted, 

or implemented as a result of the 

TA (disaggregated by mitigation, 

adaptation, type) 

14 10-12 per year Closure Report  Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

Output 4.1: Facilitation of widespread public awareness on climate technology 

4.1.a.  Number of technology 

descriptions, publications, 

national plans, and other 

information resources made 

available on the CTCN 

knowledge platform 

(disaggregated by type) 

127 200 per year KMS Yearly KMS team: Ensure knowledge 

resources added to KMS with 

keyword tags 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

4.1.b.  Number of participants in CTCN 

webinars 

386 600 per year Webinar survey in 

Office 365  

 

Yearly Network team: Gather data on 

webinar registrations in 

webinar form on VO, 

aggregate for reporting 

4.1.c.  Total number of CTCN events  14 15 Event reporting 

templates  

 

Yearly CTCN Secretariat: Ensure 

event reporting templates are 

completed after each event 

and uploaded to VO 

Indicator includes all events 

organized by the CTCN, 

including those with Financial 

Mechanism (output indicator 

5.1.a), and RD&D-related 

events (outputs indicator 

1.1.a).  

Indicator excludes:  

• Events and workshops 

organized as part of TAs 

(4.1.c)  

• Trainings (4.2.b) 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

4.1.d.  Number of participants 

attending CTCN events 

(disaggregated by gender) 

To be determined 2000 Event reporting 

templates 

  

Yearly CTCN Secretariat: Ensure 

event reporting templates 

contain gender-disaggregated 

participant lists and are 

uploaded to VO  

Indicator includes all events 

organized by the CTCN, 

including those with Financial 

Mechanism (output indicator 

5.1.a), and RD&D-related 

events (outputs indicator 

1.1.a).  

Indicator excludes:  

• Events and workshops 

organized as part of TAs 

(4.1.c) 

• Trainings (4.2.b) 

4.1.e.  Number of site visits to CTCN 

knowledge portal 

170,743 10% increase 

per year 

Google Analytics Yearly KMS/comms team: Track data 

via Google Analytics for 

reporting 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

4.1.f.  Number of people reached 

through CTCN social media 

channels 

To be determined after 

media coverage company 

has been contracted 

10% increase 

per year 

Google Analytics 

Media coverage 

Social media accounts 

Yearly Communications team: Track 

data via social media accounts 

for reporting 

4.1.g.  Number of mentions of CTCN in 

media 

To be determined after 

media coverage company 

has been contracted 

30 per year Google Alerts 

Media coverage 

CTCN website 

Yearly Communications team: Track 

data via Google Alerts and 

results from media coverage 

company 

Indicator includes CTCN-

produced articles 

Output 4.2: Enabling environments created for the development and transfer of socially and environmentally sound technologies 

4.2.a.  Number of policies, strategies, 

plans, laws, agreements or 

regulations supported by the 

technical assistance 

(disaggregated by type, 

adaptation, and mitigation) 

No baseline No target Closure Report  Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

4.2.b.  Number of CTCN training 

sessions and capacity 

strengthening activities  

107 

 

6 per year 

 

Closure Report  

Event reporting 

template 

Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

(Note: Allow for 

disaggregation of 

gender and TA/non-TA 

trainings in data 

collection tool) 

CTCN Secretariat: Report on 

trainings through event 

reporting template  

 

4.2.c.  Number of people trained 

(disaggregated by gender) 

1,453 

 

500 per year 

 

Closure Report 

Event reporting 

template 

Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3  

CTCN Secretariat: Report on 

number of people trained 

(disaggregated by gender) 

through event reporting 

template 

 

4.2.d.  Number of institutions trained 

(disaggregated by type) 

No baseline No target Closure Report   

Event reporting 

template 

Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

CTCN Secretariat: Report on 

number and type of 

institutions trained through 

event reporting template  

4.2.e.  Percentage of technical 

assistance supported with a 

gender analysis 

1  

To be determined. 

80% TA Closure Report 

(impact statement) 

TA Response Plans 

Yearly TA team: Ensure TA Response 

Plan budgets include specific 

line on minimum 1% spending 

on gender and encourage 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

TA deliverables 

 

gender analysis as part of TA 

deliverables 

Gender team: Review 

Response Plan budgets and 

deliverables of TAs under 

implementation and 

completed  

Outcome 5 - support: Financial and technical resources identified and available to support climate technology development and transfer 

5.A. Annual percentage increase of 

funding mobilized for the activities 

of the CTCN 

8,292,655 USD received in 

2018 

10% increase in 

funding 

mobilized for 

the activities of 

the CTCN per 

year. This will 

only cover funds 

received during 

the year.  

Annual budget for PoW 

and HR capacity vs 

requests for TA (e.g. 

the costs it would take 

to meet unmet 

requests) 

Yearly CTCN Admin and Financial 

team: Gather data for 

reporting 

Output 5.1: Multi-tier collaboration with Financial Mechanism operating entities 

5.1.a.  Number of events and trainings 

co-organized with operating 

entities of the Financial 

To be determined 6 per year Event reporting 

template 

 

Yearly CTCN GCF/GEF liaison + CTCN 

Secretariat: Report through 

event reporting template 
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

Mechanism (GEF, GCF) and 

MDBs 

5.1.b.  Extent of mutually beneficial 

engagement (financial, technical 

or other) between the operating 

entities of the Financial 

Mechanism (GEF, GCF), MDBs, 

and the CTCN 

 

No baseline No target Standing committee on 

finance (SCF), 

Technology 

Mechanism, GEF, GCF 

Reports to COP 

Yearly CTCN GCF/GEF liaison: Gather 

data for reporting 

5.1.c.  Number of CTCN technical 

assistance supported by the 

GEF/GCF  

8 10-12 per year GEF/GCF tracking tool 

on VO 

Yearly CTCN GCF/GEF liaison: Gather 

data for reporting 

Output 5.2: Diversification and mobilization of the types and sources of technical and financial support available to countries 

5.2.a.  Value of pro bono and in-kind 

support secured for CTCN 

activities 

Technical assistance: 

250,000 USD  

In-kind contribution of 

Denmark: 279,778 USD 

(rent, parking, running 

costs, waste management 

etc.) 

500,000 - 1 

million USD per 

year 

TA dashboard  

(Note: New modalities 

will be implemented to 

capture this data. A 

box will be added 

which will be ticked if 

TA is supported by pro 

bono or in-kind 

support. Data will then 

Yearly TA team: Track pro bono and 

in-kind support through TA 

dashboard 

CTCN Admin and Financial 

team: Track pro bono and in-

kind support for non-TA 

activities  
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Indicators Baseline (2018, unless 

otherwise stated) 

5-year target Data sources Frequency of data collection Roles & responsibilities and 

methods for data collection & 

reporting 

be visualized under TA 

Tracker with a filter for 

pro bono)  

5.2.b. Level of donor engagement  No baseline 20 donors 

engaged per 

year 

 

Donor engagement 

strategy review 

Modes of engagement: 

• Official pledges 

• Meetings 

• Joint events 

Ad-hoc CTCN Deputy Director: Track 

and gather data for reporting 

5.2.c.  Number of technology proposals 

developed through CTCN 

technical assistance anticipated 

to be supported by the GEF/GCF 

To be determined 3-5 per year Closure Report  Closure Report on each TA 

Data aggregation yearly 

See Figure 3 

CTCN GCF/GEF liaison: Gather 

data for reporting from 

Closure Report (indicator on 

funding leveraged) 
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4.  Indicator guides  

 

The indicator guides below support CTCN technical assistance (TA) implementers in quantifying data 

and report qualitatively for selected indicators and help the CTCN Secretariat assure quality and 

consistency of the M&E data received via TA Closure Reports.   

 

  I.1.A: Anticipated metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) emissions 
reduced or avoided as a result of CTCN TA (disaggregated by annual 
and life of project) 

Definition of indicator The indicator quantifies the volume of tCO2e of emissions reduced or 
sequestered as a result of the TA and post-TA activities. The indicator 
applies to all CTCN TA expected to result in project activities with 
climate change mitigation objectives or with mitigation effects as co-
benefits.  

Anticipated: This indicator estimates emission reductions that are 
likely to occur as a result of the implementation of the project activity. 
As this indicator is reported on at the completion of the TA 
deliverables and prior to implementation, GHG emission reductions 
are those anticipated as a result of future project activities. 

Project activity: TA deliverables may contain actionable 
recommendations or next steps for a variety of stakeholders. A post-
TA activity occurs as a result of stakeholders implementing these 
recommendations or procedures. The scope of the anticipated post-TA 
project activity, for the purposes of this indicator, should be 
commensurate with the scope of the recommendations or 
implementation plan included in the TA deliverable(s).  

