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INTRODUCTION 

 
1. This report reflects progress made and conclusions agreed at the fifteenth and sixteenth 
meetings of the Task Force on Emission Inventories and Projections. The fifteenth meeting was 
held jointly with the European Information Observation Network (EIONET), maintained by the 
European Environment Agency (EEA), on 19–21 October 2005 in Rovaniemi (Finland). The 
sixteenth meeting was held on 12–14 June 2006 in Amersfoort (Netherlands). Results of the 
fifteenth meeting are in section I. Results of the sixteenth meeting are in section II. Conclusions 
from both meetings are in section III. A progress report of the Task Force and expert panels are 
in section IV. Recommendations from a capacity-building workshop on air emission inventories 
are in annex I. Conclusions from a scientific workshop on persistent organic pollutants (POPs) 
and heavy metal emissions are in annex II. Conclusions from a particulate matter task group are 
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in annex III. Presentations from both Task Force meetings are available at www.tfeip-
secretariat.org. 
 
2. Experts from the following Parties to the Convention attended at least one of the 
meetings of the Task Force: Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, 
Canada, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, 
Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Luxembourg, Malta, the Netherlands, Norway, 
Poland, Portugal, the Republic of Moldova, Romania, the Russian Federation, Serbia and 
Montenegro, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, the United Kingdom, the United States and the European 
Community. The fifteenth meeting was also attended by experts from Egypt, Japan and 
Uzbekistan. 
 
3. The cooperating bodies of the European Commission present at one or both meetings 
included the European Commission’s Directorate General on Environment as well as the EEA 
and its European Topic Centre on Air and Climate Change (ETC/ACC). Representatives of the 
EMEP Meteorological Synthesizing Centres – East and West (MSC-E and MSC-W), the EMEP 
Centre for Integrated Assessment Modelling (CIAM), the Technical Support Unit for the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) National Greenhouse Gas Inventories 
Programme, the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), the 
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and Central Asia Regional Environment 
Centre (CAREC) attended. A member of the Oil Companies’ European Organizations for 
Environment, Health and Safety (CONCAWE) was present, as was a member of the secretariat. 
 
4. Ms. K. Rypdal (Norway), Ms. K. Kindbom (Sweden) and Mr. A. Barkman (EEA)           
co-chaired both Task Force meetings. 
 

I. REPORT OF THE FIFTEENTH MEETING 
 

5. Ms. Satu Nurmi of the Finnish Ministry of the Environment opened the meeting. 
 
6. The Task Force considered the results of the 2005 emission reporting round (2003 data), 
proposed a trial centralized review of volunteering countries’ data reported in 2005, discussed 
methodologies and resource requirements for maintaining and updating the EMEP/CORINAIR 
Atmospheric Emission Inventory Guidebook (hereafter the Guidebook) and agreed to initiate the 
revision of the Emission Reporting Guidelines (hereafter the Guidelines). It agreed to focus its 
work in 2006 on reviewing and improving data quality as well as to increase its emphasis on the 
Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia (EECCA) region. It held a capacity-building 
workshop on air emission inventories in the EECCA and South-East European countries and a 
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scientific workshop on heavy metals and POPs emission inventories in cooperation with the 
European Union Sixth Framework Programme’s ESPREME project.  
 
7. A member of the secretariat described the emission reporting process under the 
Convention and introduced the EMEP workplan for 2006, drawing attention to the emission 
inventory review and improvement programme (EB.AIR/2005/10/rev.1, item 2.1). 
 
8. The representative of the European Commission reported on the revision of the European 
Union’s National Emission Ceilings (NEC) Directive, noting the importance of harmonizing the 
revision with that of the Guidelines. The Commission informed participants about a project to 
update the Guidebook with respect to emissions factors for PM2.5, which had begun and would 
be completed in 2006. 
 

II. REPORT OF THE SIXTEENTH MEETING 
 

A. Revision of the Emission Reporting Guidelines  
 

9. Ms. Marjan van Giezen of the Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning and the 
Environment of the Netherlands opened the meeting. 
 
10. The Task Force initiated the revision of the Guidelines, as requested by the Executive 
Body at its twenty-third session. The secretariat sent a letter, on behalf of the chairs, to 
designated emission experts and members of the Task Force, as well as to EMEP Centres, 
requesting proposals for modifications and the rationale for proposed changes. Proposals 
submitted by Parties were incorporated into a working document for the meeting. The meeting 
considered the entire text of the Guidelines, the technical annexes and reporting templates and 
agreed on a provisional draft. The provisional draft would be submitted for agreement on 
technical issues by the Task Force at its seventeenth meeting in Thessaloniki (October 2006). A 
final agreed revision would be submitted for adoption to the Steering Body at its thirty-first 
session in 2007. Several issues arose during the meeting that required further input from the 
Steering Body, and possibly from the Executive Body and its Working Group on Strategy and 
Review and Implementation Committee. These issues are summarized below. 
 
