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Recommended Council Decision

The Council, having considered document GEF/GBFF.05/05, Results Framework the Global
Biodiversity Framework Fund, approves the modifications to the Results Framework, and
requests the Secretariat to take the next steps outlined in the document to implement the
new GBFF Results Framework, effective July 1, 2026.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1. This document proposes modifications to the Results Framework of the Global
Biodiversity Framework Fund (GBFF), as requested by the Council at its fourth meeting in June
2025. The proposed changes are to improve the ability to monitor, and report on, the Fund’s
contribution to the implementation of the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework
(KMGBF) by better aligning GBFF portfolio-level results indicators with the KMGBF monitoring
framework adopted by the 16™ Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological
Diversity in February 2025.

2. The proposed GBFF Results Framework is structured with eleven GBFF indicators and 26
sub-indicators to enable reporting on portfolio-level contributions to all KMGBF targets included
for focused support in the GBFF Programming directions. It also proposes to introduce new
requirements and guidance for project-level results frameworks and data provision to improve
portfolio-level analyses and biodiversity outcome measurements. Furthermore, the document
outlines next steps and modalities for rolling out the new Results Framework, including
development of guidelines for all GBFF indicators by the sixth meeting of the Council.

3. Two annexes are provided. The review of headline and binary indicators of the KMGBF
monitoring framework (Annex A) details the rationale for incorporating a subset of KMGBF
indicators in the GBFF Results Framework and explains anticipated methodological alignment.
Annex B presents the list of GEF-8 core indicators currently used in the GBFF, including the subset
of GEF indicators that are proposed to be retired from the GBFF Results Framework.



INTRODUCTION

1. As decided under the GBFF Programming Directions?, the GBFF adheres to the GEF Trust
Fund policies on project monitoring and evaluation. A subset of the current suite of eleven GEF
Trust Fund Core Indicators, 39 sub-indicators, and indicators on project cycle performance are
thus currently used to monitor implementation performance of the Kunming-Montreal Global
Biodiversity Framework (KMGBF), in overall consistency with the GEF-8 Results Measurement
Framework?.

2. The GBFF Programming Directions, approved by the GEF Council in June 2023, foresaw
that an additional set of results indicators would be introduced to monitor policy elements of
projects supported by the GBFF to complement the GEF Trust Fund Core Indicators. These
additional indicators were to draw on previous GEF experience in monitoring policy development
and implementation in the Biodiversity Focal Area, and on indicators proposed as part of the
monitoring framework for the KMGBF. The Programming Directions recognized that, since the
latter was still under discussion by Parties at the time of the approval of the Council document,
indicators may be introduced when the monitoring framework is formally agreed and if the
agreed methodology is applicable to GEF projects. It further recognized that it would require, in
many cases, adjusting these indicators for application at the project level. A list of potential
additional indicators was included in Annex 2 of the Programming Directions.

3. At its second resumed session convened from February 25 to 27, 2025, the 16%
Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD COP 16) adopted the
Monitoring framework for the KMGBF3, which includes a set of more than 40 headline and binary
indicators covering the Framework’s goals and targets.

4, At its fourth meeting, in June 2025, the GBFF Council requested the GEF Secretariat to
develop a proposal to enhance the GBFF Results Framework for consideration by the Council at
its fifth meeting.*

5. As requested by the GBFF Council®, the Secretariat carried out a consultation process to
develop the enhanced GBFF Results Frameworks proposed in this document, which incorporates
inputs from a range of stakeholders, including GEF Agencies, GEF Scientific and Technical
Advisory Panel (STAP), Observers to the GBFF Council, the GEF Indigenous Peoples Advisory
Group (IPAG), and the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD). Consultations
were organized over July to August 2025, and in November 2025.

1 GEF, 2023, Programming Directions for the Global Biodiversity Framework Fund, Council document
GEF/C.64/06/Rev.02.

2 GEF, 2022, GEF-8 Results Measurement Framework, Council document GEF/C.62/Inf.12/Rev.01

3 CBD, 2025, Monitoring framework for the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework, Decision 16/31.
4 Decision GBFF 2/2025, Progress Report on the Global Biodiversity Framework Fund.

5 GEF, 2025, Progress Report on the Global Biodiversity Framework Fund, GEF/GBFF.04/03.



https://www.thegef.org/sites/default/files/documents/2023-09/EN_GEF.C.64.06.Rev_.02_GBF_Fund_Programming_Directions.pdf
https://www.thegef.org/sites/default/files/documents/2022-09/Results_Framework_Guidelines_2022_06_30.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-16/cop-16-dec-31-en.pdf
https://www.thegef.org/sites/default/files/documents/2025-05/GEF-GBFF.04.03_Progress%20Report%20on%20the%20Global%20Biodiversity%20Framework%20Fund.pdf

6. The enhancement of the GBFF Results Framework is to improve the ability to monitor and
report on the Fund’s contribution to the implementation of KMGBF. It is focused on indicators
that are complementary to the GEF core indicators and seeks to ensure a reasonable reporting
burden for projects. The enhancement concerns the set of indicators to measure the impact of
the portfolio of GBFF projects. It is thus to include only indicators that can be aggregated across
projects. The GBFF will continue to use GEF Trust Fund indicators on project cycle performance,
which are meant to be used across the entire GEF Family of Funds.

7. This work dovetails the parallel development of the GEF-9 Results Management
Framework (RMF) under the GEF-9 Replenishment process, in line with COP 16 guidance® that
“the outcome and indicators for the ninth replenishment of the GEF Trust Fund and associated
monitoring processes should be effective in their ability to assess the contribution of
programming to the attainment of the three objectives of the Convention, the implementation
of its Protocols and the implementation of the Framework”. The proposal also addresses COP 16
guidance that GEF reports should provide disaggregated data related to Indigenous Peoples and
local communities (IPLCs).

ENHANCED GBFF RESULTS FRAMEWORK

8. Following a detailed review of each headline and binary indicators agreed of the KMGBF
monitoring framework (see Annex A) and of current GEF-8 core indicators (Annex B), it is
proposed to structure the GBFF results framework with eleven core indicators and 26 sub-
indicators. Table 1 presents these core indicators and sub-indicators.

9. The enhanced Results Framework includes 17 new indicators directly applied or adapted
from the KMGBF monitoring framework.” The underlying methodology, to be further refined
through guidelines, will align with that of the KMGBF monitoring framework8, with adaptation as
necessary for application at the project level. Such alignment will enable the GBFF to report on
its contribution to the KMGBF in a way that is directly relevant to CBD processes. It will also
support countries with GBFF projects in their national reporting to the CBD.

