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inventories from solid waste and wastewater across the eight SACEP member countries, as well as institutional and legal
frameworks, technological needs, and related factors.

This stocktake is intentionally being completed before the financing work begins. The roadmap's five building blocks

implementation/MRV. An FNA-like assessment examines funding sources, expenditure needs, access to climate finance,
and bankability barriers. The findings will feed into the Finance & Investment pillar once the baseline assessments have
been finalized.
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CATEGORIZED QUESTIONS, COMMENTS & ANSWERS



Nearly all eight countries currently rely on the IPCC Tier 1 default methodology (2006 IPCC Guidelines, 
Volume 5) to
exception,
explicitly described as a conservative aggregate derived from national inventories that use different base years and are 
based predominantly on Tier 1 methods.

During the July 2026 Colombo consultation workshop, participants identified the transition to Tier 2/3 methodologies and
the establishment of digital MRV systems as the highest-priority regional needs. Reliance on Tier 1 default factors can
obscure important country-specific differences in emissions sources and mitigation potential, reducing the accuracy of
inventories and weakening the evidence base needed to attract climate finance and investment.

Methane emissions from landfill sites can be estimated using the IPCC methodology, which requires a range of input
parameters, including waste composition, disposal quantities, and site-specific management practices. Separately, the
Emission Quantification Tool (EQT) developed by IGES can be used to estimate GHG and short-lived climate pollutants
(SLCPs) emissions across the life cycle of waste, from waste generation to final disposal:
https://www.iges.or.jp/en/pub/emission-quantification-tool-eqt-estimation-ghgs-slcps-solid-waste-sector/en

The EQT provides a practical framework for applying IPCC-based methodologies and evaluating emissions under different
waste management scenarios.

same as above

ata are derived from a regional questionnaire completed by national SACEP
focal points in each country, typically from the Ministry of Environment or other relevant government agencies. The 
questionnaire covered topics such as waste generation and per capita generation rates, waste composition, collection 
coverage, disposal methods, and data quality and gaps. These responses were supplemented with information from 
official national GHG inventories and other country's reports.

It is important to note that these data were not collected through an independent, project-led field survey. The available
documentation does not specify the number of Nepali cities included in the underlying data collection. Confirmation of
this detail would therefore require direct consultation with the Nepal national focal point.

The team has used official government data shared by national counterparts. In many cases, countries have directed the
team to data that they have already submitted to the UNFCCC, including NDC 3.0 submissions, Biennial Transparency
Reports (BTRs), and National Communications.
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The South Asia roadmap focuses primarily on the waste sector. In contrast, Alternate Wetting and Drying (AWD) is
included under the agriculture pillar of the ASEAN roadmap and is therefore separate from the waste-sector focus of the
South Asia roadmap.

Yes, but only under certain conditions. Many studies have consistently shown that the viability of anaerobic digestion
(AD) depends on factors such as project scale, feedstock composition, and the availability of revenue streams beyond
biogas alone.

In many developing countries, municipal waste tends to be high in organic content and moisture. For such waste,
anaerobic digestion (AD) and landfill gas capture are often better suited than mass-burn incineration, and tend to align
more naturally with recycling and composting.

source separation and organics diversion, prioritising composting and AD for methane reduction, and using landfill gas
capture as a transitional measure for existing sites.

monitoring, and diversified revenue such as gate fees, energy and compost sales, and carbon finance.

BSF provides significant opportunities, not only for the treatment of organic waste but (as you say) support of local
economic development and business. Small-scale BSF can involve very little capital and risk, and can be scaled over
time. CCAC has recently published a report on BSF which you may find useful, and on the CCAC website there is a very
useful example in Africa (BUGS Africa) which is going very well and from which much can be learned.

Transforming Organic Waste with Black Soldier Flies: A Guide for Decision-Makers, Entrepreneurs, and Implementers to
Unlock the Organic Waste Potential of Black Soldier Fly Systems
https://www.ccacoalition.org/resources/transforming-organic-waste-black-soldier-flies-guide-decision-makers-entreprene
urs-and-implementers-unlock-organic-waste-potential-black-soldier-fly-systems
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answered in the panel (national priority should be taken into account when developing a regional roadmap)

Since landfill methane comes largely from organic waste decomposing anaerobically, reducing how much organic
material is generated and sent to disposal directly shrinks the source of methane emissions.

The most significant upstream lever is food loss and waste prevention across production, retail and households, which
many governments find delivers climate, food-security and cost benefits together.

Although the linkage with methane tends to be more indirect, the region's river-to-sea pathways are closely tied to plastic
leakage, so a lens that connects waste management with coastal and marine health can help make the case for source
separation and collection coverage more compelling.
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The roadmap's typology already reflects an appropriate sequencing of needs. Type A countries (India, 
Pakistan, and Bangladesh, accounting for approximately 95% of regional emissions) require large-scale infrastructure 
investment and more advanced MRV systems (Tier 2/3) to support access to carbon finance at scale. Type B countries 
(Sri Lanka and the Maldives) require infrastructure models adapted to island contexts and logistics. Type C countries 
(Afghanistan, Bhutan, and Nepal) require baseline inventories and basic infrastructure before large-scale capital 
investments become appropriate.

Applying an income-level lens to this typology provides additional differentiation. Within Type A, for example, India can
potentially accommodate commercial-scale financing for landfill gas (LFG) capture and waste-to-energy (WtE) projects,
whereas Pakistan may require blended concessional finance for similar interventions.

As highlighted in  presentation, the concept of "investment-framed NDCs", in which governments explicitly
identify their financial, technology, and capacity-building needs, provides a mechanism for countries across different
income levels to communicate their actual requirements to donors and private investors.

Same as above

This is an important consideration. I see two important ways. The first is to look at what opportunities there are for
south-south transfer. Many emerging economies have actually developed and adopted successful responses, which can
be learned from and shared. These have often demonstrated their relevance and effectiveness to global South conditions
and contexts, as well as capacities. Please take a look at a new initiative - The Technology and Economic Assessment
Panel's work (CCAC-TEAP). This is lead mainly by people living or working in the global South, in examining technologies
which can be scaled and invested.
https://www.ccacoalition.org/content/technology-and-economic-assessment-panel-teap

The second is to look at NDCs - where countries have explicitly stated their key Finance, Technology and Capacity (FTC)
needs and priorities to meet their climate ambitions. Biennial Transparency Reports are also doing this.

you may want to refer to
https://www.iges.or.jp/en/pub/organic-waste-wealth-closing-bio-cycle-bhutan/en
https://www.iges.or.jp/en/pub/composting-west-asia-decision-makers-guide/en
https://www.iges.or.jp/en/pub/guide-technology-selection-and-implementation/en
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Please go find useful research paper from the IGES website. You can also register for the CCET network so that you will
receive our webinar announcements.

https://www.iges.or.jp/en/pub

ccet-info@iges.or.jp
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