11. The European Commission presented a proposal for a major restructuring and updating 
of the Guidebook and the development of an emission factor database. The Task Force 
recommended that these tasks be included in its draft workplan for 2007 and agreed to refer the 
proposal for further consideration to its seventeenth meeting. 
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12. The Task Force considered the results of a trial stage 3 in-depth review of emission data 
held in Copenhagen in February 2006. Total in-depth reviews were carried out by an expert 
review team in consultation with Parties’ emission experts and covered 2003 data submitted by 
11 countries1 that volunteered their 2005 annual submissions to the Convention for review. The 
review team found that the trial reviews were useful, but that the Guidelines in their present form 
did not provide sufficient guidance for an in-depth assessment of Parties’ emission data. 
Methods and procedures, including suggested timing and scope for carrying out stage 3 reviews, 
should be further developed and submitted to the Steering Body at its thirty-first session in 2007. 
(Please refer to EB.AIR/GE.1/2006/8 for results of the trial stage 3 in-depth reviews of emission 
data). 
 
B. Specific issues to be referred to the EMEP Steering Body and/or the Executive Body 

 
13. The need for a new Executive Body decision to strengthen the Guidelines and the 
informative inventory report (IIR) requirement. While the Guidelines are currently considered 
voluntary, Executive Body decisions 2002/10 and 2005/1 give the Guidelines a legal standing in 
stating that reporting should be annual, submitted by a given deadline and in accordance with the 
uniform reporting framework provided under the Guidelines. The Task Force requested guidance 
on whether the status and treatment of the Guidelines should be further strengthened – for 
example, through a new Executive Body decision to make them legally binding or to extend 
reporting requirements beyond those specified in Protocols.  
 
14. The need for a new Executive Body decision to require reporting on particulate matter 
(PM). There is currently no specific provision in the Convention or its Protocols that requires 
reporting on PM emissions. The Task Force requested guidance from the Steering Body on 
whether there was a need for a new decision regarding reporting of PM2.5 and PM10. The Task 
Force agreed that the emphasis on PM reporting should be from 2000 onwards, not focused on 
historical data, and should be on PM2.5 and PM10 rather than on total suspended particulates 
(TSP), and that this should be clarified in the revised Guidelines. 
 
15. The need to clarify reporting on POPs. The Task Force noted that it might be more 
appropriate to request Parties to report on the application and use of POPs rather than on 
emissions. As such reporting was not within the scope of the Guidelines, the Task Force 
requested further guidance on this. 
 

                                                 

1 Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden and the United Kingdom. 
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16. The need to address emissions from fuels. The Guidelines presently encourage Parties to 
report emission from fuels on the basis of consumption as well as sales. As there were 
conflicting views on whether this should be clarified in the revised Guidelines or left flexible so 
that Parties could choose their reporting method, the Task Force requested further guidance. It 
was noted that reporting on fuels sold was considered preferable from the point of view of 
compliance, while reporting on fuels consumed was preferable from a modelling perspective.2 
 
17. The need to clarify the consequences of recalculations. The Task Force agreed that it 
was necessary to consider how recalculations of previously submitted emission estimates (e.g. 
due to improvements in methodologies) should be taken into account when emissions were 
compared to ceilings for compliance assessment. Parties needed further guidance on this.  
 
18. The need to clarify reporting of projections for years after 2020. The Guidelines specify 
that Parties should report projected emissions for 2010, 2015 and 2020. The Task Force 
requested further guidance on whether a new Executive Body decision would be needed to 
require reporting of projections after 2020. 
 
19. The need to clarify the scope of national totals. The Task Force requested guidance on 
the scope of national totals, including, inter alia, whether emissions from forest fires should be 
included in the total. The European Commission suggested that discrepancies in reporting 
emissions from aviation and shipping under the Convention, compared to reporting under the 
European Union’s NEC Directive, should be further considered during the revision of the NEC 
Directive. 
 
