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Note: this document is an advance review versiora afocument for the -second meeting of the
Subsidiary Body on Implementation under agenda BeraReview of progress in the implementation of
the Convention and the Strategic Plan for Biodiitgr2011-2026

ANALYSISOF THE CONTRIBUTION OF TARGETSESTABLISHED BY PARTIES AND
PROGRESSTOWARDSTHE AICHI BIODIVERSITY TARGETS

Note by the Executive Secretary

BACKGROUND

1. In adopting the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2&020, the Conference of the Parties to the
Convention on Biological Diversity invited Partiés establish their own national targets, using the
Strategic Plan as flexible framework, taking intz@unt national needs and priorities, while alsaring

in mind national contributions to the achievemehttiee global Aichi Biodiversity Targets. Further
Parties were urged to review, and as appropriat@tepand revise, their national biodiversity sgae
and action plans (NBSAPs), in line with the Stratdglan and the guidance adopted in decision IX/9,
including by integrating their national targetsoitiheir NBSAPs, adopted as a policy instrument.

2. In its decision XllI/1, the Conference of the Pasturged those Parties that had not yet done so
to update and implement their national or regidriativersity strategies and action plans as soon as
possible, in keeping with decision XI/2.

3. Between the tenth meeting of the Conference oPmties and 5 February 2018, the Secretariat
of the Convention on Biological Diversity receivéfil new NBSAP3.14 of these represent the first
NBSAP for a country, while 137 represent revisidagtther information on the update and analysis of
national biodiversity strategies and action plaaseived after the adoption of the Strategic Plan fo
Biodiversity 2011-2020 is contained in document UNEBD/SBI/2/2/Add.1.

4, In adopting the Strategic Plan, the ConferencéefRarties (decision X/2) also noted the need to
keep its implementation under review. The natimeglorts are a main source of information for doing
this. In decision X/10, the Conference of the Rartiequested Parties to submit their fifth national
report by 31 March 2014. Subsequently, the Subisidiady on Implementation, in recommendation 1/1,
emphasized that the effective review of progres&mtds the implementation of the Strategic Plan for
Biodiversity 2011-2020 depends on the timely submis of information from Parties, and recalling
decisions XI/3 and XlI/2 A, urged those Partiest thave not yet submitted their fifth national refpiar

do so as a matter of urgency, and no later thaduB@ 2016. By 5 February 2018, 190 fifth national
reports had been received.

5. In decision X/2 the Conference of the Parties frthequested the Executive Secretary to
prepare an analysis/synthesis of national, regianal other actions, including targets as appragriat

established in accordance with the Strategic Ptangnable the Working Group on Review of

Implementation of the Convention at its fourth nieggtand the Conference of Parties at its eleventh a

subsequent meetings to assess the contributionchf sational and regional targets towards the dloba
targets.

6. Inresponse to this decision, the Secretariatihabe present document, updated the analysiseof th
contribution of targets established by Parties armdjress towards the Aichi Biodiversity Targets mad
available to the Conference of the Parties atthigeenth meeting It complements a note, for

1 Montreal, Canada, 9-13 July 2018. See docume/SBI/2/1/Add.1 accessible from https://www.cbdim¢etings/SBI-02

2The revised NBSAP of China was submitted in Seperab10 and was developed with the draft Strateia for
Biodiversity 2011-2020 taken into account. Germaumlgmitted an action plan to 2020 for an NBSAP whieits developed prior
to the adoption of the Strategic Plan for Biodiugra011-2020

3 UNEP/CBD/COP/13/8/Add.2/Rev.1
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consideration by SBSTTA, on an updated scientifsseasment of progress towards the Aichi
Biodiversity Targets and options to accelerate pregt which focuses on evidence of progress from the
scientific literature and relevant indicators.

I. METHODOLOGY
A. National biodiversity strategies and action plans

7. In total, 150 revised or updated NBSAPs were casd in this assessmehiThe NBSAPs
considered are Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, AmdprAntigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia,
Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, BangladeBklarus, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei DarussaBurkina Faso, Burundi, Cabo Verde, Cambodia,
Cameroon, Canada, Chad, China, Colombia, Comom¥yd; Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Czechia,
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratieptblic of the Congo, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ellv@dor, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Estonia,
Ethiopia, European Union, Finland, France, Gami@aprgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, , Guyana, Hunigalig, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),dra
Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kiribajirgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lelbano
Liberia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Mgdacar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Montenegrblorocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia,
Nauru, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, NicaradNiger, Nigeria, Niue, Norway, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Riguof Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation,
Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, Sao Tome Raitttipe, Senegal, Serbia, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Slovakia, Solomon Islands, Somalia, SouthicAf Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistan, Thallamimor-Leste, Togo, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Uganda,
Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom ofe@r Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yememia and Zimbabwe.

8. Each of the NBSAPs was reviewed and national targesimilar commitments were mapped to
the Aichi Biodiversity Targets 48 per cent of the Parties that had provided igud&dIBSAPs had
mapped their national targets (or similar committaeto the Aichi Biodiversity Targets either dirgdn
their NBSAP or in their national reports. Wheresthiapping was done, it was used in this assessinent.
those cases where this mapping was not done, tret8gat classified each national target accordiing
the Aichi Biodiversity Target to which it was madditectly related. In situations where a nationa¢d
was related to several Aichi Biodiversity Targetis was also considered in the assessment by
classifying the national target against multipletfiBiodiversity Targets. The national targets iomikar
commitments (such as national priorities, stratggibjectives or projects) were then assessed stgain
the scope and level of ambition set out in the ARibdiversity Targets. Further, any associatedoast,
sub-targets, biome or ecosystem specific targdasek to the national target were also considefée.
targets and similar commitments in each NBSAP wleza classified into one of five categories:

€) National target surpasses the scope or level ofiombof the Aichi Target- This
category indicates that the national target or laimtommitment is more ambitious than the Aichi
Biodiversity Target. This could be because theetgas higher quantitative thresholds or contains
commitments which surpass those set out in thei Agtyet;

4 UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/22/5
5 One NBSAP (Latvia) was not analysed as it wasanatlable in an official language of the United iuas.