10. In particular, 17 of indicators and sub-indicators that are part of the GEF-8 Results
Framework and thus already in use in the GBFF are proposed to be maintained® in the enhanced
GBFF Results Framework. These indicators are likely to be also included in the GEF-9 Results
Framework, which will contribute to coherence in reporting and to simplifying access by sharing
common requirements and approaches across the GEF Family of funds.

11. All KMGBF targets listed for support in the GBFF programming Directions through GBFF
Action Areas are covered by at least one GBFF indicator (Table 1). Indicators measuring tangible

6 CBD, 2025, Financial mechanism, Decision 16/33.

7 GBFF indicators 1, 3, 5, 8.1 to0 8.4, 9.1 t0 9.8, 10.1 and 10.2 (see Table 1 and Annex A).

8 CBD, 2024, Revised guidance on using the indicators of the monitoring framework of the Kunming-Montreal
Global Biodiversity Framework, CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1

% GBFF indicators 2,3.1,3.2,3.4,4.1t0 4.4,6,6.1t0 6.4, 7, and 11 (see Table 1 and Annex B).



https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-16/cop-16-dec-33-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/c/0e41/c47f/bb027375eccf000e655c490a/cop-16-inf-03-rev1-en.docx
https://www.cbd.int/doc/c/0e41/c47f/bb027375eccf000e655c490a/cop-16-inf-03-rev1-en.docx

project impact were prioritized. For KMGBF targets where no existing GEF indicator was available
and KMGBF headline indicators were not feasible at project level (see Annex A), policy and
process-based indicators adapted from the KMGBF binary indicators are used: they are
regrouped under GBFF indicator 9 “Policies and processes created or strengthened to implement
the Kunming Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework (number)”. The methodology for sub-
indicators under GBFF indicator 9 would be fully aligned with the corresponding KMGBF binary
indicators (Annex A). This would ensure GBFF indicator 9 captures all the instances when a
country is able to report an improvement on these binary indicators to the CBD as a result of a
GBFF project.

12. In line with the streamlining agenda of the GEF and related requests by the CBD COP, only
a subset of KMGBF headline and binary indicators are proposed to be included in the GBFF Results
Framework to maintain a manageable reporting burden. In addition, 24 indicators currently
included in the GEF-8 and GBFF Results Frameworks are proposed for removal (see Annex 2).
Based on the GEF Trust Fund and GBFF programming track record, and given the GBFF
Programming Directions, these 24 indicators are unlikely to be relevant to a sufficient number of
projects to warrant their use at the portfolio-level.

13. The resulting enhanced GBFF Results Framework would include a total of 37 indicators
and sub-indicators. Accounting for disaggregation, the Results Framework includes 59 data
points. In addition, a subset or all of future GEF-9 RMF indicators currently in development to
capture socio-economic co-benefits would be applied in the GBFF results framework to ensure
better coverage of KMGBF targets 8 and 11. In comparison, the GEF-8 RMF has 52 indicators and
sub-indicators to serve five focal areas.

14, All GBFF projects will be requested to report on direct beneficiaries (GBFF indicator 11),
disaggregated by gender, youth and IPLCs, and on all other relevant, including at least one other,
indicator(s) of the GBFF Results Framework.



Table 1 Proposed GBFF Results Framework Mapped to the Goals and Targets of the Kunming-
Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework (KMGBF)

KMGBF
GBFF indicator goal /
target
1. Area under participatory, integrated and biodiversity-inclusive spatial plans (hectares; A1

disaggregated Terrestrial/Marine)

2. Area of ecosystems under restoration (hectares; disaggregated by ecosystem type'©) A2

3. Conservation areas created or under improved management (hectares; disaggregated
Terrestrial/Marine)

3.1 Protected areas newly created (Terrestrial/Marine)
3.2 Protected areas under improved management effectiveness (Terrestrial/Marine) A3
3.3 OECM newly created (Terrestrial/Marine)
3.4 OECM under improvement management effectiveness (Terrestrial/Marine)

4. Area under improved management outside of conservation areas (hectares;

disaggregated by Terrestrial/Marine)
4.1 Area of landscapes under improved management to benefit biodiversity (hectares)
4.2 Area of marine habitat under improved management to benefit biodiversity 2’05’131’
(hectares) !
4.3 Area of High Conservation Value or other forest loss avoided (hectares)
4.4 Globally over-exploited fisheries moved to more sustainable levels (metric tons)

5. Companies disclosing their biodiversity-related risks, dependencies and impacts B, 15

(number)

6. Chemicals of global concern and their waste reduced (metric tons)
6.1 Low-chemical/non-chemical systems implemented (number)
6.2 Avoided residual plastic waste (metric tons) 7
6.3 POPs/Mercury containing materials and products directly avoided (metric tons)
6.4 Highly Hazardous Pesticides eliminated (metric tons)

7. Greenhouse gas emissions mitigated (metric tons) 7,8
8. Finance mobilized or realigned (US dollar) D'lg&
8.1 Domestic public funding mobilized (US dollar) 19

8.2 Private funding (domestic and international) mobilized (US dollar)

8.3 Subsidies and other incentives harmful to biodiversity identified with elimination,
phase-out, or reform initiated (US dollar) 18
8.4 Positive incentives created or strengthened (number)

9. Policies and processes created or strengthened to implement the Kunming Montreal
Global Biodiversity Framework (number)

9.1 of which for the sustainable use of wild species 9

9.2 of which to reduce the impact of invasive alien species 6

10 Forests; Natural grass ecosystems and woodlands; Degraded agricultural lands; Wetlands and coastal
ecosystems; Freshwater ecosystems; and Marine ecosystems (see Annex A for details).