Annual: The average estimated emission reductions expected to occur 
in a calendar year as a result of the project activity compared to the 
baseline scenario (tCO2e per year). 

Total: The total estimated emission reductions expected to occur as a 
result of TA and post-TA activities compared to the baseline scenario 
for the entire life-of-project. 

Life-of-project: The estimated time in which a technology or other 
project activity is expected to remain in place and operational. Various 
technologies will have different life-of-project estimates. Local 
operating conditions and other factors must also be considered when 
estimating life-of-project time periods for anticipated project activities. 

The methodology for quantifying this indicator is based on the World 
Resources Institute’s ‘GHG Project Protocol for Project Accounting’3, 
the “Project Protocol”.  

Unit of measure Metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) 

 
3 http://ghgprotocol.org/standards/project-protocol 

http://ghgprotocol.org/standards/project-protocol
http://ghgprotocol.org/standards/project-protocol
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  I.1.A: Anticipated metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) emissions 
reduced or avoided as a result of CTCN TA (disaggregated by annual 
and life of project) 

Disaggregation Annual (emissions per year) 

Total (life-of-project emissions)  

Theory of change 

 

Reducing or avoiding CO2 emissions is part of the long-term desired 
impact of the CTCN services, contributing to the mitigation of climate 
change and to the transformational change and low-emissions 
development strategy set forward by the Paris Agreement.  

Risks and assumptions Ex-ante emission reduction estimations are subject to different 
degrees of precision, depending on the available data and the 
quantifiers’ knowledge and skills.   

It is assumed that the NDEs and/or TA implementers have enough 
technical capacities and access to quantified data to perform an 
adequate ex-ante quantification of expected GHG emission reductions.  

Anticipated emission reductions have not yet occurred but are likely to 
occur if the recommendations or next steps described in the TA 
deliverables are fully implemented. However, full implementation is 
not assured. 

Data method and 
source 

The basic steps for an ex-ante estimation of GHG emissions reductions 
or sequestration for a technology development, deployment and/or 
transfer project are detailed in the Project Protocol. These guidelines 
should be used and applied by TA implementers while estimating 
anticipated GHG emissions reduced or avoided on an ex-ante basis, and 
can be summarized as follows:  

a) Defining the GHG Assessment Boundary (Chapter 5 of the 
Project Protocol) 

Defining a GHG assessment boundary involves: 

• identifying the expected post-TA project activity (or activities) 

• identifying the primary and secondary effects associated with 
each post-TA project activity; and 

• thoroughly analyzing the secondary effects to determine which 
are significant for the purpose of estimating and quantifying 
GHG reductions. 

b) Selecting a Baseline Procedure (Chapter 6 of the Project 
Protocol) 

For each primary effect associated with a post-TA project activity, 
the TA implementer shall select and justify the choice of baseline 
procedure used to estimate baseline emissions. As mentioned 
above, two procedures exist for estimating baseline emissions 
associated with an expected post-TA project activity’s primary 
effect: the project-specific and performance standard procedures.  

c) Identifying the Baseline Candidates (Chapter 7 of the Project 
Protocol) 

Baseline candidates are alternative technologies or practices within 
a specified geographic area and temporal range that could provide 

http://ghgprotocol.org/standards/project-protocol
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  I.1.A: Anticipated metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) emissions 
reduced or avoided as a result of CTCN TA (disaggregated by annual 
and life of project) 

the same product or service as the post-TA project activity. They can 
involve both existing and potential technologies and practices. For 
each expected post-TA project activity, the TA implementer shall 
develop a complete list of baseline candidates that will be used in 
the baseline procedures to represent possible alternatives to the 
project activity. The following steps are required: 

• Define the product or service expected to be provided by the 
post-TA project activity. 

• Identify possible types of baseline candidates. 

• Define and justify the geographic area and the temporal range 
used to identify baseline candidates. 

• Define and justify any other criteria used to identify baseline 
candidates. 

• Identify a final list of baseline candidates. 

• Identify baseline candidates that are representative of common 
practice (for the project-specific baseline procedure). 

d) Estimating Baseline Emissions - Project Specific Procedure 
(Chapter 8 of the Project Protocol) and Performance Standard 
Procedure (Chapter 9 of the Project Protocol) 

The TA implementer must select or establish referential and 
operational modalities for the identification and evaluation of 
baseline scenarios. The baseline scenario must accurately reflect 
what would have occurred in the absence of the project/technical 
assistance. For most projects, emissions are not stable in baseline 
scenarios: businesses would continue to grow; new technologies 
would have been adopted; and business practices would have 
become more efficient, even without the new technology. In order 
to establish these specific dynamics, the TA implementer must 
document what would have occurred based on the best available 
project and contextual information and put forward assumptions to 
cover for information gaps.  

The project-specific procedure produces an estimate of baseline 
emissions for a post-TA project activity’s primary effect through the 
identification of a baseline scenario linked to the specific 
circumstances surrounding the post-TA project activity. The 
baseline scenario is identified through a structured analysis of the 
post-TA project activity and the baseline candidates. This procedure 
has two components. The first component involves identifying the 
baseline scenario. The second component involves estimating the 
GHG emissions associated with the baseline scenario. 

The performance standard procedure analyzes the GHG emission rates 
of all baseline candidates to construct a GHG emission performance 
standard against which expected post-TA project activity emissions can 
be compared. The performance standard is used to determine baseline 
emissions for the post-TA project activity’s primary effect. Once a 



 

37 

 

  I.1.A: Anticipated metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) emissions 
reduced or avoided as a result of CTCN TA (disaggregated by annual 
and life of project) 

performance standard is developed, any number of similar project 
activities may be compared to it. A performance standard is periodically 
updated to reflect changing circumstances within the relevant 
geographic area or temporal range. 

e) Quantifying GHG reductions (Chapter 10 of the Project 
Protocol) 

GHG reductions shall be quantified using the following steps:  

• Identify the time period over which GHG reduction might be 
quantified (typically the estimated life-of-project for the project 
activity or service).  

• Quantify the expected GHG reductions for the post-TA project. 
 

The TA implementer must apply the appropriate standards and 
methodologies to quantify GHG emission reductions and GHG removals. 
Emissions reductions or increases in GHG removals must be quantified 
as the difference between emissions and/or removals from sources, 
sinks and reservoirs of relevant GHGs for the project and those relevant 
to the baseline scenario. The TA implementer should quantify emission 
reductions separately for each relevant GHG and its sources, sinks and 
reservoirs in the project and baseline scenario. The TA implementer 
must use the tCO2e as the unit of measure and must convert the 
quantification of each type of GHG, using the 100-year global warming 
potentials (GWPs). 

Reporting frequency  The GHG baseline should be established during the inception phase of 
the TA and reported in the TA’s monitoring & evaluation (M&E) plan. 
The final GHG baseline and emission reduction estimate and 
supporting narratives should be reported in the TA Closure Report (see 
TA Closure Report for required narratives). Where applicable, the TA 
implementer should incorporate emission reduction estimates and 
supporting documentation in mitigation TA deliverables.  

Responsibilities The TA implementer should quantify the anticipated annual and total 
emission reductions and report the values and methodologies in the 
M&E plan and TA Closure Report.  

The CTCN TA team will support the TA implementer by providing 
reporting guidelines, methodological assistance, and technical 
assistance with uploading the results onto the TA dashboard.  

The M&E team will review and approve the TA Closure Report 
indicator results and aggregate data from the TA Closure Reports and 
the knowledge management system (KMS) for annual reporting.  

Additional resources A variety of online emissions calculators are freely available. For 
example: 

Clean Energy Emission Reduction (CLEER) Tool 
https://www.cleertool.org/ 

https://www.cleertool.org/
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  I.1.A: Anticipated metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) emissions 
reduced or avoided as a result of CTCN TA (disaggregated by annual 
and life of project) 

Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use (AFOLU) Carbon Calculator 
http://www.afolucarbon.org/ 

Agriculture and Land Use (ALU) National Greenhouse Gas Inventory 
Software https://www.nrel.colostate.edu/projects/alusoftware/home 

GHG Protocol Calculation Tools https://ghgprotocol.org/calculation-
tools 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.afolucarbon.org/
https://www.nrel.colostate.edu/projects/alusoftware/home
https://ghgprotocol.org/calculation-tools
https://ghgprotocol.org/calculation-tools
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 I.1.B: Anticipated increased economic, health, well-being, infrastructure and 
built environment, and ecosystems resilience to climate change impacts 
reported by CTCN participant countries 

Definition of 
indicator 

The indicator measures the increase in economic, health, well-being, 
infrastructure and built environment, and ecosystems resilience to climate 
change impacts reported by the countries that have benefited from CTCN TA’s. 
These different sectors contribute to a climate change resilient development.  