6 A comprehensive list of national targets, includiargets contained in earlier NBSAPs as well aseétreported in the fifth
national reports, is available at https://www.chdribsap/targets/default.shtml.
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(b) National target is commensurate with to the Aichiget— This category indicates that
the national target or similar commitment is brgadtuivalent in scope and level of ambition as the
Aichi Target;

(©) National target is less ambitious than the Aichirdget or does not address all of its
elements- This category indicates that the national tahget a lower threshold for certain issues or does
not clearly address all elements of the Aichi Targéis includes targets which are significantlyvéy
than the Aichi Biodiversity Targets as well as @sgwhich have been mapped by a Party to an Aichi
Target and for which there is no clear relationdigépwveen the two;

(d) No national target-The NBSAP did not contain a target or similar cotnmaint related
to the Aichi Biodiversity Target.

9. It is important to note that this assessment waslwcted considering the scope and level of
ambition of the national target against that of thiehi Target. It did not consider the national
circumstances of a country. Therefore some targgtich when compared to the Aichi Target, are lower
than the Aichi Target may nonetheless be ambitinlight of a country’s starting point. For thisason,
this assessment cannot be used to draw comparésnoag countries but, rather, only to inform a
discussion on global progress towards the AichdRiersity Targets.

B. Fifth national reports

10. 190 fifth national reports were considered in iglysi$. Information on the status, trends and
pressures on biodiversity as well as informationttea different actions that countries have reported
taking or will be taking in the near future was dise classify national progress towards each ofAilcti
Targets into one of six categories.

11. Approximately 46 per cent of the national repomsitained an explicit assessment of progress
towards the Aichi Targets. Where this was the cdsecountry’'s assessment was used but transiatied i
one of six categories in order to allow for theoimiation from all the national reports to be aggted

into a global picture of progress towards the AiBiodiversity Targets. In cases where assessménts o
progress were not undertaken, the assessment Wagaken by the Secretariat along the lines above.

12. The six categories used in this assessment, censistth those used in the fourth edition of the
Global Biodiversity Outlookare:

€) On track to exceed target A target with this assessment indicates theonatiactions
taken will allow for the criteria/thresholds esiabkd by the Aichi Target to be exceeded. In thee a#
those targets with quantitative elements this wanéhn that the identified threshold will be surgass
In the case of qualitative targets, this would meendifferent actions or conditions to be met hiagen
or are projected to be surpassed;

(b) On track to achieve target This category indicates that the actions whiakehbeen
taken and the current status of the issues addrbgsthe Aichi Target suggest that the target délimet
by the target deadline;

(©) Progress towards target but at an insufficient rat€his category indicates that progress
towards the attainment of the Aichi Target has beexe since it was established. The progress could
take the form of actions being taken or actual mapments in the status of the issues being addtesse
However, while this category indicates an improvaityiation, the progress that has been made will be
insufficient for the target to be met by the deael]i

(d) No significant change Fhis category indicates that since the Aichi Targas set there
has been either no significant progress towardattigsnment or no significant deterioration. Assessts
with this category imply that no significant actioto reach the target have been taken or are pldione

" All national reports which have been received bg Secretariat of the Convention on Biological B$ity have been
considered. National reports have not been recdiyatie Bahamas, Gabon, Iceland, Lesotho and Libya.
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the near future and that the overall status of iiseies being addressed by the target have neither
improved nor deteriorated;

(e) Moving away from target This category indicates the issues the Aichgdais seeking
to address are deteriorating. This could be becaasactions have been taken or the actions that hav
been taken have been ineffective. It could alstdeause pressures are increasing or other chamges t
national circumstances;

® No information —The report did not contain sufficient informatiam lbe able to assess
progress towards the Aichi Target with any levetafifidence.

13. It is important to note that the assessment predentthis note reflects the anticipated level of
progress at the end of the Aichi Target date basedhe status and actions as presented in the fifth
national reports. As such the categories indidagecurrent trajectory of progress and assume tist t
remains unchanged between the time of the natiepalrt was prepared and the target date. Furter th
assessment does not consider national circumstamceaselines. As such the information cannot be
used to compare progress among countries. It is @ritable to generating a global picture of pregre
towards the Aichi Biodiversity Targets.

. NATIONAL TARGETSFROM NATIONAL BIODIVERSITY STRATEGIESAND
ACTION PLANSESTABLISHED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE AICHI
BIODIVERSITY TARGETSAND PROGRESSTOWARDSTHE AICHI
BIODIVERSITY TARGETS

Target 1 — By 2020, at the latest, people are avdrthe values of biodiversity and the steps thay c
take to conserve and use it sustainably

14. About a quarter (27 per cent) of the NBSAPs revitviar this analysis contained national
targets or commitments which are equal to the sespklevel of ambition set out in the Aichi Tafget
Target 1 is among those showing the closest alighiieethe national targets in the NBSAPs. However,
more than half (60 per cent) of the NBSAPs havénat targets or commitments which are lower than
the Aichi Target or do not address all of the elet®®f the Aichi Target. About 13 per cent of NBSAP
do not contain any targets or commitments relatethis Aichi Biodiversity Target. The majority of
targets appear to focus on increasing awarenebmdiversity. There are comparatively fewer nationa
targets which address making people aware of therascthey can take to conserve biodiversity.

15. With regards to the national reports, 16 per cémhese suggest that the target will be met while
more than two thirds (69 per cent) contain infoiipratsuggesting that progress is being made towards
the target but at a rate that will not allow ittte met by 2020. About 10 per cent of reports indi¢chat

no significant changes have occurred and noneefdports suggest that awareness of biodiversity is
deteriorating. The information in the national rdgpoalso suggests that both elements of the target
(people’s awareness of biodiversity is increasing people are aware of the actions they can take) a
being addressed by Parties; however, fewer Pdréies actions directly related to making people awar
of the actions they can take to conserve and siaihi use biodiversity.