KMGBF

GBFF indicator goal /
target

9.3 of which for the fair and equitable sharing of benefits related to genetic resources, C 13
including associated traditional knowledge and digital sequence information !
9.4 of which to ensure that large and transnational companies and financial 15
institutions implement target 15
9.5 of which for biosafety, the handling of biotechnology and the sharing of its 17
benefits
9.6 Of which to support actions by IPLCs for biodiversity 22
9.7 Of which to support actions by women and girls for biodiversity 22,23
9.8 Of which to support actions by children and youth for biodiversity 22

10. Support to actions by IPLCs for biodiversity (US dollars)

10.1 Strengthened security of tenure in lands and territories held or used by
Indigenous Peoples and local communities (hectares)

10.2 Indigenous and traditional territories supported (hectares) 22
Number of National or sub-national frameworks supporting actions by IPLCs for
biodiversity developed or strengthened (From indicator 9.6)

Number of IPLCs beneficiaries (From indicator 11)

11. Number of beneficiaries (disaggregated by gender, IPLCs, youth) All

PROJECT-LEVEL RESULTS FRAMEWORK AND SPATIAL DATA PROVISION

15. In line with the GEF Policy on monitoring®!, all GBFF projects are already required to
include project-level results frameworks at CEO endorsement request stage. Projects’ results
frameworks include a comprehensive set of indicators tailored to measure project outcomes,
with baseline and targeted values at mid-term and project end.

16. GBFF projects’ results frameworks will be required to include all GBFF indicators (Table 1)
that are relevant to the project, including GBFF indicator 11 and at least another GBFF indicator.

17. GBFF projects’ results frameworks will also be encouraged to draw extensively in the
headline, binary, component or complementary indicators of the KMGBF monitoring framework
to better measure their contributions to the KMGBF goals and targets.

18. Project-specific results framework will be requested, whenever feasible and relevant, to
include indicators of biodiversity outcomes to complement and underpin the proposed GBFF
indicators, which includes best available proxies. Biodiversity outcome indicators that can be
aggregated at portfolio level across a wide range of projects, can be attributed to the activities
of a typical five-year project, and do not involve disproportionate monitoring costs are indeed
not yet available. Indicators may include, inter alia, relevant KMGBF indicators, the contributions

11 GEF, 2025, Policy on monitoring, ME/PL/03.



https://www.thegef.org/sites/default/files/documents/2025-06/GEF_ME.PL_.03_Policy_on_Monitoring_2025_Update_.pdf

of the intervention towards reducing the risk of species extinction!?, changes in population sizes
of indicator species, (phylo)genetic, species or functional diversity, ecosystem functioning or
services, ecosystem extent or condition, and landscape connectivity.

19. Finally, GBFF projects will be requested to provide polygon data for the location of project
interventions at CEO endorsement stage. All GEF projects are already encouraged to provide
geospatial data and locations are available through the GEF Geospatial Platform.!* However, the
information currently captured is not systematically precise enough to fully assess project’s
biodiversity relevance and outcomes. It relies on project locations, which alone do not convey
the perimeter covered by project interventions. Polygon data will enable efficient portfolio-level
disaggregation (e.g., by biome), and more precise portfolio-level analyses without unduly
increasing the reporting burden at the project level (e.g., analysis of portfolio overlap with Key
Biodiversity Areas, with indigenous and traditional territories, or analysis of change in land cover
as proxy of portfolio impact, including post project completion).

NEXT STEPS AND RoLL OuT

20. Following approval by the GBFF Council, the GEF Secretariat will develop detailed
guidelines for all GBFF indicators in consultation with Agencies and relevant stakeholders, and
present the guidelines for information to the Council at its sixth meeting. The new Results
Framework will be incorporated in the GEF information system and GBFF templates for use by all
GBFF projects.

21. From July 1, 2026, all new GBFF project submission will be required to use the enhanced
Results Framework. All GBFF projects and PPG requests approved before this date will be
requested to transition to the new Results Framework at the next project cycle stage, i.e., in the
CEO endorsement request submission or in the next Project Implementation Report.

22. Changes made as part of the GEF-9 Replenishment process to the GEF core indicators and
sub-indicators that are included in the GBFF Results Framework will also be reflected before the
roll-out of the GBFF Results Framework. This will also include the introduction of indicators to
capture socio-economic benefits that are under development for the GEF Trust Fund. Such
alignment will contribute to streamlining access and facilitate national level reporting of impacts
from projects supported by the GEF Family of Funds.

12 For example, as measured through the Species Threat Abatement and Restoration (STAR) metric derived from
the IUCN Red List.
13 https://maps.worldbank.org/toolkit/gef?status=active&gef=true



ANNEX A: REVIEW OF KMGBF HEADLINE AND BINARY INDICATORS

1. The following table includes all headline and binary indicators agreed by the CBD COP as
part of the monitoring framework of the KMGBF.2 For each indicator, it explains the proposal to
apply, adapt or not use the indicator in the enhanced GBFF Results Framework.

2. Each KMGBF headline or binary indicator was reviewed for its complementarity to existing
GEF Core indicators and feasibility for project-level and portfolio-level results monitoring.

3. Binary indicators were also assessed for their added value compared to reporting on the
number of projects and corresponding GBFF funding addressing a specific target, since projects
are already to tag themselves, with justification, on the KMGBF targets to which they have a
tangible contribution.

4, The table includes preliminary information on the methodology that would be used for
the newly introduced indicators, aligning as much as possible with that of the KMGBF indicators.
The detailed methodology for each GBFF indicator will be defined in guidelines to be developed
through a consultative process and presented to Council for information at its sixth meeting. For
indicators shared with the GEF Trust Fund, the methodology will align with that included in the
guidelines on the GEF-9 Results Management Framework that will be developed in parallel over
the same timeframe.

KMGBF KMGBF Headline or Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF
Goal / . . . .
Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
Target
A A.1 Red List of Ecosystems | These indicators relate to the global progress on
biodiversity. Changes in these indicators over a 5-year
A.2 Extent of natural period are difficult to detect and cannot be attributed to the
ecosystems financing support of the GBFF alone. As such, they do not
A3 Red List Index lend themselves to be tracked at project level.
A.4 The proportion of It is suggested that GBFF uses GEF core indicators 1-5 as
populations within species | best available proxies to capture biodiversity outcomes
with an effective related to goal A. The GEF core indicators are included as
population size greater GBFF indicators 2, 3 and 4 in Table 1.
than 500
B B.1 Services provided by The methodology for indicator B.1 is not yet finalized, and
ecosystems this indicator does not seem feasible at project level at this
stage. According to CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1%* "22
countries compiled biophysical ecosystem services accounts
at least once and 15 countries compiled monetary
ecosystem services accounts at least once during the period

14 CBD, 2024, Revised guidance on using the indicators of the monitoring framework of the Kunming-Montreal
Global Biodiversity Framework, CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1



https://www.cbd.int/doc/c/0e41/c47f/bb027375eccf000e655c490a/cop-16-inf-03-rev1-en.docx
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KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