Increased economic resilience refers to the anticipated reduction in the reliance 
on economic sectors vulnerable to climate change and to enhance economic 
diversification, as a result of CTCN technical assistance.  

Increased health and well-being resilience refer to the anticipated improvement 
in the response to climate-sensitive diseases, accidents and food and water 
security, as a result of CTCN technical assistance. 

Increased infrastructure and built environment resilience refers to the 
anticipated improvement of physical assets (such as housing, schools, hospitals, 
public and private buildings and the infrastructure that serve them) and the 
ability to implement climate-resilient planning, design, construction, operation 
and/or regulation of these assets, as a result of CTCN technical assistance. 

Increased ecosystem resilience refers to improvement of the protection of 
ecosystems and their ability to provide ecosystem services in a changing climate, 
as a result of CTCN technical assistance.  

Unit of measure N/A (qualitative indicator)  

Theory of 
change 

Improving climate change resilient development through technology 
development and transfer is part of the long-term impact of the CTCN services 
that will contribute to the transformational changes envisioned by the Paris 
Agreement toward low-GHG development and overall climate resilience.  

Risks and 
assumptions 

It is assumed that the responses to the NDE feedback forms adequately capture 
increases in climate change resilience across all relevant sectors.  

Risks include insufficient detail provided by the NDE due to lack of engagement 
or knowledge as well as response biases by the NDE or reviewer.  

Method and 
source 

Economic: Anticipated increased resilience identified if the targeted 
beneficiaries will be relying less on vulnerable economic sectors and will be 
diversifying their livelihood following the implementation of the TA results. 

Health and well-being: Anticipated increased resilience identified if the targeted 
beneficiaries would have improved well-being, better access to water and/or 
increased food security following the implementation of the TA results. 

Infrastructure and built environment: Anticipated increased resilience 
identified if fewer climate induced damages will affect the targeted 
beneficiaries’ physical assets following the implementation of the TA results. 

Ecosystems: Anticipated increased resilience identified if the ecosystem of the 
TA intervention zone will have a better capacity to resist climate-induced 
disturbances and to recover from such damages to the ecosystem, following the 
implementation of the TA results.  

The TA implementers proceed with this assessment at the end of the TA and 
report in section 5 of the Closure Report. The results reported for this indicator 
should align with the scope of activities included in the TA. The narratives 
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provided in the closure report should describe the causal link between the TA 
activity and the anticipated impact. 

NDEs will report in the post-implementation survey and, as applicable, describe 
the increased resilience achieved as a result of implementing the TA results. The 
survey responses may include considerations to the following aspects:  

• Changes in economic aspects  

• Extent of the adoption of diversified climate-resilient livelihood 
options following the implementation of the TA results 

• Introduction of health measures to respond to climate sensitive 
diseases following the implementation of the TA results 

• Perspective of a sample of households of the well-being (incl. access 
to water and increased food security) following the implementation 
of the TA results 

NDEs reporting positive results may be asked to provide supporting 
documentation. 

Frequency Once per Closure Report; once per post-implementation NDE survey 

Responsibilities   The TA implementer will include these narratives in the Closure Report at the 
end of the TA.  

The NDEs will fill in 1) the feedback form after each TA, and 2) the post-
implementation NDE survey.  

The CTCN TA team will support the TA implementer by providing reporting 
guidelines, methodological assistance, and technical assistance with uploading 
the results onto the TA dashboard.  

The M&E team will review and approve the TA Closure Report and aggregate 
data from the TA Closure Reports for reporting.  
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 I.1.C: Anticipated number of beneficiaries as a result of TA (disaggregated 
by mitigation, adaptation, and both) 

Definition of 
indicator 

This indicator measures the number of people that are anticipated to receive 
a monetary or non-monetary benefit as a result of a technical assistance 
activity.  

Beneficiaries refers to the number of people with improved access to low-
carbon energy (mitigation) or with reduced vulnerability or increased 
resilience to climate change (adaptation) as a direct result of the TA. The 
beneficiaries include the individuals who may benefit from the sustainable 
development co-benefits of the TA intervention. 

Beneficiaries may include, but are not limited to, people trained by peer 
trainers or individuals who benefit from the technology transfer network set 
up by the TA. In some cases, they might be service consumers of the sector 
targeted by the TA.  

Benefits may include increased energy access, water security, economic or 
livelihood benefits, and increased resilience to climate shocks or stressors.  

This indicator may apply to technical assessments or technical support on 
policy and planning tools that have a national, sub-national or local scope, 
however the number of beneficiaries must be plausibly linked to the 
implementation of the project activity.  

Unit of measure Number of beneficiaries 

Disaggregation Mitigation, Adaptation, Both Mitigation and Adaptation 

Theory of change Reaching out directly or indirectly to many beneficiaries increases climate 
change awareness and awareness on climate technology development and 
transfer.  It also supports the emergence of a critical mass of stakeholders 
engaged in climate technologies, who have the capacity and tools to build a 
low-carbon climate resilient development, as envisioned in the Paris 
Agreement.  

Risks and 
assumptions 

For project activities with clear implementation plans, TA implementers may 
be able to assess the anticipated number of beneficiaries based on simple 
assumptions.  

TAs which are intrinsically national in scope, or without clear causal pathways 
that can be used to assess potential beneficiaries, may not be able to report 
on this indicator. 

Method and 
source 

Estimate the anticipated number of people who will benefit from the direct 
and indirect results of the TA (disaggregated by adaptation, mitigation, or 
both).  

Anticipated beneficiaries need to be defined and identified as appropriate in 
the project context. Estimation methods must be reasonable and 
commensurate with the project activity. 

These estimates must include any potential negative impacts resulting from 
the project activity, and the number of individuals who may suffer from these 
negative impacts must be subtracted from the total number of beneficiaries. 
Negative impacts could, for example, be increased risks or production losses 
during the installation of technology.  



 

42 

 

Assessment boundaries, including a justification of why the individuals 
counted are beneficiaries should be included in the Closure Report. 
Additional supporting information used to estimate anticipated impacts and 
associated beneficiaries should be included in the project deliverables.  

Frequency  Once per Closure Report  

Responsibilities   The TA implementer will include the quantitative values and supporting 
narratives in the Closure Report at the end of the TA.  

The CTCN TA team will support the TA implementer by providing reporting 
guidelines, methodological assistance, and technical assistance with 
uploading the results in the Closure Report onto the TA dashboard.  

The M&E team will review and approve the TA Closure Report and aggregate 
data from the TA Closure Reports and for reporting.  
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 Outcome 2.C: Amount of funding/investment leveraged (USD) as a result of TA 
(disaggregated by public, private, national, and international sources, as well 
as between anticipated/confirmed funding) 

Definition of 
indicator 

This indicator monitors the amount of funding/investment leveraged for climate 
technologies in developing countries as a result of CTCN technical assistance. 
The data provided for this indicator should consider if the anticipated or 
confirmed funding leveraged is from public, private, national or international 
sources.   

• Public and private finance: The categorization of the funds leveraged as 
either public or private depends on the status of the entity anticipated 
to provide it. The public sector comprises of all the government owned 
organizations, agencies and state offices. The private sector includes 
privately owned businesses, companies, partnerships, and for-profit 
organizations.  

• Funding leveraged/mobilized: The terms “mobilized” and “leveraged” 
are used interchangeably for this indicator. Funds can be counted as 
mobilized once they reach financial closure. Financial closure may vary 
by funding type, but typically represents a legally binding commitment 
of financiers to provide funding for the project. Such funding must 
account for a significant part of the project cost.   

All types of funding may be considered under this indicator including, for 
example: development aid, private equity, loans, or concessional finance. 
Various finance flows may also be considered, for example: developed countries 
to developing countries, within developed or developing nations, developing to 
developed nations or from other sources such as multilateral development 
banks. Various activities may be financed, for example: direct or indirect climate 
change related actions, or compensation for damages. 

There must be a clear causal link between the technical assistance and the 
(public or private) funding mobilized in order to be included under this indicator. 
For example, the implementer should demonstrate that the activity would not 
have moved forward in absence of the CTCN technical assistance. 

Funds must be considered “new or additional”, i.e. the extent to which money 
would or would not have been spent on the same purpose in the absence of the 
CTCN intervention. Assessment of additionality will need to be done on a case-
by-case basis and will rely on judgement and reasoning of the TA implementers. 

Unit of measure US dollars4 

Theory of 
change 

Additional funding/investment is necessary for the adoption of new and existing 
climate technologies by developing countries and progress toward resilient 
development.  

