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Abstract

Global attention to the greenhouse gas emissions from deforestation and forest degradation is
increasing. There is a growing recognition of reducing emission from deforestation and forest
degradation plus (REDD+) as an effective way to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in the forestry
sector. The Republic of Korea is implementing REDD+ pilot projects in four Southeast Asian
countries as part of its efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. This study evaluates countries
with the potential to become priority partner countries for Korea’s REDD+ programs, using the
following five criteria: The first criterion is that a country should include the forest sector and
REDD+ in its national plan for reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. The second and third
criteria refer to an average forest coverage rate of over 44% and a forest change rate of over - 0.1%,
among the countries with forest cover of more than 10 million ha. The fourth criterion is that the
country should meet the Forest Reference Emission Level requirements, one of the four elements
of the Warsaw REDD+ Framework. The fifth criterion is that the country should have bilateral
relations with the Republic of Korea in forestry while at the same time be a partner country for
cooperation on climate change as well as a REDD+ pilot country. Based on our evaluation, we
conclude that the first priority countries are Indonesia, Cambodia, and Myanmar. The second
priority countries include Brazil, Ecuador, and Peru. Finally, the third priority countries are
Columbia, Congo, and Mozambique. This study suggests that for the selection of priority partner
countries, Korean REDD+ programs should center on existing REDD+ pilot countries.

Keywords: bilateral forest cooperation, climate change, GHG emission reduction,
nationally determined contributions (NDCs), reducing emission from
deforestation and forest degradation plus (REDD+)
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SHSto)| Tk BT & o)A (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, IPCC)2] 2018 S E 1A= AHJH-&
3 Abd S| 3kel ZH2- E x]o] g ¥3tof| o3t RAZtA Hl|Eo| AR Tha 0 & =01, 2007 FE 2016174

HiEE 2A7FATZE A MA B vlEEe] oF 23%E AR RHthal B 15 tHWMO, 2019). 74
2KThe United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, UNFCCC)-2 7HX==+2] AF2| 718 4l Ak
W3S WA|sto] A 7EA vlE TS 745531 A} 5= REDD+ (reducing emissions from deforestation and forest
degradation plus)Z Post-2020 7] ERIs}A| Ao} Tedsto] 2 o5k 8 7] 0 & =513 QITHUNFCCC, 2007; Seok
and Yoon, 2010; Park and Oh, 2012; Duchelle et al., 2019).

REDD+E= 9917158313 oFstol| A] BHE mAYZ 0 & 2005 EE Lo d& A4} GALZE3]
(Conference of the Parties, COP)0l| 4] AFIH20] 2 A7 AHIE 712850 2 QIS 713 A0 A] 2] 02 =
9] ]I th(Kim et al., 2011; Park and Youn, 2012; Bae, 2013). ©]5 2007\ A| 132} GAFZZ 3] (COP13)ol| A= AFd A,
A &7s et A7 B, At A A X152 E3toh= | 35418 REDD+E &7 6F A Th(Park et al., 2016).

% UNFCCCe] ot # A 2ol M= At i Aszol| A 7= d=o] At A 9 A w|gt=
FE o= vlE®E £07] /g T2 24 REDD+E HE = AFE i} f-2uete] 72, “Ahd#0F 2030
SA7IA AEEHEEY £ 2™ 20301 24 7EA HiE A2 85081 THE 0|, 2030 HIE AT A]
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(business as usual, BAU)"™H] 37%% 758 Aot 715 & wiEaF2 s368RtEC 2 558 E AAsIqlr)
S AL, 1 E, 45, 1718 5 R 4S5 uE32 5749 THE S §A5kE ZhohEaF 38 3T E 2 A&
29 &83 oS 5o &2 YU AEo]tHKFS, 2019a).