20. The need for the Implementation Committee to consider data quality when assessing 
compliance with reporting obligations. The Task Force suggested that the Implementation 
Committee, when considering compliance by Parties with their emission reporting obligations in 
future, should consider not only timeliness and formats but also comprehensiveness, consistency, 
accuracy, completeness, uncertainties and transparency. For example, the Committee might wish 
to request that the Task Force provide observations or summary reports on specific data quality 
issues that might have arisen during the review process. With regard to completeness, the Task 
Force underlined the importance of the Committee’s consideration of notation keys when 
determining compliance with reporting.3 
                                                 

2 The Guidelines state: “Without prejudice to a Party’s ability to report emissions on the basis of effective methods appropriate to 
its national circumstances (e.g. based on fuel consumption or distance travelled in its territory) for purposes of assessing 
compliance with protocol obligations, parties within the geographic scope of EMEP are encouraged, for modelling purposes, to 
also report emissions from mobile sources on the basis of where fuels are sold to the final consumer, if they do not choose that 
method for compliance purposes” (ECE/EB.AIR/80/Annex I (Definitions), para. 2). 
3 The 2002 Guidelines state: “…each Party should use the notation keys presented… to fill the blanks in all tables of the (NFR) 
inventory. This approach facilitates assessment of the completeness of emission data reports.” The notation keys are as follows: 
“NO” (not occurring), “NE” (not estimated), “NA” (not applicable), “IE” (included elsewhere) and “C” (confidential). 
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III. DRAFT CONCLUSIONS OF THE FIFTEENTH AND SIXTEENTH MEETINGS 

 
21. The Task Force agreed:  
 

(a) To prepare to focus its work on inventory review and data quality assurance, the 
revision of the Emission Reporting Guidelines and the updating of the EMEP/CORINAIR 
Atmospheric Emission Inventory Guidebook. The Guidebook should reflect changes in abatement 
technologies, and information on projections should be strengthened; 
 

(b) To propose to focus in particular on methodologies for reporting emissions of 
heavy metals, POPs, PM and gridded data; to reiterate the importance of obtaining reliable PM 
emissions and of accurately reflecting PM methodologies in the Guidebook; 
 

(c) That the revision of the Guidelines should take place in close collaboration with 
the revision of the European Union’s National Emission Ceilings (NEC) Directive and the IPCC 
Guidelines under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change; 
 

(d) To welcome the proposal by the European Commission to update and restructure 
the Guidebook and to request the European Commission to present its proposal for further 
discussion at the next meeting of the Task Force; 
 

(e) To develop the Guidebook for spatial mapping of emissions; 
 

(f) To welcome the pilot in-depth stage 3 review of emission data, recognizing that 
the Guidelines did not provide sufficient information to carry out these reviews; the Task Force 
would further consider stage 3 reviews, defining the scope, responsibilities, methods and 
procedures for work and transmit its proposals to the Steering Body at its thirty-first session in 
2007;  
 

(g) To note that consultations carried out between CIAM and national experts and 
industry representatives could serve as a catalyst for improving official emission inventories. 
Parties should aim to use results as appropriate; 
 

(h) To improve datasets on speciation, in cooperation with the Task Force on 
Measurements and Modelling and the Expert Group on Particulate Matter; 
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(i) To encourage Parties to assess and, if practical, use available plant-specific 

information, including European Pollutant Emission Registers (EPER) point source data, and to 
follow developments related to EPER; 

(j) To encourage Parties to support the work of the Task Force by providing adequate 
resources; 
 

(k) To thank the ESPREME project for organizing a workshop on heavy metal and 
POPs emission inventories (the sixth Framework Programme project on “the estimation of 
willingness-to-pay to reduce risks of exposure to heavy metals and cost-benefit analysis for 
reducing heavy occurrence in Europe”); 
 

(l) To recommend comparisons between Parties’ official data on heavy metals and 
POPs and unofficial data sets, and to invitee representatives of the ESPREME project and the 
Netherlands to make such a comparison for cadmium and lead as part of the inventory review 
process in 2006; 

(m) That unofficial datasets, in particular those on heavy metals and POPs, might help 
fill gaps in emission inventories when official data were not available or not considered of 
sufficient quality. As this point had generated much discussion between experts, the Task Force 
would revisit it at its next meeting and invited MSC-W and MSC-E to report on current gap-
filling exercises; 
 

(n) To encourage the research community to share information on sources and 
emission factors for heavy metals and POPs in formats useful for emission inventory experts; the 
Task Force’s expert panels were forums for sharing this information; 
 

