
S 
ingapore, New Zealand, Japan, the Marshall Islands and 

Kenya have submitted their Intended Nationally 

Determined Contributions (INDCs) during July. With them, 

48 Parties have already formally communicated their post-

2020 climate pledges to the United Nations Framework Convention 

on Climate Change (UNFCCC) (Latvia has submitted an INDC on 

behalf of the European Commission and its 28 Member States).  

  

Japan, one of the top 10 emitters, has pledged a 26% emissions 

reduction by 2030 in comparison to 2013 levels. According to its 

INDC, this means a 25.4% reduction compared to the year 2005. 

Specifically, it indicates that CO2 energy-originated emissions will be 

reduced by 25% compared to 2013 level, since this sector covers 

approximately 90% of GHG emissions in Japan. 

  

On the other hand, Singapore aims to cut emissions by 36% per unit 

of GDP with regard to 2005. Meanwhile, New Zealand has 

announced a 30% reduction by 2030 compared to its 2005 

emissions. However, the Republic of the Marshall Islands has set a 

target of 30% reduction by 2025, with the intention of achieving a 

reduction of 45% in comparison to 2010 emissions by 2030. In 

addition, Kenya seeks to abate its GHG emissions by 30% by 2030 in 

comparison to the BaU scenario, i.e. emissions level that would 

occur in the absence of additional climate policies.  

Japan Pledges 26% Emissions Cut 

In the run-up to the Twenty-first Conference 

of the Parties (COP 21) of the UNFCCC, 

Factor CO2 assesses the post-2020 pledges 

made by Parties. In this second issue, 

Factor CO2 provides an overview of the 

path towards the COP21 regarding the 

submitted INDCs.   

Most of the INCDs establish national 

mitigation goals in comparison to 1990 

GHG levels. However, some Parties have 

expressed their mitigation goal with 

reference to another GHG emission level, 

such as another past year (e.g. 2005), or a 

business-as-usual scenario.  

In order to estimate the global emissions 

reduction, Factor CO2 first estimates the 

GHG emission by 2030 in absolute terms, 

and then identifies Party’s absolute GHG 

emissions in 1990. The difference between 

the two values is the percentage of global 

reduction by 2030 compared to 1990 levels.  
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Summary and findings   

Source: http://www4.unfccc.int/submissions/indc/Submission%20Pages/submissions.aspx 

TABLE: INDC MITIGATION PLEDGES AS COMMUNICATED BY PARTIES (updated on 24 July 2015) 

GRAPH: SUBMITTED INDCS OVERVIEW 

U.S.A. 

-26% / -28% 

(vs. 2005) 

CANADA 

-30% 

(vs. 2005) 

MEXICO 

-22% 

(vs. BaU) 

NORWAY 

At least -40% 

(vs. 1990) 

SWITZERLAND 

-50%  

(vs. 1990) 

MOROCCO 

-13%  

(vs. BaU) 

ANDORRA 

-37% 

(vs. BaU) 

LIECHTENSTEIN 

-40% 

(vs. 1990) 

RUSSIA 

-25% / -30% 

(vs. 1990) 

GABON 

At least –50%  

(vs. BaU) 

SERBIA 

-9.8% 

(vs. 1990) 

EU 

At least -

40% 

(vs. 1990) 

ETHIOPIA 

-34% 

(vs. BaU) 

CHINA 
-60% / -65% per unit 

of GDP  

(vs. 2005) 

KOREA 

-37% 

(vs. BaU) 

ICELAND 

To be 

determined 

SINGAPORE 
-39% per unit of 

GDP  

(vs. 2005) 

NEW ZEALAND 

-30%  

(vs. 2005) 

Japan 

-26% 

(vs. 2013) 

MARSHALL 

ISLANDS 

-32% 

(vs. 2010) 

INDC STATUS: 

 Submitted INDCs: 21 

 Parties represented: 48 

 Parties due to submit: 148 

 Global GHG emissions % covered by Parties which 

already submitted: 59% 

 Expected GHG variation compared to 1990 with 

the submitted INDCs: +21% 

KENYA 

-30%  

(vs. BaU) 
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