AR 20| =3t TAsto] U of 72 1970 - 1980t 2 H A o] & #5t2 &5 o|rbsterA 4
S&o] Ztas A0 2 oAEH 20304 54229 THCO,)S 2013 AFH Q] LAI7EA B a4 7HluHCO,)
THH] 53%7FA] 2|42 Q1 ZhA7} o/ H THKES, 2019a). 0] 213 &0l A =ejol| o] 4kl & x3let 2A7EA TH&
AFie] F2/do] mold Zlo g Helrk

E35], A 0 2= N==o] AR Ru|sh W] A o] A7EA ZE ho 2 Bzbe| T Q) om 7HE ko] o] &
21252 REDD+ AU A AAE 919t BAS 7HESkohal Qi) ol €51 o290, 5Y-2 ODAE 53 REDD+
o|si7|Hkg 2| Ystar Qlom, B2 FxFFHH o] 7|WFSt JCM (joint crediting mechanism)©]2h= FEf2] REDD+
Model ProjectZ 57 Z0]] QITHLee et al., 2010; Noh et al., 2012; Yoon et al., 2014; Park et al., 2016; KFS, 2019b).

Ne=o] AblRtu|at ®ER] Ad Q] REDD+7F AR =2} 7 e =e] RA7EA Zh5 o 8 BLZbE| W REDD+AL
PR M-S g AR o] 7HEEHE 1 = AF=ollA f-Eluete 201213 R g Fdot 47]=()1 = Ul Ao}, ZHE o},
o] Qka}, 2k A)ofl REDD+AHAFES 3271 Z0]thKFS, 2019b; Park, 2019). Z|Zoll= Al 4ojA] 2215+ 4+ L]
o}e}o] REDD+AIRAMY At AP ghAA ol A A7} 7hs3F b S 6572 SHEsHQIT. SAarlEd
7HA (g =) 2 &2 gHikstH eF 30082 o] /2] 7| o]t

FZ 2020971A] 2A7FA HEE A2 30% 75 AP EERE AASHHA AR RN E TS
H3} O)-3-2 98 REDD+FZ1 e 2 o’ & 20110)] =FotHA] AlH=7F A7ol] Qlo] REDD+RAE], FAp
A, 719EA A0S 242 QIEU|Alof, n|Qkah, ZhE oo}, Fej, ofehito], 2t A, HIEH, PNG (Papua New
Guinea), U, 7] 27| 2 A8 5 107]=-& SEZ7LE A4S o] F A7 8] 717+ Zetste] 2012 0)=
12t @ =7ke 23 =7 E LRkl 12} FE =2 Iy Ao}, bl Rk}, ZHE Tol ke A 2} 2] =-2 PNG,

of71, A BAlol F3ksto] o] olx] YAFe] 7107, Holelzrol ZekElx] Eakithe HolA] o] A
oL g7 A S B B2 S ook FANSIoIA] 2 7SR ol Y7L, W ol Akt HEts
2031 1A\ S 5712 0 2 7J0kero 24 Hek Hekalo] 3 AukA9] REDD+ AN 3718 4 ek
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3, o] QI Aol ZE7|E02 AT AR Bol U M S E 5 Aaofzie] 2010 7| £02 o] o]
Ak HollM 0|zl Wshe EARES 71208 PRI Bad Aolehs Az 4715l e Aol
ogh= ehel 20221d0] W S8V} ool o] 4| BAH 0 2 Rrbee] w FR/bTS R ARl R E Syt
1, AR AN E 34T-0.2 S UA Pt EE chuste ol 7ol Best Jrhe He
aefsieict.

Sefuehe 20161 71 A7k jE A 1191012 $4714 0.2 9| 75 FRE sfolshe F712A
o] A7 REDD+E 2708 941 2)9) FRTiah 7o) AL A7 HSHE R 45 thepsil] nelstel Hak
o o RA 7| FNs} thS Wak op e} Eukalel ehaniE B 5 W0 Aupt S FrhE 4 9
= s} gt

HNF

Materials and Methods

o] ALof| A= 17k 7| S S A o] My at £ 2 AYARFE ER1sH7] 9fs UNFCCC BAH 22 59
At FEsh= 2h, 3h] REDD+E Y tld=12 A5 fisto] Zb=he] AP Ql 2A7tAzhS AgiE%]
A o)x], 2A7IAE A S| AH Y s /d & A 02 A7 S flg A& Sielnh
7], 71F0] AR 50l A)s} 3 2of7] $15) UNFCCC S0l 17 H REDD+ 5 YAjo] =05 1
ot} B 2ts W JHE S35k}l