(o) To establish a temporary heavy metals/POPs task group to improve heavy metals 
and POPs emission inventories (e.g. by contributing to chapters in the Guidebook) and other 
guidance; the highest priority would be to compare unofficial estimates of lead and cadmium 
with official data and identify the main reasons for differences between EMEP modelled data, 
unofficial inventory data and official emissions inventories; 
 

(p) To hold its next joint meeting with EIONET on 31 October – 2 November 2006 in 
Thessaloniki (Greece); a workshop on emission projections would be held on 30–31 October and 
organized by the United Kingdom in collaboration with the Task Force on Integrated Assessment 
Modelling; 
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(q) To follow up on the conclusions of the capacity-building workshop on air 
emission inventories by, for example, developing synergies with the CAPACT4 project and 
training activities of the EEA and TACIS (Technical Assistance to the Commonwealth of 
Independent States) on air emission reporting; results of the workshop would be presented to the 
Working Group on Strategies and Review and the EMEP Steering Body as part of the 
Convention’s action plan for EECCA countries (EB.AIR/WG.5/80/annex). (Please refer to   
annex I for the report and conclusions of the workshop.) 
 

IV. REPORT FROM EXPERT PANELS AND OTHER ITEMS 
 

22. Task Group on Particulate Matter. A new task group on PM reported that it was 
considering ways to improve reporting on particulate matter, as well as address the requirements 
for modellers for chemical and size speciation of anthropogenic sources of PM (please see annex 
III). 
 
23. Expert Panel on Combustion and Industry. The panel had focused on priorities of 
updating existing and new PM activities and chapters for the Guidebook, as well as chapters on 
primary nitrogen, PM and POPs and solvents. Harmonization of emission factors with those used 
by the European Union’s Integrated Pollution Prevention and Control (IPPC) Directive’s best 
available technology reference (BREF) documents and the ESPREME project were also of high 
priority.  
 
24. Expert Panel on Transport. The panel presented new methodological elements for the 
Guidebook. Additional information on emission factors for off-road machinery could be obtained 
from ECODAT (a techno-economic database under the Expert Group on Techno-economic 
Issues) or derived from European legislation that came into force in 2002–2004. This 
information would be compared with the Guidebook to identify necessary updates. 
 
25. Expert Panel on Agriculture and Nature. Please refer to 
ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2006/7/annex for details of progress made by the panel.   
 
26. EMEP contributions in kind. Mr. S. Kakareka (Belarus) presented his country’s 
contribution in kind to EMEP for 2004 involving outlines of HCB and PCB chapters for the 
EMEP/CORINAIR Atmospheric Emission Inventory Guidebook. He also presented the report on 
the contribution to EMEP of Belarus for 2005 entitled “Key features of PM emission inventory 
system in the Newly Independent States (NIS), taking Belarus as an example”, as well as 

                                                 

4 Capacity Building for Air Quality Management and the Application of Clean Coal Combustion Technologies in Central Asia. 
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workplan elements for 2006. The Task Force recommended the proposal to the Steering Body, as 
well as a contribution in kind for 2005 on research on PM emission inventory improvement in 
the NIS.  
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Annex I 
 

Results of the capacity-building workshop on air emission inventories 
 

1. A capacity-building workshop on air emission inventories was held on 17–18 October in 
Rovaniemi (Finland). It was sponsored by the Finnish Ministry of Environment, the European 
Environment Agency and the Norwegian Ministry of Environment. The aim of the workshop 
was to exchange ideas and information among experts on emission inventory tools and methods 
and to identify obstacles to reporting emission data. The workshop was targeted toward national 
inventory experts from Eastern Europe, Central Asia and Caucasus (EECCA) and Balkan 
countries responsible for compiling emission data under the Convention. Thirty-two experts 
from sixteen countries and four international organizations attended. Presentations and a list of 
participants are available at www.tfeip-secretariat.org. Ms. K. Kindbom (Sweden) chaired the 
meeting. Mr. T. Pulles (European Topic Centre on Air and Climate Change – ETC/ACC) was 
rapporteur.  
 
2. The Chairs and the secretariat introduced the Convention and the mandates of the Task 
Force, underlining efforts toward harmonization between different reporting regimes and the 
importance of data quality and reliability. Participants described the overlapping efforts of 
preparing inventories under the Convention and under the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) and stressed the need to avoid duplication. 
 
3. Examples of national inventory systems were presented. The workshop noted the 
difficulties in obtaining adequate resources and expertise for compiling inventories, as well as 
the lack of emission factors and activity data. Data-checking software (REPDAB) developed by 
MSC-W was introduced. Training sessions were offered on other inventory tools, such as 
AE-DEM and COPERT.  
 