Risks and 
assumptions 

There is a risk that double-counting may occur when anticipating funding 
leveraged from CTCN activities in instances where projects have been co-funded 
by other entities. The CTCN TA team should ensure that double counting is 
avoided.  

 
4 Data must be reported in numerals only; data must be reported in actual dollar value, not thousands or millions 
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Baseline and 
target 

The CTCN baseline will be determined based on the pilot test of this indicator 
for one year. The CTCN baseline will be a ratio between funding leveraged as a 
result of CTCN TA and CTCN funds invested in TAs on annual basis.   

The 5-year target is to reach a ratio of 10/1 (funding leveraged / CTCN funding). 

Method and 
source 

TA implementers should identify potential areas of future funding during the 
provision of the technical assistance and determine whether these investments 
would occur without the TA.  

TA implementers should quantify the anticipated funding based on the analyses 
included in the deliverables, or by considering the potential value of proposed 
project activities as a result of the TA.  

The portion of this value that has been used for the same purpose before the TA 
and/or would have been used for the same purpose in the absence of the TA are 
not considered additional.  

All values must be converted into US dollars, and disaggregated by public 
national, public international, private national, private international, and 
anticipated or confirmed funding.  

The sources for data collection might include project deliverables, application 
documents, budgets, contractual arrangements and governmental expenditure 
documents. 

TA implementers should provide supporting documentation for all confirmed 
funding, which may include primary financial documents, or secondary sources 
such as press releases or other public announcements. 

Frequency  Anticipated funding: Once per TA Closure Report 

Confirmed funding: Once per TA Closure Report, and on an ongoing basis via the 
post-implementation NDE surveys. 

Responsibilities   The TA implementer will include the quantitative values and supporting 
narratives in the Closure Report at the end of the TA.  

The CTCN TA team will support the TA implementer by providing reporting 
guidelines, methodological assistance, and technical assistance with uploading 
the results in the Closure Report onto the TA dashboard. The CTCN TA team will 
also provide periodic updates on closed TAs as information about confirmed 
values become available (e.g. via NDEs, GCF, web searches, other sources).  

The M&E team will review and approve the TA Closure and aggregate data from 
the TA Closure Reports and for reporting.  

Further 
guidance 

• Guidelines available in the OECD paper on “Comparing Definitions and 
Methods to Estimate Mobilised Climate Finance”  

• Michele de Nevers. Assessing “Leverage” in the Climate Investment 
Funds, CGD Policy Paper 110, October 2017 
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Annex I: GHG Protocol Definitions5 
  

Greenhouse gas (GHG): Gaseous constituent of the atmosphere, both natural and anthropogenic, 

that absorbs and emits radiation at specific wavelengths within the spectrum of infrared radiation 

emitted by the Earth’s surface, the atmosphere and clouds. The most common greenhouse gases 

include carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons and sulfur 

hexafluoride.  

GHG emissions: Release of GHGs into the atmosphere. 

GHG sequestration or removal: Removal of carbon from the atmosphere through natural or artificial 

processes. 

GHG source: A process that releases greenhouse gases into the atmosphere. 

GHG reservoir: A component, other than the atmosphere, that has the capacity to accumulate 

GHGs, and to store and release them. 

GHG sink: A process that removes and stores GHGs from the atmosphere. 

Carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e): Unit for comparing the radiative forcing of a GHG to that of 

carbon dioxide. 

Emission factor: A coefficient which allows the conversion of activity data into GHG emissions. It is 

the average emission rate of a given source, relative to units of activity or process/processes. 

Global Warming Potential (GWP): A measure of how much energy the emissions of 1 ton of a gas 

will absorb over a given period (100 years), relative to the emissions of 1 ton of carbon dioxide.  

GHG effects: Changes in GHG emissions, removals, or storage caused by a project activity. There are 

two types of GHG effects: primary effects and secondary effects. A primary effect is the 

intended/expected change in GHG emissions, removals, or storage associated with a GHG source or 

sink as a result of a technical assistance (TA) activity. Each technology project following a TA will 

generally have only one primary effect. A secondary effect is an unintended change as a result of a 

project following a TA in GHG emissions, removals, or storage associated with a GHG source or sink. 

Secondary effects are typically small relative to a project activity’s primary effect. In some cases, 

however, they may undermine or negate the primary effect. 

GHG assessment boundary: All primary effects and significant secondary effects associated with 

post-TA project. The GHG assessment boundary is used to identify the GHG sources and sinks that 

must be examined to quantify a project’s GHG reductions. It is not a physical or legal “project 

boundary.” 

GHG reductions: Either a reduction in GHG emissions or an increase in removals or storage of GHGs 

from the atmosphere. GHG reductions are calculated as the difference between project activity 

emissions and baseline emissions. 

Baseline scenario: A description of what would have most likely occurred in the absence of any 

considerations about climate change mitigation. The baseline scenario is used to estimate baseline 

emissions. 

Baseline candidates: Technologies or practices, within a specified geographic area and temporal 

range, that could provide the same product or service as a project activity. 

Baseline emissions: Baseline emissions associated with primary effects are derived from either a 

baseline scenario or a performance standard. Baseline emissions associated with secondary effects 

 
5  See additional definitions and concepts in the GHG Protocol for Project Accounting from pp.10-19 
https://ghgprotocol.org/sites/default/files/standards/ghg_project_accounting.pdf 

https://ghgprotocol.org/sites/default/files/standards/ghg_project_accounting.pdf
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are linked to the TA-specific baseline scenario. If the performance standard procedure is used, 

baseline emissions associated with secondary effects are inferred from baseline candidates or are 

estimated conservatively.  

Baseline procedures: Baseline procedures are methods used to estimate baseline emissions. The 

GHG Project Protocol for Project Accounting6 describes two procedures: 

- Project-specific procedure —This procedure produces an estimate of baseline emissions 

through the identification of a baseline scenario specific to the expected post-TA project 

activity. The baseline scenario is identified through a structured analysis of the post-TA 

project activity and its alternatives. Baseline emissions are derived from the baseline 

scenario and are valid only for the post-TA project activity being examined.  

- Performance standard procedure —This procedure produces an estimate of baseline 

emissions using a GHG emission rate derived from a numerical analysis of the GHG emission 

rates of all baseline candidates. A performance standard is sometimes referred to as a multi-

project baseline or benchmark, because it can be used to estimate baseline emissions for 

multiple project activities of the same type. It serves the same function as a baseline 

scenario but avoids the need to identify an explicit baseline scenario for each post-TA 

project activity. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
6 https://ghgprotocol.org/sites/default/files/standards/ghg_project_accounting.pdf  

https://ghgprotocol.org/sites/default/files/standards/ghg_project_accounting.pdf
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Annex II: Data Collection Templates 

 

Monitoring & Evaluation (M&E) Plan and Impact Statement Form 
Objective of the M&E Plan and Impact Statement:    

• The M&E Plan and Impact Statement must be designed based on the technical assistance 
(TA) Response Plan and must enable the Implementer to complete the Closure Report at the 
end of the assistance.     

Process for filling in the template:  

• The Implementer must identify relevant quantitative and qualitative indicators as specified 
in the Closure Report. A sub-set of indicators to monitor and assess must be chosen among 
these. 

• The Implementer may also identify other specific, measurable, achievable, relevant, and 
time-bound indicators suitable to monitor Activities, Outputs and anticipated Outcomes 
from the TA and add to the M&E Plan and Impact Statement.   

• During implementation of the TA or fast technical assistance (FTA), the Implementer must 
collect all relevant data as described in the M&E Plan. Aggregated data on selected 
indicators as well as an updated version of the Impact Statement will be presented in the 
Closure Report at the end of the assistance.   

 

 

Basic Information 

Title of Response Plan  

Technical assistance reference number  

Country/ countries  

NDE focal point and organization   

Sector(s) addressed   

Technologies supported   

Implementation period and total duration   

Total budget for implementation   

Designer of the Response Plan   

Implementer of Response Plan   
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(A) Outputs and 

Activities as 

described in the 

Response Plan 

(B) Indicator  

 

(C) Expected 

results  

(D) Method and 

frequency for data 

collection 

(F) Comments   

Output 1: Add title 

from the Response 

Plan 

Select relevant 

indicators from the 

Closure Report (at 

least one core 

indicator, Section B). 

You may also define 

additional relevant 

indicators to be 

added.  

 

Add the expected 

quantitative or 

qualitative 

target/value of the 

indicator (e.g. 

number of studies, 

policy 

recommendations, 

etc.).  