Goal / Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
Target
2019 to 2023. Ideally ecosystem services accounts would be
compiled annually, but in practice few countries would have
the capacity to do this, so accounting periods of three to five
years are more likely " and "further testing is underway to
finalize the methodology for developing an aggregate index
of trends in ecosystem services that draws on data from
ecosystem services accounts."
It is suggested not to apply this indicator at this stage.
B.b Number of countries Given GBFF Action Area 5 on sustainable use, it is suggested
with policies or actions for | to apply an adapted version of indicator 9.b focused on
implementing and sustainable use in the GBFF Results Framework. See
monitoring the comments on KMGBF Target 9 below and GBFF indicator 9.1
sustainable use of in Table 1.
biodiversity and the
maintenance and
enhancement of nature’s
contributions to people,
including ecosystem
functions and services
C C.1 Monetary benefits As mentioned in CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, data compilation

received in accordance
with applicable
internationally agreed
access and benefit-sharing
instruments

C.2 Non-monetary
benefits arising from
applicable international
access and benefit-sharing
instruments

for bilateral benefit-sharing may be challenging due to the
existing systems for recording data, confidentiality issues
and national capacity. The collection of benefit-sharing data
was not mandatory or foreseen under the Nagoya Protocol.
It is suggested not to apply C.1 at this stage.

The underlying methodology for C.2 requires compiling six
sub-indicators, including a sub-indicator on “Capacity
building, capacity development and/or trainings” that is not
yet defined. Given not all components are defined and to
keep the number of indicators manageable, it is suggested
not to apply C.2. at this stage.

13.b Number of countries
that have taken effective
legal, policy,
administrative and
capacity-building
measures at all levels, as
appropriate, to ensure the
fair and equitable sharing
of benefits from the

It is suggested to apply a slightly modified version of
indicator 13.b in the GBFF Results Framework:

“Policies and measures for the fair and equitable sharing of
benefits from the utilization of genetic resources,
associated traditional knowledge and digital sequence
information created or strengthened (number)”

See GBFF indicator 9.3 in Table 1.

The methodology would fully align with that of 13.b, which
uses a set of six questions with five possible answers to each




KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

_f;aglelt Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
utilization of genetic (No; Under development; Partially; Fully; Not Applicable)
resources and from digital | (see CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1). Results would be reported
sequence information on | under the GBFF indicator if, and only if, activities supported
genetic resources, as well | Py GBFF projects led to improvement in the response to at
as traditional knowledge least one of these six questions compared to the baseline
associated with genetic before project start (e.g. change in response from “Partially”

to “Fully”).
resources

D D.1 International public D.1. The GBFF already reports on its own funding, plus the
funding, including official co-finance leveraged. No changes are suggested.
development assistance
for conservation and D.2 It is suggested to add an indicator to capture domestic
sustainable use of public funding mobilized through GBFF projects. It will
biodiversity and include co-finance from public domestic sources, and

domestic finance generated as direct results of GBFF
ecosystems ) L g . .
projects within their lifetime (e.g. Ecological Fiscal Transfer,
D.2 Domestic public public budgeting interventions, levies).
funding on conservation See GBFF indicator 8.1 in Table 1.
and sustainable use of
biodiversity and D.3. It is suggested to add an indicator to capture private
ecosystems funding (domestic and international) on conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity and ecosystems generated,
D.3 Private funding leveraged through GBFF projects. It will include co-finance
(domestic and from private sources, as well as private finance generated as
international) on direct results of GBFF projects (e.g. Park fees, Payment for
conservation and ecosystem services schemes, funds mobilized on capital
sustainable use of markets through bond issuances) within their lifetime.
L . See GBFF indicator 8.2 in Table 1.
biodiversity and
ecosystems GBFF Indicator 8 “Finance mobilized or realigned” would
capture the sum of GBFF financing, co-financing leveraged
from all sources, domestic public and private finance
mobilized through GBFF project interventions, and harmful
subsidies with steps taken towards realignment as part of
GBFF projects.
1 A.1 Red List of Ecosystems | See above — Objective A. It is suggested not to apply.

A.2 Extent of natural
ecosystems

1.1 Percentage of land

and sea area
covered by
biodiversity-

It is suggested to add an indicator “Land and sea area
covered by participatory, integrated and biodiversity-
inclusive spatial plans (hectares)” supported by GBFF
projects (GBFF indicator 1 in Table 1)




KMGBF
Goal /
Target

KMGBF Headline or
Binary Indicator

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF
Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators

inclusive spatial
plans

It is recognized that, as per CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, there
is currently no agreed methodology for KMGBF indicator 1.1.
The challenge is that qualitative aspects of existing plans are
usually not measured. For GBFF, the proposed indicator
would capture new or updated plans developed thanks to
GBFF projects and for which qualitative elements
(participation, integration, consideration of biodiversity) are
under the control of projects.

GBFF projects would report on GBFF indicator 1 the surface
area covered by plans developed or updated through their
interventions that are:

- Integrated, i.e. the result of a whole-of-government
process to create land and sea use plans to achieve
social, economic and ecological objectives for
sustainable development

- Biodiversity-inclusive, i.e. taking into account all
relevant information to safeguard biodiversity in
spatial planning processes

- Participatory, i.e. developed involving relevant
stakeholders and rightsholders in decision-making,
ensuring that the voices of rightsholders and
particularly marginalized groups are appropriately
taken into account

Minimum quality criteria for each of these dimensions will
be considered during the development of the guidelines for
the GBFF Results Framework.

The surface area of protected areas with management plans
developed or updated thanks to a GBFF project would be
included.

This indicator will capture the successful completion of the
planning process. It would not require implementation. The
results of implementation would be reported under other
GBFF indicators, including GBFF indicators 2, 3, 4 and 10.1.

1.b Number of countries
using participatory,
integrated and
biodiversity-inclusive
spatial planning and/or

To keep the number of indicators manageable, it is
suggested not to apply this indicator but to use the new
indicator above (“Land and sea area covered by biodiversity-
inclusive spatial plans (hectares)”).

10




KMGBF
Goal /
Target

KMGBF Headline or
Binary Indicator

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF
Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators

effective management
processes addressing
land- and sea-use change
to bring the loss of areas
of high biodiversity
importance close to zero
by 2030

2 2.1 Area under restoration

This maps directly to GEF Core indicator 3 (Area of land and
ecosystems under restoration) that is included as GBFF
indicator 3 in Table 1.