4. The workshop identified the lack of resources as the main obstacle in the development of 
inventories. Moreover, air pollution inventories were often given lower priority within national 
administrations than greenhouse gas emission inventories. In addition, expert inventory teams 
were often unstable, and changing staff meant losing institutional knowledge. In many countries 
data flows from data owners (such as statistical offices) and inventory compilers were not well 
developed. 
 
5. The workshop identified key source analysis as important for improving inventories and 
expressed appreciation for the available software tools. Participants requested facilities for data 
and expertise exchange, including a system comparable to IPCC’s emission factor database. The 



ECE/EB.AIR/GE.1/2006/7 
Page 12 
Annex I 
 
workshop agreed that the EMEP/CORINAIR Atmospheric Emission Inventory Guidebook needed 
more emission factors relevant to the participating countries. A table comparing emission factors 
from different sources could improve the usability of the Guidebook. 
 
6. The workshop participants requested three types of support, possibly to be provided by 
the Task Force and/or ETC-ACC experts: 
 

(a) Country visits could increase the visibility of the inventory work in the country 
and support the development of the institutional arrangements needed for an adequate dataflow 
from data owners to the inventory team. 
 

(b) Regional workshops on specific sectors or pollutants could support exchange of 
expertise and knowledge between national experts, aid in the selection of appropriate emission 
estimation methods and provide information for obtaining activity data and emission factors. 
 

(c) Hands-on training in software implementation and use and in using the Guidebook 
and other available literature would be useful. 
 
7. The workshop:  
 

(a) Noted that good knowledge, information and data were available in the countries, 
enabling Parties in the EECCA and Balkan regions to produce high-quality inventories, provided 
that institutional, financial and technical barriers could be overcome;  
 

(b) Underlined the importance of securing long-term funding for participation in 
future meetings of the Task Force and EIONET;  
 

(c) Agreed to promote the exchange of information between countries and make links 
to training activities at the regional level, building on existing projects at EEA, UNDP and 
UNECE (e.g. CAPACT), and acknowledged the importance of synergies between emission 
inventories for air pollution and climate change, both at the national and international levels; and  
 

(d) Noted that the Guidebook should reflect technologies and emission factors 
relevant to the EECCA and Balkan regions. 
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Annex II 
 

Results of the ESPREME workshop on POPs and heavy metals emission inventories 
 

1. A workshop organized by the European Commission’s project on the “estimation of 
willingness-to-pay to reduce risks of exposure to heavy metals and cost-benefit analysis for 
reducing heavy metals occurrence in Europe” (ESPREME) was held on 18–19 October 2005 in 
Rovaniemi (Finland). The workshop was attended by 92 participants from 43 countries and five 
international organizations. Presentations and a list of participants are available at 
http://espreme.ier.uni-stuttgart.de/. 
 
2. The main objectives of the workshop were (a): to establish a forum for scientists, 
researchers and national inventory experts in the field of heavy metals and POPs to discuss state-
of-the-art methods to identify and quantify emissions to the environment; and (b) to enable 
national experts to review critically the status of current heavy metal and POPs inventories and 
to assess the future development of emissions of these substances. Another aim was to address 
the extent to which emission estimates for POPs and heavy metals made in the context of 
research projects (e.g. in the European Commission’s ESPREME project and at TNO –  
Netherlands Organisation for Applied Research) could be used in EMEP modelling of 
concentrations and deposition fields in Europe and in critical load estimates. 
 
3. The workshop found that progress had been made among Parties in reporting emissions 
of heavy metals and POPs to the Convention. More information was available on total emissions 
of heavy metals and POPs in individual European countries and emissions from major source 
categories. Information on emissions from certain source categories, such as combustion of 
various fuels in power plants and co-generation plants, was available more often than 
information from other sources. Certain sources needed special attention due to the current lack 
of emission data. These included waste incineration and combustion of biomass (e.g. forest fires 
and intentional burning of agriculture wastes). Some countries did not report heavy metal and 
POPs data to the Convention, while others submitted data that were incomplete in terms of 
source categories or time series. As a result, the total European inventory of heavy metals and 
POPs was incomplete. Moreover, data often lacked information on spatial and seasonal 
resolution, the location and height of emission point sources, and chemical speciation of selected 
pollutants, such as mercury. These were necessary for model parameterization and application. 
 
