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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

SO1-1 Trends in land cover

Land area
S01-1.T1: National estimates of the total land area, the area covered by water bodies and total country area

Year Total land area (km?)  Water bodies (km?)  Total country area (km?)  Comments

2001 428 797 20097 448 894
2005 434766 14128 448 894
2010 438 048 10 846 448 894
2015 439 972 8922 448 894
2019 437 141 11753 448 894

Land cover legend and transition matrix

SO1-1.T2: Key Degradation Processes

Degradation Process = Starting Land Cover  Ending Land Cover

Other
Vegetation Loss Grasslands .

Shrub end semi shrub covered area
Urban Expansion Croplands Croplands

Are the seven UNCCD land cover classes sufficient to monitor the key degradation processes in your country?

(®) Yes

No

S0O1-1.T4: UNCCD land cover legend transition matrix

Original/ Final Tree-covered areas = Grasslands  Croplands = Wetlands  Artificial surfaces = Other Lands =~ Water bodies
Tree-covered areas 0 - + - - - 0
Grasslands + 0 + - - = 0
Croplands + - 0 - - - 0
Wetlands = = = 0 = = 0
Artificial surfaces + + + + 0 + 0
Other Lands + + + + = + 0
Water bodies 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land cover

S01-1.T5: National estimates of land cover (km?) for the baseline and reporting period

Other

Tree-covered Grasslands Croplands Wetlands Artificial Lands Watfar No data
areas (km?) (km?) (km?) (km?) surfaces (km?) (km?) bodies (km?) = (km?)
2000 712 90 440 92 565 677 798 243 053 20 649
2001 681 90 780 92103 677 1053 243 504 20 097
2002 689 91038 92079 677 1352 243 582 19 478
2003 701 91384 91812 677 1635 247 959 14727
2004 713 92 481 91 661 677 1926 246 961 14 477
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

Tree-covered Grasslands Croplands Wetlands Artificial Other Lands = Water
areas (km?) (km?) (km?) (km?) surfaces (km?) (km?) bodies (km?)
2005 708 92 684 91365 677 2119 247 213 14128
2006 704 92783 91185 677 2291 247 500 13754
2007 688 92 890 90993 677 2 469 248 396 12781
2008 667 92 977 90873 677 2609 248 672 12419
2009 667 93095 90 736 677 2734 251 882 9104
2010 650 93185 90 624 677 2846 250 065 10 847
2011 645 93211 90 525 677 2967 251135 9734
2012 646 93252 90 438 677 3109 251 675 9 097
2013 644 93332 90 216 676 3352 251 602 9073
2014 635 93 327 90 000 675 3652 2517 556 9 049
2015 635 93 325 89 881 675 3776 251 681 8922
2016 699 93572 89 539 674 3776 251 364 9271
2017 720 93 557 89 266 674 4051 251 380 9248
2018 809 94 521 89 279 674 4164 250 309 9138
2019 946 94 634 89212 674 4343 247 332 11754
2020
Land cover change
S01-1.T6: National estimates of land cover change (km?) for the baseline period
Tree-covered Grasslands Croplands Wetlands Artificial Other Water
areas (km?) (km?) (km?) (km?) surfaces Lands bodies
(km?) (km?) (km?)
Treie ige e 558 83 55 0 1 4 11
areas (km?)
Grasslands 36 89 065 843 0 289 142 63
(km?)
Croplands (km?) 16 1068 88 676 0 2658 132 15
Wetlands (km?) 2 0 0 675 0 0 0
Auing 0 0 0 0 798 0 0
surfaces (km?)
Other Lands 4 3040 292 0 30 239568 119
(km?)
Water bodies 18 68 14 0 0 11834 8714
(km?)
Total 634 93 324 89 880 675 3776 251 680 8922
S01-1.T7: National estimates of land cover change (km?) for the reporting period
Tree-covered Grasslands Croplands Wetlands AL Uil e Watgr
areas (km?) (km?) (km?) (km?) surfaces Lands bodies
(km?) (km?) (km?)

No data
(km?)

Total
(km2)

712

90 438

92 565
677
798

243
053

20 648

Total land
area (km?)
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

Tree-covered
areas (km2)

Grasslands
(km?)

Croplands
(km?)

Wetlands (km?)

Artificial
surfaces (km?)

Other Lands
(km?)

Water bodies
(km2)

Total

Tree-covered
areas (km?)

633

182

127

946

Land cover degradation

Grasslands
(km?)

92619

523

1491

94 635

Croplands
(km2)

386

88 726

100

89212

Wetlands

(km?)

674

Artificial
surfaces
(km?)

88

454

3776

24

4342

Other
Lands
(km?)

35

10

247 010

276

247 331

S01-1.T8: National estimates of land cover degradation (km?) in the baseline period

Land area with degraded land cover
Land area with non-degraded land cover

Land area with no land cover data

Area (km?)
4465

444 428

0

Percent of total land area (%)

1.0

99.0

0.0

S01-1.T9: National estimates of land cover degradation (km?) in the reporting period

Land area with improved land cover
Land area with stable land cover
Land area with degraded land cover

Land area with no land cover data

General comments

Area (km?)
2286

445 471
1136

0

Percent of total land area (%)

0.5

99 .2

0.3

0.0

Water
bodies
(km?)

15

41

3054

8 644

11754

Total land
area (km2)

634

93 325

89 881
675

3776

251 681

8922
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

S01-2 Trends in land productivity or functioning of the land

Land productivity dynamics

S01-2.T1: National estimates of land productivity dynamics (in km?) within each land cover class for the

baseline period

Land cover class
v Declining (km?)

Tree-covered areas 5
Grasslands 19349
Croplands 1990
Wetlands 8

Artificial surfaces 12
Other Lands 48 857
Water bodies 25

Net land productivity dynamics (km?) for the baseline period
Stable (km?)

Moderate Decline (km?)

33
10 169
15100
43
43
31643

90

Stressed (km?)

60

13786

16 986

110

649

19 561

259

115

26 780

8415

102

37

43 594

197

Increasing (km?)

309

14 509

45125

397

56

39681

944

No Data (km?)
35

4471
1060
14

]

56 233

7199

S01-2.T2: National estimates of land productivity dynamics (in km?) within each land cover class for the

reporting period.

Land cover class
Declining (km?)

Tree-covered areas 14
Grasslands 22086
Croplands 3708
Wetlands 16

Artificial surfaces 95

Other Lands 20208
Water bodies 60

Net land productivity dynamics (km?) for the reporting period
Stable (km?)

Moderate Decline (km?)

26
11857
10 478

59

245
31618

90

Stressed (km?)

32

7717

8797

130

1505

15 841

317

90

28 074

6 037

114

40

69 378

186

Increasing (km?)

393

17 288

58 092

340

233

44 979

991

No Data (km?)
56

4464
1102
14

]

62 691

9939

S01-2.T3: National estimates of land productivity dynamics for areas where a land conversion to a new land
cover class has taken place (in km?) for the baseline period.

Land Conversion

Net land productivity dynamics (km?) for the baseline period
Stable

Net area change Declining
From To (km?) (km?)

Water Other Lands 11834 0
bodies

Other Lands = Grasslands 3040 486
Croplands Al 2658 13

surfaces
Croplands Grasslands 1068 80

(km?)

Moderate Decline

368

306

297

Stressed
(km?)

168
1610

525

(km?)

9

2

21

56

12

97

Increasing
(km?)

1031
517

52

S01-2.T4: National estimates of land productivity dynamics for areas where a land conversion to a new land
cover class has taken place (in km?) for the reporting period.

Land Conversion

Net land productivity dynamics (km?) for the reporting period
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

From To Net area change Declining Moderate Decline
(km?) (km?) (km?)
Water Other Lands 2483 0 0
bodies
Other Lands = Grasslands 2144 470 134
Croplands Al 2037 56 350
surfaces

Croplands Grasslands 906 64 160

Land Productivity degradation

Stressed

(km?)

159

896

162

S01-2.T5: National estimates of land productivity degradation in the baseline period

Area (km?)

Land area with degraded land productivity 129 089
Land area with non-degraded land productivity 237077

Land area with no land productivity data 62079

Percent of total land area (%)

29.3
53.9

14 .1

S01-2.T6: National estimates of land productivity degradation in the reporting period

Area (km?)  Percent of total land area (%)

Land area with improved land productivity 123 351
Land area with stable land productivity 140829
Land area with degraded land productivity 101929

Land area with no land productivity data 73 862

General comments

28 .2

32.2

23.3

16 .9

Stable
(km?)

1043
105

158

Increasing

(km?)

289

629

357



SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

S0O1-3 Trends in carbon stocks above and below ground

Soil organic carbon stocks

S01-3.T1: National estimates of the soil organic carbon stock in topsoil (0-30 cm) within each land cover
class (in tonnes per hectare).

Soil organic carbon stock in topsoil (t/ha)

vear Tree-covered areas  Grasslands = Croplands = Wetlands  Artificial surfaces = Other Lands = Water bodies
2000 111 60 59 71 168 43 2
2001 116 60 59 71 128 43 2
2002 115 59 59 71 99 43 2
2003 113 59 59 71 82 42 3
2004 111 59 59 71 70 42 3]
2005 112 58 56 71 63 42 3
2006 113 58 56 71 59 42 3
2007 115 58 56 71 54 42 3
2008 119 58 56 71 52 42 3
2009 119 58 56 71 49 41 4
2010 122 58 56 71 47 42 4
2011 123 58 56 71 45 42 4
2012 123 58 56 71 43 42 4
2013 123 58 56 71 40 42 4
2014 125 58 56 71 37 42 4
2015 185 59 56 71 85 41 5
2016 168 59 56 71 85 41 5
2017 163 59 56 71 32 41 5
2018 145 59 56 71 31 41 5)
2019 124 59 56 71 30 42 4
2020

If you opted not to use default Tier 1 data, what did you use to calculate the estimates above?
Modified Tier 1 methods and data

Tier 2 (additional use of country-specific data)

Tier 3 (more complex methods involving ground measurements and modelling)

S01-3.T2: National estimates of the change in soil organic carbon stock in soil due to land conversion to a
new land cover class in the baseline period

Land Conversion Soil organic carbon (SOC) stock change in the baseline period
From To Net area Initial SOC Final SOC Initial SOC Final SOC SOC stock
change (km?) stock (t/ha) stock (t/ha) stock total (t) stock total (t) change (t)
Other
Lands Grasslands 3040 47 3 72 9 14365713 22 168 921 7803 208
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

Land Conversion Soil organic carbon (SOC) stock change in the baseline period
From To Net area Initial SOC Final SOC Initial SOC Final SOC SOC stock
change (km?) stock (t/ha) stock (t/ha) stock total (t) stock total (t) change (t)
Croplands Grasslands 1068 74 9 84 6 8001017 9037 654 1036 637
Water Other Lands 11834 6 881766 6 881766
bodies 5.8 5.8 0
Croplands  Artificia 2658 13 881786 8614 537
p surfaces 52 .2 32.4 -5267 249

S01-3.T3: National estimates of the change in soil organic carbon stock in soil due to land conversion to a
new land cover class in the reporting period

Land Conversion Soil organic carbon (SOC) stock change in the reporting period
From To Net area Initial SOC Final SOC Initial SOC Final SOC SOC stock
change (km?) stock (t/ha) stock (t/ha) stock total (t) stock total (t) change (t)
Other
Lands Grasslands 1491 67 .4 73 2 10 046 453 10908 077 861 624
Croplands Grasslands 523 101 .2 105 .3 5295176 5505312 210136
Other .
Lands Water bodies 3054 0.1 0.1 37740 37 640 -100
Croplands | Artificial 454 48 2 430 2188 493 1951 345 237 148
surfaces : : .

Soil organic carbon stock degradation
S01-3.T4: National estimates of soil organic carbon stock degradation in the baseline period

Area (km?) = Percent of total land area (%)

Land area with degraded soil organic carbon (SOC) 3314 0.8
Land area with non-degraded SOC 422217 96 .0
Land area with no SOC data 2713 0.6

S01-3.T5: National estimates of SOC stock degradation in the reporting period

Area (km?)  Percent of total land area (%)

Land area with improved SOC 4042 0.9
Land area with stable SOC 418 598 95.8
Land area with degraded SOC 3521 0.8
Land area with no SOC data 13809 3.2

General comments

As data shows 185 going to 124 at the same time we are increasing area planted by trees, at the same time we are returning abandoned
land for agricultural area, and despite covering area by planting trees soil carbon stock is decreasing the reason is absence of data base
and absence of methodology and maintaining the data base. HauvoHanbHble OLLEHKM 3aNacoB OpraHNYecKoro yrnepoaa B BEpXHEM Cloe
nousbl (0—30 cM) Mo KaAoMy Kriaccy Ha3eMHOro MOKpoBa (B TOHHAX Ha reKkTap) He NPOBOAUTCS
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

SO1-4 Proportion of degraded land over the total land area

Proportion of degraded land over the total land area (Sustainable Development Goal Indicator 15.3.1)

S01-4.T1: National estimates of the total area of degraded land (in km?), and the proportion of degraded land
relative to the total land area

Total area of degraded land (km?) Proportion of degraded land over the total land area (%)

Baseline Period 132972 30 2
Reporting Period 114 259 26 .1
Change in degraded extent -18713
Method

Did you use the SO1-1, SO1-2 and SO1-3 indicators (i.e. land cover, land productivity dynamics and soil organic carbon
stock) to compute the proportion of degraded land?

Which indicators did you use?

Land Cover
Land Productivity Dynamics
[0 SOC Stock

Did you apply the one-out, all-out principle to compute the proportion of degraded land?

Yes
No
Level of Confidence
Indicate your country’s level of confidence in the assessment of the proportion of degraded land:

High (based on comprehensive evidence)
Medium (based on partial evidence)

Low (based on limited evidence)

Describe why the assessment has been given the level of confidence selected above:

Not developed national indicators and sub indicators and methodologies for indicators
False positives/ False negatives

S01-4.T3: Justify why any area identified as degraded or non-degraded in the SO1-1, SO1-2 or SO1-3 indicator
data should or should not be included in the overall Sustainable Development Goal indicator 15.3.1
calculation.

Location Name Type Recode Options Area (km?) Process driving false +/- outcome = Basis for Judgement  Edit Polygon

Perform qualitative assessments of areas identified as degraded or improved
S01-4.T4: Degradation hotspots

Action(s) taken to

Direct drivers redress degradation - .

. Remediating action(s) .
. Area Assessment of land in terms of Land . Edit
Hotspots Location - : - (both forward-looking and
(km?2) Process degradation Degradation Polygon
) current)

hotspots Neutrality response

hierarchy
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

Hotspots Location
Drying of 43°01'55°N
Aral Sea 58°20'01°E
Total no.
of 1
hotspots
Total
hotspot 30 000
area

What is/are the indirect driver(s) of land degradation at the national level?

1. Demographic
2. Economic

Area
(km?)

30
000

Direct drivers

Assessment of land
Process degradation
hotspots
Site-based Climate
data change

3. Science, knowledge and technology

SO1-4.T5: Improvement brightspots

Brightspots Location

Total no. of brightpots
Total brightspot area

13/119

Area Assessment
(km?) = Process

9

4610

Action(s) taken to
redress degradation
in terms of Land
Degradation
Neutrality response
hierarchy

[J Avoid
[0 Reduce
Reverse

What action(s) led to

the brightspot in terms
of the Land
Degradation Neutrality
hierarchy?

