Suggestions for additional analysis in a supplementary report on the MLF replenishment for the period of 2027-2029
· Include fixed costs for LVCs and VLVCs in chapter 6  
(Trinidad and Tobago) 
· Costed estimate of the special needs of LVC and VLVC countries: 
Noting that the terms of reference in decision XXXVII/6 require the Panel to take into account the special needs of LVC and VLVC countries, and that the Panel has welcomed proposals from parties for the supplementary report. We request that the Panel include in that report a cost estimate of the additional resources required to address the fixed-cost and training burden it has identified, including the aggregate cost and the number of parties affected by the illustrative levelling of the lower brackets.

(Trinidad and Tobago) 
KIP Stage II shortfall the report identifies.
The report concludes that if Stage II is funded at the same rate as Stage I, the amounts will fall below what parties had available up to 2030, leaving LVCs and VLVCs unable to cover fixed-cost system-building and the training needed to move to flammable refrigerants. We request TEAP to quantify the projected Stage II funding shortfall for LVCs and VLVCs and provide an indicative estimate of the additional resources required to achieve the 30 per cent reduction target without reducing the funding available for technology deployment and implementation.

(India) 
· To review the funding brackets and allocations for LVC and VLVC countries specifically for stage II of their KIPs. The review should propose adjustments to ensure that funding is sufficient to cover not only the phase-down of refrigerants but also essential fixed cost activities like policy development, customs enforcement and technician certification.

(Bahrain and India) 
· To conduct a detailed analysis of the initial HFC manufacturing conversion projects approved under the MLF, and to develop a set of updated, data-driven historical cost-effectiveness figures. The analysis should differentiate between enterprise sizes (SMEs vs. larger enterprises), sectors, and chosen alternative technologies to provide a more accurate basis for future funding

(Canada on behalf of JUSCANZ) 
· Merge scenarios 1 and 2 (on SME participation) into one scenario
· Present only one range for the total funding requirement rather than two
· Revise the low end of the overall funding range by:
o	Calculating funding requirements for HCFCs and HFCs based on reductions required from latest consumption to meet the selected targets
o	Applying historical CEs to calculate funding for the relevant HFC manufacturing sectors
o	Assuming largest Group I A5 Party receives funding at same level as past 5 years: US $27M
· Revise the high end of the overall funding range by:
o	Modifying Resource Allocation schedule A so that no more 70% of funding for stage II KIPs is approved for Group I parties without KIPs to reflect a more realistic implementation schedule  
o	Assuming largest Group I A5 Party receives funding at the same proportion of total funding approved for A5 Parties as part of 5 years – 24%

(Japan) 
Additional scenarios:
1. For the 3 cancelled HPMPs, provide one revised low-end scenario that assumes no resubmission
2. If the three cancelled HPMPs are resubmitted, a revised cost estimate for only funding the final phase-out step 
3. To revise the low-end scenario assuming that none of the 19 remaining A5 parties that have not ratified the KA submit KIPs by 2029.

(China)
1. Adjust all elements of the funding requirements based on relevant decisions taken at the 98th meeting of the Executive Committee;
2. Include project management unit costs in the funding estimates, based on the information provided by the MLF Secretariat
3. Review the 15 per cent foreign-ownership deduction on the basis of information provided by the MLF Secretariat, applying deduction levels that reflect such information where available, and showing the effect of the deduction separately for information.

(Bahrain) 
To include the cost assessment for LVCs for the next triennium, costs for stage II to achieve 30% reduction in 2035 and 50% reduction in 2040 in two different scenarios. 

(Bahrain)
The RTF should show low-end and high-end estimates of 10% reduction and 30% reduction respectively, using the best estimates of the HFC baseline

(China) 
Any review of historical CE undertaken for the supplementary report shall be carried out in an equal manner for A5 parties on the basis of the complete record of approved projects compiled by the MLFS applying the same data coverage cost basis and calculation method to all A5 parties

(Vanuatu) 
· Provide updated estimates of costs of managing reclamation, recycling and cost-effective destruction of banks including collection, transport and disposal activities, including for a funding window that would support action for national implementation plans developed under ExCom decision 91/66 during the time period 2027-2029
· Propose funding modalities for the implementation of national LRM plans through this window, which may include establishing collection networks, expanding reclamation capacity and enabling the environmentally sound disposal of unwanted controlled substances

(USA) 
· Revise the low-end scenario to assume that no further new HFC-23 projects will be submitted in the next triennium, recognizing that obligations related to this issue have been in effect since 2019.
· Provide a revised low-end scenario for EE activities under decision 94/60 assuming 50% of the remaining funds under this window are utilized in the 2027-2029 triennium. 

(India)
To evaluate the effectiveness of the existing energy efficiency (EE) funding windows (Decisions 91/65, 94/60, and 95/87) and propose a consolidated and streamlined framework for EE funding for the post-2030 period. The analysis should recommend modalities to:
 
(a)   Quantify the incremental costs of integrating EE into servicing sector training and    
        certification.
(b)   Establish a clear methodology for calculating the cost-benefit of EE improvements in the 
        context of HFC phase-down.

(Trinidad and Tobago)
We request that the supplementary report develop a funding-window scenario for the integration of digital technologies in the servicing sector, aligned with the HFC phase-down obligations of LVC and VLVC parties, tied to the fixed-cost system-building analysis in Chapter 6, and reflected in the high-end scenario of the estimate — on a comparable basis to the atmospheric-monitoring window already costed in the report.  