The only change compared to the GEF-8 indicator is to
better align disaggregation with the typology of ecosystems
used in the KMGBF monitoring framework, i.e. the IUCN
Global Ecosystems Typology®®. The disaggregation for
ecosystem restoration would be:
e Forests (IUCN categories T1 and T2)
e Natural grass ecosystems and woodlands (including
Shrublands and Savannas) (IUCN categories T3, T4,
T5, T6)
e Degraded agricultural lands (Croplands, sown
pasture, etc.) (IUCN category T7)
e Wetlands and coastal ecosystems (including
mangroves) (IUCN categories TF1, FM1, MT, MFT)
e Freshwater ecosystems (rivers, streams, and lakes)
(IUCN category F)
e Marine ecosystems (including coral reef, seagrass
meadows) (IUCN category M)

This will notably enable capturing restoration of marine and
freshwater ecosystems, which the GEF-8 core indicators do
not currently do.

KMGBF indicator 2.1 includes the optional disaggregation by
indigenous and traditional territories. Given GBFF Action
Area 2, it is suggested to add an indicator “Indigenous and
traditional territories supported” (GBFF indicator 10.2 in
Table 1) to capture the spatial scale of GBFF’s support to
IPLCs stewardship. The surface area reported under GBFF

15 Keith, D. A., Ferrer-Paris, J. R., Nicholson, E., & Kingsford, R. T. (2020). IUCN global ecosystem typology
2.0. Descriptive Profiles for Biomes and Ecosystem Functional Groups.

11




KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

species establishment

Goal / Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
Target
indicator 10.2 may overlap with the surface area reported
under GBFF indicators 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 10.1.
3 3.1 Coverage of protected | This indicator maps directly to GEF Core indicators 1
areas and other effective (Terrestrial protected areas), 2 (Marine protected areas),
area-based conservation 4.5 (Terrestrial OECMS) and 5.3 (Marine OECMS), which are
measures (OECMs) included under GBFF indicator 3 “Conservation areas
created or under improved management” in Table 1.
The change suggested compared to GEF-8 is to regroup
protected areas and OECMs in a single GBFF indicator that
will directly map to KMGBF target 3 and KMGBF indicator
3.1.
KMGBF indicator 3.1 includes the optional disaggregation by
indigenous and traditional territories. Given GBFF Action
Area 2 it is suggested to add an indicator “Indigenous and
traditional territories supported” (GBFF indicator 10.2 in
Table 1) to capture the spatial scale of GBFF’s support to
IPLCs stewardship. The surface area reported under GBFF
indicator 10.2 may overlap with the surface area reported
under GBFF indicators 1, 2, 3,4, 5 and 10.1.
4 A.3 Red List Index See above — Objective A. It is suggested not to apply.
A.4 Proportion of
populations within species
with an effective
population size greater
than 500
5 5.1 Proportion of fish The GEF/GBFF already uses the following:
stocks within biologically | - Core indicator 8 Globally over-exploited fisheries moved to
sustainable levels more sustainable levels
No changes are suggested.
5.b Number of countries To keep the number of indicators manageable, it is
with legal instruments or suggested not to apply 5b, given the GBFF programming
other policy frameworks directions do not focus on trade, which has been covered
for regulating trade in wild | historically by the Global Wildlife Programme under the GEF
species Trust Fund.
6 6.1 Rate of invasive alien To keep the number of indicators manageable and given the

challenge to measure impact on rate of establishment within
the lifetime of a project, it is suggested not to apply 6.1.
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KMGBF KMGBF Headline or Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF
Goal / . . . .
Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
Target
6.b Number of countries It is suggested to apply a slightly modified version of
adopting relevant indicator 6.b:
regu]ations' processes and ”Regulations, processes and measures created or
measures to reduce the strengthened to reduce the impact of invasive alien
impact of invasive alien species” (GBFF indicator 9.2 in Table 1)
species In line with CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, GBFF projects would
report if they contributed to the creation or implementation
of regulation or processes on either:
-prevention of introduction and establishment
-reduction of introduction and impacts
-eradication and control of invasive alien species.
The methodology would align with that of KMGBF indicator
6.b, which is based on a set of three questions with four
responses possible to each. Results would be reported under
the GBFF indicator if, and only if, activities supported by
GBFF projects led to improvement in the response to at least
one of these three questions compared to the baseline
before project start (e.g. change in response from “no” to
“under development”).
7 7.1 Index of coastal The underlying methodology of KMGBF indicator 7.1 and 7.2
eutrophication cannot be readily adapted to capture the results of project-
level interventions. It is thus proposed not to apply this
7.2 Pesticide environment | indicator.
concentration and/or
aggregated total applied The GEF/GBFF already uses:
toxicity'® GEF core indicator 9 Chemicals of global concern
and their waste reduced
and its sub indicators:
GEF 9.7 Highly Hazardous Pesticides eliminated.
GEF 9.5 Low-chemical/non-chemical systems
implemented, particularly in food production,
manufacturing and cities
GEF 9.6 POPs/Mercury containing materials and
products directly avoided
GEF 9.8 Avoided residual plastic waste
It thus proposed to keep these GEF indicators. See GBFF
indicator 6 in Table 1.
8 8.b Number of countries It is not suggested to import this indicator to keep the
with policies to minimize number of indicators manageable and because it is not
the impact of climate central in any GBFF Action Area.

16 parties may choose to report on pesticide environment concentration and/or aggregated total applied toxicity
headline indicator, depending on the availability of methodology and in accordance with their national
circumstances and technical capacities
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KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

agricultural area under
productive and
sustainable agriculture

Goal / Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
Target
change and ocean
acidification on
biodiversity and to
minimize negative and
foster positive impacts of
climate action on
biodiversity
9 9.1 Benefits from the As per CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, this indicator does not
sustainable use of wild have a methodology yet. It is thus suggested not to apply it
species at this Stage.
9.2 Percentage of the As per CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, discussion will need to
population in traditional take place for the further development and
occupations operationalization of this indicator It is thus suggested not to
apply it at this stage.
9.b Number or countries It is suggested to adapt this indicator to the project level
with policies to manage as:
the use of wild species “Policies created or strengthened to manage the use of
sustainably, providing wild species sustainably (number)” (GBFF indicator 9.1 in
social, economic and Table 1)
environmental benefits
In line with CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, GBFF projects would
for people, and to protect . ] , -
report if they contributed to the creation or strengthening of
and encourage customary .
) either:
sustainable use by -legal instruments or other policy frameworks or
indigenous peoples and administrative measures for the sustainable management
local communities and use of wild species
-legal instruments or other policy frameworks to protect and
encourage the customary sustainable use of biodiversity by
indigenous peoples and local communities
The methodology would be based on that of KMGBF
indicator 9.b, which uses a set of five questions with four
possible answers to each (No; Under development; Partially;
Fully). Results would be reported under the GBFF indicator
if, and only if, activities supported by GBFF projects led to
improvement in the response to at least one of these three
guestions compared to the baseline before project start (e.g.
change in response from “no” to “under development”).
10 10.1 Proportion of GEF Core indicator 4 Area of landscapes under improved

practices (excluding protected areas) and its sub-indicators
already captures the impact of biodiversity mainstreaming
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KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