Z}=rof| A A& NDC (nationally determined contribution) 521 A2 2020 dAH & 1847=0] A|E5IA} o,
of7]olli= 203018 7FA] 9] 2A7EA AHEA|E, TE-2oks ekl lok B REDD+ 9l 8l &5 B4 22
H2AR} T2 Q] 9]39] 47F4] QA =7, I7ERIE 7|, AR EYER, PR 1E5EEE £
A5}, 2| B 114 (Biennial Updated Report, BUR)S 53t REDD-+0| 3 A1}= =51t

o)} A Z+=o] A st Al H EE8-S Lot E 7] 95l, FAOCI 4] EHai St ‘Global Forest Resources Assessment,
2020, Key findings & Zal5to] MAAFD 2o} HSIEA 523 &9151% 1L, 2015 ‘Global Forest Resources
Assessment' 2] SAIAEES Foll AFTHA] 1,002 ha o)/d2] 571HE0] AHE & AR 580 P2 AHES AL &
A9 7|&& thaat 2ol A7 skl
Fig. 1213 REDD+ -4 @8 thAd=71 7ol 3lof

7
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Fig. 1. Priority countries selected based on forest area and rate of deforestation.
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chgo = AR EakE ) T 2L 7|52 Hestol 94 Wel RIS 149, 249, 492
F25t0] At

<7|% 1>NDC Al&=7t24 4+ B REDD+23 =7}

<71 2> 2015\ 7|F 02 A2 0] 1,0005F hao] /gl =7}k

<& 3> Bt AR AE(1990 FE] 2015E7HA]) - 010131 =7}

<7|& 4> HF2AFE} REDD+XZ2]| 9 2] 2 47} 0|8 2 715 FREL/FRL > (forest reference emission level/forest reference
level) 271 > 5217}

<7)& 5> AT FAFE Y S s 7| S SHEE T
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Fig. 2. Priority country selection process flow chart. NDC, nationally determined contributions; WFR, Warsaw
Framework for REDD+, REDD+, reducing emission from deforestation and forest degradation plus, FREL/FRL,
forest reference emission level/forest reference level.
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Results and Discussion

NDC H|E =27} M

20139 ESHE Bi2ARo| A Ae 2193} 7] SRS oF FARTE2|(COP 19)0l14] “Zb=o] Axz A SH= 7]
021 "}ok(intended nationally determined contribution, INDC)” 05' EHE 2020 o]Z o] =B R E AlEsh=d| o5t
31 o] 53l m|Foll A D& 202} 7] S oF GAFZ-2](COP 20)011 4 INDC 2H/g A| 3] of] thigh LA s}l he]st
%ﬂf}(Jeong, 2015; Lee, 2015; Jeong and Hwang, 2016).
b8 7]oPISHINDC)R Z1F0] 242 H5tE A2 Aeisel it 43 SEE AZsE 359
H 51 2] (common but differentiation responsibility) 2! =37}8 71 (national circumstance)S 1.8, A2 =+-2 AchzF
ERYAS FAISHL 7 a2 A ARks 2doh= SRS 714 0 2 Aol e = 5FQltt T3k ZF = 7to]]
20209 7}A] 7] AERA 7HEPE 2K (long-term low greenhouse gas emission development)= Fe5to] A| &3S
SFH tHKim et al., 2017).
201941 7€7FA] UNFCCCO| NDCE AlE3t =7H= & 184722 2 o] F A& 7HE410 2 51T A|, REDD+
o3& 23St 7 7h= 527)=to| ULt o] & thEH 2 FHE51H Table 12} 2T

i)

R

Table 1. Countries that include the forestry sector and REDD+ in their NDCs.

Classification Africa (23) Latin America (16) Asia (10)-Oceania (3)
Countries Burkina Faso Brazil Bhutan
Burundi Colombia Cambodia
Cameroon Guyana India
Chad Peru Laos
Congo Uruguay Indonesia
Cote d'Ivoire Ecuador Myanmar
DR Congo Belize Nepal
Equatiorial Guinea Costa Rica Sri Lanka
Ghana El Salvador Thailand
Guinea Guatemala Vietnam
Guinea-Bissau Haiti Fiji
Liberia Honduras Papua New Guinea
Madagascar Nicaragua Vanuatu
Malawi Panama
Mozambique Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Rwanda Suriname
Sierra Leone
Sudan
Tanzania
Togo
Uganda
Zambia
Zimbabwe
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W= /g=to] A A2 At 7 A (deforestation) 2} 42HeH | Sh(forest degradation), 12|31 AFg] o] Bt L
ATAS A It} (Alounsavath et al., 2019). WEHA REDD+E &114 0 2 Z25}7] 9JajA], At 80| =11 At
A80] F2 Ao} = 7ol A7 E = Q/do] QlthBae and Seol, 2012).

