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Ratio of Registered Projects VS Rejected Projects by Region
As Of OCT 2008

100%

Latin America ’ : Europe and Centr: Middle-East

Region

O Registered Projects B Rejected Projects

Delivering sustainable solutions in a more competitive world ERM



555H @ % —.0(] ) 1)34'56) @E , +F @ %

$" %) J x50

Other Reasons
8.6%

Baseline &
y  Monitoring
-\ Methodology Deviation

38.3% 14.7%

Leakage

2.9% Application of

. 4 Methodology

41.2%
Additionality
853.1%
Applicability
41.2%
Investment Simple Cost
Prevailing Practice Barriers camr:::;ﬂr?ﬂ“ CDM consideration Sensitivity Analysis
and Other Barriers 14.7% 11.5% in decision Analysis 0.0%
50.0% , 17.3% it Investment
Comparison
Analysis
31.6%

Technological Barrier
Barriers Analysis
35.3% 36.5%

Benchmark Analysis
63.2%

Investment Analysis

34.6%

Delivering sustainable solutions in a more competitive world




Ratio of Registered Projects VS Rejected Projects by Project Type
As Of OCT 2008
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