Remediating action(s)
(both forward-looking and
current)

e Increase protected
areas

o Increase protected

area extent

e Increase tree-covered
area extent
o Increase tree
covered land (net
gain) e.g.
plantations

e Increase soil fertility
and carbon stock
o Reduce soil
erosion
Reduce sand
encroachment
Rehabilitate bare
land and/or
restore degraded
land
> Increase carbon
stock and reduce
soil/land
degradation

o

e}

&

Implementing action(s) (both
forward-looking and current)

Edit
Polygon

Edit
Polygon



SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

What action(s) led to

the brightspot in terms ) ) )
o s Implementing action(s) (both Edit

Process Degradation Neutrality forward-looking and current) Polygon

hierarchy?

Brightspots Location (Akr;a;) Assessment

Increase protected areas
o Increase protected area
extent

Increase tree-covered area
extent
o Increase tree covered land
(net gain) e.g. plantations

O Avoid
Aral Sea Bed 43°59'36°N 500 Site-based ] Reduce Increase soil fertility and carbon

afforestations 58°27'33°E data stock

Reverse o Reduce soil erosion
Reduce sand encroachment
o Maintain the current level of
SocC
Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land
Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

[e]

(o]

[e]

Increase protected areas
o Increase protected area
extent

Increase tree-covered area
extent
o Increase tree covered land
(net gain) e.g. plantations

O Avoid
Aral Sea Bed 43°51'21°N Site-based Increase soil fertility and carbon
afforestations 58°4414°E 600 data L Rl stock

Reverse o Reduce soil erosion
o Reduce sand encroachment
o Maintain the current level of
SoC
Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land
Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

[e]

[e]

Total no. of brightpots 9
Total brightspot area 4610
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

Brightspots Location

Aral Sea Bed 43°52'55°N
afforestations 58°45'51°E
Aral Sea Bed 43°51:27°N
afforestations 58°49'05°E

Total no. of brightpots
Total brightspot area

15/119

Area
(km?)

400

700

4610

What action(s) led to
the brightspot in terms

,éf(;sséssssment of the Land
Degradation Neutrality
hierarchy?

. 0 Avoid

Site-based O Reduce

data

Reverse
_ [0 Avoid

Site-based [ Reduce

data

Reverse

Implementing action(s) (both
forward-looking and current)

Increase protected areas
o Increase protected area
extent

Increase tree-covered area
extent
o Increase tree covered land
(net gain) e.g. plantations

Increase soil fertility and carbon
stock

o Reduce soil erosion
Reduce sand encroachment
o Maintain the current level of
SocC
Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land
Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

[e]

(o]

[e]

Increase protected areas
o Increase protected area
extent

Increase tree-covered area
extent
o Increase tree covered land
(net gain) e.g. plantations

Increase soil fertility and carbon
stock

o Reduce soil erosion

o Reduce sand encroachment

o Maintain the current level of
SoC
Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land
Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

[e]

[e]

Edit
Polygon



SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

What action(s) led to
the brightspot in terms
of the Land
Degradation Neutrality
hierarchy?

Implementing action(s) (both Edit
forward-looking and current) Polygon

) . Area Assessment
Brightspots Location (km?) Process

e Increase protected areas
o Increase protected area
extent

¢ Increase tree-covered area
extent
o Increase tree covered land
(net gain) e.g. plantations

O Avoid
Aral Sea Bed 43°50'55°N 900 Site-based ] Reduce e Increase soil fertility and carbon

afforestations 58°50'01°E data stock
Reverse o Reduce soil erosion

Reduce sand encroachment
o Maintain the current level of
SocC

Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land

Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

[e]

(o]

[e]

o Increase protected areas
o Increase protected area
extent

¢ Increase soil fertility and carbon
stock
o _ O Avoid o Reduce soil erosion

Aral Sea Bed GEEZUS Site-based O Reduce o Reduce sand encroachment
afforestations 58°50'42°E data o Maintain the current level of
SoC
Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land
Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

Reverse

[e]

°

Total no. of brightpots 9
Total brightspot area 4610
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

What action(s) led to

the brightspot in terms ) ) )
o s Implementing action(s) (both Edit

Process Degradation Neutrality forward-looking and current) Polygon

hierarchy?

Brightspots Location (Akr;a;) Assessment

Increase protected areas
o Increase protected area
extent

Increase tree-covered area
extent
o Increase tree covered land
(net gain) e.g. plantations

. O Avoid AP— P
44°00'04°N 400 Site-based ] Reduce Increase soil fertility and carbon

59°21'31°E data stock

Reverse o Reduce soil erosion
Reduce sand encroachment
o Maintain the current level of
SocC
Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land
Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

[e]

(o]

[e]

Increase protected areas
o Increase protected area
extent

Increase tree-covered area
extent
o Increase tree covered land
(net gain) e.g. plantations

based D Aveid | il fertility and carb
43°58'57°N Site-base ncrease soil fertility and carbon
502319 0 dara s stock
Reverse o Reduce soil erosion

o Reduce sand encroachment

o Maintain the current level of
SoC
Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land
Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

[e]

[e]

Total no. of brightpots 9
Total brightspot area 4610
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land
management and contribute to land degradation neutrality.

What action(s) led to

the brightspot in terms : . .
Area Assessment of the Land Implementing action(s) (both Edit

2 L 3
(km?) Process Degradation Neutrality forward-looking and current) Polygon

hierarchy?

Brightspots Location

* Restore/improve tree-covered
areas

o Reduce/halt deforestation
and conversion of tree
cover to other land cover
types (e.g. conserving
forest land)

o Increase land productivity in
tree covered areas

o Restore tree-covered areas

¢ Increase tree-covered area
extent
o Increase tree covered land

. O Avoid (net gain) e.g. plantations
Res it 40°2945°N ., Sitebased O Reduce
activities in 65°58'34°E data

Navai region Reverse » Restore productivity and soil

organic carbon stock in
croplands and grasslands

o Increase soil fertility and carbon
stock
o Reduce soil erosion
o Reduce sand encroachment
o Maintain the current level of
SoC
Rehabilitate bare land
and/or restore degraded
land
Increase carbon stock and
reduce soil/land
degradation

[e]

[e]

Total no. of brightpots 9
Total brightspot area 4610

What are the enabling and instrumental responses at the national level driving the occurrence of brightspots?
1. Economic and financial instruments
2. Integrated landscape planning

3. Anthropogenic assets
4. Climate change adaptation planning

General comments
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SO-1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute

SO1 Voluntary Targets

to land degradation neutrality.

SO1-VT.T1: Voluntary Land Degradation Neutrality targets and other targets relevant to strategic objective 1

Target

K 2030 ropy 3a
CYeT pacLumpeHus
NIeCHbIX U
KYCTapHUKOBbIX
nnowaaen n
nepesopa
€CTeCTBEHHbIX
nlecoHacaxgeHun,
HaxoAsALWMXCA B
pesepse
panoHHbIX
XOKUMUSITOB, B
KaTeropwo necoB
nx nnowanb
pocTturHet 6 000,0
TbICAYM reKTapoB,
nokasarenb
obneceHus
pecny6amku
[ocTturHert 15
NpoLEeHTOB

Total

Overarching

Total f_yapne dOf
Year  Location(s) Z?;ga Degradation = Targeted action(s)
& Neutrality
km?) " (LoN)
intervention
¢ Restore/improve
tree-covered areas
o Reduce/halt
deforestation
and conversion
of tree cover to
other land cover
types (e.g.
. conserving
Avoid forest land)
2030 TlocnecdoHa Reduce o Restore/improve
O Reverse grasslands

o

Restore tree-
covered areas

¢ Increase tree-
covered area extent
o Increase tree
covered land
(net gain) e.g.
plantations

Sum of all targeted areas
0

Status of

target

achievement

Ongoing

Is this an LDN
target? If so,
under which
process was it
defined/adopted?

(® Yes
No

Participation in
the LDN Target
Setting
Programme

SO1.IA.T1: Areas of implemented action related to the targets (projects and initiatives on the ground).

Relevant Target

K 2030 roay 3a cyeT pacLumMpeHus NecHbIX 1
KYCTapHMKOBbIX Myiowwaaen n nepesoga

€CTeCTBEHHbIX IeCOHaCaXKAeHWA,
HaxoAsALMXCA B pe3epBe paoHHbIX
XOKMMUATOB, B KaTeropuio 1ecoB Ux

Implemented Location Action start
Action (placename) date

Same As

Targeted locnecdoHg 2018-12-20
Actions

nnowaab gocturHet 6 000,0 TbicAYM
reKkTapoB, MokasaTenb o6neceHus
pecny6avMKu OCTUrHET 15 NpoLeHToB

General comments
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Extent

action

Total Area Implemented So Far (km?)

Which other
important goals
are also being
addressed by this
target?

Edit
Polygon

e Convention
on Biological
Diversity —
National
Biodiversity
Strategies
and Action
Plans &
National
Targets

United
Nations
Framework
Convention
on Climate
Change -
Nationally
Determined
Contributions

Edit
Polygon

Sum of all areas relevant to actions under the

same target

K 2030 rogy 3a cyeT paclumMpeHus NecHbIX 1
KyCTapHWKOBbIX MJIOLWaAei v nepesoaa
€CTeCTBEHHbIX JIeCOHaCaXAeHW,
HaxoASALMXCS B pe3epBe panoHHbIX 0

XOKMMUATOB, B KaTeropuio

necoB Ux

nnowaab gocturHet 6 000,0 TbicaAYM
rekTapoB, MokasaTenb o6neceHus

pecny6avKn OCTUrHET 15

MPOLIEHTOB:



S0-2: To improve the living conditions of affected populations.

S02-1 Trends in population living below the relative poverty line and/or income inequality in
affected areas

Relevant metric

Choose the metric that is relevant to your country:
Proportion of population below the
international poverty line

Income inequality (Gini Index)
Qualitative assessment
S02-1.T3: Interpretation of the indicator

Indicator metric = Change in the indicator = Comments

General comments
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SO-2: To improve the living conditions of affected populations.

S02-2 Trends in access to safe drinking water in affected areas

Proportion of population using safely managed drinking water services
S02-2.T1: National estimates of the proportion of population using safely managed drinking water services

Year  Urban (%) Rural (%) Total (%)

2000 84 32 56
2001 84 32 56
2002 84 32 57
2003 85 32 57
2004 85 31 57
2005 85 31 57
2006 85 31 57
2007 85 30 57
2008 85 30 58
2009 85 30 58
2010 85 30 58
2011 86 30 59
2012 86 31 59
2013 86 31 59
2014 86 31 59
2015 86 31 59
2016 86 31 59
2017 86 31 59
2018 86 31 59
2019 86 31 59
2020 86 31 59

Qualitative assessment
S02-2.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Change in the indicator = Comments

General comments
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S0-2: To improve the living conditions of affected populations.

S02-3 Trends in the proportion of population exposed to land degradation disaggregated by
sex

Proportion of the population exposed to land degradation disaggregated by sex
S02-3.T1: National estimates of the proportion of population exposed to land degradation disaggregated by

SexX.
Time Population Percentage of Female Percentage of total Moalﬁlation Percentage of total
eriod exposed total population population female population Exposed male population
P (count) exposed (%) exposed (count)  exposed (%) (cc?unt) exposed (%)
Basgline 8943242 30 .1 4488766 30 .1 4454476 30.0
period
Repo‘fﬁé‘g 9299521 29 2 4661665 29 2 4637856 29 2
perio

Qualitative assessment
S02-3.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Change in
the Comments
indicator

Ykas lMNpe3ungeHTa Pecny6nuku Ys6eknctaH ot 17.06.2019 r. N2 YM-5742 "0 mepax no aphekTMBHOMY UCMONb30BaHUIO
3eMesbHbIX ¥ BOAHbIX PECYPCOB B CE/TbCKOM XO3ANCTBE" MPOM30LLIIO 3a CUYET BOBJIEYEHNSA AerpaMpoBaHHbIX 3eMesb B

Decrease XO35IMCTBEHHbIV 060POT, @ TaKXKe 3a CYET peannsaLm MeponpusiTuii No CO34aHUI0 JIECOB Ha OCYLLEHHOM AHe Apana 1
pernoHe Mpuapanbs. Kpome Toro ocyLIecTBASIOTCA paboThbl MO 03€/IEHEHNUIO FOPOLOB U HACENEHHbIX MYHKTOB B paMKax
o6Lee HaLMOHanbHOro npoekTa "Awnn MakoH"

General comments
WHpopmaumm LIYP 15.3.1
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S0-2: To improve the living conditions of affected populations.

SO2 Voluntary Targets
S02-VT.T1
Target Year Levgl Of. Stat_us o g Comments
application achievement
EEHHET 2022 National Ongoing C oceHbto 2018 roga Ao 2022 ropa ocyLleHHOM fiHe ApasibCKOro Mops
BbI30B 6b1nM cO3AaHbl IeCHble HacaxeHve B 6osee 1,6 MIIH. reKTapoB.

General comments
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SO-3: To mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance resilience of vulnerable populations and
ecosystems.

S03-1 Trends in the proportion of land under drought over the total land area

Drought hazard indicator

S03-1.T1: National estimates of the land area in each drought intensity class as defined by the Standardized
Precipitation Index (SPI) or other nationally relevant drought indices

Drought intensity classes
Mild drought (km?) =~ Moderate drought (km?) = Severe drought (km?) = Extreme drought (km?) = Non-drought (km?)

2000 91514 201219 124 262 28 678 524
2007 258 206 106 024 47783 8848 25335
2002 17 996 0 0 0 428 201
2003 0 0 0 0 446 197
2004 72011 0 0 0 374186
2005 246 101 3182 0 0 196 915
2006 282 876 52224 0 0 111 098
2007 248 366 60 209 40 408 25 97 190
2008 113 211 188714 110 155 28 060 6 057
2009 197 199 5036 539 0 243 423
2010 156 227 137 877 43 863 6 401 101 830
2011 197 089 49 566 25192 7687 166 663
2012 290 684 33597 9068 8274 104 574
2013 116 414 19 696 8 608 1130 300 349
2014 224998 55179 30 858 4 466 130 696
2015 50 292 0 0 0 395905
2016 35798 625 0 0 409 774
2017 181393 13675 992 0 250 137
2018 153813 88775 9952 0 193 658
2019 161982 9701 1209 0 273 305
2020

2021

S03-1.T2: Summary table for land area under drought without class break down

Total area under drought (km?)  Proportion of land under drought (%)

2000 414673 96 .7
2001 420 862 98.1
2002 17996 42
2003 0 0.0
2004 720M 16.6
2005 249 283 57 .3
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SO-3: To mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance resilience of vulnerable populations and

Total area under drought (km?)

2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

2019

2020
2021

Qualitative assessment:

General comments
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335099

349 008

414140

202774

344 367

279 534

341 623

145 848

315501

50 292

36 423

196 060

252 539

172 893

Proportion of land under drought (%)

77

80

94 .

46 .

78.

63 .

78 .

33.

71.

11.

8.

44 .

57.

39.

A

3

ecosystems.



SO-3: To mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance resilience of vulnerable populations and
ecosystems.

S03-2 Trends in the proportion of the population exposed to drought

Drought exposure indicator

Exposure is defined in terms of the number of people who are exposed to drought as calculated from the SO3-1 indicator data.
S03-2.T1: National estimates of the percentage of the total population within each drought intensity class as
well as the total population count and the proportion of the national population exposed to drought
regardless of intensity.