SHH, Angelsen (2009)2 4 % 0] (forest transition)d =& AP HA T} A 882 A HZ oo] E2 A
T e AR08 2 BN At A 8B ol AHlEiH o] Zo} STt i AllwAo] Sofib
AP SR BRIsteh ol Bol e AR e 7k F7ke) 49 2AkA 4% Hfo] 1
$o] 271517 Q= FHSol Tl A = A8, A gE|s S a1] 913 M3 19l REDD+] #710] B asith
& 4= A th(Fonesca et al., 2007; Bae and Seol, 2012).

o] AtolAl= At o] XA EAHA oA 2 Aok HI &2 UEUl= AHE & AFA 80 =& el = At
A 58S ZAKIGIT 20159 7] 0 & AFdHZA o] 1,0008F haol} =7HE<] Aot AN EES A i}
Table 27 O H, o] 5 7152 APt AHHE2 44%, 1990 5] 201587H4| o] 58

Bl oo L

HF2 A} REDD+Z| 93

2013 A|19xF GALR}F F3]o| A= REDD+0l| thet 2|54 o] 2 ‘B2 AR} REDD+Z | 4 9] 3 (Warsaw
Framework for REDD+, WFR)' S 2Hd 5+ Th(Lee, 2018; Kim, 2019; Kim et al., 2019).

HF2 AR} REDD+ZE| Y F= 7H == FARRA| 5718 7481} 52 ol w2} REDD+ol| thgh 4714] 7])k2
= & A2 835t ok AR, =7H Q1 = -2 &5 A€ (national strategy for action plan, NS/AP)2] =1, =41,
=7H AR HiE 715497 (forest reference emission level, FREL) S4= AF2] 7] %M (forest reference level, FRL) T, AU,
=7Mol tigh 2| 2A419] A k9] HU e Haet b ehHetal Breh 27 o] A HUER AlA
&l 713 (national forest monitoring system, NFMS), UAl, G312 Q1 =7} abg] A d A 9l 2]ojALg] 2rlEo] Hejet
Z| 2} £55H= 59] QP | (safeguard information system, SIS) TF-S 23511 Q] Th(Kim and Bae, 2014).

& Aol A= REDD+HFEAR} T2 Q9] 3 4714] 821F FREL" S 9A1e9] 571 Aok 240 353
T} FREL2 tHE 37119] 4-oh= th2A] GA-2 Bl=7H Q1 22| 9] 2| H 7|& A7 2 ¥ UNFCCC A&
7+g 2 5to] Y7+ Hrofof St whata] Th-E 37F2] .70 vlsl] ZHbA Q1 7|4 1§ 7}7} 755kl UNFCCCe)
72 555 T150] A2l SHoA AF 7Fsdithes A& 4Rt shict. ZF = 7ol| thsto] HE2 AR} REDD+
22| A3 4712 2.40f] T ek 2412 Table 37} 2.

=

[ =)

rot

Zto| Atalsizd XXl

O T -

r

AFEZ-2 Table 49+ Zro] 2020 A 33711} FAFAH & 2P Fo|H, tiFE 2= obAlop7t 157 =7H=2 7
o, 5o 9 FEn] 9, ok ej7t 5, {5 W @ AlofYolrt 47li=toltt. o] & Ut F 53] fElEokollA dA2el
REDD+5 7| S H3}ke} Hadsto] e W8-S Bl Qs 77k QlevA|oh RaE, S5 n|Qka}, e, B
244 Solct.

SHH AF)A L LAIZEA 229] ZF2E R 2 9J5) REDD+AIHAIY S 7151 QU Th(Table 5). 73 W] A|ZHH I
ZYJA|o} REDD+AFE-2 2012100 A12F5to] 20190 250, F-2 37H=-FHET]o}, n]Qknf, 2k A)2 A}
Aol X ZFoll Ak AlHAIYZ 53l REDD+IRENE F(reference level)Ad 7, A1 E =7HSIREDD+5 (R
25837 ALS]- AN 2L N X9 9 Z7FHQIREDD+ HEFrE S 2| Y5kl Q1.om REDD+ o] s#AIAL 5

HulF L ARA TG A] Q12 A7) 25 = AFdS 53 S| THKES, 2019b).
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Table 2. Average forest coverage rate and forest change rate in 2015.