Target 2 — By 2020, at the latest, biodiversityuesl have been integrated into national and local
development and poverty reduction strategies aadrphg processes and are being incorporated into
national accounting, as appropriate, and reportsygtems

16. Only 6per cent of NBSAPs contain national targets or lasimiommitments which match the
scope and level of ambition set out in Aichi Targleand one Party set a target which surpasses tlre Aic

8 Antigua and Barbuda, Austria, Belarus, BelgiumniBeBrazil, Burundi, Congo, Cuba, Dominica, EquioGuinea Estonia,
Ethiopia, Finland, Guinea,, India, Ireland, Jagaghanon, Luxembourg, Mali, New Zealand, NicaradRepublic of Korea,
Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and N8asjoa, Senegal, Serbia, Slovakia, Solomon Isl&8ulsh Africa, Spain,
Thailand, Timor-Leste, Tuvalu, United Kingdom ofe@t Britain and Northern Ireland, Uganda and Zambia

9 Brazil, Congo, Finland, Georgia, Guinea, Samoakistan, Togo and Zambia.
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Target as it has an earlier deadfi&lore than three quarters (77 per cent) of NBSA®gain national
targets or commitments which are lower than théhiAlarget or do not address all of the elementhef
Aichi Target. About 16 per cent of NBSAPs do nobtein any national targets or similar commitments
related to this Aichi Target. Of the targets selatively few address the integration of biodivirsialues
into national and local planning processes, nati@taounting or reporting processes. The national
targets that have been established largely focutherintegration of biodiversity values into natbn
development strategies and poverty reduction sfiege Further many of the targets set relate tasthee

of policy coherence and/or the integration of biedsity into decision-making generally.

17. With regard to the national reports, less than é0gent of reports contain information which
suggests that this target is on track to be meteMlan 60 per cent indicate that progress is beiade
towards the attainment of Aichi Target 2 but notatte that will allow the target to be met by @02
Further more than a fifth (21 per cent) of natiom@ports contain information suggestion that no
significant changes have occurred since the adomiahe Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020.
Most of the progress that is being made appeatsetoelated to the integration of biodiversity into
national development and poverty reduction strategnd into national and local planning proces3gs.
comparison less progress is being made on theratteg of biodiversity into national accounting and
reporting systems.

Target 3 — By 2020, at the latest, incentives,uditlg subsidies, harmful to biodiversity are eliated,
phased out or reformed in order to minimize or @voegative impacts, and positive incentives for the
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity developed and applied, consistent and in harmony
with the Convention and other relevant internatibr@bligations, taking into account national
socioeconomic conditions

18. About 11 per cent of the NBSAPs assessed contajettawhich were similar in scope and level
of ambition to the Aichi Target'8and one NBSAP contained a national target whichagsed the Aichi
Target as it had a deadline of 20448 per cent of NBSAPs contained targets with aelolevel of
ambition or which did not address all of the eletaein the Aichi Target. Many of these targets were
general in nature and refer to incentives and sdigssbroadly without specifying the removal or haaim
incentives or the development of positive onestt@fNBSAPs assessed, 40 per cent did not contgin an
national targets or commitments related to thiggarThis Aichi Target is among those with the lstve
level of alignment with national targets contaimethe NBSAPs.

19. Only 3 per cent of national reports contain infotima suggesting that this target is on track to be
met. More than 40 per cent of fifth national repostiggest that progress is being made towards the
attainment of this target but not at a rate thatild@llow it to be met by 2020. Almost 30 per cefit
reports suggest that no significant changes irptbgress towards this target have occurred whitesi

one quarter (24 per cent) of national reports doath insufficient information to be able to assess
progress towards this target. The information i lational reports suggests that there is relgtivelre
attention on developing positive incentives thanremoving or reforming harmful ones. Additional
information regarding target 3 is provided in CBBI&/2/Add.4.

Target 4 — By 2020, at the latest, Governmentsinbas and stakeholders at all levels have takepsste
to achieve or have implemented plans for sustamaiobduction and consumption and have kept the
impacts of use of natural resources well withiresadological limits

¥Guinea-Bissau.

11Antigua and Barbuda, Belgium, Bhutan, Brazil, Confgotrea, Georgia, Guinea, Luxembourg, Mongolianiibia, Rwanda,
Samoa, Swaziland, Tajikistan, United Arab Emirated United Republic of Tanzania.

12 Maldives.
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20. Only 11 per cent of NBSAPs contain targets whiah similar to the scope and ambition of the
Aichi Target®® while 64 per cent contain targets which have aelolevel of ambition or do not cover all
elements of the Aichi Target. A quarter (25 pertref NBSAPs do not contain targets related to this
target. Of the targets that have been set, few tef&eeping the impact of the use of natural reses
within safe ecological limits. Most of the targett gefer to sustainable use generally and do not
specifically address sustainable production andaamption.

21. Only 3 per cent of the national reports contaiminfation suggesting that this target is on track
to be met by the deadline. More than half (54 pamt)cof the national reports contain information
suggesting that progress towards this target isgomiade but at a rate that will not allow the tatgebe

met by 2020. Almost a third of reports (30 per genitggest that no significant changes have occurred
The progress that has been made appears to behmavdy concentrated on taking steps to promote
sustainable production in general. By comparisbere has been relatively less progress on issues
related to sustainable consumption and few remant$ain information related to keeping the impanfts

the use of natural resources at safe ecologicaklim

Target 5 — By 2020, the rate of loss of all naturabitats, including forests, is at least halved avhere
feasible brought close to zero, and degradation fiagmentation is significantly reduced

22. Of the NBSAPs assessed, 6 per cent contain tapgetsmmitments which have a similar scope
and level of ambition to the Aichi Target‘5yhile 1 per cent contain targets which are moreitious
than the Aichi Target Almost three quarters (74 per cent) of the NBSA®stain targets which have a
lower level of ambition or do not explicitly addseall elements of the Aichi Target while about fehfi

(19 per cent) of NBSAPs do not contain any reldtedets. Most of the targets set refer to reducing
habitat loss in natural environments generally. Mdthe national targets that reference speciitats
refer to forests. However, mangroves, coral reg¥grs, rangeland and marine environments are also
mentioned but to a much lesser extent. Few natiangéts specify the extent by which the rate dfitaq
loss is to be reduced and few explicitly refer abitat degradation or fragmentation.