Non-exposed Mild drought Moderate drought Severe drought Extreme drought  Exposed population

Reporting Population o Population o Population % Population % Population o Population %
year count ? count ? count ? count ° count ? count °
2000 158035 7 10444726 42 7005077 32 4624263 zg 883593 g 22 957 659 93
2001 1426334 ¢ 1 13180885 52 2950886 1% 3804464 12 2049668 2 21 985 903 93
99 1 0 0 0 -

23590612 229109 0 0 0
2002 g P pr p: pr 229109
100 0 0 0 0 0

24226077 0 0 0 0
20 0 0 0 0 0 01 o
97 2 0 0 0 2

24039859 615307 0 0 0
2004 - 5 0 0 0 615307 ¢
2005 5772704 23 18731067 74 573675 2 o O 0 9 193047420 77
0 7 3 0 0 0
22 71 6 0 0 78

5592678 18154659 1708432 0 0
2006 r 3 5 0 o 19863091 ‘o
2007 4695493 1? 19933644 78 1266385 g 20382 ? 893 8 21221 304 8(13
2008 1279446 4 g 15007577 58 5774881 2]3 1692005 2 2633030 18 25107 493 92
2009 19882884 74 6791956 = 2° 40785 O 79050 O 0 9 6917797 2
2 3 2 3 0 8
2010 14269630 5§ 9946957 32 1812195 g 839919 ? 407886 ]5 13 006 957 4;
2011 19264427 09 6179152 22 2118248 7/ 104345 O 121106 0 gspogsy 30
3 2 6 4 4 7
2012 6700348 23 19085140 ©7 1692068  © 419161 1 387150 ' 91583519 /0
7 5 0 5 4 3
2013 11212256 3‘19 13185791 48 3288060 1; 900259 ? 77964 (3’ 17 452 074 68
2014 13558584 46 15347280 52 167783 0 106380 O 0 9 15621443 3
5 6 6 4 0 5
95 4 0 0 0 4

28212598 1455912 0 0 0
2015 s 9 0 0 o 1485912 ¢
90 8 1 0 0 9

27292162 2564802 327964 0 0
2016 " c ‘1 0 o 2892766
2017 7469795 24 20189018 63 2556871 8 512943 | 0 0 53958830 7°
3 7 3 7 0 7
2018 3264660 10 20583046 65 7339875 = 23 71427 0 0 O 57994348 8°
4 8 5 2 0 6
2019 15504782 48 11644027 36 3690387 11 934172 2 0 9 16268586 °!
8 6 6 9 0 2
2020 24453000 58 8200000 12 3656000 g 8829000 1? 3764000 ; 24 449 000 58
2021 24856000 58 6923000 13 5138000 12 8976000 “13 3816000 ; 24 853 000 58

S03-2.T2: National estimates of the percentage of the female population within each drought intensity class.

Non-exposed Mild drought Moderate drought Severe drought Extreme drought Epesed ik

population
Reporting Population % Population o Population % Population o Population % Population o
year count ° count ° count ? count ? count ? count ?
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Reporting

SO-3: To mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance resilience of vulnerable populations and

year

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

2021

Non-exposed

Population
count

78158
716495
11782495
12102270
12016075
2889254
2797341
2349835
637841
9953304
7148914
9644750
3340858
5618568
6828814
14127321
13674815
3741593
1637585
7756159
12138000

12335000

%
0.7

6.1
99

0
100
97
23
2
18
4.8
74
52
69
72
39
46
95
1
90
5
24
10
48
50

50
0

Mild drought
Population %
count °
5224248 45
2
6598664 90
4
115005 |
0
g O
0
304243 2
5
9359277 74
7
9076574 7;
9967778 76
9
7523028 53
3387728 29
3
4969163 36
4
3080990 22
2
9566397  ©7
6
6609150 4?
7639010 92
3
725338 4
9
1276965 8
4
10120410 65
8
10317185 69
9
5859603 36
8
4081000 16
8
3446000 13

Moderate drought

Population
count

3505340

1464071

284902
851104
628279
2880215
20600
903343
1061597
843619
1632513

84435

162982
1272745
3664290
1835140
1804000

2539000

%

30

CRES

1

- N

WO AN U= PW WO ) =2 OO0 0O A= OO0 OONOO NO O= 0O, NO WN OO OO OO U1

=

—

Severe drought

Population
count

2302171

1888113

10094
845226
39963
417688
52334
208818
447300

53350

254425
35633
464459
4373000

4445000

%

19

o ©

1

O O ONNON—_,rOOOOCO PO ,PrWUIR PO ,PWWO PO _,PrOOO OO OO OO OO =

1

Extreme drought

Population
count

436648

1025598

433

1308038

204614
60682
192758

39065

1878000

1904000

S°

UN NN OO OO 00000000 WO M- MO Ul OO0 OO OO OO0 OO0 OO0 OO OO M W

ecosystems.

Exposed female

population
Population o
%
count
11 468 407 93
10 976 446 93
115005 |
0
0
01 o
2
304243 2
9644179 78
9927 678 73
10 606 584 8;
12 556 507 92
3448291 23
7
6 494 808 42
4255 603 32
10811502 ‘6
4
8728 028 62
7776795 >3
2
4
725338 ¢
9
1439947 )
11 647 580 7?
14017108 82
8159 202 5;
12 136 000 58
12 334 000 58

S03-2.T3: National estimates of the percentage of the male population within each drought intensity class.

Reporting

271119

year

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

Non-exposed

Population
count

79877
709839
11808117
12123807

12023784

%

0.7

6.1
99

100

97
5

Mild drought

Population
count

5220478
6582221

114104

311064

%

45

S

5

N oo o= N

Moderate drought
Population o
count ?
3499737 30
1486815 12
7

0 0

.0

0 0

.0

0 0

.0

Severe drought

Population
count

2322092

1916351

%
20

16

oo oo oo b

Extreme drought

Population
count

446945

1024070

%

3
9
8
7
0
.0
0
0
0
0

Exposed male

population
Population o
%
count
11489 252 93
11009457 °
114104 !
.0
0
v .0
2
311 064 5



Reporting

SO-3: To mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance resilience of vulnerable populations and
ecosystems.

year

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

2021

Non-exposed

Population
count

2883450
2795337
2345658
641605
9929580
7120716
9619677
3359490
5593688
6729770
14085277
13617347
3728202
1627075
7748623
12315000

12520000

%

23

22
.0

18
.1

4.9

74
N

52
2

69
3

23
.8

39
.1

46
2
95
90
A4
24
3
10
A4
48
9
50
0

50
0

Qualitative assessment

Mild drought

Population
count

9371790
9078085
9965866
7484549
3404228
4977794
3098162
9518743
6576641
7708270
730574
1287837
10068608
10265861
5784424
4119000

3477000

Interpretation of the indicator

General comments
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%
74

7
71

76

O W N 1oy OOl O U1 U100 O D

—_

Population
count

288773
857328
638106
2894666
20185
908852
1056651
848449
1655547

83348

164982
1284126
3675585
1855247
1852000

2599000

Moderate drought

%

N

PO UIN N, OW PAMAOO 2= OO 0O O, OO0 ON NONO O—= OB NOY WODN

—_

=

Severe drought

Population
count

10288
846779
39087
422231
52011
210343
452959

53030

258518
35794
469713
4456000

4531000

%

—_

— 00 00 OWNO N, OO O0CO PO NWUIN PO W WO Mo O OO OO

Extreme drought

Population
count

460

1324992

203272
60424
194392

38899

1886000

1912000

%

oN|NN|joo|loo|loo|loo|loo|loo|lwo|h=a|ho|ltnm|loo|looc|loo|oo|oo

Exposed male

population

Population
count

9 660 563
9935413
10614720
12 550 986
3463 500
6512149
4267 248
10771927
8724 046
7 844 648

730 574
1452819
11611252
13977 240
8109 384
12313 000

12 519 000

%

77
.0
78
.0
81
9
95
N
25
9
47
.8
30
7
76
2

OO0 OO == 00V NU1 OV O BN
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SO-3: To mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance resilience of vulnerable populations and
ecosystems.

S03-3 Trends in the degree of drought vulnerability

Drought Vulnerability Index
S03-3.T1: National estimates of the Drought Vulnerability Index

Year  Total country-level DVI value (tier 1) = Male DVI value (tiers 2 and 3 only) = Female DVI value (tiers 2 and 3 only)
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021

Method

Which tier level did you use to compute the DVI?

Tier 1 Vulnerability Assessment (D
O Tier 2 Vulnerability Assessment
O Tier 3 Vulnerability Assessment O

Qualitative assessment
S03-3.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Change in the indicator = Comments

General comments
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SO-3: To mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance resilience of vulnerable populations and

S03 Voluntary Targets

SO3-VT.T1

Target Year Leve_l Of-
application

BoHHCKMI 2019  National

BbI30B

BoHHCKMNI 2020 National

BbI30OB

BoHHcKmi 2021  National

BbI30B

BonHckuit 2022  National

BbI30B

General comments

Status of target

achievement

Ongoing

Ongoing

Ongoing

Ongoing

ecosystems.

Comments

B 2018-2019 rogax 6b1710 cO34aHO fieca Ha nnowaamn 461
TbicsY ra.

B 2019-2020 roaax 6b110 cO34aHO fieca Ha niollaam 698
TbicsY ra.

B 2020-2021 ropax 6b1710 co3aaHo neca Ha nnouaam 358
TbicAY ra.

B 2021-2022 ropax 6bis10 co3gaHo neca Ha niowaau 107
TbiCAM ra.

Ha ocywieHHoM aHe Apanbckoro Mopsi 3a nepuog 2018-2022rr co3fiaHa "3enieHbli MoKpoB" Ha niowaau 1624 Teicsy ra. Paéota

npoaosiKaeTco.
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S04-1 Trends in carbon stocks above and below
ground

Soil organic carbon stocks
Trends in carbon stock above and below ground is a multi-purpose indicator used to measure progress towards both strategic objectives 1 and 4.
Quantitative data and a qualitative assessment of trends in this indicator are reported under strategic objective 1, progress indicator SO1-3.
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S0-4: To generate global environmental benefits through effective implementation of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification.

S04-2 Trends in abundance and distribution of selected species

S04-2.T1: National estimates of the Red List Index of species survival

Year  Red ListIndex LowerBound Upper Bound

2000 0.98025 0.97396 0.98207
2001 0.9793 0.97227 0.98142
2002 0.9784 0.97159 0.98059
2003 0.97788 0.97037 0.97979
2004 0.97723 0.96892 0.97895
2005 0.9767 0.9678 0.97825
2006 0.97637 0.96613 0.9778
2007 0.97612 0.96585 0.97739
2008 0.97588 0.96345 0.97702
2009 0.97552 0.96292 0.97666
2010 0.97525 0.96079 0.97658
2011 0.97475 0.96108 0.9771
2012 0.97428 0.95914 0.97731
2013 0.97398 0.95767 0.97769
2014 0.97352 0.95637 0.97792
2015 0.9733 0.95429 0.97842
2016 0.97258 0.95303 0.97871
2017 0.97237 0.95202 0.97903
2018 0.97196 0.95051 0.97919
2019 0.97163 0.94955 0.98021
2020 0.97117 0.94878 0.9801

Qualitative assessment
S04-2.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Change in Drivers: Direct Drivers: Indirect
the in%icator (Choose one or (Choose one or
more items) more items)

Positive

General comments
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Comment

Which levers are being used to
reverse negative trends and enable
transformative change?

Responses that led to
positive RLI trends

1. Land / Water
Management

2. Awareness Raising

3. Conservation
Designation &
Planning

4. Law Enforcement &
Prosecution

Comments



S0-4: To generate global environmental benefits through effective implementation of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification.
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S0-4: To generate global environmental benefits through effective implementation of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification.

S04-3 Proportion of important sites for terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity that are
covered by protected areas, by ecosystem type

S04-3.T1: National estimates of the average proportion of Terrestrial KBAs covered by protected areas (%)

Year Protected Areas Coverage(%) Lower Bound = Upper Bound = Comments

2000 13.4 12.0 14.0
2001 13.4 12.0 14.0
2002 13.4 12.0 14.0
2003 13.4 12.0 14.0
2004 13.4 12.0 14.0
2005 13.4 12.0 14.0
2006 13.4 12.0 14 .0
2007 13.4 12.0 14.0
2008 13.4 12.0 14.0
2009 13.4 12.0 14.0
2010 13.4 12.0 14.0
2011 13.4 12.0 14.0
2012 13.4 12.0 14.0
2013 13.4 12.0 14 .0
2014 13.4 12.0 14.0
2015 13.4 12.0 14.0
2016 13.4 12.0 14.0
2017 13.4 12.0 14.0
2018 13.4 12.0 14.0
2019 13.4 12.0 14 .0
2020 13.4 12.0 14.0

Qualitative assessment
S04-3.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Qualitative Assessment = Comment

Increasing 3a cYeT co3AaHus HoBbIX OMT

General comments

34 /119



S0-4: To generate global environmental benefits through effective implementation of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification.

S04 Voluntary Targets
S04-VT.T1
Target Year Levgl Of. Stat_us o g Comments
application achievement

CornacHo no KOHLIEMLIMIA OXPAHbI OKPYXAIOLLIEA

CPELbI PECMYBJIMKWN Y3BEKUCTAH [0 2030 MO4A 2030  National Achieved
nsoLiagmn oxpaHsieMblx MPUPOAHbBIX TePPUTOPUIA

DOCTUTHUTbL A0 12%

[aHHbIn MOMEHT nnowaan
OXpaHsieMbIX MPUPOAHbIX
TeppuTtopui coctoBnseT 14%

Complementary information
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S0-5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial resources to support the implementation of the
Convention by building effective partnerships at global and national level

S05-1 Bilateral and multilateral public resources

Tier 1: Please provide information on the international public resources provided and received for the

implementation of the Convention, including information on trends.
Trends in international bilateral and multilateral public resources provided

Up 1

Stable «——

Down |

Unknown o
Trends in international bilateral and multilateral public resources received
® Upt

Stable «——

Down |

Unknown e

Tier 2: Table 1 Financial resources provided and received

Total Amount USD

Provided / Received Year Committed Disbursed / Received

. Committed Disbursed
Provided 2016 ¢ 0

. Committed Disbursed
Provided 2017 ¢ 0

. Committed Disbursed
Provided 2018 g 0

. Committed Disbursed
Provided 2019 g 0

) Committed Received
Received 2076 126 946 .00 10 292 993 .90

. Committed Received
Received 2017 16932682.02 15717 354.02

. Committed Received
Received 2018 ' 17741981.00 20503 421.88

. Committed Received
Received 2019

Total resources provided:

Total resources received:

Documentation box

13 480 884 .40

0
48 282 493 .42

18155741 .91

0
64 669 511 .71

Explanation

Year

Recipient / Provider

Title of project, programme, activity or other
Total Amount USD

Sector

Capacity Building

Technology Transfer

Gender Equality
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SO-5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial resources to support the implementation of the
Convention by building effective partnerships at global and national level

Explanation
Channel
Type of flow
Financial Instrument
Type of support
Amount mobilised through public interventions

Additional Information

General comments
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S0-5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial resources to support the implementation of the
Convention by building effective partnerships at global and national level

S05-2 Domestic public resources

Tier 1: Please provide information on the domestic public expenditures, including subsidies, and revenues,
including taxes, directly and indirectly related to the implementation of the Convention, including information

on trends.
Trends in domestic public expenditures and national level financing for activities relevant to the implementation of the Convention

Up

Stable «——

Down |

Unknown o
Trends in domestic public revenues from activities related to the implementation of the Convention
® Upt

Stable «——

Down |

Unknown e

Mo pecny6nvke NpUHATa cTpaTernss 0 Mepax Mo paunoHanbHOMY UCNOI30BaHUIO 3EMESIbHbIX U BOAHbLIX pecypcoB. B cooTBeTCTBUM C
KoTopbiM Ao 2030 roga npeayCMOTPEHO BOCCTaHOBUTb AerpaanpoBaHHble 3eMnun Ha nnowaam 1,1 MaH. ra.