State of forests
Country Area (1,000 ha) Forest cover (%) Forest change rate (%)
Angola 57,856 464 -02
Argentina 27,112 99 -1.0
Australia 124,751 16.2 -0.1
Bolivia (Plurinational State of) 54,764 50.6 -0.5
Botswana 10,840 19.1 -09
Brazil 493,538 59.0 -04
Cameroon 18,816 39.8 -1.0
Canada 347,069 382 0.0
Central African Republic 22,170 35.6 -0.1
Chile 17,735 239 0.6
China 208,321 22.1 1.1
Colombia 58,502 52.7 -04
Congo 22,334 654 -0.1
Cote d’Ivoire 10,401 327 0.1
Democratic Republic of the Congo 152,578 673 -02
Ecuador 12,548 50.5 -0.6
Ethiopia 12,499 114 -0.8
Finland 22218 73.1 0.1
France 16,989 31.0 0.7
Gabon 23,000 89.3 0.2
Germany 11,419 328 0.0
Guyana 16,526 84.0 0.0
India 70,682 23.8 04
Indonesia 91,010 53.0 -1.1
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 10,692 5.8 0.7
Japan 24,958 68.5 0.0
Lao People’s Democratic Republic 18,761 81.3 02
Madagascar 12,473 214 -04
Malaysia 22,195 67.6 0.0
Mexico 66,040 34.0 -02
Mongolia 12,553 8.1 0.0
Mozambique 37,940 482 -0.5
Myanmar 29,041 442 -12
New Zealand 10,152 38.6 02
Norway 12,112 39.8 0.0
Papua New Guinea 33,559 725 0.0
Paraguay 15,323 38.6 -13
Peru 73,973 57.8 -02
Russian Federation 814,931 49.8 0.0
Spain 18,418 369 12
Sudan 19,210 103 -0.8
Suriname 15,332 954 0.0
Sweden 28,073 684 0.0
Thailand 16,399 321 0.6
Turkey 11,715 152 0.8
United Republic of Tanzania 46,060 52.0 -0.8
United States of America 310,095 338 0.1
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 46,683 529 -04
Viet Nam 14,773 47.6 1.8
Zambia 48,635 654 -03
Zimbabwe 14,062 364 -1.8
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Table 3. Status of readiness regarding 4 elements of the Warsaw REDD+ framework.

Classification

NS/AP

NEMS

SIS

Indonesia
Ecuador
Malaysia
Paraguay
Brazil
Chile
Colombia
Cambodia
Mexico
Bhutan
India
Nepal
PNG
Costa Rica
Ghana
Zambia
Cote d’Ivoire
DR Congo
Ethiopia
Viet Nam
Myanmar
Tanzania
Uganda
Sri Lanka
Guyana
Madagascar
Panama
Nigeria
Lao PDR
Congo
Peru
Honduras
Mogolia
Mozambique
Suriname

e}

O O 0O 0O 0O O O ©

~
O
~

O

O O O 0O 0O 0O O O O

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO@OOOOOOOOOé

REDDH, reducing emission from deforestation and forest degradation plus; NS/AP, national strategies/action plan; NFMS, national forest
monitoring system; SIS, safeguard information system; FREL/FRL, forest reference emission level/forest reference level.

Table 4. Status of Korea’s bilateral cooperation in forestry.

Classification Asia Africa North America, Latin America Europe & Oceanis
Countries Indonesia Tunisia Uruguay New Zealand
China Algeria Paraguay Australia
Mongolia Benin Chile Austria
Viet Nam Ethiopia Ecuador Russian Federation
Myanmar Morocco Brazil
Cambodia Argentina
Japan Canada
Philippines Dominican Republic
Kazakhstan Costa Rica
Kyrgyzsatn
Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan
Lao PDR
Iran
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Table 5. Korea’s REDD+ pilot projects.