Describe the expected 

method and frequency 

for data collection 

(e.g. survey, head 

count at a training 

workshop, application 

of a standard 

methodology, etc.) 

Describe any 

assumptions made or 

anticipated challenges 

for collecting 

quantitative and 

qualitative data 

Activity 1.1      

 

Note: The information in the table below will be used by the CTCN for public communication of the 

achieved and expected results of the TA through the CTCN website www.ctc-n.org and other 

communication channels. See for example: https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-

n.org/files/benin_a_ag_forestry.final_.pdf 

Impact Statement 

 

Challenge  Approximately 500 characters with space 

CTCN assistance  1. 2 to 4 bullet points. Approximately 450 characters with space 

Anticipated impact  2. 2 to 4 bullet points. Approximately 250 characters with spaces. Include at 

least one of the core impact indicators from the Closure Report.  

Anticipated co-benefits from 

the TA 

3. Instruction: Please indicate expected co-benefits as described in the Response 

Plan and in the relevant deliverables 

Gender aspects of the TA 

4. Instruction: Please indicate if technical assistance will be supported by a 

gender analysis. Describe expected gender benefits as described in the 

Response Plan and in the relevant deliverables 

Anticipated contribution to 

NDC 

5. 2 to 4 bullet points. Approximately 350 characters with spaces. 

The narrative story  Approximately 1200 characters with spaces 

Please provide a brief description of the background and context for the 

technical assistance. Describe the main problems and barriers for climate 

http://www.ctc-n.org/
https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/benin_a_ag_forestry.final_.pdf
https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/benin_a_ag_forestry.final_.pdf
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change mitigation and/or adaptation in terms of climate technologies that 

the CTCN technical assistance will address. 

Contribution to SDGs  To the extent possible, please describe contribution to approximately 3 SDGs, 

including SDG13, with a few sentences for each SDGs concerned.  

A complete list of SDGs and their targets is available here: 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/partnership/register/. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/partnership/register/
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Technical Assistance Closure Report Template 

Objective of the technical assistance (TA) Closure Report 

• To communicate publicly in one document a summary of progress made and lessons learned 
during the TA toward the anticipated impact (Sections 1-4).  

• To document qualitative and quantitative data collected during TA, for use in donor and UN 
reporting (Annex 1).  
 

Steps for completing the TA Closure Report 

1. The lead TA implementer submits the closure report at the end of the TA as a final 
deliverable. The TA Closure Report will capture outputs, outcomes and impacts of all 
activities conducted under the TA. Please copy and summarize relevant material from 
previous TA outputs/deliverables and the Response Plan, as relevant.   

2. A CTCN Manager will review and revise the Closure Report before final approval by the CTCN 
Deputy Director.    

 

Important note on public and internal use of the Closure Report 

Once approved by the CTCN Deputy Director, the TA Closure Report will be a public document 

available on the CTCN website www.ctc-n.org. Selected content will be used for targeted 

communication activities. Annex 2 is for internal use only and will not be made publicly available.  

 

1. Basic information  
 

Title of Response Plan  

Technical assistance reference number  

Country / countries  

NDE organization   

NDE focal point  

NDE contact information  Email address  

Proponent focal point and organization  Name, organization, email  

Designer of the Response Plan Name, organization, email  

Implementer(s) of technical assistance Instruction: Implementers and other partner 

organisations are defined as the people and institutions 

engaged in the implementation of the TA 

Beneficiaries 
Instruction: Beneficiaries are defined as people and 

institutions benefitting from the TA  

Sector(s) addressed  Instruction: Select relevant sector(s) from the CTCN 

taxonomy https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-

taxonomy  

Technologies supported  Instruction: Please indicate the type of technologies 

supported by this assistance. Technologies may be 

identified from the CTCN taxonomy of climate sectors 

and technologies (download in pdf format and choose 

https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-taxonomy
https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-taxonomy
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from column C): https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-

taxonomy  

 

If technologies supported are not found in the taxonomy, 

please suggest.  

Implementation start date  (DD/MM/YYYY) 

Implementation end date (DD/MM/YYYY) 

Total budget for implementation  Instruction: In addition to financial value of the technical 

assistance, please also include if any pro bono or in-kind 

support has been provided by either the implementer 

and/or the national counterparts.   

Description of delivered outputs and products 

as well as the activities undertaken to achieve 

them. In doing so, review the logical frame of 

the original Response Plan and refer to it as 

appropriate 

 

Methodologies applied to produce outputs and 

products   

Instruction: Examples of methodologies: e.g. cost-benefit 

analysis; surveys and structured interviews with key 

stakeholders, etc.  

Deviations 

Instruction: Please describe any deviations from the 

Response Plan against the actual implemented activities, 

outputs and products 

Anticipated follow-up activities and next steps 

Instruction: Please describe planned follow-up activities 

after completion of technical assistance, including 

information on involved stakeholders and anticipated 

timelines.   

The following are some examples of next steps: 

• Submission of a draft law/policy developed by the 
CTCN to cabinet/parliament. 

• Follow-up and formal submission of funding proposal 
drafted with support from the CTCN. 

• Implementation of activities designed by the CTCN. 

• Dissemination of report drafted by the CTCN. 

Use of new expertise acquired during training led by 

CTCN. 
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2. Lessons learned 

 

 Lessons learned Recommendations 

Lessons learned from the 
CTCN TA process  

Describe lessons learned from 

following the steps of the TA 

process and interacting with the 

CTCN Secretariat. What were 

the challenges and essential 

factors contributing to 

successful implementation? 

Recommendations include  

• Steps which can be taken to 

improve the CTCN TA process 

• Considerations for increased 

success of similar efforts (i.e. 

regulatory, legal, stakeholders, 

communication, etc.) 

Lessons learned related to 
climate technology transfer 

 

Describe lessons learned, 
opportunities, and barriers for 
the use and deployment of the 
technology or technologies 
supported by the TA. The 
objective is to identify specific 
success factors for technology 
transfer. 

Recommendations include 

• Risk mitigation measures  

• Identified opportunities for 
overcoming barriers 

• Long-term sustainability (e.g. 
building endogenous capacities, 
funding opportunities, etc.)  

 

3. Illustration of the TA and photos  

For communication purposes, please provide 2-4 PowerPoint slides, including illustrations or charts, 

describing barriers, opportunities, methodology, activities, outputs and achieved results. The 

illustrations must be copied into the TA Closure Report but must also be delivered as PowerPoint files. 

Also, please provide at least five high-resolution pictures in jpg format, capturing technical assistance. 

The pictures should illustrate how the TA has impacted the lives of the beneficiaries in particular and 

the communities in general.   

 

4. Impact Statement 

The information in the table below will be used to communicate results and anticipated impacts of 

this technical assistance publicly. Please copy information from the impact statement developed in 

the M&E Plan and update as relevant.  

 

Challenge Approx. 500 characters with spaces 

CTCN assistance 2 to 4 bullet points. Approximately 450 characters with spaces 

Anticipated impact Summarize the problem statement and desired impact. 

Describe how the TA is expected to lead to the desired impact. 

Include description of stakeholders, deliverables and timelines. 

As a minimum, please include at least one of the core impact 

indicators from the Closure Report Annex.   

Co-benefits: Achieved or anticipated co-

benefits from the TA 

Instruction: Please indicate expected co-benefits as described 

in the Response Plan and in the relevant deliverables 

Gender aspects of the TA 

Instruction: Please indicate if technical assistance was 

supported by a gender analysis. Describe gender aspects 

identified and additional considerations taken to mainstream 
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gender (e.g. equal participation in trainings, gathering of 

gender-disaggregated data, etc.).  

Anticipated contribution to NDC 2 to 4 bullet points. Approximately 350 characters with spaces 

The narrative story Approximately 1200 characters with spaces 

Please provide a brief description of the background and 

context for the technical assistance. Describe the main 

problems and barriers for climate change mitigation and/or 

adaptation in terms of climate technologies that the CTCN 

technical assistance will address. 

Contribution to SDGs 

A complete list of SDGs and their targets is 

available here: 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/pa

rtnership/register/ 

To the extent possible, please describe contribution to 

approximately 3 SDGs, including SDG13, with a few sentences 

for each SDG concerned.  

 

 

 

5. Technical assistance data collection  

Please add quantitative and qualitative values for the indicators selected in the M&E Plan and 

monitored throughout the technical assistance in the tables below. Indicators which have been 

monitored in addition to the proposed indicators below may be added at the end of table A. Non-

relevant indicators should be left blank. 