OCHOBHbIe pacxofabl U3 MECTHOIO GHOAXKETA MAYT Ha CO3[aHuWe JIECOB, YXOAY 3a JiecaMu, OpraHu3aLmMmn oxpaHbl 1 3aWwuTbl necos; Kpome
9TOro M3 roc6rofeTa MAYT pacxodbl Ha CO34aHNe NONE3ALUUTHbIX JIECHBIX HACAXAEHUI N0 AOroBOpaM Ha 3eMJIAX
CeNbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX MPEANPUSATUNA.

Tier 2: Table 2 Domestic public resources

Year = Amounts Additional Information
Government expenditures 2020 18401515
Directly related to combat DLDD 2020 18401515

Indirectly related to combat DLDD
Subsidies
Subsidies related to combat DLDD

[ocyaapcTBeHHble pacxofbl 2021 = 25629928
[ocynapcTBeHHble pacxobl 2022 25646 007

Total expenditures / total per year

Additional

Year Amounts .
Information

Government revenues

Environmental taxes for the conservation of land resources and taxes related to combat
DLDD

Total revenues / total per year

Documentation box

Explanation

3a cyeT rocyjapCTBEHHOro 1 MECTHOIO BHOfIXKeTa OCYLLECTBNAKTCA PaboTbl MO CO3AaHMI0

Government expenditures
J1eCOB, YXOAy 3@ HUMMU, a TakXKe OXpaHe 1 3alunTe NecoB

Subsidies = oTcyTcTBYET
Government revenues

Domestic resources directly or =~ Bce cpeficTBa v BbINosHAeMble paboTbl HanpaseHbl Ha 60pb6Yy C 3p03Ueil, ONyCTbIHNUBAHUEM,
indirectly related to combat DLDD = cMsir4eHuto NocneacTBUA UBMEHEHUS! KNMMaTa U BO3AENCTBUAM 3acyxu
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S0-5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial resources to support the implementation of the
Convention by building effective partnerships at global and national level

Has your country set a target for increasing and mobilizing domestic resources for the implementation of the Convention?

(®) Yes

No

CornacHo boHHcKkoMy Bbi3oBy K 2030 rogy BoccTaHOBUTb 350 MUIMOHOB reKTapoB JIeCOB U 3eMenb. 0653aTeNbCTBO Y36eKucTaHa no
BOCCTaHOBJ/IEHMIO JIeCHbIX NaHALadToB B paMkax boHHckoro Bbizoa 500 000 ra k 2030 rogy. Mpu nonyyeHny noaaepxxkun MOU:
pononHuTenbHble 500 000 ra k 2030 rogy

General comments
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S0-5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial resources to support the implementation of the
Convention by building effective partnerships at global and national level

S05-3 International and domestic private resources

Tier 1: Please provide information on the international and domestic private resources mobilized by the

private sector of your country for the implementation of the Convention, including information on trends.
Trends in international private resources

Up 1

Stable ——

Down |
() Unknown o
Trends in domestic private resources
(® Up1

Stable ——

Down |

Unknown e

Tier 2: Table 3 International and domestic private resources

Title of project, Total
Year programme, activity or Amount Financial Instrument Type of institution Recipient
other UsD

Additional
Information

O Charitable grant
[0 Commercial loans

[0 Non-concessional

loan

O Private Export ) .
Other (specify) Uzbekistan

LonrocpoyHasi apeHaa [ Credit .
3eMelb NECHOro hoHAa 56 000 000 lopuanyeckme u [ Domestic

0 Private Equities (pursnyeckme nuLb mobilization

2020

1 Private Insurance
Other(specify)
MHBECTULMS

HOPUANYECKMX U
hnsnyeckux nuu

[ Charitable grant
[0 Commercial loans

O Non-concessional

loan

O Private Export . .
Other (specify) Uzbekistan

[onrocpoyHas apeHza [ Credit )
3eMenb IECHOro hoHaa 35815000 fopuUanYEecKme u [0 Domestic

[ Private Equities (pursnyeckme nuLib mobilization
[ Private Insurance

Other(specify)

MHBECTULMA
HOPUANYECKUX U
dusnyecknx nuuy

2021

Total 91 815 000
Total per year 2020: 56 000 000
Total per year 2021: 35815000

Please provide methodological information relevant to data presented in table 3

MpuWHsiTa NOCTaHOBIeHWE NpaBUTenbcTBa Pecny6mkn Y36ekucTtaH oT 13 fekabps 2019 r N2 993 "06 yTBepXXAEeHUU NMONOXKEHNSA O
npeacTaBNeHUN 3eMefbHbIX Y4aCTKOB JleCHOro hoHAA Ha AO/ITOCPOYHYHO apeHay”

Has your country taken measures to encourage the private sector as well as non-governmental organizations,
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S0-5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial resources to support the implementation of the
Convention by building effective partnerships at global and national level

foundations and academia to provide international and domestic resources for the implementation of the
Convention?

Pa3pa6aTb|BaeTcs=| NPOEKT NMOCTaHOB/IEHUA NpaBUTEIbCTBa MO NMNOOLWNPEHUIO FOPUANUYECKUX U CbMSVNeCKVIX vy ocyllecTeadarowmne

paboTbl Mo 60pb6e C ONyCTbIHMBAHWMEM, CMAFYEHUEM MOCIIEACTBUI USMEHEHNA KTIMMATA U NMecyaHo-MblieBbiMY 6ypsMu B Pecnybnnke
Y36ekucraH.

General comments
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SO-5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial resources to support the implementation of the Convention by building effective partnerships at global and national level

S05-4 Technology transfer

Tier 1: Please provide information relevant to the resources provided, received for the transfer of technology for the implementation of the Convention, including information

on trends.

Trends in international bilateral and multilateral public resources provided

Upt
Stable «——
Down |

(*) Unknown e

Trends in international bilateral and multilateral public resources received

Upt
(v) Stable «—
Down |

Unknown e

https://yuz.uz/ru/news/po-marshrutam-razvitiya-regiona-priaralya https://cadi.uni-greifswald.de/ru/ chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://www.fao.org/3/cc0363ru/cc0363ru.pdf
https://uzbekistan.un.org/ru/151372-fao-peredala-specialnye-avtomobili-lesnym-khozyaystvam-uzbekistana https://yuz.uz/ru/news/v-tashkente-obsudili-dalneyshuyu-rabotu-po-ustoychivomu-upravleniyu-lesami

Tier 2: Table 4 Resources provided and received for technology transfer measures or activities

Provided
Received

Provided

(®) Received

Provided

(») Received

Provided

(») Received

Year

2019

2021

2020

Title of project,
programme,
activity or other

Yctonumsoe
ynpasJieHue
necamu B
FOPHbIX 1
LIONMHHBIX
paiioHax
Y3bekucrana

WMHuumaTtuea no
nycTbiHe B
LleHTpanbHoMn
Asuu (CADI) -
CoxpaHeHue n
apanTuBHoe
ucnonb3oBaHue
XONOAHbIX
3UMHUX
nycTbiHb B LA

Pelenue
HaCyL{HbIX
npo6nem
YesioBeyecKkon
6e30MacHOCTM B
pernoxe
Mpuapanbs
nytem
copencTems
yCTORYNBOMY
CenbCKOMy
pasBuTUIO

Total provided:
Total per year 2019 provided:
Total per year 2021 provided:
Total per year 2020 provided:

Amount

1000
000

400
000

312
258

olo|lo|o

Recipient
Provider

Other (please
specify)

GEF-FAO

Other (please
specify)
YHuBepcu TeT
IpaidcBanbaa-
3ykkos-OAO

Other (please
specify)
MexayHapoaHbIii
TPacTOBbIi
$oHa-NPOOH

Please provide methodological information relevant to data presented in table 4

-~ Activities Status of JIizeteme
Description and Type of
P Sector undertaken = measure
objectives technology s measure
by or activity A
or activity
yyn
ocyllecTBAseTCA Ha )
4 O Agriculture
[LEMOHCTPALIMOHHBIX Forestry
YEEIERG [0 Water and
o6ecrneynBaroLnx o npefocTaBneHne )
= Sanitation Public necHoe
TaKue yCTon4mBble TEXHUKU 1 Completed o
ac _ sector X03A1CcTBa
BbIrOAbI, KaK ross o6opyfioBaHue
cBA3bIBaHME cutting
yrnepoaa u o
ynyulleHne yCnoBUi  Other(specify)
XKN3HN MECTHbIX
JLAOMOXO03AWNCTB
YeToitumsoe O Agriculture
ynpaenenue Forestry
pecyp - Sanitation Public necHoe
MHOTOCTOPOHHEI o6opyfoBaHue Completed o
ac _ - sector Xxo3qaicTea
ocHoBe ans _FOSS ANA MECTHOMN
MyCTblIHHbIX 6MOMOB  cutting Hacenenune
BHe/ipsieTCH B o
CTpaHax-napTHepax Other(specify)
O Agriculture
[ Forestry
noazepxka no O Water and
- npefocTaBneHue .
o6neceHuto AHa Sanitation Public necHoe
TEXHUKU U Completed o
1cyesalolLero _ sector x03sicTBa
A [ Cross o6opynoBaHue
PanbCKoro Mopst cutting
m]
Other(specify)
Total received: 1712258
Total per year 2019 received: 1000 000
Total per year 2021 received: 400 000
Total per year 2020 received: 312258

Use, impact and
estimated results

1Cnonb3oBaeTcs
ans
NPon3BOACTBHHHbIX
Lenei 1 cosaaHue

1CNonb3oBaeTcs
ans
NPOU3BOACTBHHHbIX
uenei no
NOAAEPXNBAHUIO
MecTHOMN
HacenieHue

1Cnonb3oBaeTcs
ans
NPOU3BOACTBHHHbIX
Lenew 1 cosaaHne
necos

Additional
Information

Include information on underlying assumptions, definitions and methodologies used to identify and report on technology transfer support provided and/or received and/or
required. Please include links to relevant documentation.

https://yuz.uz/ru/news/po-marshrutam-razvitiya-regiona-priaralya https://cadi.uni-greifswald.de/ru/ chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://www.fao.org/3/cc0363ru/cc0363ru.pdf
https://uzbekistan.un.org/ru/151372-fao-peredala-specialnye-avtomobili-lesnym-khozyaystvam-uzbekistana https://yuz.uz/ru/news/v-tashkente-obsudili-dalneyshuyu-rabotu-po-ustoychivomu-upravleniyu-lesami

Please provide information on the types of new or current technologies required by your country to address desertification, land degradation and drought (DLDD), and the

challenges encountered in acquiring or developing such technologies.

I'Iepsbm o4yepeau HY>XHbl COBPEMEHHbIe TEXHONOrUu n oGopy,qoaaHMe ANA Nocagku n nocesy B NYCTbIHbIX 30H. CospaHue COBpeMeHHOoe NMUTOMHWUKM C KanesbHbIMW OpallaeMbIMU TEXHONOTUAMU.

General comments
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S0-5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial resources to support the implementation of the
Convention by building effective partnerships at global and national level

S05-5 Future support for activities related to the implementation of the Convention

S05-5.1: Planned provision and mobilization of domestic public and private resources

Please provide information relevant to the planned provision and mobilization of domestic resources for the
implementation of the Convention, including information relevant to indicator SO5-2, as well as information
on projected levels of public financial resources, target sectors and planned domestic policies.

Ha 2023 rog 13 roc6rofkeTta 3aniaHMpoBaHO HanpaBUTb Ha MEPOMPUSATUMN CO3aHNS IECOB, YXOAY 32 HUMU U OpraHn3aLmmn oxpaHbl 1
3awmnTta necoB 42 mnH. gonnapos CLLUA.

S05-5.2: Planned provision and mobilization of international public and private resources

Please provide information relevant to the planned provision and mobilization of international resources for
the implementation of the Convention, including information on projected levels of public financial resources
and support to capacity building and transfer of technology, target regions or countries, and planned
programmes, policies and priorities.

B HacTosiLee Bpems pa3pabaTbiBaeTcsi IPOEKTbI MO NPUBJIEYEHWIO MHBECTULIMOHHbIX KpeANTOB BceMupHoro baHka Ha BocCTaHOBIIEHMe
NecHbIX naHawadToB Ha cyMmy 142 MnH. gonnapos CLUA n npuBneyYeHne MHBECTULMOHHbIX KpeanToB EB Ha cymMy 40 MnH eBpo

S05-5.3: Resources needed

Please provide information relevant to the financial resources needed for the implementation of the
Convention, including on the projects and regions which needs most support and on which your country has
focused to the greatest extent.

General comments
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IF: Implementation Framework

Financial and Non-Financial Sources
Increasing the mobilization of resources:

Would you like to share an experience on how your country has increased the mobilization of resources within the reporting
period?

Yes

No

What type of resources were mobilized (check all that apply)?

Financial Resources
[0 Non-Financial

Which sources were mobilized?

International

Domestic

Public

Private

O Local communities

[0 Non-traditional funding sources
O Climate Finance

O Other (please specify)

Use this space to describe the experience:

noceB CeMsIH NnecyaHbIX MOpoA Mpu NOMOLLM Manon aBmauumn nocagka cesHueB NecyaHblX NOPoA MO MECKOHAKOMUTENIbHbIM 60p03AaM

What were the challenges faced, if any?

HexBaTKa (hMHAHCOBbIX PECYPCOB, OTCYTCTBUE GbITOBbIX YCIIOBUA

What do you consider to be the lessons learned?

Tp66y8TCﬂ BHeJpeHne NHHOBALMOHHbIX TEXHONIOMUA NPU CO3AaHUN NECHDBIX HacaXAeHun

How did you ensure that women benefited from/got access to this funding?

JKeHLnHbI yyacTBOBaNu rnpu c6ope CeMAH NYCTbIHbIX MOPOA4 1 NONYYUJTU OT 3TOr0 BbIrogbl

Use this space to provide any further complementary information you deem relevant:

CuuTaertcs Ll,eJ'IeCOO6pa3HbIM npueney CbVIHaHCOBbIe pecypcbl MexAyHapoAHbIX OpraHu3auunin Ans CMAar4eHns NocneAcTBUN U3MeHeHUs
KfinMaTa 1 npeaoTepatlleHna npoueccoB onyCTblIHUBaHUA

Has your country supported other countries in the mobilization of financial and non-financial resources for the implementation
of the Convention?

Yes

No
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IF: Implementation Framework

Use this space to describe the experience:

OnbIT paboTbl Y36ekncTaHa Ha ocylleHHOM AHe Apana BHeApseTcs Ha OCYyLleHHOM AHe ApafibCKOro Mops Ha TEpPUMPTOPMM Ka3axCKoM
YacTW. YTO CHMXKAET NOABEM BPEAHbIX YaCTUL, COJMW, NMbISIM U MECKA Ha OKPYXXatoLLYyt cpeay

What were the challenges faced, if any?