23. Only 5 per cent of national reports contain infotimathat suggests that this target is on track to
be met. More than 40 per cent of the reports contdormation suggesting that the rate of habibaslis
either unchanged or deteriorating while a similanportion suggest that progress is being made ot n
at a rate what would allow the target to be me2®%0. The information in the national reports ssgge
that equal attention is being placed on reducirmthBloss and habitat degradation and fragmenmtatio

Target 6 — By 2020 all fish and invertebrate stoeksl aquatic plants are managed and harvested
sustainably, legally and applying ecosystem bagguiaaches, so that overfishing is avoided, recovery
plans and measures are in place for all depleteztigs, fisheries have no significant adverse imgpant
threatened species and vulnerable ecosystems andmtpacts of fisheries on stocks, species and
ecosystems are within safe ecological limits

24, Only 8 per cent of the NBSAPs assessed had natiarggts or commitments which were similar
to the level of ambition and scope set out in tiehATarget:® More than half (59 per cent) of the targets
in the NBSAP were lower than the Aichi Target ait dbt address all of the elements in the Aichi &arg
This Aichi Target is one of the targets with thevést number of NBSAPs which contain comparable
targets. Of the NBSAPs assessed, 33 per cent deontdin national targets or commitments related to
this target. In most cases, the target is appbeahdrine fisheries. However, some landlocked caemtr

13 Benin, Bhutan, Brazil, Burundi, Cameroon, Conggtr&a, Finland, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Indonedalj Russian
Federation, Samoa, Somalia, Sudan, and Thailand.

Y Brazil, Cameroon, Congo, European Union, JapantaylRlussian Federation, Samoa, and Uganda.
15 =
Finland.

16 Brazil, Congo, Eritrea, European Union, Finlandjr@a, Guinea-Bissau, Russian Federation, SaméanSno Islands, Sudan
and Uganda.
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have also set targets related to Aichi Target §ssiing that these national targets would appinland
water fish and invertebrate stocks and aquatictplan

25. Of the targets set, the majority focuses on isselesed to ensuring that fish stocks are managed
and harvested sustainably. By comparison, relgtifel targets address issues related to avoiding
overfishing, developing recovery plans for depleseécies, ensuring that fisheries have no sigmifica
adverse impacts on threatened or vulnerable e@mgstand keeping the impacts of fisheries withfie sa
ecological limits.

26. 4 per cent of the national reports contain infororasuggesting that this target is on track to be
met by the deadline. Almost half (49 per cent)haf hational reports contain information suggestivag
progress is being made towards this target buahatrate that will allow the target to be met. ®dnan

a quarter (29 per cent) of reports suggest thatttiere has been no significant change relatedheo t
attainment of the target. About 15 per cent oforal reports do not contain sufficient informationbe
able assess progress towards this target.

27. Generally the information in the fifth national oefs suggests that most of the focus has been on
the sustainable management of fish stocks and oidiag overfishing. More than 50 per cent of the
reports contain no information on the implementatad recovery plans for depleted species, and on
keeping the impacts of fisheries within safe ecialglimits. Half of the fifth national reports dwot
contain sufficient information to assess progresgatds ensuring that fishing activities have noessle
impacts on threatened species and vulnerable deosys

Target 7—By 2020 areas under agriculture, aquaculture aneg$try are managed sustainably, ensuring
conservation of biodiversity

28. Of the NBSAPs assessed, 9 per cent contain natiarggts or commitments which are equal to
the overall scope and level of ambition set outhimm Aichi Target.’ Three quarters of NBSAPs (75 per
cent) contain targets which are lower than the Ai@rget or which only address some of the elements
covered by the Aichi Target. 16 per cent of NBSAIsnot contain any national targets or similar
commitments related to Aichi Biodiversity Target Comparatively few of the targets or national
commitments in the NBSAPs related to this Aichigedraddress issues associated with aquaculture.
Further many of the national targets are relatesuiainable management generally and do not gpecif
agriculture or forestry.

29. 7 per cent of the national reports contain infolorasuggesting that this target is on track to be
met by 2020. Most national reports (57 per cerd)date that progress is being made towards theiAich
Target but not a rate that would allow it to be 2@20. Of the information in the national repoftere is
relatively little on the sustainability of aquaauk. Both forestry and agriculture are relativelgliw
addressed in the national reports and suggesattians are being taken to address both issues.

Target 8- By 2020, pollution, including from excess nutrieritas been brought to levels that are not
detrimental to ecosystem function and biodiversity

30. 14 per cent of the NBSAPs assessed contained saog&tther commitment’s which are similar
to the scope and level of ambition of Aichi Tar§ef However, more than half (58 per cent) of the
NBSAPs contain targets which are lower than thénAl@arget and/or which do not cover all elements of
the Aichi Target. More than a quarter (28 per cefthe NBSAPs do not contain any targets related t
Aichi Target 8. In the targets set there is a shggreater focus on reducing pollution than onuedg
excess nutrients.

17 Afghanistan, Belarus, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Cadil, Congo, Finland, Guinea-Bissau, Saint Kitts Blevis, Rwanda,
Samoa, Uganda and Zambia.

18 Austria, Benin, Bhutan, Brazil, Cameroon, Congopinica, Eritrea, Finland, Georgia, Maldives, M&lamibia, Qatar,
Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, Solomon éslablganda, United Republic of Tanzania and Zambia.
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31. Only 4 per cent of the national reports contaiminfation suggestion that this target is on track
to be met. More than 40 per cent of the nationabms contain information which suggests that peegr

is being made towards the target but not at a ttete would allow it to be met by 2020. A similar
proportion of reports indicate that either no pesgrhas been made (27 per cent) towards the target
that the situation is deteriorating (9 per cenglavely more reports contain information on ptitn
generally than on issues associated with excesienist

Target 9— By 2020, invasive alien species and pathways ametiftied and prioritized, priority species
are controlled or eradicated, and measures are iace to manage pathways to prevent their
introduction and establishment

32. This Aichi Target is among those with the highestl of alignment to the national targets in the
NBSAPs. Almost one quarter (22 per cent) of NBS&Bstained national targets or other commitments
similar to the level ambition and scope set outhi@ Aichi Target? Further, one NBSAP contained a
national target which surpassed the Aichi Targeit &ms a deadline of 20#8More than half of the
NBSAPs (61 per cent) have targets which are lowel'a do not address all elements of the Aichi
Target. About 16 per cent of NBSAPs do not congain targets related to this Aichi Target. Manyha# t
targets set by Parties are broad and refer todhtral of invasive alien species generally. Furtineany

of the national targets set do not consider isasssciated with the identification and prioritipatiof
pathways for the introduction of invasive aliencps.