Goal / Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
Target
10.2 Progress towards projects. It is thus suggested not to apply 10.1 or 10.2. See
sustainable forest GBFF indicators 4.1, 4.4, 6.1 and 6.4 in Table 1.
management
KMGBF indicators 10.1 and 10.2 include the optional
disaggregation by indigenous and traditional territories.
Given GBFF Action Area 2, it is suggested to add an
indicator “Indigenous and traditional territories supported”
(GBFF indicator 10.2) to capture the spatial scale of GBFF’s
support to IPLCs stewardship. The surface area reported
under GBFF indicator 10.2 may overlap with the surface area
reported under GBFF indicators 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 10.1.
11 B.1 Services provided by See comments on goal B.
ecosystems
In addition, Target 11 is not targeted for support in the GBFF
programming directions. GBFF may report on the number of
projects contributing to the implementation of this target
and their corresponding financing thanks to project tags. All
GBFF projects are already requested to tag all KMGBF
targeted to which they contribute.
12 12.1 Average share of the | To keep the number of indicators manageable, and because
built-up area of cities that | Target 12 is not targeted for support in the GBFF
is green or blue space for | programming directions, it is suggested not to apply 12.1 or
public use for all 12.b.
12.b Number of countries | GBFF may report on the number of projects contributing to
with biodiversity-inclusive | the implementation of this target and their corresponding
urban planning referring financing thanks to project tags. All GBFF projects are
to green or blue urban already requested to tag all KMGBF targeted to which they
spaces contribute.
13 C.1 Monetary benefits See comments on goal C above.

received in accordance
with applicable
internationally agreed
access and benefit-sharing
instruments

C.2 Non-monetary
benefits arising from
applicable international
access and benefit-sharing
instruments
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KMGBF
Goal /
Target

KMGBF Headline or
Binary Indicator

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF
Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators

13.b Number of countries
that have taken effective
legal, policy,
administrative and
capacity-building
measures at all levels, as
appropriate, to ensure the
fair and equitable sharing
of benefits from the
utilization of genetic
resources and from digital
sequence information on
genetic resources, as well
as traditional knowledge
associated with genetic
resources

14

14.b Number of countries
integrating biodiversity
and its multiple values
into policies, regulations,
planning, development
processes, poverty
eradication strategies and,
as appropriate, national
accounts, within and
across all levels and across
all sectors, and
progressively aligning all
relevant public and
private activities and fiscal
and financial flows with
the goals and targets of
the Framework

Applying an adapted version of 14.b would not provide more
information that reporting on the number of GBFF projects
contributing to the implementation of Target 14, which is
already captured thanks to a project Tag. It is thus suggested
not to apply indicator 14.b.

GBFF may report on the number of projects contributing to
the implementation of this target and their corresponding
financing thanks to project tags.

15

15.1 Number of
companies disclosing their
biodiversity-related risks,
dependencies and impacts

15.b Number of countries
with legal, administrative
or policy measures aimed

It is suggested to apply KMGBF indicator 15.1 Number of
companies disclosing their biodiversity-related risks,
dependencies and impacts (GBFF indicator 5 in Table 1)

It is suggested to adapt indicator 15.b to the project level
as follows:

“Legal, administrative or policy measures created or
strengthened to ensure that large and transnational
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KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

Goal . . . .
T;age/t Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
at encouraging and companies and financial institutions implement KMGBF
enabling business and target 15 (number)” (GBFF indicator 9.4, see Table 1)
financial institutions, and | The methodology would be based on that of KMGBF
in particular for large and | indicator 15.b, which uses a set of five questions with four
transnational companies possible answers to each (No; Under development; Partially;
and financial institutions Fully). Results would be reported under the GBFF indicator
. ’ if, and only if, activities supported by GBFF projects led to
to progressively reduce . .
] o improvement in the response to at least one of these three
their negative impacts on . . .

o o | questions compared to the baseline before project start (e.g.
biodiversity, increase their change in response from “no” to “under development”).
positive impacts, reduce
their biodiversity-related
risks and promote actions
to ensure sustainable
patterns of production

16 16.b Number of countries | Given target 16 is not included in the GBFF programming
developing, adopting or directions, it is suggested not to apply 16.b.
ping, pting
implementing policy
instruments aimed at GBFF may report on the number of projects contributing to
encouraging and enabling the implementation of this target and their corresponding
people to make financing thanks to project tags. All GBFF projects are
. . already requested to tag all KMGBF targeted to which they
sustainable consumption
. P contribute.
choices
17 17.b Number of countries | It is suggested to adapt indicator 17.b to the project level
that have taken action to | as follows:
implement biosafety Measures for biosafety, the handling of biotechnology and
measures as set out in the sharing of its benefits created or strengthened
Article 8(g) of the (number)
Convention and measures The methodology would be based on that of KMGBF
for the handling of indicator 17.b, which uses a set of six questions with four

] g possible answers to each (No; Under development; Partially;
biotechnology and the -

R ) ] Fully). Results would be reported under the GBFF indicator
d|str|but|o.n of |t.s benefits if, and only if, activities supported by GBFF projects led to
as setout in Article 19 improvement in the response to at least one of these six

guestions compared to the baseline before project start (e.g.
change in response from “no” to “under development”).
18 18.1 Positive incentives in | It is suggested to apply a modified version of KMGBF

place to promote
biodiversity conservation
and sustainable use

indicator 18.1: “Number of positive incentives created or
strengthened” with GBFF support (GBFF indicator 8.4 in
Table 1).As KMGBF indicator 18.1, the GBFF indicator would
use following types of incentives based on the OECD
database on Policy Instruments for the Environment (PINE):
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KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