Classification Indonesia Cambodia Myanmar Lao PDR

Project period 2013-2019 2015-2021 2015-2022 2018-2022
Project area 14,749.86 ha 70,042 ha 69,000 ha 110,000 ha
Project cost 3,000,000 USD 1,600,000 USD 1,400,000 USD 700,000 USD

REDD+ @2 94 thd=2 A4317] 9131 NDC AZ 3715 A 2 3ts)
2 sp7to]] ol Abdle) B4 @ 48 E45H ATt Table 67} 20| UERTE 0] F 247k~ 215 grfeio 1 2 *J%‘
B 1000“]’ha o] A} o] tH A AH-8- 449 o]/\P AFIHZA] 7+ A8-0] - 0.1%0]A4R] =Z7= EE} A Z=2 H]O]— ZaF
URIFZE, B, okt w2, gk of, ok, olF= 2, QI HAokR 117) 7T 5 9] =7k
& HFEAHF REDD+Z2| Y 9] 3 4t] 2.4 5 FREL2 1S 5Alofl FZ513{Th

A 2ok FAFEY = o A RARAo|M o) 7SS ¥ =2 Bebd, /=y Ao, mlQkaf, H| £ o]
FE=2 5 7ol £ o FAH o2 e 57 A B Table 720 2.

1591 9 =71 AMHARE S 3590 v Ao, mlQknf, ZhHE tjotz MAskl L, Hepd, o) %, ot =
5 A SAFE =2 2891 2 A sieith

U 2] 3¢9 @8 8AlE ob AT REDD+ 310470 9 o] =2 Z-8H]oh 3oL, 3L WIFEe=, &2
R PRI DERSE i

chah, 2 rohs AR 7]Zo] 10002 haoll O 0] XX 2 THE 7S B 5511 9lo] 14:9]o] T
shgih. e 40| A 149l0f TatE|A| 290 L} REDD+ AlRARI=710] 1L kel Zo 2 Aleliofo]
A4 Qelo] stk HolA B A% 0218 Bzt sl A

HEYe] 49T PR A go] 7AYotk ME o] nlo|uAR B 49 7| FHst FHdToR
A 94 e k= Tefe wast ik

34:9] 7He thH 2 ofe)z} x|ofe] 27pr} R Eelut, Seluzke] thEH WZ o) A7|vheat o) WAl B
Aol S-S A %3 FAE ] A1 2 vteld ™ et Qlrka Bejt,
T3 REDD+ H2 94149 F7He AR A & U A S 8)0] mlet 42T 0 2 BAJSHH 15:9] 271S
QI QI=H|A|oF, m]Qknf, ZHEEjob= IAREH O] f1Fo] F2 FaEskal 9}8 = & 4= QU 53], n]ekuks el
A ol 7h7ke Mol 238 Uk HIEe] 79 AE-8o] 18%, Bk 02%2 Z75Hs 2H|2
PR 911311 249) W 34:9) W UPFFIHE S AU E BN 169 F7hECkE A S o] 34 7
A5HA] AL 7k So] & o 248 S-S & 4 ATh(Fig. 3).
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Table 6. Evaluation results for the Selection of REDD+ priority partner countries.

. State of forests Bilateral relations (0)- .
Classifi- - . Pilot
cation Country Area Forest coverage rate  Rate of deforestation (FREL) Priority partner country for countries