33. Information suggesting that this target is on tracke met is contained in 2 per cent of national
reports. Almost half (49 per cent) of the natioreglorts contain information suggesting that progies
being made towards this target but not at a ratewfil allow for the target to be reached by 2020jle

a third (33 per cent) of the national reports ssydfeat there has been no overall progress towhisls
target. The information in the national reportsgasgis that most of the efforts taken towards thiget
have focuses on the control and/or eradicationlrefidy established invasive alien species whileethe
has been comparatively less effort to put measarpkce to manage pathways.

Target 10 — By 2015, the multiple anthropogenicspoees on coral reefs, and other vulnerable
ecosystems impacted by climate change or ocearifieattbn are minimized, so as to maintain their
integrity and functioning

34. 8 per cent of NBSAPs contain national targets beotommitments which are similar to the
scope and level of ambition set out in the AichigEa 10%* 49 per cent of the NBSAPs contain national
targets or similar commitments which are at a lolegel than the Aichi Target or which do not addres
all elements of the Aichi Target. 43 per cent of 8s do not contain any national targets relatetlito
Aichi Target. This Aichi Target is among those withe smallest number of NBSPs containing
comparable targets. The established national &ayet for the most part general, few explicitlyereto
coral reefs or other specific ecosystems vulnerabi#imate change.

35. Only 3 per cent of national reports contain infotimawhich suggests that this target is on track
to be met, while a third of reports suggest thagpess is being made towards the target but deahat
will not allow the target to be met. Almost a qearf23 per cent) of reports suggest that no sicanit
change has occurred while 7 per cent of report¢agorinformation suggesting that the situation is
deteriorating. Compared to other targets, relatiielw countries provide information on progress
towards this target. More than a third of repo88%) do not contain information which allows for
progress towards this target to be assessed.

19 Afghanistan, Belgium, Bhutan, Brazil, CambodianGo, Cuba, European Union, Finland, Georgia, Gyiweia, Ireland,
Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Mali, NaiajiNew Zealand, Nigeria, Rwanda, Samoa, Solomiands, Sudan,
Tajikistan, Thailand, Uganda, United Arab Emiratdsjted Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Yemen, aathBia.

2sweden.

21Antigua and Barbuda, Benin, Brazil, Cuba, Eritféialand, Japan, Namibia, Saint Kitts and Nevisd&y United Republic of
Tanzania and Uruguay.
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Target 11 — By 2020, at least 17 per cent of teria@sand inland water, and 10 per cent of coasaad
marine areas, especially areas of particular imamte for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are
conserved through effectively and equitably managedlogically representative and well connected
systems of protected areas and other effective-basad conservation measures, and integrated o t
wider landscapes and seascapes

36. Of the NBSAPs considered in this assessment, 1t@er contained targets or commitments
similar to the scope and level of ambition setiauthe Aichi Biodiversity Targef? A further 2 per cent
of the NBSAPs contain national targets which wemrarambitious than the Aichi Targ€tMore than
three quarters (77 per cent) of the NBSAPs comtational targets which are either lower than thehAi
Target or which did not address all elements ofAlehi Target. About 11 per cent of NBSAPs do not
contain any national targets or similar commitmeatated to the Aichi Biodiversity Target. Manytbk
targets referred to the improvement of the coustnational protected areas generally. The greatest
emphasis in the national targets was on expandiegize of the terrestrial protected areas estétere
was slightly less attention to the creation of manprotected areas. The more qualitative elemérteo
Aichi Target (ecological representativity, managatmeffectiveness, protecting particularly important
areas and interconnectedness) were also not asavelted by the national targets in the NBSAPs.

37. A fifth of the national reports suggest that thasget is on track to be met by 2020. A further 67
per cent of reports indicate that progress is baiage towards this target but not at a rate thihiallow

it to be met by the deadline. Only 6 per cent pbrés indicate that no significant changes haveioed
and no report indicates that the situation is detating. Progress towards this target is amongntbst
positive of the 20 Aichi Targets, but the focus Psrties appears to be largely on the expansion of
terrestrial protected areas; comparatively few repoontain information related to marine protected
areas. Further, more than half of the reports d¢ contain information on the ecological
representativeness of protected areas or on tegratton of protected areas into the wider landscayl
seascape. In addition, more than a third of repdotsiot contain any information on protecting areas
particularly important for biodiversity or on enmg the effective and equitable management of
protected areas.

Target 12 — By 2020 the extinction of known thnmeatk species has been prevented and their
conservation status, particularly of those mostiétline, has been improved and sustained

38. Less than a fifth (19 per cent) of the NBSAPs ciontargets which have a similar scope and
level of ambition to what is set out in Aichi Bisersity Target 12 66 per cent of the NBSAPs contain
targets which are either lower or do not coveekdments of the Aichi Target and a further 15 et of
NBSAPs do not contain any national targets or camaenmts related to this Aichi Target. The national
targets that have been set focus equally on prieggektinctions and improving the conservationistat
of threatened species.

39. Only 4 per cent of the national reports contaiminfation suggesting that this target is on track
to be met by the deadline. More than half (51 pamt)cof the national reports contain information
indicating that while progress is being made towal target this will not be enough for the tatgebe
achieved by 2020. Generally, there appears to émtegr progress on improving the conservation status
species then on preventing extinction. However,diséinction between preventing species extinctions
and improving the conservation status of speciesislways clear.

22 Belgium, Cameroon, Congo, Finland, Guinea, Guidisaau, India, Jamaica, Mexico, Samoa, SolomomndsiaSudan,
Uganda, United Arab Emirates and United Kingdom.

ZBrazil, Cuba and Dominica.