Heo6xoanMo paspaboTaTh eAnHYI0 CXeMY 06/IeCEHUs OCYLIEHHOMO AHa ApanbCKOro MOpS U peannsaLus ero.

Was part of the funding earmarked for women and/or women led activities/businesses?

3a 3aroToBKU CEMSH NYCTbIHHbIX NOPOA XEeHLWNHaMK ornJiavyeHbl SapO6OTHbIe nnartbl,

What do you consider to be the lessons learned?

Tpe6yeT0ﬂ BHeZpeHne NHHOBAaLMOHHbIX TEXHONIOMMMA NPWU CO3AaHUN NECHDBIX HacaXAeHun

Using Land Degradation Neutrality as a framework to increase investment:

From your perspective, would you consider that you have taken advantage of the LDN concept to enhance the coherence,
effectiveness and multiple benefits of investments?

Yes

No

Improving existing and/or innovative financial processes and institutions

From your perspective, do you consider that your country has improved the use of existing and/or innovative financial
processes and institutions?

Yes

No

Was this through any of the following (check all that apply)?

[0 Existing financial processes
[0 Innovative financial processes
The GEF

O Other funds (please specify)

Use this space to describe the experience:

B pamkax npoekTta ['3® "YcToiunBoe ynpaBieHWe ropHbIMU 1 AONHHBIMU Nlecamu Y36eknctaHa" 6b1iv cos3faHbl

What were the challenges faced, if any?

HexBaTKa (hMHaAHCOBbIX PECYPCOB

What do you consider to be the lessons learned?

TpebyeTcs BHeAApEHNE MHHOBALIMOHHbBIX TEXHOJIOTUIA MPU CO3AaHNUMN JTIECHbIX HAaCaXXAEHWUN
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IF: Implementation Framework

Did your country support other countries in the improvement of existing or innovative financial processes and institutions?

Yes

No
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IF: Implementation Framework

Policy and Planning
Action Programmes:

Has your country developed or helped develop, implement, revise or regularly monitor your national action programme?

Yes

No

Use the space below to share more details about your country's experience:

O6napas 60MbLLUON BOLHON NOBEPXHOCTbIO U 06bEMOM BOAbl, ApanibCkoe Mope Ao cepeanHbl 1960-x rofoB CNyXXuno BoAoOpasaenom,
perynmpyroLM KImMMar, CMAryas SKCTpemMarsibHble NorofiHble U3BMEHEHUS B permoHe LieHTpanbHoin Asuu. 30Ha apxunenara otiMyanacb
YHUKanbHbIM pa3Hoobpa3snemM Griopbl U GayHbl, TOJIbKO YNCIEHHOCTb caiirakoB npuénunxanacb K 1 MiH, a opucTMYECKnii cCocTaB
HacuuTbIBan cBblilwe 638 BMAOB pacTeHuit. [1o 1960-x rofoB 0CTPOB 6bl1 KPYMHENLLNM Pbi6OX03AMCTBEHHBIM BogoeMoM CpefHein Aauu,
rfe exerofgHo Bblnaeamsanocb Ao 40 000 TOHH pbi6bl (B OCHOBHOM Kapr, @ Tak)Ke OKyHb). AHTpornoreHHble GakTopbl (FnaBHbIM 06pasom
WHTEHCUBHOE OPOLLEHUEe U Pa3BUTUE TMAPOIHEPreTUKN) B COYETAHUM C NPUPOAHbIMK hakTopamu (3acyLnmBbIA KIUMAT — BbICOKast
TemnepaTypa BO34yxa, BbiCOKas MCMapsieMOCTb U Masnoe KOMMYeCTBO OCaAKOB) NMPUBENU K 9KONTOIMYECKOMY KpU3ucy ApanbCcKoro Mopsi.
MeHbluee NocTynneHue BoAbl B Mope U3 AMyaapbu 1 CbipAapby, yMeHbLLIEHUe ero rny6uHbl U 06bema BoAbl, YCUSIEHUE UCNApeHUs BOAbI
yCKOpWUNN ero BbiCbixaHue. AKkBaTopusa ApanbCcKoro Mops B 60-x rogax NpoLuioro Beka coctasnsna 6 MiH. ra, a k 2021 rogy oHa
JOCTUIHET 5,5 MNH. rekTap BbICOX M 06pa3oBanach NycTbiHA «OposikyM». BbicbixaHue ApanbCKOro Mops Bbi3Basio ONyCTbIHMBaHWE
KPYMHbIX MyCTbIHb B LieHTpe KbI3bINKYyMCKOro 1 KapakyMcKoro nosica, u 3iecb NosiBUNach elle ofiHa HoBasi MycTbiHsA «Apankym». (Bcero
6onee 5 MSH ra, T.e. 3,34 MJIH ra OTHOCATCA K TeppuTopun Y36eknctaHa) ONacHOCTb MyCTbIHM ApaikyM B TOM, YTO CYX0€ LHO
packanunocb, kak CKOBOPOAKa, BbibpacbiBasi B aTMocdepy OrpoMHOE KONMYECTBO CONEN U MESIKOM MblIW, OCTaBLUMXCA B BEPXHUX CNOAX
MoyBbl Nocsie ucnapeHusi Mops. Ha BbicoxweMm gHe ApanbCKOro Mopsi YAensieTcsl BHUMaHUe NUKBUAALMU NOCNEACTBUIA ApanbCKoi
KaTacTpodbl ¥ MOBbILLIEHNIO YPOBHS XXU3HU HAaCENEHUS palioHa 3a CYET MOCALKM CaXXEHLIEB M CEMSIH CaKCOBYa U APYrnx MyCTbIHHbIX
pacTeHuit. B cBS3U ¢ pacrnonioXeHUeM MycTbiHW OposibKyM Ha NyTH CUJIbHbIX BO3AYLUHbIX MOTOKOB (MPEUMYLLECTBEHHO C 3anafa Ha
BOCTOK) ee BJIMsiHWE YCUSIMBAETCS U NPUBOAUT K BO3HUKHOBEHMIO GYPHbIX NecyaHblx 6ypb (8o 100 gHel B rogy) U pacnpocTpaHeHUo
apanckoi conv B aTMocdepe. 3arpsdHeHVe BOAbl CO fiHA CyXOro OCTPOBa M 60/1bLLIOE KOTIMYECTBO COJIAHOW MbI/IN UFPaOT PELLAOLLYHO
ponb B NOBbILIEHUN 3a601€BAEMOCTU HAaCENEHUS, O6LLEW U AETCKON CMEPTHOCTU. B peaynbTaTe ux BO3AeNCTBUSA Habnto4anochb
MoBbILLEHME YPOBHS psiia 3a601eBaHUi: aHeMuUK, 60N1e3Hel MoYeK, XeyA04HO-KULLIEYHOrO TPaKTa, OpraHoB AblXaHus, KpOBH,
XONeLmncTuTa, CeEpAEUYHO-COCYANCTBIX U OHKOIOrMYeCcKUx 3aboneBaHnin. BoinonHsaeTcs HaunoHanbHaa nporpaMmma AencTeuii. Tak, 3a
nepuog 2019-2022 roabl BbIMNOSHEHbI PaboTbl MO CO3AaHUI0 3aLUMTHbIX JIECHbIX HAaCAXXAEHWUI Ha OCYLLUEHHOM AHe ApasibCKOro Mopsi Ha
nnowaam 1,6 MaH. ra. (2018-2019rr. 461 TbicAY rektapos, 2019-2020rr. 700 Tbicsiy rekTapos, 2020-2021rr. 353 TbiCsiY reKTapoB,
2021-2022rr. 107 TbicaY rektapos, 2023r 100 TbicAY reKTapoB).

Would you consider the action programmes and/or plans to be successful and what do you consider the main reasons for
success or lack thereof?

MporpaMmma BbIMNoHAETCS ycnelwHo. OCHOBHbIE MpUYMHa ycnexa GMHaHCoBas noakep)Kka co CTOPOHbI rocyapcTBa

What were the challenges faced, if any?

OCHOBHbIMW TPYAHOCTAMU ABASASIMCb HEXBATKa dJVIHaHCOBbIX pecypcoB

What do you consider to be the lessons learned?

HexBaTka BbICOKOKBaJ'IVI¢)VIL[VIpOBaHHbIX KagpoB U cnaboe BHeApeHne NHHOBALMOHHbIX TEXHONOrni

Policies and enabling environment:

During the reporting period, has your country established or helped establish policies and enabling environments to promote
and/or implement solutions to combat desertification/land degradation and mitigate the effects of drought?

Yes

No

These policies and enabling environments were aimed at (check all that apply):
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IF: Implementation Framework

Promoting solutions to combat desertification, land degradation and drought (DLDD)
Implementing solutions to combat DLDD

[0 Protecting women'’s land rights

Enhancing women'’s access to natural, productive and/or financial resources

O Other (please specify)

How best to describe these experiences (check all that apply):

Prevention of the effects of DLDD

Relief efforts after DLDD has caused environmental and or socioeconomic stress on ecosystems and or populations
Recovery efforts after DLDD has caused environmental and or socioeconomic stress on ecosystems and or populations
0 Engagement of women in decision - making

Implementation and promotion of women's land rights and access to land resources

[0 Building women's capacity for effective UNCCD implementation

O Other (please specify)

Use the space below to share more details about your country/sub-region/region/institution's experience.

50pb6a C onyCTblIHMBaHUeM n 33chOl7I npoBsogusiacb nyTeM co3faHus 3alUTHBIX JIECHbIX HacaXxaeHun necyaHbIx nopoa Ha noABUXXHbIX
neckax,

Do you consider these policies to be successful in promoting or implementing solutions to address DLDD, including prevention,
relief and recovery, and what do you consider the main factors of success or lack thereof?

I'Iposo;mmaﬂ NMoJINTUKa ycnewHasn. OcHoBHOM ycnex 3aKsiro4aeTcd B TOM 4YTO Ha 34 rog co3gaHHble 3allnTHbIe 1IeCHble HaCaXXAeHUA
3aKpenJiAaroT NoABUXKHbIE NECKU U NpeaoTBpaLllakoT NnogbeM necHaHo-MblJieBbIX 6ypb Ha OKpYy>XXatrLLlyro cpeay.

What were the challenges faced, if any?

OcHOBHasi TPYAHOCTb HexBaTKa (GDMHAHCOBbIX PECYPCOB, HaMIMYMK CUNbHO 3aCOJIEHHbIX 3€MENb TPE6YHOLLI NMPUMEHEHUE CrieLarnbHO
TEXHOJOrMU MPU CO34aHNUM 3aLUUTHbIX JIECHBIX HacaXAeHWM

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

HexBaTka KBaJ'IVId)VILl,VIpOBaHHbIX cneuunanucToB, cnaboe BHeJpeHne COBPEMEHHbIX NHHOBALMOHHbIX TEXHOJIOTUN.

Has your country supported other countries in establishing policies and enabling environments to promote and implement
solutions to combat desertification/land degradation and mitigate the effects of drought, including prevention, relief and
recovery?

Yes

No

Has your country offered support related to or including the setting of policy measures in terms of mainstreaming gender in the
implementation of the UNCCD?

Yes

No

Use the space below to describe your country's experience.

OnbIT paboTbl Y36eKkncTaHa No Co3[aHMI0 3aLUUTHbIX JIECHbIX HAaCaXAEHWIN Ha OCYLIEHHOM AHe ApanbCKoro Mopsi HayaTa BHeApATCA B
KasaxcTtaHe. [pynna generauuii ¢ 06emx CTOPOH NocelLLany ocyLeHHOe AHO MOpS, 03HAKOMUIUCE OMblTaMu paboT. CocTaB/ieHa
MeMOpaHAyM O COBMeCTHOI paboTe.
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Do you consider this experience a success and, if so, what do you consider the reasons behind this success (or lack thereof)?

OnbIT 6bIN yCMELWHbIM. B pe3yfibTaTe Co3jaHns 3alUMTHbIX JIECHbIX HAacaXAeHui 6yaeT npefoTepalleHa NogeM necyaHo-MnblieBbIx 6ypb
Ha OKpy>KatoLLyto cpeay

What were the challenges faced, if any?

OTcyTCTBYeT efiMHas cxema Bktoyasi Y36ekncTaH u KasaxcraH no co3faHuio 3allUTHbIX JIECHbIX HAaCaXXAEHWUI Ha OCYLUEHHOM AHe
Apanbckoro Mopsi.

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

Heo6xogumo paspaboTaTb €4MHYIO CXeMY MO arposieCoMeNnMopTaBHbIM MEPONPUATUAM As Y36eKucTaHa U KasaxcTaHa U NpucTynuT K
ero peanusauuu. CoBepLUEHCTBOBaTb TEXHOMOMMW CO3AaHWs 3aLUMUTHbIX JIECHbIX HACAXAEHWIA C UCMOJIb30BAHNEM UHHOBALMOHHbIX
MeToLOoB

Are women'’s land rights protected in national legislation?

Yes

No

If so, how (please provide the reference to the relevant law/policy)

3aKoHOM paspeLLeHo NpaBo Ha TPyAa B PYKOBOAALLMX SOMMKHOCTAX. BHegpsAeTcs reHaepHoe paBHomnpasue

Synergies:

From your perspective, has your country leveraged synergies and integrated DLDD into national plans related to other MEAs,
particularly the other Rio Conventions and other international commitments?

Yes

No

Your country's actions were aimed at (please check all that apply):

Leveraging DLDD with other national plans related to the other Rio Conventions
Integrating DLDD into national plans

Leveraging synergies with other strategies to combat DLDD

Integrating DLDD into other international commitments

O Other (please specify)

Use the space below to describe your country's experience.

Pa6oTa no co3aaHuio 3alUMTHbIX NECHbIX HacaXKAeHW HenmoCcpeACbBEHHO CBA3AHO € ApyrMu KoHBeHLMAMM, Tak, NyTeM co3aHuUs
3aLUUTHbIX JIECHbIX HAcaXXAeHU obecneynBaeTcs BbinosiHeHne PaMoyHoi KOHBEHLMMN MO U3MEHEHUS KiTuMaTa. KpomMe 3Toro nytem
CO3aHNA 3aLUNTHbIX JIECHbIX HACAXXAEHWUI CO3aeTCA YCII0BUA AN COXPAaHEHUS, BOCMPOM3BOACTBA U YBE/TMYEHUSI 6UOpa3Hoo6pasust U
TeM caMbIM o6ecneymBaeTcs BbinosHeHne KOHBEHLIMM MO COXpaHEHNO 6MopasHoo6pasms.

Do you consider this experience a success and, if so, what do you consider the reasons behind this success (or lack thereof)?

OnbIT ycnewHbIn. MNpuynHom ycnexa siBNsieTcs BblaeneHme hMHaHCOBbIX PECYPCOB Ha CO34aHMe 3aLUUTHbIX IECHbIX HaCaXXAeHWUn us
MeCTHOrO 6tofkeTa
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What were the challenges faced, if any?

TpynHOCT 3akntoyaeTcs B HexBaTKe (hMHAHCOBbIX PECYPCOB U He CBOEBPEMEHHOE BblAe/eHMe.