Goal . . . .
oal / Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
Target
- Biodiversity-relevant taxes, fees and charges
- Biodiversity-relevant environmentally beneficial
subsidies
- Biodiversity-relevant tradable permits
- Payments for ecosystem services
- Biodiversity offsets
18.2 Value of subsidies It is suggested to apply a modified version of KMGBF
and other incentives indicator 18.2:
harmful to biodiversity “Subsidies and other incentives harmful to biodiversity
identified with elimination, phase out or reform initiated
(US dollar)” (GBFF indicator 8.3 in Table 1)
It is not feasible to restrict the indicator to the subsidies
eliminated, phased out, or reformed as corresponding
process typically exceed project’s lifetime. GBFF projects
would report the dollar value of harmful incentives and
subsidies that have been identified and for which tangible
steps towards realignment with the KMGBF have been taken
thanks to GBFF project interventions.
19 See Goal D indicators
20 20.b Number of countries | Most GBFF project would systematically report some
that have taken significant | contributions to capacity-building and development, or
action to strengthen access to and transfer of technology, or access to innovation
capacity-building and and technical and scientific cooperation. However, designing
development and access a useful project-level measure that can be aggregated at
t0 and transfer of portfolio-level is challenging. It is suggested not to apply 20
b to keep the number of indicators manageable.
technology, and to
promeie de ceve/epmen: GBFF may report on the number of projects contributing to
_Of and a.ccess 2 ) the implementation of this target and their corresponding
innovation and technical | £,ancing thanks to project tags.
and scientific cooperation
21 21.1 Indicator on The GBFF programming direction do not include support to

biodiversity information
for monitoring the
Kunming-Montreal Global
Biodiversity Framework

national monitoring systems, which indicator 21.1 is
measuring. It is thus suggested not to apply this indicator for
the GBFF results framework. As per CBD COP16 guidance,
the GEF Trust Fund will contribute in GEF-9 to the
development and implementation of national biodiversity
monitoring systems.
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KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

Goal / Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators

Target
GBFF may report on the number of projects contributing to
the implementation of this target and their corresponding
financing thanks to project tags.

22 22.1 Land-use change and | Itis suggested to apply a modified version of KMGBF

land tenure in the
traditional territories of
indigenous peoples and
local communities

indicator 22.1:

Strengthened security of tenure in lands and territories
held or used by Indigenous Peoples and local communities
(hectares) (GBFF indicator 10.1 in Table 1)

Based on the methodology developed for KMGBF indicator
22.1, projects would report the surface area of land and
territories held or used by Indigenous Peoples and local
communities where the project contributed to either:

- legal recognition or legally recognized documentation,
i.e. the recording and publication of information on the
nature and location of land, rights and right holders in a
form that is recognized by government and is therefore
official; or

- Anincrease in the proportion of adult population in the
area who perceive their community tenure to be secure.

22.b Number of countries
taking action towards the
full, equitable, inclusive,
effective and gender
responsive representation
and participation in
decision-making and
access to justice and
information related to
biodiversity by indigenous
peoples and local
communities, respecting
their cultures and their
rights over lands,
territories, resources and
traditional knowledge, as
well as by women and
girls, children and youth,
and persons with
disabilities, and the full
protection of

Given Action Area 2 of the GBFF focuses on support to IPLCs
stewardship and governance of lands, territories, and
waters, measurable contributions from GBFF projects are
expected on at least some dimensions of this target. It is
thus suggested to apply a modified version of 22.b.

The underlying methodology of 22.b relies on eight sub-
guestions with multiple choice of answers that capture a
total of various elements and categories of stakeholders
embedded in target 22. To keep the number of indicators
manageable, it is suggested to apply the subset of elements
related to IPLCs to which the GBFF is likely to make a
measurable contribution.

Itis thus suggested to apply:

“National or sub-national frameworks created or
strengthened that support actions by IPLCs for
biodiversity” with GBFF support. (GBFF indicator 9.6 in Table
1)

In line with CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, GBFF projects would
report if they contributed to create or strengthen policy,
legislative or administrative frameworks, or related
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KMGBF
Goal /
Target

KMGBF Headline or
Binary Indicator

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF
Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators

environmental human
rights defenders

operational frameworks and mechanisms, at the national

and subnational levels that contribute to either

- the full, equitable, inclusive, effective and gender-
responsive  representation and participation in
biodiversity decision-making related to biodiversity of
IPLCs.

- public access to information related to biodiversity for
IPLCs

- access to justice for IPLCs

- Respecting the rights of IPLCs over lands and territories,
natural resources, or traditional knowledge.

In addition, GBFF already tracks the amount of GBFF funding
allocated to support actions by IPLCs for biodiversity in line
with its aspirational programming share of 20% at the
portfolio level by 2030 from the total amount of resources
allocated under the GBFF to support actions by IPLCs for the
conservation, restoration, sustainable use and management
of biodiversity. It is suggested to elevate this metric
“Support to actions by IPLCs for biodiversity” as part of the
Results Framework (GBFF indicator 10 in Table 1).

GEF Core indicator 11 (Number of beneficiaries) is already
disaggregated by gender. It is also suggested to further
disaggregate the number of beneficiaries (GBFF indicator
11 in Table 1) by:

- Indigenous Peoples and local communities
- Children and youth

Gender dimensions would be covered by the indicator
applied in the GBFF results framework to reflect target 23.

To ensure full monitoring of GBFF’s contribution to Target
22, it is suggested to include a modified version of 22.a:
“National or subnational frameworks created or
strengthened that support actions by children and youth
for biodiversity (number)” with GBFF support (GBFF
indicator 9.8 in Table 1).

In line with CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, GBFF projects
would report if they contributed to create or
strengthen either:

- mechanisms for facilitating the full, equitable,
meaningful and informed participation and leadership
of all children and youth at all levels of action,
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KMGBF

KMGBF Headline or

Comments on Usability for GBFF — Mapping to Existing GEF

Goal / Binary Indicator Indicators and Proposed GBFF Indicators
Target
engagement, policy and decision-making related to
biodiversity
- legislation or policy measures that explicitly
recognize and protect all children and youth rights and
access to land and natural or biodiversity resources
- age-disaggregated data collection and analyses to
assess the differential impacts of biodiversity policies
and programmes.
23 23.b Number of countries | The methodology for 23.b. involves four sub questions with

with legal, administrative
or policy frameworks,
inter alia, to implement
the Gender Plan of Action
(2023-2030), to ensure
that all women and girls
have equal opportunity
and capacity to contribute
to the three objectives of
the Convention, including
by ensuring women'’s
equal rights and access to
land and natural resources

four possible answers each. To keep the number of
indicators manageable, it is suggested to apply a modified
version of 23.b that focusses on the dimensions to which
GBFF projects may have a measurable contribution:
“National or subnational frameworks created or
strengthened that support actions by women and girls for
biodiversity (number)” with GBFF support (GBFF indicator
9.7 in Table 1).