2 pfghanistan, Austria, Bangladesh, Belarus, BeBimjtan, Brazil, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Cobgminican
Republic, Eritrea, Finland, Georgia, Guinea, Huggdapan, Mauritius, Norway, Rwanda, Samoa, Sololslands, Sudan,
Uganda, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northeeland (England, Northern Ireland, Scotlandh&auela, Viet Nam and
Zimbabwe.
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Target 13 — By 2020, the genetic diversity of eatgd plants and farmed and domesticated animals
and of wild relatives, including other socioeconcatly as well as culturally valuable species, is

maintained, and strategies have been developedirapttmented for minimizing genetic erosion and
safeguarding their genetic diversity

40. Of the targets contained in the NBSAPs, 13 per badta scope and level of ambition similar to
the Aichi Target® and one NBSAP contained a target more ambitious than the Aiehg@t. More than
half (63 per cent) of those targets set are eitbeer or do not address all elements of the Aichi
Biodiversity Target. Almost a quarter (23%) of tNBSAPs do not contain targets directly related to
Aichi Biodiversity Target 13. Most of the targetst sefer to conservation of genetic diversity gaiigr
Few of the targets refer to specific elements eftéiget. In particular, the issue of conservirggghnetic
diversity of wild relatives, socioeconomically aodlturally valuable species and the development of
strategies to minimize genetic erosion are not gdlyaeflected in the targets set by Parties.

41. Less than a tenth (7 per cent) of national repmotgain information suggesting that this target is
on track to be met by the deadline. More than &8 per cent) of the national reports suggest that
progress is being made towards the attainmenteofafyet but not at a rate that will allow it torbet by

the deadline. Further, more than 20 per cent adriesuggest that there is been no significant gbsum
relation to the attainment of this target. 16 pentcof reports do not contain sufficient informatifor
progress towards this target to be assessed. Maké docus on this target appears to be relatetig¢o
maintaining the genetic diversity of cultivated min More than half of the reports do not contain
information on the maintenance of the genetic ditgrof farmed and domesticated animals, and wild
relatives. Almost two thirds (62 per cent) of natb reports do not contain information on the
maintenance of the genetic diversity of socioecanally and cultural important species. Similarlypma
than 40 per cent of reports do not contain inforomabn the development of plans or strategies to
address genetic erosion and to safeguard geneécsdy.

Target 14 — By 2020, ecosystems that provide éakestvices, including services related to water,
and contribute to health, livelihoods and well-tgimre restored and safeguarded, taking into actoun
the needs of women, indigenous and local commaniiel the poor and vulnerable

42. Only 15 per cent of NBSAPs contained targets whiehe similar in scope and level of ambition
of the Aichi Target’ More than half (52 per cent) of NBSAPs contairegéts which were lower or did
not address all elements of the Aichi Target. Farth third (33 per cent) of the NBSAPs assessdddati
contain targets directly related to Aichi BiodivigysTarget 14. Relatively few of the national taigéhat
were included in the NBSAPs explicitly referredtaiing into account the needs of women, indigenous
and local communities and the poor and vulnerabdgget 14 is among the targets with the lowest
number of NBSAPs with national targets having ailsinbevel of scope and ambition.

43. Only 3 per cent of reports suggest that this taiggen track to be met by 2020 while more than
half (51 per cent) of the national reports assegstidate that while progress is being made towénds
attainment of this target, the rate of progresswat be sufficient for the target to be met bydesadline.
More than a quarter of national reports indicatesignificant change (23 per cent) or that there is
movement away from the target (3 per cent). Abdutpér cent of the reports did not contain any
information on how the needs of needs of womengambus and local communities, and the poor and
vulnerable where being taken into consideratioth@actions being taken to reach this target.

Target 15 — By 2020, ecosystem resilience and dh&ribution of biodiversity to carbon stocks have
been enhanced, through conservation and restorafimiuding restoration of at least 15 per cent of

% Afghanistan, Bhutan, Cameroon, Congo, Finland,r@iapGuinea, Guinea-Bissau, India, Mali, Mauritilexico, Nigeria,
Samoa, Solomon Islands, Sudan, Togo, Uganda, ZaankiZimbabwe.

26 Brazil.

27Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, BhutaraziB, Cambodia, Congo, Eritrea, Finland, Guineain@a-Bissau,
Jamaica, Mali, Rwanda, Samoa, Solomon Islands hS&ftta, Sudan, United Republic of Tanzania, Uraggand Zimbabwe.
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degraded ecosystems, thereby contributing to cBmelbange mitigation and adaptation and to
combating desertification

44, Of the NBSAPs assessed, 3 per cent contained ahtiargets which exceed the scope and/or
thresholds set out in Aichi Target and 11 per cent of NBSAPs contained targets wiviete similar

in scope and level of ambition to the Aichi Tar§eMore than half (57 per cent) of the NBSAPs
contained targets which were lower or did not adlslrall elements of the Aichi Target. More than a
quarter (29 per cent) of the NBSAPs assessed did cnatain any national targets or similar
commitments related to the Aichi Target. The natldargets that were set tended to have a greatasf
on the restoration element of the target than eretbment focusing on ecosystem resiliency andocarb
stocks.

45, 4 per cent of the national reports contain infororasuggesting that this target is on track to be
met. Almost 60 per cent of the reports receivedyeagthat progress is being made towards the thrget
not at a rate that would allow it to be met by deadline. No significant change was suggested ipet6
cent of reports, while more than a fifth (21 pentyeof the reports did not contain information whic
would allow for an assessment of progress towdrdstarget. The information contained in the nadlon
reports suggests that slightly more progress has b®de on enhancing the resiliency of ecosystechs a
enhancing carbon than on restoring degraded e@wsgst-ew countries report on the actual areas of
degraded habitat restored though several refemgoing or planned restoration projects or programme

Target 16 — By 2015, the Nagoya Protocol on ActesSenetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable
Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilizatias in force and operational, consistent with natbn
legislation

46. A fifth (20 per cent) of the NBSAPs assessed coethinational target other commitments which
were similar to the overall scope and level of aibiset out in Aichi Biodiversity Target £850 per
cent of NBSAPs contained targets which were eitbwer than the Aichi Target and/or did not address
all of the elements covered by the Aichi Targetnését a third (30 per cent) of NBSAPs did not camtai
any national targets related to this Aichi Targdany of the targets that were set were general and
referred to access and benefit-sharing broadly sewéral did not make an explicit reference to the
Nagoya Protocol. This Aichi Target is among thoséhthe largest number of NBSAPs with associated
national targets.

47. Almost a fifth (18 per cent) of the national reocbntain information suggesting that Aichi Target
16 is on track to be met. However, almost a quarterational reports (23 per cent) contain inforiomat
suggesting that no progress has been made towasdsitget, while 17 per cent of reports do nottaim
any information related to this target. About 40 pent of reports contain information indicatingth
progress is being made towards this target buamate that would allow it to be met. The inforroatin
the national reports suggests that most of therpssgmade towards this target has been on ratifhimg
Nagoya Protocol. There has been comparativelydesgress on ensuring that the Protocol is operation
nationally. Additional information relevant to tatgl6, in the context of assessment and revievief t
effectiveness of the Nagoya Protocol, is providedd NEP/CBD/SBI/2/3.