 

A. Output and outcome indicators 
 

Indicator 
 
Please note indicators below highlighted as 
anticipated  

Quantitative 
value  
Numerals 
only; 
disaggregates 
must sum to 
the total  

Qualitative description 
List the various elements 
corresponding to the 
quantitative value as well as 
timelines and responsible 
institutions 

Total number of events organized by proponents and 
implementing partners 

6. List total 
number here 

7.  

Number of participants in events organized by 
proponents and implementing partners  

8.  9.  

a) Number of men 
10. List total 

number here 
11. Disaggregate by country 

b) Number of women 12.  13.  

Number of climate technology RD&D related events 14.  15.  

Number of participants in climate technology RD&D 
related events 

16. List total 
number here 

17.   
18.  

a) Number of men 19.  20.  

b) Number of women  21.  22.  

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/partnership/register/
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/partnership/register/
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Number of trainings organized by proponents and 
implementing partners 

List total 
number here 

List the title of the training 
sessions and capacity 
strengthening activities 

Number of participants in trainings organized by 
proponents and implementing partners 

List total 
number here 

 

a) Number of men    

b) Number of women    

Total number of institutions trained 
List total 
number here 

 

a) Governmental (national or subnational)  
List the name of organisations 
trained here 

b) Private sector (bank, corporation, etc.)  
List the name of organisations 
trained here 

c) Non-governmental (NGO, university, etc.)    
List the name of organisations 
trained here 

Percentage of participants reporting satisfaction with 
CTCN training (from CTCN training feedback form) 

 
Satisfied= 4+ on 5-point scale 

  

a) Percentage of men   

b) Percentage of women   

Percentage of participants reporting increased 
knowledge, capacity and/or understanding as a result of 
CTCN training (from CTCN training feedback form) 

 
Increased knowledge, capacity 
and/or understanding= 4+ on 
5-point scale 

a) Percentage of men    

b) Percentage of women   

Total number of deliverables produced during the 
technical assistance (excluding mission, progress and 
internal reports) 

List total 
number here 

 

a) Number of communication materials, including 
news releases, newsletters, articles, presentations, 
social media postings, etc. 

 List the name of the documents 

b) Number of tools and technical documents 
strengthened, revised or developed  

 List the name of the documents 

c) Number of other information materials 
strengthened, revised or created (e.g. training and 
workshop reports, PowerPoint, exercise 
documents, etc.) 

 List the name of the documents 

Total number of policies, strategies, plans, laws, 
agreements or regulations supported by the assistance 

List total 
number here 

 

a) Adaptation-related  
List the type and name of 
documents supported 

b) Mitigation-related  
List the type and name of 
documents supported 

c) Both adaptation- and mitigation-related   
List the type and name of 
documents supported 

Anticipated number of policies, strategies, plans, laws, 
agreements or regulations proposed, adopted or 
implemented as a result of the TA 

List total 
number here 
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a) Adaptation-related  
List the type of documents 
anticipated to be proposed, 
adopted or implemented 

b) Mitigation-related  
List the type of documents 
anticipated to be proposed, 
adopted or implemented 

c) Both adaptation- and mitigation-related  
List the type of documents 
anticipated to be proposed, 
adopted or implemented 

Anticipated number of technologies transferred or 
deployed as a result of CTCN support   

List total 
number here 

Instruction: List the type of 
technologies supported by this 
assistance. Technologies must 
be identified from the CTCN 
taxonomy of climate sectors 
and technologies (download in 
pdf format and choose from 
column C): https://www.ctc-
n.org/resources/ctcn-
taxonomy  

Anticipated number of collaborations facilitated or 
enabled as a result of technical assistance 

List total 
number here 

 

a) Number of South-South collaborations  
List the names of the 
organizations (excluding the 
CTCN or TA implementers) 

b) Number of RD&D collaborations   
List the names of the 
organizations (excluding the 
CTCN or TA implementers) 

c) Number of private sector collaborations  
List the names of the 
organizations (excluding the 
CTCN or TA implementers) 

Number of countries with strengthened National System 
of Innovation as a result of CTCN support 

 List names of countries 

Number of technology proposals developed through 
technical assistance anticipated to be supported by the 
GEF/GCF 

  

 

Insert any additional indicators here 
  

 

B. Core impact indicators 

Please fill in the tables for anticipated impacts of the CTCN assistance. Every technical assistance 

should contribute to at least one of the indicators below. For guidance on how to report on core 

indicators see the ‘M&E Guidance Document for TA Implementers’.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-taxonomy
https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-taxonomy
https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-taxonomy
https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/me-guidance-document-ta-implementers
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Core indicator 1 Anticipated metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) emissions reduced or avoided 
as a result of CTCN TA  

 Anticipated metric tons of CO2e reduced 
or avoided as a result of the TA on 
annual basis 

Anticipated metric tons of CO2e 
reduced or avoided as a result of the 
TA in total/life of project 

Quantitative value 

(emissions reductions) 

Total number (numerals only, no 
rounding or abbreviations) 

Total number (numerals only, no 
rounding or abbreviations) 

Unit tCO2e tCO2e 

GHG assessment 
boundary (project 
emissions) 

Identify expected post-
TA activities, associated 
effects and assess 
boundary for 
quantification of GHG 
emission reductions 

  

Baseline emissions 

Describe baseline 
scenario, baseline 
candidates, emission 
factors and emissions 
calculated 

  

Methodology  

Explain the method or 
process of verifying the 
indicator and how data 
was gathered 

  

Assumptions 

Describe assumptions 
made during 
calculation and 
quantification of GHG 
reductions 
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Core indicator 2  Anticipated increased economic, health, well-being, infrastructure 
and built environment, and ecosystems resilience to climate change 
impacts as a result of technical assistance 

 

Please provide a qualitative description of the anticipated impacts on 
the categories below 

Infrastructure and built environment 

Anticipated increased infrastructure 
resilience (avoided/mitigated climate 
induced damages and strengthened 
physical assets)  

 

Ecosystems and biodiversity 

Anticipated increased ecosystem 
resilience (areas with increased 
resistance to climate-induced 
disturbances and with improved 
recovery rates)  

 

Economic 

Anticipated increased economic 
resilience (e.g. less reliance on 
vulnerable economic sectors or 
diversification of livelihood) 

 

Health and wellbeing 

Anticipated increased health and 
wellbeing of target group (e.g. 
improved basic health, water and 
food security) 

 

 

 

Core indicator 3 Anticipated number of direct and indirect beneficiaries as a result of the TA 

 Quantitative value Means of verification 

Total beneficiaries Total number  

Number of adaptation 
beneficiaries 

 Describe calculation methods and assumptions made 

Number of mitigation 
beneficiaries 

 Describe calculation methods and assumptions made 

Number of adaptation 
and mitigation 
beneficiaries 

 Describe calculation methods and assumptions made 
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Core indicator 4 Confirmed and anticipated amount of funding/investment 
leveraged (USD) as a result of TA (disaggregated by public, private, 
national, and international sources, as well as between 
anticipated/confirmed funding) 

 Quantitative 
value 
confirmed in 
USD 

Quantitative 
value 
anticipated in 
USD 

Qualitative description 

List the institutions, 
timelines, and 
description or title of the 
investment  

Methods 

Describe methods 
used for 
quantification of 
funds leveraged  

Total funding  Total number 
in USD 
(numerals 
only, no 
rounding or 
abbreviations) 

Total number in 
USD (numerals 
only, no 
rounding or 
abbreviations) 

  

Anticipated amount of 
public funding 
mobilized from 
national/domestic 
sources  

    

Anticipated amount of 
public funding 
mobilized from 
international/ regional 
sources  

    

Anticipated amount of 
private funding 
mobilized from 
national/domestic 
sources 

    

Anticipated amount of 
private funds 
mobilized from 
international/regional 
sources  

    

 

Annex 2 (for internal use – to be filled in by the CTCN) 

This section will be completed by the relevant CTCN Manager.  

• Evaluation of the timeliness of the TA implementation as measured against the timeline 
included in the response plan 

• Evaluation of TA quality as defined in the Response Plan 

• Overall performance of the Implementers 

• Overall engagement of the NDE and Proponent 
• Lessons learned on the CTCN process and steps taken by the CTCN to improve.  
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Technical Assistance NDE Feedback Form 

This form is to be completed by the National Designated Entity (NDE) and the request applicant of the 

country which has received the technical assistance (TA). This form is also available in French and 

Spanish. 

This form will enable the CTCN to: 

1) Receive feedback on timeliness and appropriateness of the assistance provided 
2) Collect lessons learned, and improve the design and implementation of technical assistance 

based on successes and challenges encountered 
3) Track the results and effective use of its assistance in the country 
4) Identify possible impacts that the assistance will contribute to. 

