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Outline of the presentation

« Analysis of REDD context

e Basic statistics for REDD

« How to address the uncertainty in REDD estimates?
* Implementation of the “conservativeness principle”
 Take-home messages




In this context, is it possible to set up practicable,
robust and credible reporting mechanism?
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when accuracy and precision cannot be achieved, the
estimates of REDD should be underestimated

What conservativeness means in practice for REDD?
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RANDOM ERRORS ACTIVITAY DATA EMISSIOkFACTOR
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uncertainty of the trend

does not undermine the importance of
collecting accurate Emission Factor




SYSTEMATIC ERRORS
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Take-home messages:

« REDD estimates should be accurate and precise
« If you can’t be accurate and precise, be conservative

e Imprecise estimates can be corrected easily and
conservatively based on uncertainty of the trend:
slightly lower REDD credits but higher credibility !

e |naccurate estimates may be acceptable IF conservative
(e.qg., soil ignored). If NOT conservative, they will be
addresses in the review phase .

« Conservativeness allows to obtain scientifically robust
estimates of REDD even with large uncertainties in the data.
It’s win-win: no money to “hot air”, broader participation.

« The more accurate and precise are the estimates, the more
credits could be potentially claimed.