2 Gambia, Japan and United Arab Emirates.

2 Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Brazil, Condimminica, European Union, Guatemala, Guinea, Huyndamaica,
Luxembourg, Russian Federation, Samoa, Sudan Jigiknd Uganda.

%0 Afghanistan, Albania, Antigua and Barbuda, BelgiBanin, Bhutan, Brazil, Cabo Verde, Cambodia, @prizpminican
Republic, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, Gambia, Huygindia, Japan, Jordan, Mali, Namibia, Peru, RoimaSamoa, Togo,
Zambia and Zimbabwe.
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Target 17 — By 2015 each Party has developed, adops a policy instrument, and has commenced
implementing an effective, participatory and updatational biodiversity strategy and action plan

48. Almost one fifth (19 per cent) of the NBSAPs contgargets or other commitments which are
similar to the scope and level of ambition setioudichi Target 172" More than a third (35 per cent) of
NBSAPs contain targets which are lower or do natcall elements of the Aichi Target. About half of
the NBSAPs (45 per cent) do not contain any natibaa@ets or commitments related to this Aichi
Target. This could be explained by the fact thagduse countries have developed or updated their
NBSAP, they did not feel the need to reflect thishh Target in their NBSAP. This Aichi Target is angy
those with the lowest number of NBSAPs with relatational targets or other commitments.

49. Almost a third of national reports (30 per centhptain information suggesting that this target is
on track to be met while half of the reports intictnat progress is being made towards the targetdi

at a rate that will allow it to be met. About 13 pent of the national reports suggest that nonessyis
being made towards this target. 7 per cent of naticeports do not contain any information on pesgr
towards his target. This contrasts with the NBSABeasment above where a majority of NBSAPs did
not contain any targets related to this Aichi Targée information in the national reports suggeisi
most of the progress towards this target is on ldeigg or revising the NBSAP. By contrast there was
less progress on adopting the NBSAP as a polidgyument. Additional information regarding target 17
is provided in UNEP/CBD/SBI/2/2/Add.1.

Target 18 — By 2020, the traditional knowledge,owations and practices of indigenous and local
communities relevant for the conservation and soatde use of biodiversity, and their customary ake
biological resources, are respected, subject toamat legislation and relevant international obligans,
and fully integrated and reflected in the implenagion of the Convention with the full and effective
participation of indigenous and local communitiasall relevant levels

50. Only 14 per cent of NBSAPs contained targets whigte similar to the scope and level of
ambition set out in the Aichi Targéand more than half (55 per cent) contained targetich were
lower than the Aichi Target and or which did nodesbs all of the target elements. Almost a third
(31 per cent) of NBSAPs did not contain targetsitesl to this Aichi Target. Many of the targets that
were set were general. The main focus of the naltionargets centred on respecting traditional
knowledge, innovations and practices and the iategr of these in the implementation of the
Convention. By comparison there was relatively fessis on ensuring the full and effective partitipa

of indigenous and local communities.

51. About 15 per cent of Parties, in their nationalar, indicate that this target is on track to be
met. A further 42 per cent of Parties indicate thaigress is being made but not at a rate thatdvoul
allow the target to be met by its deadline. Abolitp2r cent of reports indicate no significant cleng
More than a fifth (22 per cent) of the reports eswéd did not contain sufficient information for gress
towards this target to be assessed. Progress tevtaeddifferent elements of the target are diffi¢al
assess as more than 40 per cent of reports dicbntdin information which related to them.

Target 19 — By 2020, knowledge, the science bad¢eghnologies relating to biodiversity, its values
functioning, status and trends, and the consequeotis loss, are improved, widely shared and
transferred, and applied

%1 Albania, Antigua and Barbuda, Bangladesh, Bhutaazi Cabo Verde, Cambodia, Cameroon, Comoros, iBiocam
Republic, Eritrea, Gambia, Guinea-Bissau, Indielaind, Japan, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Nigeria, Sairttsand Nevis, Solomon
Islands, Somalia, Tajikistan, Uganda, United Arahifates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay amdbabwe.

32Afghanistan, Brazil, Cambodia, Canada, Congo,dfilai, Finland, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Mexico, NealZnd, Nicaragua,
Peru, Rwanda, Samoa, Somalia, Sudan, TajikistarglTuZambia and Zimbabwe.
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52. A quarter (25 per cent) of NBSAPs contain targetéctv are similar to the scope and level of
ambition set out in the Aichi Targéaind one NBSAP contains a target which surpasséMitre than
half (55 per cent) of the NBSAPs contained target®ther commitments which were lower than the
Aichi Target and/or did not address all of the edats of the Aichi Target. About 15 per cent of the
NBSAPs did not contain any targets related to &ihi Target. The targets that have been set lgrgel
focus on increasing the amount and quality of hiediity information available. There are fewer &dsg
which address the sharing of biodiversity informatand technology and even ever fewer which cover
issues associated with application of biodivergityprmation. Aichi Target 19 is among those targets
with the highest number of NBSPs containing asseditargets.

53. About 12 per cent of Parties provide informatiorhair fifth national reports which suggest that
this target is on track to be met. A further 60 pent of Parties provide information which suggelstd
progresses being made towards the target but r@otate which would allow the target to be metHtoy t
deadline. There is comparatively little informatiorthe reports on how biodiversity informatiorbising
applied in decision-making (49 per cent of Parf®svide no information on this issue) or how
biodiversity information and technology is beingsdd (36 per cent of Parties provide no information
this issue). Overall, this suggests that most efattions related to this target are focused omdwipg
the amount and quality of biodiversity informatiavailable.