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

Cna6oe BHeApeHWe MHHOBALIMOHHbIX TEXHOSOMMIN, HexBaTKa BblCOKOKBaJ‘IVId)I/ILl,VIpOBaHHbIX KagpoB

Mainstreaming desertification, land degradation and drought:

From your perspective, did your country take specific actions to mainstream, DLDD in economic, environmental and social
policies, with a view to increasing the impact and effectiveness of the implementation of the Convention?
Yes

No

If so, DLDD was mainstreamed into (check all that apply):

[0 Economic policies
Environmental policies
[0 Social policies

Land policies

[0 Gender policies
Agricultural policies

O Other (please specify)

Use the space below to describe your country's experience.

B nocnepee rogbl YacTo NnoBTOpsAETCA 3acyLunmBble rogpl. Ecnv paHblie ao 90 bix rogos 3a 10 NeTHU Nepuog 3acyLUnuBble roabl
NMoBTOPANMCH 2 pa3a a B MOC/ieHWe roAbl NoBTOpAOTCA 4-5 pas. B cBA3U € 3TUM B pecnybiunke Ha 3eMisix JiecHoro hoHAa yBenmymnnch
06beMbI CO3[,aHNA 3aLLMTHbIX NEeCHbIX HacaxxaeHun ot 45 -50 Tbic ra go 2017 roga go 200 Tbic ra B 2022 rogy. Takxke npegycMOTPeHO
03€e/1eHeHVe TePPUTOPUI HEBXOAALLNX B IeCHOM (OHA NyTeM Mocagku exerofHo Ao 200 MJH. LT CaXKeHLeB.

Do you consider this experience a success and, if so, what do you consider the reasons behind this success (or lack thereof)?

OnbIT yCI'IELLIHbIl7I. [MpnymHa paclmpeHne 06bEMOB CO3JaHNS 3aLUNTHbIX JIECHbIX HAaCaXXA,EHUIN N 03eNeHUTENbHbIX pa60T, YTO NMNO3BOJIUTb
NOBbICUTb 1IECUCTOCTb CTPaHbl.

What were the challenges faced, if any?

OCHOBHbIe TPYAHOCTU HEXBATKa Cbl/IHaHCOBbIX PECypCOB, TaK KakK Ha BbIMNOJIHEHNE pa60T cpeacTBa BblaenAaeTcda 3 MeCTHOro 6I0ﬂ,)KeTa

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

MN3BneyeHHble YPOKM 3aK/HOYETC B TOM Ha CO3AaHMe 3aLlMTHbIX IECHbIX HaCaXKAeHWUI MPeayCMOTPETL BbleNieHue LieSIHBbIe CpeACcTBa
U3 rocoroKeTa.

Drought-related policies:

Has your country established or is your country establishing national policies, measures and governance for drought
preparedness and management?

Yes

No
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Use the space below to describe your country's experience.

B npouecce pa3paboTku Mep 1 MeToAbl ynpaBeHusl No 60pb6e ¢ 3acyxomn

Do you consider this experience a success and, if so, what do you consider the reasons behind this success (or lack thereof)?

B npouecce pa3paboTku

What were the challenges faced, if any?

pr,D,HOCTb 3aKJiloHaeTcd B TOM, YTO O4YeHb YaCTO NOBTOPAKOTCA 3acCyLUuiuBble roabl, KOTOpble BJIMAKOT Ha CeJibCKOe, JIeCHOe X03qMcTBa U
Apyrue oTpacnu, a TakXxxe Ha 3J0pOoBbe HaceJieHue

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

Cna6o BHe[pAeTcAa Boa c6epera|ou.|,l4e TEXHOJIOrnK, AonyckaeTca MHOro noTepu Bnaru.

Has your country supported other countries in establishing policies, measures and governance for drought preparedness and
management, in accordance with the mandate of the Convention?

Yes

No
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Action on the Ground
Sustainable land management practices:

Has your country implemented or is your country implementing sustainable land management (SLM) practices to address
DLDD?

Yes

No

What types of SLM practices are being implemented?

Agroforestry

O Area closure (stop use, support restoration)
Beekeeping, fishfarming, etc

[0 Cross-slope measure

[0 Ecosystem-based disaster risk reduction

O Energy efficiency

Forest plantation management

0 Home gardens

O Improved ground/vegetation cover

O Improved plant varieties animal breeds

[0 Integrated crop-livestock management

O Integrated pest and disease management (incl. organic agriculture)
[ Integrated soil fertility management

O Irrigation management (incl. water supply, drainage)
O Minimal soil disturbance

O Natural and semi-natural forest management

[0 Pastoralism and grazing land management

[0 Post-harvest measures

O Rotational system (crop rotation, fallows, shifting, cultivation)
O Surface water management (spring, river, lakes, sea)
[0 Water diversion and drainage

[0 Water harvesting

[0 Wetland protection/management
Windbreak/Shelterbelt

[J Waste management / Waste water management

O Other (please specify)

Use the space below to share more details about your country's experience:

Mo arponecoBOACTBY B OPOLLAEMOM 30HE MEXAYPAAN MOSIOAbIX JIECHBIX KYNbTYP UCMONb3YeTCA A5 BblpaluBaHus
Ce/IbCKOXO3SINCTBEHHbIX Ky/IbTyp. B ropHOI 60rapHOM 30He B MEXAYPAAUSX NECHbIX KYNbTYP BblpallMBaeTCca NekapCTBEHHbIE pacTEHUS,
Takue Kak depynna, a Takxxe cKaluuBaeTCcsl TPaBOCTOW A1 CTOWI0BOrO COAEPXKaHMSA CKOTa. B nycTbIHHOW 30He nocne 4 €x neTHero
BO3pacTa UCNosb3yeTcs ANs Bbinaca cKoTa. [ pa3BMTUA NYETOBOACTBA Ha TEPPUTOPUM NIecHOro GoHAa pasMeLlaeTcsi MyYenionaceku
Ha NIbroTHOW ocHoBe. Mo pecny6anke NoceB 1 MOCaAKa Jleca eXXerofHo NPoBoAMTCS Ha nnowaam 215 Tbic. ra. OHM Bce BbIMNOJSIHAETCA Ha
TeppuTopumn rocnechoHaa Ha ynpaBnsieMblx Tepputopusax. HaumHas ¢ 2018 roga B Liensix 3anTbl OpoLlaeMblX 3eMesib OT BETPOBOM
9pO3MM U 3acbiNaHMs NecKkaMu BOAOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX 06 bEKTOB MO pecrny6/IMKe HayaTbl paboTbl MO CO34aHMIO NOJIE3ALUMUTHbIX JIECHBIX
HacaXxAeHW, KOTOPbI eXXerofHO BbIMOMHAETCA Ha Nowaam 2,5 Tbic. rekTap.

Would you consider the implemented practices successful and what do you consider the main factors of success?

BHeZpeHWe NpaKTUKU siBAISieTCs ycneLHbiMU. O6ecnedvBaeTcsl yCTOMUMBOE yrpaBrieHue NeCHbIMU TeEppUTopusiMu. BHeapsieTca
arponecoBOACTBa, YTO NMO3BOJIAET NONYYUT AOMONHUTENBHbIE MPOAYKLIMM NECHOro X03sicTBa. Co3aHune necoB Ha rocnecthoHae
npeaoTBpaLlaeT 3po3noHHbIe npoLecchl. Co3aaHue None3alTHbIX IECHBIX MOMOC HA 3eMJIAIX CeJIbCKOXO3AUCTBEHHbIX MPeAnpUsaTAMIA
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MOBbILLAET YpaXKanHOCTb CebCKOXO3NCTBEHHbIX KYNbTyp Ha 15-*20 %

What were the challenges faced, if any?

Mocne npepocTaBneHnsa seMnenosib3oBateniam (hbepMepckre X03aMCcTBa) CO3A4aHHbIX MOE3aLLMTHbIX IECHbIX HAaCaXAEHUI Ha 3eMIAX
CeJIbCKOX03SIMCTBEHHbIX MPeANnpUSATUA HeobecrieuMBaeTCA Hagexallee CoLepXXaHNe U yXo 3a HUMM.

What do you consider to be the lessons learned?

BoccTaHoBneHWe co3faHne nosesalliUTHbIX JIECHbIX MOMOC HA OPOLLAEMbIX 3EMENAX 3alUNLLAET CETbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIE KYIbTYpbl OT
BINSIHUA rapMcesien 1 3acbiNaHusa neckaMm BOA0X03ANCTBEHHbIX 06BEKTOB., a TaKXe CHOCOGCTByeT NOBbILLEHUIO YPOXXANHOCTU Ha
15-20 %

How did you engage women and youth in these activities?

JXKeHLWnHbI ToXXe y4yacTBOBasM B CO3AaHUN 3aLLUTHbIX JIECHbBIX MOMOCOB.

Has your country supported other countries in the implementation of SLM practices?

Yes

No

Restoration and Rehabilitation:

Has your country implemented or is your country implementing restoration and rehabilitation practices in order to assist with
the recovery of ecosystem functions and services?

Yes

No

What types of rehabilitation and restoration practices are being implemented?

Restore/improve tree-covered areas

Increase tree-covered area extent

[ Restore/improve croplands

[ Restore/improve grasslands

[ Restore/improve wetlands

O Increase soil fertility and carbon stock

O Manage artificial surfaces

[ Restore/improve protected areas

Increase protected areas

O Improve coastal management

O General instrument (e.g. policies, economic incentives)
[ Restore/improve multiple land uses

[0 Reduce/halt conversion of multiple land uses

[ Restore/improve multiple functions

[ Restore productivity and soil organic carbon stock in croplands and grasslands
O Other/general/unspecified

Use the space below to share more details about your country's experience:

B uenax yctpaHeHus cone-nbifieBbIHOCOB C OCYLLEHHOro AHa ApanbcKoro Mops 3a nepuopg 2018-2022 rofbl CO CTOPOHbI NECHbIX
XO3ANCTB ObININ BbINO/IHEHbI Pab0Thl MO CO3AaHMI0 NIeCcOB Ha niowaam 1,624 Toic. ra. Ha BbinosiHeHWe paboTbl OKasanu 60/bLUYHO
nomoub XXykopu KeHraw Pecny6nvku KapakannakctaH, nogpasgeneHun MuHuMcTepcTea no YpesBblYyaHbIM CUTYaLMsAM U BCe
061aCTHble XOKUMUATBI. [0 aHHBIM YYEHbIX U CNELMANIUCTOB NPY CO34aHMMN 3aLUUTHbIX JIECHbIX HACAXAEHUI NMOABUXKHbIE NECKN ByayT
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OCTaHOBJEHbI. HacaxxaeHusi mecyaHbIX NOpPoA o6ecneyaT 3aluTy NpUIeratrLwmnx TEPPUTOPUIA OT 3acbinaHns cone-nblieBbIMU
yacTuuamu, T.e. 6yayT Cnoco6CTBOBATD YyULLEHWNIO SKOMOrMYyeckux ycnosui Mpuapanbsi. OAUH KyCT CpeiHEBO3PaCTHOrO cakcayna
3apepxuvBaet fo 10 M3 necyaHbIx YacTuL,. B cakcaynoBbIx HaCaXAeHUsIX, Y)Ke Ha 2-0i rog nocne nocagku CKOpocTb BeTpa NpU3eMHOM
cnoe cHmxaetcs Ha-20%, B naTuneTHeM Ha-80%, B wecTunetHeM Ha-90%, B BO3pacTe CEMMU JIET CKOPOCTb BETpa NOJIHOCTbIO 3aTUXaeT.

Would you consider the implemented practices successful and what do you consider the main factors of success?

BHefpeHMe npakTukm aBnseTcs ycnewHbiM. Co3aatoTcs 3eeHble MOKPOBbI HA OFONIEHHbIX Y4acTKax JIeCHoro GoHAa, HanpuMmep, Ha
OCYLUEHHOM JiHe 3a nocnefHee 4 roga co3faHo 3eneHbli NOKPOB Ha naowaan 1624 Tbic. ra.

What were the challenges faced, if any?

HexBaTka d)VIHaHCOBbIX CpeacTBe U He CBOeBpeMEHHOE BblaeneHne

What do you consider to be the lessons learned?

OAMH KyCT cpefHEBO3PACTHOMo cakcayna 3agepxumeaet 4o 10 M3 necyaHbIx YacTuL,. B cakcaynoBbIx HaCaXAeHUsIX, y)Ke Ha 2-0 rof,
nocne NocagKun CKoOpoCTb BETPa MPU3EMHOM CI0e CHUXaeTcAa Ha-20%, B naTuneTHeM Ha-80%, B wecTunetHeM Ha-90%, B Bo3pacTe cemu
JIET CKOPOCTb BETPa MNOJIHOCTbIO 3aTUXaET.

How did you engage women and youth in SLM activities?

JKeHLWnHbI BOBNEYEHbI B 3aroTOBKY CEMSH pasHbIX BUAOB NIOAOBbIX U AeKOPaTUBHbIX KYNbTyp, a TakxXe AN BblpallMBaHus
nocago4yHoOro Matepuana B NIMTOMHUKaX.

Has your country supported other countries with restoration and rehabilitation practices in order to assist with the recovery of
ecosystem functions and services?

Yes

No

Drought risk management and early warning systems:

Is your country developing a drought risk management plan, monitoring or early warning systems and safety net programmes to
address DLDD?

Yes

No

If so, DLDD was mainstreamed into (check all that apply):

O A drought risk management plan
Monitoring and early warning systems
O Safety net programmes

Use the space below to describe your country's experience.

B Y36ekuncTaHe co CTOpOHbI Y3rnapomMeToM pa3paboTaHa nNuoTHas cUcTeMa paHHEro NpeaynpexaeHuns 3acyxu, Kotopas siBsieTcst
WHCTPYMEHTOM [/151 OLieHKM, MOHUTOPUHTa, NpeaynpexaeHusi, ONOBELLEHNUS U NPUHSITUS PELLEHWUI B CllyYae BO3HUKHOBEHUSI ManioBOAbs
¥ 3acyxu B 6acceiiHax pek AMyaapbu u Cbipaapbu. PaHHee npegynpexxaeHue BKIOYAeT B cebsi permoHasibHyt UCTOPUIO 3acyX,
MOHUTOPWHT TeKyLLel Norofbl, UCMONb30BaHUe KIMMaTUYECKUX MPOrHO30B U BO3MOXKHOE OMnpeAesieHne pasBUTUS 3acyxy, ee
pacnpocTpaHEHWs U CYpOBOCTb.

Do you consider this experience a success and, if so, what do you consider the reasons behind this success (or lack thereof)?

3a,u,aqa p,aHHOVI CUCTEMbI COCTOUT B TOM, YTO6bI 3a6naroapemeHHo obecneynTb nnuy, NpUHNMaKLWLNX peLlleHns, a Takxe,
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o6ecreynBatoLLux 3ab61aroBpeMeHHOE onpeaesieHne yrpos 1 OrnoBeLLeHne rocyAapCTBEHHbIX OPraHoOB, OTPac/en 3KOHOMUKHU U
HacesieHUe UHhopMaLMel 0 BO3MOXKHOI 3acyxe.

If you have or are developing a drought risk management plan as part of the Drought Initiative, please share here your
experience on activities undertaken?

Co CTOpOHbI Y3rnpoMeToM paspaboTaHa KOHLeNnuuMs nnaH ynpaeneHus puckamu 3acyxu go 2030 roga.

What were the challenges faced, if any?

HexBaTka GMHaHCOBbIX PECYpCOB

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

ByneT 3a6naroBpeMeHHOe onpefeneHue yrpos 1 ornoBeLLeHre rocyapCTBEHHbIX OPraHoB, OTpacsieil 3KOHOMMKM U HacerieHne

Has your country supported other countries in developing drought risk management, monitoring and early warning systems and
safety net programmes to address DLDD?