(1,000 ha) (%) (%) UNFCCC (o)
1 Belize 1,366 599 -0.7
2 Bhutan 2,755 723 04
3 Brazil 493,538 59.0 -04 o o
4 Burkina Faso 5350 19.6 -1.0
5 Burundi 276 10.7 -02
6 Cambodia 9,457 53.6 -12 o o o
7 Cameroon 18,816 39.8 -1.0
8 chad 4,875 39 -13
9 Colombia 58,502 527 -04 o
10 Congo 22,334 654 -0.1 o
11 Costa Rica 2,756 54.0 03 o o
12 Cote d’Ivoire 10,401 327 0.1 o
13 D.R Congo 152,578 673 -02 o
14 El Salvador 265 12.8 -14
15 Equatorial Guinea 1,568 559 -0.7
16 Fiji 1,017 557 0.3
17 Ghana 9,337 41.0 03 o
18 Guatemala 3,540 33.0 -12
19 Guinea 6,364 259 -0.5
20 Guinea-Bissau 1,972 70.1 -0.5
21 Guyana 16,526 84.0 0.0 o
22 Haiti 97 35 -0.7
23 Honduras 4,592 41.0 -23 o
24 India 70,682 23.8 04 o
25 Indonesia 91,010 53.0 -1.1 o
26 Lao PDR 18,761 81.3 0.2 o
27 Liberia 4,179 434 -0.7
28 Madagascar 12,473 214 -04 o
29 Malawi 3,147 334 -09
30 Mozambique 37,940 482 -0.5
31 Myanmar 29,041 442 -12 o 0,0 o
32 Nepal 3,636 254 -1.1
33 Nicaragua 3,114 259 -1.5
34 Panama 4,617 62.1 -04
35 Papua New Guinea 33,559 725 0.0
36 Peru 73,973 57.8 -02 o a
37 Rwanda 480 19.5 1.7
38 Sierra Leone 3,044 425 -0.1
39 Sri Lanka 2,070 33.0 -04 o o
40 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 29 69.2 0.3
41 Sudan 19,210 103 -0.8
42 Thailand 16,399 321 0.6
43 Tanzania 46,060 52.0 -0.8 o
44 Togo 188 35 -50
45 Uganda 2,077 104 -33 o
46 Uruguay 1,845 10.5 34 o
47 Vanuatu 440 36.1 0.0
48 Viet Nam 14,773 47.6 1.8 o 0,0
49 Zambia 48,635 654 -03
50 Zimbabwe 14,062 364 -1.8
51 Ecuador 12,548 50.5 -0.6 o o
52 Suriname 15,332 954 0.0 o

REDDH, reducing emission from deforestation and forest degradation plus; WRE, Warsaw Framework for REDD+; FREL, forest reference emission level;
UNFCCC, The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.
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Table 7. Partner countries classified by priority.

Classification 1 Priority" 2 Priority” 3 Priority”
Target countries Indonesia Brazil Colombia
Myanmar Ecuador Congo
Cambidia Peru D.R Congo
Zambia
Mozambique
Tanzania
Potential candidate countries Lao PDR, Viet Nam
NDC, nationally determined contributions; REDD+, reducing emission from deforestation and forest degradation plus; FREL, forest reference
emission level.

* Countries meeting the criteria of NDC, REDD+, forest area, forest coverage rate, rate of deforestation, FREL and bilateral relations (priority
partner countries for cooperation on climate change) as well as REDD pilot countries.

¥ Countries meeting the criteria of NDC, REDD+, forest area, forest coverage rate, rate of deforestation, FREL and bilateral relations (priority
partner countries for cooperation on climate change).

* Countries meeting the criteria of NDC, REDDH, forest area, forest coverage rate, rate of deforestation and FREL.

Forest Change Rate(%)

A
-1.5
sCambodia
sindonesia
-1.0 sMyanmar
mTanzania,
-0.5 aEcuador
aBrazil
mColombia, Mozambique
o1 aPeru
mCongo, D.R Congo, Zambia
« - » 100%
% of forest 44% 50% 80%
0.5 eLlao FDR
1.0
@®1st priority
AZnd priority
B3rd priority 15
A Vietnam
2.0
Y

Fig. 3. Distribution of forest coverage rate and forest change rate by priority partner country.
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Footnote

1) @A o] Qo] F7HA Rl 2AVEA AE2A|E HoHA| ¢ 45 7R nl viE T YA

2) https://wwwd4.unfccc.int/sites/NDCStaging/Pages/All.aspx

3) https://redd.unfccc.int

4) Stage 1: High forest cover, low deforestation rates, Stage 2: High forest cover, high deforestation rates, Stage 3: Low
forest cover, high deforestation rates, Stage 4: Low forest cover, low deforestation rates, Stage 5: Low forest cover,
negative deforestation rates.

5) REDD+&-5-2 0|3 ul A[ZMA|ol| tiv| et 732 REDD+E-5-2] A2 Hlof sh=d|, ofw2] A|ZPAIH &
AtelHlZ 7524 (forest reference emission level, FREL) 22 A+ 7|24 (forest reference level, FRL) ©| 2} St

6) COP17914+= 12/CP17 22 58l ZF Z7H=0lAl 7162 7ol AFEE AHujE7|s4/4 7124 o
Axg AAH o7 A AL 235kt AlEH %)= UNFCCCY] YAto|EE Fol 3-F-E THKFS,
2019b).
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