Target 20 — By 2020, at the latest, the mobilizatié financial resources for effectively implemegtthe
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 from sdlurces, and in accordance with the consolidatedl an
agreed process in the Strategy for Resource Malidin, should increase substantially from the cotre
levels. This target will be subject to changes itmy@nt to resource needs assessments to be deselope
and reported by Parties

54, A fifth (20 per cent) of the NBSAPs contain targetisich are similar to the level of scope and
ambition set out in the Aichi Targ&tMore than half (60 per cent) of the NBSAPs contaiget which
are either lower than the Aichi Targets or whichrdud address all elements of Aichi Target 20. The
targets that are set tend to be general and mosbdwefer to increasing resources from all soures
specify that resources should be increased sukstanEurther many of the targets that have been s
also refer to non-financial resources, such as husources. Almost a quarter (23 per cent) of NBSA
do not contain any targets related to this Aichig€a

55. Less than a tenth (8 per cent) of the national ntepconsidered in this assessment contain
information suggesting that this target is on trémkbe met. Almost half (47 per cent) of the report
contain information suggesting that while progréssards the target is being made, the target is not
currently on track to be met. More than a quarfenational reports contain information suggestinatt

no progress has been made towards the target (26ep® or that the situation regarding biodiversit
resources is deteriorating (3 per cent). Insuffitimformation to assess progress towards this iAich
Target was found in 17 per cent of national repdrsthe national reports there is relatively dittl
information on the progress towards generatinguess from all sources. Most of the information
appears to be focused on increase resources frgarrgoent sources. Additional information relevant
target 20 is provided in UNEP/CBD/SBI/2/7.

33 Argentina, Austria, Belarus, Benin, Bhutan, Buriy@bngo, Cuba, Egypt, Eritrea, Ethiopia, FinlaB&mbia, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Equatorial Guinea, Ireland, Jamdipan, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, New Zaadl, Rwanda, Samoa,
Senegal, Seychelles, Sudan, Switzerland, TajikiStaailand, Uganda, Uruguay, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

34 .
Brazil.
% Albania, Belarus, Belgium, Bhutan, Brazil, Botswafongo, Cuba, Egypt, Eritrea, Ethiopia, FinlaBdmbia, Ghana,

Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Jamaica, Luxemboutg, Nigeria, Samoa, Serbia, Sudan, Tajikistan, UigarUnited Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Zambia amdtbabwe.
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[1. CONCLUSIONS

56. The majority of NBSAPs considered in this assessneentain targets related to the Aichi
Biodiversity Targets, though for some Aichi Targetsch as Targets 3, 6, 10, 14 and 17, there wany m
NBSAPs without associated national targets or camenits. Aichi Biodiversity Targets 1, 8, 9, 11, 12,
16, 17 and 19 were the Aichi Targets with the grstahumber of broadly similar national targets or
commitments. However, even in these cases, the ewofbNBSAPs with targets having a scope and
level of ambition similar to the Aichi Targets rhresurpassed 20 per cent (see figure 1). Overtad, t
majority of national targets and/or commitmentstaored in the NBSAPs were lower than the Aichi
Targets or did not address all of the elements®fAichi Target. Generally, the national targetd tave
been set to date are more general than the AidigieT@ Many Parties have set targets which refer to
multiple Aichi Targets. These conclusions are simiio the analysis made available during the first
meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Implementafiamd the thirteenth meeting of the Conference ef th
Parties to the Convention on Biological DiverZity

57. The assessment of the information in the natioapbrts indicate that the majority of Parties
have made progress towards the Aichi Targets batrate that is insufficient to allow the targeisbe
met by the deadline unless additional actions @kert. Depending on the Aichi Target, between althir
and two thirds of the national reports contain infation suggesting that progress is being madeabut
an insufficient rate. Further, between 6 and 43ceat of national reports contain information sigjopeg
that either no significant change has occurredhat the country is moving away from a target. The
number of assessments classified as being on toackach a target or on track to exceed it ranges
between 2 and 30 per cent depending on the tasgetfigure 2). Overall the assessment of informatio
in the national reports indicates that between &2 & per cent of Parties are not on track to ratai
given Aichi Biodiversity Target. The overall consian of this analysis is similar to that made aafzli
during the first meeting of the Subsidiary Body lomplementation. Further this analysis is consistent
with that that presented in the fourth edition loé Global Biodiversity Outlookwhich, based on an
assessment of 64 fifth national reports, conclutied between 53 and 92 per cent of Parties aremot
track to attain a given Aichi Biodiversity Target.

58. It is important to note that the amount of inforiatavailable for the assessment of the NBSAPs
and national reports varied. For the national regpdnformation was available for almost all Pastie
However, for the assessment of the NBSAPs, infdomdtom about three quarters (76 per cent) of the
Parties could be considered and thus as more NB&#AdPeeceived the overall picture presented in this
assessment may change. However, if the NBSAPs vérielyet to be provide to the Secretariat follow a
similar pattern to those already provided, it idikely that the aggregation of the additional natib
commitments will correspond to the scale and lefedmbition set out in the global Aichi Targets.eTh
additional NBSAPs received between the thirteentimgeof the Conference of the Parties and 5
February 2018 suggests that this may be the case.

59. While the information from the assessment of NBSABEtes to commitments and the
information from the national reports relates tdéicaats and outcomes, the two sources of information
provide a consistent picture. Efforts have beenemadtranslate the Aichi Biodiversity Targets into
national commitments, and national actions haven haken to reach the Aichi Targets. However, these
commitments and efforts will need to be signifidaistaled up if the Aichi Biodiversity Targets atice
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, more gpatly, are to be met. The information from this
analysis is broadly consistent with the informatipresented in the fourth edition of th&lobal
Biodiversity Outlookwhich concluded that while progress is being maseards the achievement of all
targets, progress is not currently sufficient thiaee the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and that aubdil
action is required to keep the Strategic Plan fod®ersity 2011-2020 on course.

36 UNEP/CBD/SBI/1/2/Add.2
37 UNEP/CBD/COP/13/8/Add.2/Rev.1
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Figure 1.Assessment of the alignment of the national targets and other commitments contained in
therevised and updated NBSAPsto theAichi Targets

Note The coloured bars indicate the proportion of NBSAn each category. For ease of readability the
categories “National target has little relevancéh®Aichi Target”, “The national target is sigo#intly
lower than the Aichi Target” and “National targetsimilar to the Aichi Target but at a lower ledeks

not cover all elements” were combined in this assesnt”.
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Figure 2.Assessment of progress towar ds each of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets based on
information in the fifth national reports

Note The coloured bars indicate the proportion ofavai reports in each category.