4. Modellers from EMEP MSC-E had reported results of concentrations and deposition 
values estimated on the basis of incomplete sets of officially reported emission data. The  
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estimated concentrations and deposition were two to three times smaller than the measured data. 
This fact was particularly important when assessing the critical loads of heavy metals and POPs  
 
5. in Europe. Incomplete reporting of emission data by countries was one cause of the 
above-mentioned discrepancies. 
 
6. Three European unofficial emission inventories were presented. These were prepared on 
the basis of research by ESPREME, TNO and MSC-E. ESPREME prepared the heavy metals 
inventory for all countries in Europe, while TNO and MSC-E data for both heavy metals and 
POPs were a mixture of official submissions under the Convention and unofficial estimates, 
calculated when no emission estimates were available. Although these three research-based 
emission inventories differed for various heavy metals and POPs, their application in modelling 
concentrations and deposition in Europe resulted in estimates that were much closer to measured 
data than estimates based on official submissions. Global emissions and emissions from natural 
sources had an important impact on background levels of air concentrations of various heavy 
metals and POPs in Europe and as such would need to be included in the assessment of air 
contamination by these pollutants. 
 
7. The Workshop made the following recommendations:  
 

(a) National experts were encouraged to improve further the reporting of emission 
data and estimates on heavy metals and POPs. Unofficial emission inventories could be useful in 
obtaining figures on emissions from sources when official data did not exist. 
 

(b) Emission experts from ESPREME, TNO and MSC-E were encouraged to review 
their data jointly in order to propose to national emission experts a single integrated set of 
European emission data for heavy metals and POPs. 
 

(c) Discussions within the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling should be 
initiated to increase understanding of the inherent uncertainty of measurement data relative to 
emissions (e.g. how to compare measured trends and emission trends as correctly as possible). 
 

(d) An improvement of the EMEP/CORINAIR Atmospheric Emission Inventory 
Guidebook was foreseen through the revision of information on fine particles from various 
emission sources. It was recommended that the information on the chemical composition of 
these particles be taken into account, since the majority of heavy metals and POPs were emitted 
to the atmosphere as fine particles, exceptions being mercury and some very volatile POPs. 
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(e) MSC-E was advised to take into account in modelling concentrations, deposition, 

and critical loads the results of the unofficial emission inventories when official data were 
incomplete. This should not discourage national emission experts from striving to provide 
complete and accurate official emission data.  
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Annex III 
 

Conclusions of the task group on particulate matter 
 

1. At its thirteenth meeting in October 2004, the Task Force agreed to convene an ad hoc, 
informal task group on particulate matter (PM) led by Mr. Z. Klimont (CIAM). Mr. Klimont 
distributed to members of the task group a questionnaire to identify the types of expertise and 
level of commitment of the group. Replies were received from 20 experts representing 11 
countries and international organizations. Responses showed that (a) most respondents worked 
in the area of national and regional emission inventory preparation and evaluation; (b) few 
experts were involved in measurement campaigns; (c) nearly half were able to provide data on 
speciation of PM; (d) others were prepared to participate in a review and discussion of existing 
information; (e) updating the Guidebook was considered important; and (f) it was desirable to 
commit resources for PM definition and classification issues. 
 
2. A document on PM speciation at SNAP level 1 was distributed prior to the meeting of the 
Task Force. It provided profiles for nine sectors (as defined in the Emission Reporting 
Guidelines) distinguished according to levels of abatement, major contributing activity and 
dominant fuel. 

 
3. Based on the discussion provided by the authors, preliminary conclusions were presented 
to the Task Force, as follows: 

 
(a) Speciation of PM at SNAP level 1 was difficult to recommend, probably of 

limited use and likely to yield the wrong results for several sectors;  
 

(b) There was a need to redefine a suitable level on which such recommendations 
could be made (NFR-2 level was proposed by MSC-W); 
 

(c) Linking the decided “levels” exclusively to the current NFR-2 categories was 
often not enough for meaningful profiles; and 
 

(d) A finalized version of the document should be provided, with regular updates. 
 

4. Experts discussed findings in the draft document and future activities of the task group. 
As gridded data on PM were incomplete for several countries, the task group was working to 
fill the gap by providing “typical” profiles for size and chemical PM speciation that could be 
used when better information was not available. The proposed profiles would primarily serve 
modellers and could be used as indirect input to the future work on improving chapters in the 
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Guidebook with respect to PM. Consistency between emission factors used for preparation of 
profiles and those in the Guidebook should be maintained, and closer collaboration with the 
newly established Expert Group on PM should be encouraged.  