Country:  TA Request 
reference 
number: 

 

Title of TA:  

 

PART I: Feedback on technical assistance delivery and achievements 

Please share how satisfied you were with CTCN Technical Assistance service by ticking the boxes 

below. Provide any comments you may have: 

Timeliness of Assistance 

 

1. The Response Plan was 
designed in a timely 
manner 

Strongly 
agree 

5 ☐ 
Comment: 

Agree 4 ☐ 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

3 ☐ 

Disagree 2 ☐ 

Strongly 
disagree 

1 ☐ 

 

2. The final deliverables 
have been 
implemented and 
delivered in a timely 
manner 

Strongly 
agree 

5 ☐ 
Comment: 

Agree 4 ☐ 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

3 ☐ 
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Timeliness of Assistance 

Disagree 2 ☐ 

Strongly 
disagree 

1 ☐ 

 

Appropriateness of Assistance 

 

3. The technical assistance 
activities have been 
well suited to the 
expressed needs and 
requirements of the 
request for CTCN 
assistance 

Strongly 
agree 

5 ☐ 
Comment: 

Agree 4 ☐ 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

3 ☐ 

Disagree 2 ☐ 

Strongly 
disagree 

1 ☐ 

 

4. The final assistance 
deliverables effectively 
address the expressed 
needs and requirement 
of the request for CTCN 
assistance 

Strongly 
agree 

5 ☐ 
Comment: 

Agree 4 ☐ 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

3 ☐ 

Disagree 2 ☐ 

Strongly 
disagree 

1 ☐ 
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Appropriateness (continued) 

 

5. Extent to which the 
assistance provided 
involved the private 
sector 

Significant 5 ☐ 
Comment: 

High 4 ☐ 

Medium 3 ☐ 

Low 2 ☐ 

Very Low 1 ☐ 

 

6. Extent to which gender 
considerations have 
been mainstreamed in 
the assistance activities 
and deliverables 

Significant 5 ☐ 
Comment: 

High 4 ☐ 

Medium 3 ☐ 

Low 2 ☐ 

Very Low 1 ☐ 
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PART II: Feedback on successes and challenges  

In order to help the CTCN better design and implement future assistance activities, please complete 

this section on any positive aspects and on any difficulties/challenges that were encountered during 

the planning and implementation of the assistance. 

 

1. What worked well? (e.g. a specific aspect of the assistance design and /or implementation helped to 
provide a particularly timely and/or appropriate response) 

 

 

2. Why was this the case? (e.g. the assistance deliverables were able to be 
defined/developed/disseminated in a particularly effective manner due to the quality of assistance 
design and/or implementation) 
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Please list difficulties/challenges that were encountered during the assistance’s implementation (if any), If so, 
please also include recommendations on how this could have been avoided and how it could be improved in 
the future.  

1. Describe difficulty/challenge encountered and any mitigating measures: 

2. Describe difficulty/challenge encountered and any mitigating measures: 
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PART III: Next steps 

Please complete this section by briefly describing the next steps that will be undertaken by national 

stakeholders to leverage the maximum benefits of the technical assistance  

 

The following are some examples of next steps: 

• Submission of a draft law/policy developed by the CTCN to cabinet/parliament 

• Follow-up and formal submission of funding proposal drafted with support from the CTCN 

• Implementation of activities designed by the CTCN 

• Dissemination of report drafted by the CTCN 

• Use of new expertise acquired during training led by CTCN 

1. Describe next steps (including timeline). Please be as specific as possible (i.e. who will use the products of 
the assistance, when, and for what): 
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ANNEX 1: Additional information  

 

If needed, please include any additional information here. Please also include if any pro bono or in-kind 
support has been provided by the national counterparts. 
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ANNEX 2: Supporting documents/material  

 

Please attach any documents/material which may be relevant and support the information contained 

within this form. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

67 

 

Post-Implementation NDE Survey  

Dear Sir/Madam, 

The following survey aims to collect information about the support received by countries from the 

Climate Technology Centre and Network (CTCN) and the Technology Executive Committee (TEC). The 

CTCN and the TEC provide support to countries via the National Designated Entities (NDEs) in the form 

of technical assistance, capacity building, networking, knowledge sharing and policy 

recommendations to accelerate technology transfer and deployment to enable climate change action.  

In order to provide the best possible assistance and evolve the Technology Mechanism’s support 

according to national contexts, the CTCN and the TEC each developed their own monitoring and 

evaluation (M&E) systems to track, evaluate, and report on the activities, results and expected impacts 

of their activities. This includes analyzing fulfilment of objectives and planned results of completed 

projects and support provided as well as actions taken within countries after Technology Mechanism 

support has been provided. gathering information on ex-post development.  

As key stakeholders of the CTCN and the TEC, National Designated Entities (NDEs) are invited to 

contribute to the M & E process by completing this survey to strengthen the capacity of the CTCN 

and the TEC to fulfil their mandate of enhancing climate technology development and transfer. NDEs 

will be asked to kindly respond to this survey every five years, with an additional simplified version 

of the survey provided once more during that period. The individual responses to this survey will be 

used for compiling information about CTCN and TEC performance to draw lessons learned, as well 

as to identify success stories and best practise examples for public communication of CTCN and TEC 

work.  

This survey should be filled by the NDE focal point directly. Please return it to [XX] by [XX]. If you have 

any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out for more information.  

SECTION I. Identification 

1. Country: 

2. First name/ Last name:  

3. Title / Position: 

4. Organization:  

5. Contact details 

a. E-mail 

b. Phone 

c. Website (if any)  

 

SECTION II. Outcomes and impacts of CTCN support 

With regard to each CTCN technical assistance project completed in your country, please answer all 

questions below without exception. If a question is not applicable, if there was no result or a 

negative result, or if the there is not enough information to answer the question, please state as 

such.  
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Name of Technical Assistance: 

Implementor: 

Reference Number: 

End Date: 

 

1. Has the NDE, proponent, or other relevant stakeholder further implemented the 

recommendations and next steps provided by this CTCN TA support? 

Instructions: If yes, please list and describe the tasks or activities conducted based on the TA’s 

recommendations and deliverables. 

2. In what ways have the recommendations and products resulting from this CTCN TA support 

been used to enhance technology development and transfer in your country?  

Instructions: Include any relevant follow-up activities, documents, policies, investments, or 

decisions to which the TA contributed to. Include titles, descriptions, approximate dates, and 

stakeholders involved. Describe the link between the TA and the follow-up activities, and the 

expected outcomes or impacts as a result of these activities. 

3. Did this CTCN TA support provided help leverage any additional funding or investment? 

 

Instructions: If yes, include the purpose of the funding/investment, name of the institution, 

amount, type (debt, equity, grant, etc.), and source of funding (public or private and 

domestic or international). This may include co-funding or funding leveraged via institutions 

such as GCF or GEF. Describe if no funding was leveraged, or if there is still an anticipation 

that funding may be leveraged as a result of this TA. Include an additional explanation or 

comment as needed. 

 

4. Describe any activities supported or influenced by this TA which have resulted in reduction 

of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and quantify the reduction as far as possible.  

 

Instructions: Please provide an estimate of the actual metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) 

reduced or avoided as a result of the CTCN support activity (both annually and cumulatively). 

Provide a description of the activities leading to this result and methodology or justification 

for the estimate. See the CTCN M&E guidance document for guidance on GHG accounting.7  

 

5. In what ways has this TA contributed to the development of policies, laws, strategies, 

systems or standards in support of climate resilient low-emissions development? 

Instructions: Please provide the name and a description of policies, laws, strategies, systems 

or standards to which the TA contributed and their status (proposed, adopted, implemented). 

Also describe the ways in which the TA contributed to this result. 

 
7  CTCN M&E guidance document for implementors: https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/me-guidance-document-ta-
implementers 

https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/me-guidance-document-ta-implementers
https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/me-guidance-document-ta-implementers
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6. How has this TA support or results mentioned above contributed to climate resilience in 
each of the following sectors? Please evaluate contributions to each aspect of climate 
resilience using the scale below and provide a detailed explanation and supporting evidence 
or examples. 

Scale: 5) Significant, 4) Moderate, 3) Minimal, 2) None, 1) Do not know 0) Not applicable 

Climate resilience aspect Score 
number 

Explanations and evidence 

a. Less vulnerable economies and more 
climate-resilient livelihoods 

  

b. Increased resilience of health and 
wellbeing and food and water 
security 

  

c. Infrastructure and built environment 
resistant to climate-induced damages 

  

d. Ecosystems resistant to climate-
induced disturbances 

  

7. In the medium term (5 to 15 years), will this CTCN TA support influence positively or 
negatively the following aspects of sustainable development? Please evaluate contributions 
to each aspect of sustainable development using the scale below and provide a detailed 
explanation and supporting evidence or examples. 