Yes

No

Alternative livelihoods:

Does your country promote alternative livelihoods practice in the context of DLDD?

Yes

No

Could you list some practices implemented at country level to promote alternative livelihoods?

[ Crop diversification

Agroforestry practices

O Rotational grazing

[0 Rain-fed and irrigated agricultural systems
[0 Small vegetable gardens

[0 Production of artisanal goods

[0 Renewable energy generation

Eco-tourism

[0 Production of medicinal and aromatic plants
O Aquaculture using recycled wastewater

O Other (please specify)

Use the space below to describe your country's experience.

B Y36ekucTaHe HayaTo UCMOJIb30BaThb MPaKTMKY arposieCOBOACTBA. TakXKe, Mo BCeMY MUPY 3KOTYPM3M NpeBpaLlLaeTcs B OANH U3
npvBneKaTe/ibHbIX BUAOB Typu3mMa B TOM Yucsie U B Y3bekucTaHe. Ha npymepe MOXXHO NoKasaTb YTO, MHOCTPaHHbIe TYPUCTbI C 60NbLLIMM
WHTEPECOM OTHOCATCA K 3aaMUHCKOMY PaloHy € 60raTbiM XXMBOTHbIM U PACTUTENbHbIM MUPOM, apYOBbIMU pOLLaMK B ropax. B «<3oMuH»
HaUMOHaNbHOM MapKe C YHUKasibHON 3KOCUCTEMOW, 3anoBefHUKe «30MUH», f0CyapCTBEHHOM JIECHOM XO35IMCTBE «30MUH»
npouspactatoT 6onee 700 BULOB ANKUX pacTEHUIA, BcTpeyatoTcs 150 BUAOB YHUKANbHbIX U peKUX BULOB XMBOTHbIX. Bogonag
Ypuknucon, okono 1000 neTHee aepeBo BO60EHIOK BbI3blBAOT 60JIbLLON MHTEPEC HE TONbKO Y MECTHbIX, HO U 3apy6eXXHbIX TYPUCTOB.

Do you consider this experience a success and, if so, what do you consider the reasons behind this success (or lack thereof)?

MpuBneKaeT TypuUCTOB CO BCEro MMpa
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What were the challenges faced, if any?

WHdpacTpykTypa

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

60nbllie AOX0Aa A MECTHOro HaceneHus.

Do you consider your country to be taking special measures to engage women and youth in promoting alternative livelihoods?

Yes

No

Please elaborate

Havarta pa6OTbI Nno YCTaHOBKE OTAaJIEHHbIX palﬁOHbIX anTepHaTUBHbIX NCTOYHUKOB 3HEPIrmn, TakKnUx Kak, CoJIHe4YHble 6aTapeM,

Establishing knowledge sharing systems:

Has your country established systems for sharing information and knowledge and facilitating networking on best practices and
approaches to drought management?

Yes

No

Please use this space to share/list the established systems available in your country for sharing information and knowledge
and facilitating networking on best practices and approaches to drought management.

[ns 60pb6bl ¢ 3acyxoi HayaTa BHegpeHWe Bofa cHeperatoLmx TeXHOMNOI Ui Ha OTAENbHbIX MUIOTHBIX yYacTKax, HanpumMep B
[bxusakckoM, TallkeHTCKOM U CaMapKaHACKOM 0651acTsix

Do you consider this experience a success and, if so, what do you consider the reasons behind this success (or lack thereof)?

OnbIT ABNSIETCS YCMNELHbIM. U MO HalleMy MHEHMWIO HEO6X0AMMO LLUMPOKO TUPOXKMPOBATb STOT OMbIT, 0CO6EHHO B FOPHbIX U MPeAropHbIX
paioHax., Tak Kak ¢ MPUMEHEHWEM JaHHOrO MeToAa Ha 60bLUMX MIOLWAAAX UMEETCS BO3MOXHOCTb CO3aHNsA NI0A0BbIX U
OPEXONJI00BbIX HAaCAXAEHW.

What were the challenges faced, if any?

HexBaTka CbVIHaHCOBbIX pecypcoB u cnaboe BHeZpeHne NHHOBALMOHHbIX TEXHOMOrUM

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

HyTeM BHeApPEeHUA BoAa c6epera|om,mx TEXHOJIOTUIA Ha 60NbLLNX nnowansax UMeeTca BO3MOXHOCTb CO34aHUA JIECHbIX KYJbTYypP

Do you consider that your country has implemented specific actions that promote women’s access to knowledge and
technology?

Yes

No
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Please elaborate

YKeHLUMHbI LIMPOKO BOBJIeYEHbI Ha C60P CEMSIH LEKOPATUBHBIX PAaCTEHWI, @ TaKXKe BblpallUBaHWIO NOCaL0YHOro MaTepuana B
NMUTOMHUMKAX

Do you consider this experience a success and, if so, what do you consider the reasons behind this success (or lack thereof)?

OnbIT IBNSIETCA YCMELHbIM. TaK KaK XXeHLUMHbI y4acTBYHOT, HaNpyMep B OKYJIMPOBKe NOCaf04HOro MaTepyana LleHHbIMU COpTaMu, Unm
e B Tenumuax o6ecrneynBatoT yKOPEHEHNE YEPEHKOB C MPUMEHEHWEM CTUMYISITOPOB KOPHEO6Pa30BaHUSI, O4EHD HEXHO BbIMOHAIOT
nepecajgky pacTeHui Ans gopaliuBaHus.

What were the challenges faced, if any?

HexsaTka GMHaHCOBbIX PECYpCoB

What would you consider to be the lessons learned?

Hapo 60nbLle YOEeNAT BHUMaHue BblpallMBaHNIO NOCaA04YHbIX MaTePUasioB LIEHHbIX AeKOPAaTUBHbIX BUAOB A1 O3e/IeHEHUA
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AA: Affected areas

AA: Affected areas

Do you wish to report on affected areas in addition to national reporting?

Yes

No

Reporting on affected areas only is an optional reporting element and is additional to national reporting.

Does your country define “affected areas” as defined in Article 1 of the Convention as “arid, semi-arid and/or dry sub-humid
areas affected or threatened by desertification”?

Yes

No
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AA: Affected areas

SO1-1 Trends in land cover

Land area
S01-1.T1: Estimates of the total land area of the affected area

Year Total affected area (km?) = Water bodies (km?) = Total country area (km?)  Comments

Land cover legend and transition matrix
SO1-1.T2: Key Degradation Processes

Degradation Process = Starting Land Cover = Ending Land Cover

Are the seven UNCCD land cover classes sufficient to monitor the key degradation processes in the affected areas of your country?
Yes

No
S01-1.T3: Land Cover Legend

Country legend class  Country legend class code = UNCCD legend class

S0O1-1.T4: Country Land Cover Legend Transition Matrix

Original/ Final

Degradation = Improvement = Stable

- + 0

Land cover
S01-1.T5: Affected area estimates of land cover (km?) for the baseline and reporting period

No data (km?)

Land cover change
S01-1.T6: Affected area estimates of land cover change (km?) for the baseline period

Total (km?)
Total

S01-1.T7: Affected area estimates of land cover change (km?) for the reporting period

Total land area (km?)

Total

Land cover degradation
S01-1.T8: Affected area estimates of land cover degradation (km?) in the baseline period

Area (km?) = Percent of total affected area (%)
Land area with degraded land cover S
Land area with non-degraded land cover -

Land area with no land cover data -

Area (km?)  Percent of total affected area (%)
Land area with improved land cover -
Land area with stable land cover =

Land area with degraded land cover -
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AA: Affected areas

Area (km?)  Percent of total affected area (%)

Land area with no land cover data -

General comments
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AA: Affected areas

SO1-2 Trends in land productivity or functioning of the land

Land productivity dynamics
S01-2.T1: Affected area estimates of land productivity dynamics (in km?) within each land cover class for the
baseline period

Net land productivity dynamics (km?) for the baseline period

Land |
and coverclass Moderate Decline (km?) = Stressed (km?) = Stable (km?) Increasing (km?) = No Data (km?)

Declining (km?)
Tree-covered areas
Grasslands
Croplands
Wetlands
Artificial surfaces
Other Lands
Water bodies

S01-2.T2: Affected area estimates of land productivity dynamics (in km?) within each land cover class for the
reporting period.

Net land productivity dynamics (km?) for the reporting period

Land I
andcoverciass Moderate Decline (km?)  Stressed (km?)  Stable (km?) Increasing (km?) = No Data (km?)

Declining (km?)
Tree-covered areas
Grasslands
Croplands
Wetlands
Artificial surfaces
Other Lands

Water bodies

S01-2.T3: Affected area estimates of land productivity dynamics for areas where a land conversion to a new
land cover class has taken place (in km?) for the baseline period.

Net land productivity dynamics (km?) for the baseline period

Land Conversion
Stable (km?)  Increasing (km?)

From To  Netareachange (km?) Declining (km?)  Moderate Decline (km?) = Stressed (km?)

S01-2.T4: Affected area estimates of land productivity dynamics for areas where a land conversion to a new
land cover class has taken place (in km?) for the reporting period.

Net land productivity dynamics (km?) for the reporting period

Land Conversion
Moderate Decline (km?) = Stressed (km?) = Stable (km?) Increasing (km?)

From To  Netareachange (km?) = Declining (km?)

Land Productivity degradation
S01-2.T5: Affected area estimates of land productivity degradation in the baseline period

Area (km?)  Percent of total affected area (%)

Land area with degraded land productivity

Land area with non-degraded land productivity

Land area with no land productivity data

S01-2.T6: Affected area estimates of land productivity degradation in the reporting period

Area (km?)  Percent of total affected area (%)
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AA: Affected areas

Area (km?)  Percent of total affected area (%)

Land area with improved land productivity -
Land area with stable land productivity S
Land area with degraded land productivity -

Land area with no land productivity data -

General comments
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AA: Affected areas

S0O1-3 Trends in carbon stocks above and below ground

Soil organic carbon stocks
S01-3.T1: Affected area estimates of the soil organic carbon stock in topsoil (0-30 cm) within each land cover
class (in tonnes per hectare).

Soil organic carbon stock in topsoil (t/ha)

Year
Tree-covered areas  Grasslands = Croplands = Wetlands  Artificial surfaces = Other Lands = Water bodies

2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

If you opted not to use default Tier 1 data, what did you use to calculate the estimates above?
Modified Tier 1 methods and data

Tier 2 (additional use of country-specific data)

Tier 3 (more complex methods involving ground measurements and modelling)

S01-3.T2: Affected area estimates of the change in soil organic carbon stock in soil due to land conversion to
a new land cover class in the baseline period

c Land' Soil organic carbon (SOC) stock change in the baseline period

onversion

From To Net area change Initial SOC stock Final SOC stock Initial SOC stock Final SOC stock SOC stock
(km?) (t/ha) (t/ha) total (t) total (t) change (t)

S01-3.T3: Affected area estimates of the change in soil organic carbon stock in soil due to land conversion to
a new land cover class in the reporting period

Land . . . . .
Conversion Soil organic carbon (SOC) stock change in the reporting period
From To Net area change Initial SOC stock Final SOC stock Initial SOC stock Final SOC stock SOC stock
(km?) (t/ha) (t/ha) total (t) total (t) change (t)

Soil organic carbon stock degradation
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AA: Affected areas

S01-3.T4: Affected area estimates of soil organic carbon stock degradation in the baseline period

Area (km?) = Percent of total affected area (%)

Land area with degraded soil organic carbon (SOC) -
Land area with non-degraded SOC -

Land area with no SOC data -

S01-3.T5: Affected area estimates of SOC stock degradation in the reporting period

Area (km?)  Percent of total affected area (%)

Land area with improved SOC =
Land area with stable SOC =
Land area with degraded SOC -
Land area with no SOC data -

General comments
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AA: Affected areas

SO1-4 Proportion of degraded land over the total land area

Proportion of degraded land over the total affected area
S01-4.T1: Affected area estimates of the total area of degraded land (in km?), and the proportion of degraded
land relative to the total affected area
Total area of degraded affected area (km?) Proportion of degraded land over the total land area (%)
Baseline Period -
Reporting Period -

Change in degraded extent -

Method
Did you use the SO1-1, SO1-2 and SO1-3 indicators (i.e. land cover, land productivity dynamics and soil organic carbon
stock) to compute the proportion of degraded land?

Which indicators did you use?

O Land Cover
O Land Productivity Dynamics
[0 SOC Stock

Did you apply the one-out, all-out principle to compute the proportion of degraded land?

Yes
No
Level of Confidence
Indicate your country’s level of confidence in the assessment of the proportion of degraded land:

High (based on comprehensive evidence)
Medium (based on partial evidence)

Low (based on limited evidence)

Describe why the assessment has been given the level of confidence selected above:
False positives/ False negatives

S01-4.T3: Justify why any area identified as degraded or non-degraded in the SO1-1, SO1-2 or SO1-3 indicator
data should or should not be included in the overall Sustainable Development Goal indicator 15.3.1
calculation.

Location Name Type Recode Options Area (km?) Process driving false +/- outcome = Basis for Judgement  Edit Polygon

Perform qualitative assessments of areas identified as degraded or improved
S01-4.T4: Degradation hotspots

Action(s) taken to redress

Direct drivers of degradation in terms of el
. Area Assessment . 9 ) action(s) (both Edit
Hotspots Location land degradation Land Degradation h
(km?) Process ; forward-looking and Polygon
hotspots Neutrality response current)
hierarchy
Total no. of
hotspots
Total
hotspot 0

area

What is/are the indirect driver(s) of land degradation at the national level?
None

S01-4.T5: Improvement brightspots
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AA: Affected areas

What action(s) led to the brightspotin  Implementing action(s)
terms of the Land Degradation (both forward-looking and
Neutrality hierarchy? current)

Area Assessment
(km?) Process

Edit

Brightspots  Location Polygon

Total no. of brightpots 0

Total brightspot area 0

What are the enabling and instrumental responses at the national level driving the occurrence of brightspots?
None

General comments



AA: Affected areas

S02-1 Trends in population living below the relative poverty line and/or income inequality in
affected areas

Relevant metric

Choose the metric that is relevant to your country:
Proportion of population below the
international poverty line

Income inequality (Gini Index)
Qualitative assessment
S02-1.T3: Interpretation of the indicator

Indicator metric = Change in the indicator = Comments

General comments
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AA: Affected areas

S02-2 Trends in access to safe drinking water in affected areas

Proportion of population using safely managed drinking water services

S02-2.T1: Affected area estimates of the proportion of population using safely managed drinking water
services

Year  Urban (%) Rural (%) Total (%)
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021

Qualitative assessment
S02-2.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Change in the indicator = Comments

General comments

68/119



AA: Affected areas

S02-3 Trends in the proportion of population exposed to land degradation disaggregated by
sex

Proportion of the population exposed to land degradation disaggregated by sex

S02-3.T1: Affected area estimates of the proportion of population exposed to land degradation
disaggregated by sex.