In line with CBD/COP/16/INF/3/Rev.1, GBFF projects would
report if they contributed to create or strengthen either

- mechanisms for facilitating the full, equitable, meaningful
and informed participation and leadership of all women and
girls at all levels of action, engagement, policy and decision-
making related to biodiversity

- legislation or policy measures that explicitly recognize and
protect all women and girls rights and access to land and
natural or biodiversity resources

- sex-disaggregated data collection and analyses to assess
the differential impacts of biodiversity policies and
programmes.

The other dimension of 23.b relate to NBSAP and national
reporting that will not be directly supported by the GBFF,
since they are supported by the GEF Trust Fund.

In addition, GBFF indicator 11 (Number of beneficiaries)
will be disaggregated by gender, like GEF core indicator 11 .
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ANNEX B: GEF-8 CORE INDICATORS

1. The table below lists all GEF-8 core indicators and sub-indicators currently in use for the
GBFF. Underlying methodologies are detailed in the Guidelines on the GEF-8 Results
Measurement Framework.!’

2. Indicators in bold are proposed to be maintained in the new Results Framework, the
others are proposed to be retired to keep the GBFF Results Framework streamlined and
manageable. From the GEF Trust Fund and GBFF track record, and given the GBFF programming
directions, the 24 indicators proposed for removal are unlikely to be relevant to a sufficient
number of projects to warrant their use at the portfolio-level.

GEF-8 Indicator Name
1 Terrestrial protected areas created or under improved management
1.1 Terrestrial protected areas newly created
1.2 Terrestrial protected areas under improved management effectiveness
2 Marine protected areas created or under improved management
2.1 Marine protected areas newly created
2.2 Marine protected areas under improved management effectiveness
3 Area of land and ecosystems under restoration
3.1 Area of degraded agricultural lands under restoration
3.2 Area of forest and forest land under restoration
3.3 Area of natural grass and woodlands under restoration
34 Area of wetlands (including estuaries, mangroves) under restoration
4 Area of landscapes under improved practices (excluding protected areas)
4.1 Area of landscapes under improved management to benefit biodiversity
4.2 Area of landscapes under third-party certification incorporating biodiversity considerations'®
4.3 Area of landscapes under sustainable land management in production systems*®
4.4 Area of High Conservation Value or other forest loss avoided
4.5 Terrestrial OECMs supported
5 Area of marine habitat under improved practices to benefit biodiversity

17 GEF, 2022, Guidelines on the GEF-8 Results Measurement Framework, GEF/C.62/Inf.12/Rev.01.

18 This indicator has been used by a very limited number of projects in recent GEF cycles. In GEF-8, the surface area
reported on GEF indicator 4.1 by approved projects represents less than 0.4% of the total reported on GEF core
indicator 4. Future GBFF projects supporting certification schemes that incorporate biodiversity consideration may
report under GBFF indicator 4.1 “Area of landscapes under improved management to benefit biodiversity” and use
the area under certification as an indicator in their project-specific results framework to justify the surface area
reported under GBFF indicator 4.1.

19 This indicator is related to the Land Degradation Focal Area of the GEF Trust Fund. GBFF interventions in
productive land to benefit biodiversity would be reported under GBFF indicator 4.1 “Area of landscapes under
improved management to benefit biodiversity”.
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GEF-8

Indicator Name

5.1 Fisheries under third-party certification incorporating biodiversity considerations?°
5.2 Large Marine Ecosystems with reduced pollution and hypoxia
53 Amount of Marine Litter Avoided (retired)
5.4 Marine OECMs supported
6 Greenhouse gas emissions mitigated
6.1 Greenhouse gas emission mitigated in the AFOLU sector??
6.2 Greenhouse gas emission mitigated outside of the AFOLU sector?!
6.5 Carbon sequestered or emissions avoided in the AFOLU sector (Direct) %
6.6 Carbon sequestered or emissions avoided in the AFOLU sector (Indirect) 2!
6.7 Emissions avoided outside AFOLU sector (Direct) %!
6.8 Emissions avoided outside AFOLU sector (Indirect) 2!
6.3 Energy saved?!
6.4 Increase in installed renewable energy capacity per technology?*
7 Shared water ecosystems under new or improved cooperative management
71 Level of Transboundary Diagnostic Analysis and Strategic Action Program (TDA/SAP) formulation
and implementation
79 Level of Regional Legal Agreements and Regional Management Institutions to support its
implementation
7.3 Level of National/Local reforms and active participation of Inter-Ministerial Committees
7.4 Level of engagement in IW:LEARN through participation and delivery of key products
Globally over-exploited fisheries moved to more sustainable levels
9 Chemicals of global concern and their waste reduced
9.1 Solid and liquid Persistent Organic Pollutants (POPs) removed or disposed (POPs type)
9.2 Quantity of mercury reduced
9.3 Hydrochlorofluorocarbons reduced/phased out
9.4 Countries with legislation and policy implemented to control chemicals and waste
95 Low-chemical/non-chemical systems implemented, particularly in food production,
manufacturing and cities
9.6 POPs/Mercury containing materials and products directly avoided
9.7 Highly Hazardous Pesticides eliminated
9.8 Avoided residual plastic waste
10 Persistent organic pollutants to air reduced

20 Qut of all approved GEF-8 projects using Biodiversity STAR, only one has to date reported a target under this

sub-indicator.

Fisheries certification may be used as a project-level indicator in future GBFF projects to underpin

reporting under GBFF indicator 4.2 “4.2 Area of marine habitat under improved management to benefit

biodiversity”.

21 For climate change mitigation co-benefits, it is suggested to only keep one core indicator (Greenhouse gas
emissions mitigated) and retire all sub-indicators. The details of the sector are not necessary for the GBFF. Most, if
not all, expected mitigation co-benefits from GBFF projects will be in the AFOLU sector.
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GEF-8 Indicator Name
10.1 Countries with legislation and policy implemented to control emissions of POPs to air
10.2 Emission control technologies/practices implemented
11 People benefiting from GEF-financed investments
11.1 Female
11.2 Male
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