Scale: 5) Very positive, 4) Somewhat positive, 3) None, 2) Negative, 1) Do not know 0) Not 
applicable 

Sustainable development aspect Score 
number 

Explanations and evidence 

a. Advancement of gender equality and 
human rights 

  

b. Enhancement of environmental 
protection and environmental 
safeguards 

  

c. Economic and social well-being of the 
population 
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8. Which of the following enabling environments for climate technology transfer, dissemination 
and upscaling did this TA help address? Which of the following factors remain a barrier to 
climate mitigation and adaptation within the country? Please provide a rating based on the 
scale below. 

Scale: 5) Significant, 4) Moderate, 3) Low, 2) None, 1) Do not know, 0) Not applicable  

Enabling environment TA 
Contribution 

Brief comment on TA contribution 
and remaining barriers 

Country’s policy and regulatory framework   

Capacity to leverage additional funds   

Market conditions   

Institutional capacity to adopt, disseminate 
and/or scale up climate technology 

  

Technical capacity and quality of human skills   

Consumer preferences and social perceptions   

Information and awareness   

Others (add lines as necessary)   

9. How likely is it that the impacts of this TA  on climate change mitigation and adaptation can 
be sustained over time? 

Scale: 5) Very likely, 4) Likely, 3) Unlikely, 2) Very unlikely, 1) Do not know, 0) Not applicable 

 Score 
number 

Explanations and evidence 

Mitigation 

 

  

Adaptation 
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SECTION III. Contribution of TEC policy recommendations and publications 

TEC produces policy recommendations and publications on climate technology for developing 
countries in the form of policy briefs, key messages and recommendations, among others. The TEC 
main deliverables are housed in the TT:CLEAR web platform8 and made available to the stakeholders 
from all supported countries. 

The following section aims to identify whether these recommendations and publications have been 
useful to you and to your country. 

10. How would you describe your level of familiarity with the work of the TEC? Please choose the 
most appropriate answer. If your answer is c) or d) please specify what products you are 
familiar with. If your answer is a), you may skip the remaining questions.  

a. Not familiar at all: I have never heard of the TEC nor of its work  
b. Slightly familiar: I have heard of the TEC, but I don’t know exactly what it does  
c. Somewhat familiar: I know the TEC and I have a good understanding of its work  

Please specify the products you are familiar with: 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

d. Very familiar: I have extensive knowledge of the TEC products and / or I have already 
used TEC products.  

Please specify the products you are familiar with: 
_____________________________________________________________________ 

 

11. Among the policy recommendations and publications produced by the TEC, which ones have 
been disseminated in your country? 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

12. To what extent have they been disseminated? Please choose the most appropriate answer.  

a. Low dissemination/ only a few people know about them or have access to them 
b. High dissemination / documents and information were circulated among key players 

in relevant sectors 
c. Very high dissemination / all actors in relevant sectors accessed information 

 

 
8 https://unfccc.int/ttclear/tec 

https://unfccc.int/ttclear/tec
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13. To the best of your knowledge, how have these TEC products been used in your country? You 
may choose here several answers. Please explain your answers by providing concrete 
examples of products used and if possible, provide the type of actors involved.  

 

❑ They have been circulated to relevant entities  

________________________________________________________________________ 

❑ They have been read by the relevant governmental body in charge of climate technologies 

________________________________________________________________________ 

❑ They have been used as reference in other publications 

________________________________________________________________________ 

❑ They have been considered while making investment or other decisions 

________________________________________________________________________ 

 

❑ The recommendations have been followed to develop climate technology policies and 
programmes 

________________________________________________________________________ 

❑ The recommendations have been followed to promote climate technology development 
and transfer 

________________________________________________________________________ 

❑ They have been used to raise awareness of national stakeholders on climate change 
adaptation/mitigation issues 

________________________________________________________________________ 

❑ They have been used to train national stakeholders on technology transfer 

________________________________________________________________________ 

❑ Other (please specify) 

________________________________________________________________________ 
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14. How would you best describe the use made of these TEC outputs by the different stakeholders 
in your country? Please specify by marking with an X the way each actor used these outputs.  

Actors / Uses No use - 
they did not 
access nor 
review the 
information 

Access – 
they had 
access to 
the 
information 
and may 
have read it 

 

Considered 
– they took 
the 
information 
into 
account 
while 
making 
investment 
or other 
decisions 

Central to 
decision-
making – 
decisions 
were made 
based 
essentially 
on 
information 
provided by 
TEC 

Please specify title of 
the TEC output(s) used, 
name of the 
stakeholder and the 
context   

Governmental 
/ para-
governmental 
institutions 

     

Private Sector 
Organizations 

     

Non-profit or 
civil-society 
organizations 

     

Academia      

Others, please 
specify: 
_________ 

     

 

15. In your opinion, have TEC’s analyses and recommendations contributed to improving the 
capacity of national stakeholders to develop, deploy and disseminate climate technologies? 
(one answer only) 

a. No, not at all 
b. Yes, they have contributed a little bit 
c. Yes, they have contributed a lot 
d. Not applicable 

Please explain your answer:  

________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________ 
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16. Have you used the TEC products to prepare TA requests for the CTCN? Please explain your 
answer: a. Yes (please provide details on the recommendation/publication used and the TA 
request) 

                      
________________________________________________________________________ 

 

b. No (why not?)  

________________________________________________________________________ 

 

17. Overall, how satisfied are you with the TEC support in terms of:  

 Very dissatisfied Somewhat 
dissatisfied 

Somewhat 
satisfied 

Very satisfied 

Outreach, 
networking and 
stakeholder 
engagement 

    

Knowledge 
management, 
peer learning and 
capacity building 
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Event and Training Reporting Template 

Title of event/training   

Start date DD/MM/YYYY 

End date DD/MM/YYYY 

Location (Address)   

Location (City)  

Location (Country)  

Type of event 
 Regional forum 

 Focal point workshop 

 Project development support 

 Incubator programme 

 SME clinic 

 Other event: 

 Other training:  

Executive summary  Please describe the results and anticipated impact of the event or 

training 

Highlights and key take aways  
• Name of speakers, sessions, and presentations 

• Key points from sessions and presentations 

Quotes Please add any interesting quotes from participants you may have 

collected, for communication purposes 

 Next steps  

Total number of participants  

Total number of male participants  

Total number of female participants  

If the event was a training:  

Number of institutions trained 

 

If the event was a training:  

Name and type of institutions trained 

 

If applicable, which Network members 

were involved in planning and 

implementation of the event/training?  
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If applicable, which operating entities of 

the Financial Mechanism or MDCs co-

organized the event/training?  

 

Did the event have an RD&D 

component?  

 Yes 

 No 

Add brief description:  

 

Did the event have an innovation 

component?  

 Yes 

 No 

Add brief description:  

 

Did the event have a private sector 

engagement component?  

 Yes 

 No 

Add brief description:  

 

If possible, indicate which funding 

source supported this event or training 

 

 

NDE engagement 

Did you engage with any NDEs during this event or training? Please describe any updates you may 

have received on TA’s:  

 

TA UPDATES 

Name of Technical Assistance   

Reference number  

Country  

Description of update  

Source of update  

 

Annexes 

Please add agenda, pictures and participant list disaggregated by gender and country as an annex.  
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Training Evaluation Form 

Title of training  

Start date DD/MM/YYYY 

End date DD/MM/YYYY 

Location (Address)   

Location (City)  

Location (Country)  

 

 Strongly 
disagree (1) 

Disagree 
(2) 

Neutral 
(3) 

Agree 
(4) 

Strongly 
agree (5) 

I. Learning objectives  

The training contributed to my understanding 
of the topic  

     

The format of the training was well suited to 
the learning objectives  

 

     

II. Content relevance 

The training received is useful in relation to my 
work  

 

     

The training enabled me to share professional 
experiences with colleagues 

 

     

III. Overall satisfaction 

The length of the training was adequate for 
the objectives and content 

 

     

The training allowed adequate time for 
questions and discussions  

     

Overall, I am satisfied with the training 
provided  

 

     

      
Do you have comments on the presentation of the course? ___________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 
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Please indicate your previous level of knowledge on the topic addressed in the training  

No prior understanding 

(1) 

Some prior understanding  

(2) 

Good prior understanding 

(3) 

Very good prior 
understanding  

(4) 

    

 

Please indicate your level of knowledge increase on the topic addressed in the training  

Not increased    

(1)     

Moderately increased 

(2) 

Somewhat increased 

(3) 

Significantly increased 

(4) 

    

 

Additional comments:  

 