. Population Percentage of Female Percentage of total AETG . Percentage of total
Time . . . population .
eriod exposed total population population female population exposed male population
P (count) exposed (%) exposed (count)  exposed (%) (count) exposed (%)
Baseline
period
Reporting
period

Qualitative assessment
S02-3.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Change in the indicator = Comments

General comments
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AA: Affected areas

S03-1 Trends in the proportion of land under drought over the total affected area

Drought hazard indicator
S03-1.T1: Affected area estimates of the land area in each drought intensity class as defined by the
Standardised Precipitation Index (SPI) or other nationally relevant drought indices
Drought intensity classes
Mild drought (km?) =~ Moderate drought (km?) = Severe drought (km?) = Extreme drought (km?) = Non-drought (km?)
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021

S03-1.T2: Summary table for land area under drought without class break down

Total area under drought (km?)  Proportion of affected area under drought (%)
2000 =
2001 =
2002 =
2003 =
2004 =
2005 S
2006 =
2007 =
2008 S
2009 =
2010 =
2011 =
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AA: Affected areas

Total area under drought (km?) = Proportion of affected area under drought (%)
2012 =
2013 =
2014 =
2015 =
2016 =
2017 =
2018 =
2019 =
2020 =
2021 =

Qualitative assessment:
General comments
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AA: Affected areas

S03-2 Trends in the proportion of the population exposed to drought

Drought exposure indicator
Exposure is defined in terms of the number of people who are exposed to drought as calculated from the SO3-1 indicator data.

S03-2.T1: Affected area estimates of the percentage of the total population within each drought intensity
class as well as the total population count and the proportion of the affected area population exposed to
drought regardless of intensity.

Non-exposed Mild drought Moderate drought Severe drought Extreme drought  Exposed population

Reporting Population o Population o Population o Population o Population o Population
year count ? count ? count ? count ? count ? count

%
2000 - - - - - - -
2001 - - - - - - -
2002 - - - - - -| -
2003 - - - - - - -
2004 - - - - - - -
2005 - - - - - - -
2006 - - - - - - -
2007 - - - - - - -
2008 - - - - - - -
2009 - - - - - - -
2010 - - - - - - -
2011 - - - - - - -
2012 - - - - - - -
2013 - - - - - - -
2014 - - - - - - -
2015 - - - - - - -
2016 - - - - - - -
2017 - - - - - - -
2018 - - - - - - -
2019 - - - - - - -
2020 - - - - - -| -
2021 - - - - - - -

S03-2.T2: Affected area estimates of the percentage of the female population within each drought intensity
class.

Exposed female

Non-exposed Mild drought Moderate drought Severe drought Extreme drought -
population

Reporting Population o Population % Population % Population o Population % Population
year count ? count ? count ? count ? count ? count

%
2000 - - - - - -| -
2001 - - - - - - -
2002 - - - - - - -
2003 - - - - - -| -
2004 - - - - - - -
2005 - - - - - - -

2006 - - - - - -| -
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Reporting

year
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021

Non-exposed

Population

count

Mild drought

%
count

Population

Moderate drought

Population

%
count

%

Severe drought

Population

count

%
count

Extreme drought

Population

AA: Affected areas

Exposed female
population

Population

%
count

%

S03-2.T3: Affected area estimates of the percentage of the male population within each drought intensity
class.

Reporting

731119

year
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

Non-exposed

Population

count

Mild drought

o Population
%

count

Moderate drought

% Population %
count

Severe drought

Population

count

o Population
%

count

Extreme drought

Exposed male
population

o Population
%

%
count



AA: Affected areas

Exposed male

Non-exposed Mild drought Moderate drought Severe drought Extreme drought -
population
Reporting Population % Population % Population % Population % Population % Population %
year count ? count ? count ? count ? count ? count °

2021 - - - - - - -

Qualitative assessment
Interpretation of the indicator
General comments
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S03-3 Trends in the degree of drought vulnerability

Drought Vulnerability Index

AA: Affected areas

S03-3.T1: Affected area estimates of the Drought Vulnerability Index

Year  Total country-level DVI value (tier 1)

2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021

Method

Which tier level did you use to compute the DVI?

Tier 3 Vulnerability Assessment (D

Social Factor

Literacy rate (%
of people aged
15+)

Life expectancy
at birth (years)
Population aged
15-64 (%)
Government
effectiveness
Refugee
population (%)
Other (Please
specify)

Economic Factor

75/119

Which factors did you use per vulnerability component

at national level?

Which factors did you use per vulnerability
component at national level?

Male DVI value (tiers 2 and 3 only)

Female DVI value (tiers 2 and 3 only)

Select all the factors for which data were available for the
affected area using the check boxes provided

d

O

Select all the factors for which data were available for the
affected area using the check boxes provided



Economic Factor

Proportion of the
population below
the international
poverty line

GDP per capital
Agriculture % of
GDP

Energy
consumption per
capital

Other (Please
specify)

Infrastructure Factor

Qualitative assessment

Proportion of the
population using
safely managed
drinking water
services

Total renewable
water resources
per capital
Cultivated area
equipped for
irrigation (%)
Other (please
specify)

Which factors did you use per vulnerability
component at national level?

Which factors did you use per vulnerability
component at national level?

S03-3.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

General comments
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Change in the indicator

Comments

AA: Affected areas

Select all the factors for which data were available for the
affected area using the check boxes provided

|

|

Select all the factors for which data were available for the
affected area using the check boxes provided



S04-1 Trends in carbon stocks above and below
ground

Soil organic carbon stocks
Trends in carbon stock above and below ground is a multi-purpose indicator used to measure progress towards both strategic objectives 1 and 4.
Quantitative data and a qualitative assessment of trends in this indicator are reported under strategic objective 1, progress indicator SO1-3.

771119



AA: Affected areas

S04-2 Trends in abundance and distribution of selected species

S04-2.T1: Affected area estimates of the Red List Index of species survival

Year  Red ListIndex LowerBound UpperBound Comment
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

Qualitative assessment
S04-2.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Chanae in Drivers: Direct Drivers: Indirect Which levers are being used to reverse = Responses that led
ihe in%icator (Choose one or (Choose one or negative trends and enable to positive RLI Comments
more items) more items) transformative change? trends

General comments
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AA: Affected areas

S04-3 Proportion of important sites for terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity that are
covered by protected areas, by ecosystem type

S04-3.T1: Affected area estimates of the average proportion of Terrestrial KBAs covered by protected areas
(%)
Year Protected Areas Coverage(%) Lower Bound = Upper Bound = Comments
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

Qualitative assessment
S04-3.T2: Interpretation of the indicator

Qualitative Assessment = Comment

General comments
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Other files for Reporting

Uzbekistan - SO5-1 recipient 16.6 KB
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https://reporting.unccd.int/country/UZB/report/national_report/files/reJBexEp
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Uzbekistan - SO1-1.M1
Land cover in the initial year of the baseline period
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Disclaimer

The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

« United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
» European Space Agency Climate Change Initiative Land Cover (ESA CCI-LC) product, 1992-2019. URL: https://www.esa-landcover-cci.org/
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Uzbekistan - SO1-1.M2
Land cover in the baseline year
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

« United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
» European Space Agency Climate Change Initiative Land Cover (ESA CCI-LC) product, 1992-2019. URL: https://www.esa-landcover-cci.org/

82/119



Uzbekistan - SO1-1.M3
Land cover in the latest reporting year
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

« United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
» European Space Agency Climate Change Initiative Land Cover (ESA CCI-LC) product, 1992-2019. URL: https://www.esa-landcover-cci.org/
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Uzbekistan — SO1-1.M4
Land cover change in the baseline period
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Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
» European Space Agency Climate Change Initiative Land Cover (ESA CCI-LC) product, 1992-2019. URL: https://www.esa-landcover-cci.org/
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Uzbekistan — SO1-1.M5
Land cover change in the reporting period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
» European Space Agency Climate Change Initiative Land Cover (ESA CCI-LC) product, 1992-2019. URL: https://www.esa-landcover-cci.org/
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Uzbekistan — SO1-1.M6
Land cover degradation in the baseline period
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of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
» European Space Agency Climate Change Initiative Land Cover (ESA CCI-LC) product, 1992-2019. URL: https://www.esa-landcover-cci.org/
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Uzbekistan - SO1-1.M7
Land cover degradation in the reporting period
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Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
» European Space Agency Climate Change Initiative Land Cover (ESA CCI-LC) product, 1992-2019. URL: https://www.esa-landcover-cci.org/
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Uzbekistan — SO1-2.M1
Land productivity dynamics in the baseline period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.

e EC-JRC, 2021, based on Xavier Rotllan-Puig, Eva lvits, Michael Cherlet, LPDynR: A new tool to calculate the land productivity dynamics indicator, Ecological Indicators, Volume 133, 2021, 108386, ISSN
1470-160X. URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2021.108386
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Uzbekistan — SO1-2.M2
Land productivity dynamics in the reporting period
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Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.

e EC-JRC, 2021, based on Xavier Rotllan-Puig, Eva lvits, Michael Cherlet, LPDynR: A new tool to calculate the land productivity dynamics indicator, Ecological Indicators, Volume 133, 2021, 108386, ISSN
1470-160X. URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2021.108386
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Uzbekistan - SO1-2.M3
Land productivity degradation in the baseline period
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Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.

e EC-JRC, 2021, based on Xavier Rotllan-Puig, Eva lvits, Michael Cherlet, LPDynR: A new tool to calculate the land productivity dynamics indicator, Ecological Indicators, Volume 133, 2021, 108386, ISSN
1470-160X. URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2021.108386
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Uzbekistan — SO1-2.M4
Land productivity degradation in the reporting period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.

e EC-JRC, 2021, based on Xavier Rotllan-Puig, Eva lvits, Michael Cherlet, LPDynR: A new tool to calculate the land productivity dynamics indicator, Ecological Indicators, Volume 133, 2021, 108386, ISSN
1470-160X. URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2021.108386
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Uzbekistan - SO1-3.M1
Soil organic carbon stock in the initial year of the baseline period
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Source Data Credits
¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« International Soil Reference and Information Centre (ISRIC) SoilGrids250m dataset. URL: https://www.isric.org/explore/soilgrids
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Uzbekistan — SO1-3.M2
Soil organic carbon stock in the baseline year
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Source Data Credits
¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« International Soil Reference and Information Centre (ISRIC) SoilGrids250m dataset. URL: https://www.isric.org/explore/soilgrids
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Uzbekistan - SO1-3.M3
Soil organic carbon stock in the latest reporting year
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Source Data Credits
¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« International Soil Reference and Information Centre (ISRIC) SoilGrids250m dataset. URL: https://www.isric.org/explore/soilgrids
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Uzbekistan — SO1-3.M4
Change in soil organic carbon stock in the baseline period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« International Soil Reference and Information Centre (ISRIC) SoilGrids250m dataset. URL: https://www.isric.org/explore/soilgrids
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Uzbekistan — SO1-3.M5
Change in soil organic carbon stock in the reporting period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« International Soil Reference and Information Centre (ISRIC) SoilGrids250m dataset. URL: https://www.isric.org/explore/soilgrids
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Uzbekistan — SO1-3.M6
Soil organic carbon degradation in the baseline period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« International Soil Reference and Information Centre (ISRIC) SoilGrids250m dataset. URL: https://www.isric.org/explore/soilgrids
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Uzbekistan — SO1-3.M7
Soil organic carbon degradation in the reporting period
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Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« International Soil Reference and Information Centre (ISRIC) SoilGrids250m dataset. URL: https://www.isric.org/explore/soilgrids
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Uzbekistan — SO1-4.M1
Proportion of land that is degraded over total land area (SDG Indicator 15.3.1) in the baseline period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.

» Derived based on the methodology in the Good Practice Guidance Version 2 for Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) indicator 15.3.1 - Proportion of land that is degraded over total land area. URL:
https://www.unccd.int/publications/good-practice-guidance-sdg-indicator-1531-proportion-land-degraded-over-total-land
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Uzbekistan — SO1-4.M2
Proportion of land that is degraded over total land area (SDG Indicator 15.3.1) in the reporting period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.

» Derived based on the methodology in the Good Practice Guidance Version 2 for Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) indicator 15.3.1 - Proportion of land that is degraded over total land area. URL:
https://www.unccd.int/publications/good-practice-guidance-sdg-indicator-1531-proportion-land-degraded-over-total-land
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Uzbekistan — SO1-4.M3
Progress towards Land Degradation Neutrality (LDN) in the reporting period
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The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.

» Derived based on the methodology in the Good Practice Guidance Version 2 for Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) indicator 15.3.1 - Proportion of land that is degraded over total land area. URL:
https://www.unccd.int/publications/good-practice-guidance-sdg-indicator-1531-proportion-land-degraded-over-total-land
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Uzbekistan - SO02-3.M1
Total Population exposed to land degradation (baseline)
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Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« WorldPop project URL: https://www.worldpop.org
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Uzbekistan — SO2-3.M2
Female Population exposed to land degradation (baseline)
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Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« WorldPop project URL: https://www.worldpop.org
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Uzbekistan — SO2-3.M3
Male Population exposed to land degradation (baseline)
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Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« WorldPop project URL: https://www.worldpop.org
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Uzbekistan - SO02-3.M4
Total Population exposed to land degradation (reporting)
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Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« WorldPop project URL: https://www.worldpop.org
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Uzbekistan — SO02-3.M5
Female Population exposed to land degradation (reporting)
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Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« WorldPop project URL: https://www.worldpop.org
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Uzbekistan — SO02-3.M6
Male Population exposed to land degradation (reporting)
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of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« WorldPop project URL: https://www.worldpop.org
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Uzbekistan — SO03-1.M1
Drought hazard in first epoch of baseline period
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of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

« United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
« Global Precipitation Climatology Centre (GPCC) monthly precipitation products,1982-present. URL: https://opendata.dwd.de/climate_environment/GPCC/html/gpcc_monitoring_v6_doi_download.html

108 /119



Uzbekistan — SO3-1.M2
Drought hazard in second epoch of baseline period
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Uzbekistan — SO3-1.M3
Drought hazard in third epoch of baseline period
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Uzbekistan - SO3-1.M4
Drought hazard in fourth epoch of baseline period
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Uzbekistan — SO3-1.M5
Drought hazard in the reporting period
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Uzbekistan — SO03-2.M1
Drought exposure in first epoch of baseline period
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Uzbekistan — SO3-2.M2
Drought exposure in second epoch of baseline period
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Uzbekistan — SO3-2.M3
Drought exposure in third epoch of baseline period
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Uzbekistan — SO3-2.M4
Drought exposure in fourth epoch of baseline period
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Uzbekistan — SO3-2.M5
Drought exposure in the reporting period
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Uzbekistan — SO3-2.M6
Female drought exposure in the reporting period

57/59 61" 63 65 67° 69 71 73 Lt
A No data

|
N (M Population exposed
to drought (number
44° 44° of people, female):
0-290
L1 Nodrought
¥ (M Population not exposed
faishiek to drought (number
A of people, female):
' 0-290
\42° 42°
\ KYR
e 3 International Boundary
Projection: EPSG:3857 (Web Mercator)
40° TURKMENISTAN 40"
T L%y P /”
\‘.
AJIKISTAN|?
”~ ~
ot i * Asgabat (Ashgabat ]
38 — 't 38°
‘0 250km - 500 km i -
57° 59° M. 61° , 1 3T
Disclaimer

The designations employed and the presentation of material on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. All maps represent the terrestrial area
of the country; offshore islands, overseas departments and territories may not be displayed due to cartographic limitations.

Source Data Credits

¢ United Nations Clear Map, United Nations Geospatial.
» Global Precipitation Climatology Centre (GPCC) monthly precipitation products,1982-present. URL: https://opendata.dwd.de/climate_environment/GPCC/html/gpcc_monitoring_v6_doi_download.html

118/119



Uzbekistan — SO3-2.M7
Male drought exposure in the reporting period
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