
 
 

Mitigation 
Sharm el-Sheikh mitigation ambition and implementation work 
programme 
 

Background  
Established at COP26 and running until 2026 (with a possible extension), the Sharm 
el-Sheikh mitigation ambition and implementation work programme (MWP) aims to accelerate 
global emissions reductions by boosting mitigation ambition and action across all sectors in 
support of the global stocktake. The MWP offers a platform to share best practices, address 
barriers and speed up actions aligned with the 1.5°C temperature goal. It is designed to 
complement the NDCs and support developing countries through capacity-building and 
technology cooperation. Overall, it seeks to drive faster, more practical mitigation before 2030 
through dialogue by fostering dialogues, producing recommendations and informing about 
sector-specific pathways.   

 

Starting Point - Outcomes from COP29 and SB62  
At COP29, governments agreed to continue the MWP through two annual global dialogues. 
Yet, disagreements over whether the programme should generate concrete outputs or remain 
facilitative remained. Developing countries demanded stronger support and clearer links 
between the MWP enhanced finance to support them in their mitigation action. Parties also 
debated how prescriptive the programme should be in sectoral pathways. 
 
At SB62, discussion focused on preparing the 2025 MWP workplan with calls for more 
inclusive participation and better integration with NDC updates ahead of COP30. Parties also 
stressed that the nature of the programme is non-prescriptive, non-punitive, facilitative, and 
respects national sovereignty and the nationally determined nature of NDCs. Ahead of 
COP30, expectations focused on making the MWP more action-oriented, securing sufficient 
resources for developing countries, and determining its continuation beyond 2026. 

 

Party Positions  

 Digital Platform 
 

Forests, Waste and 
Sectoral Actions 

Finance and Support for 
Developing Countries 

Australia, 
Japan, 
Norway, 
EU 

Support the digital platform 
but want it to be clearer 
and more practical:  
-​focus on information 

sharing 
-​include concrete sectors 

like agriculture, forestry, 
waste and urban planning 

-​produce more actionable 
messages 

Need for stronger global 
messaging on forests, 
waste, methane emissions 
and circular economy and 
clearer texts on the causes 
of deforestation, better 
waste management 
strategies and inclusion of 
local communities.  
 

Support finance but want 
clearer structure, better 
transparency and alignment 
with the Paris Agreement.  
-​EU: inclusion of human 

rights, gender and science 
-​Japan: no link between the 

MWP and GCF/GEF 

LMDC, 
Africa 
Group 

Agree with the idea of a 
digital platform but have 
concerns and want to 

Want sector actions to 
remain nationally 
determined: each country 

Strongly call for more 
finance, easier access to 
funding and fairness for 

 



 
control its creation: 
-​ want changes to the 

design 
-​virtual participation 

should not replace 
in-person meetings 

-​Saudi Arabia prefers 
bringing back the original 
design made by Brazil  

should choose its own 
approach depending on 
national situations 

developing countries. They 
say rich countries must fulfil 
climate finance obligations, 
and funds like GCF/GEF 
should support projects 
identified under this work 
programme. They 
emphasise equity and 
support for vulnerable 
countries. 

AOSIS, 
Latin 
America 

Support the platform but 
stress the need for it to 
reflect the needs of 
vulnerable countries: they 
want more focus on 
community rights, 
deforestation drivers and 
practical solutions that help 
small islands and 
forest-rich countries. 

Emphasise Indigenous 
Peoples, forest stewards 
and local community 
rights:  
-​ stress the protection of 

Indigenous knowledge 
and land rights 

-​ country sovereignty 
must be respected in 
deciding sector actions. 

-​Stress that they face the 
highest climate risks and 
need urgent, predictable 
financing: 

-​Emphasize that delays in 
finance put their survival at 
risk 

-​want special attention 
given to small islands and 
least developed countries 

Final 
Outcome 

Parties agree the digital 
platform is important, but 
there is disagreement on 
its purpose, structure 
and how much it should 
build on existing 
systems. 

All parties agree forests 
and waste are important, 
but they disagree on 
whether guidance 
should be global or 
strictly national. 

All parties agree finance is 
essential, but developing 
countries want stronger 
commitments, while 
developed groups want 
clearer rules before 
moving forward. 

 

COP30 Outcomes  
COP30 met process-related expectations following the SB62 but did not deliver a major 
political shift in the ambition of the MWP. Parties adopted a decision confirming the 
continuation of the MWP through 2026 and reiterated that its outcomes remain 
non-prescriptive, non-punitive and facilitative. However, an agreement was reached on 
improving inclusiveness, strengthening investment-focused events and enhancing finance 
matchmaking with multilateral banks and climate funds.  
 
Negotiations did not result in binding commitments or new targets, reflecting a continued 
divergence between parties seeking stronger ambition and others prioritizing flexibility, 
sovereignty and securing financial commitments before action. 

 

COP30 Critical Reflection  
At COP30, the MWP made some progress, but there is still more to do. Countries updated 
their climate pledges, showing a commitment to reduce emissions, though the collective 
efforts are not yet ambitious enough to fully meet the 1.5 °C goal. Some important actions, 
like improving tools to connect mitigation projects with funding, are still under discussion. 
While clear plans on fossil fuel reduction were not finalized, the global dialogues on mitigation 
will continue to provide a foundation for future progress. Overall, COP30 helped maintain 
momentum, even if more work is needed to reach ambitious climate targets. 

 

The Road Ahead  
Between COP30 and SB64 in June 2026 Parties will submit views to the UNFCCC 

 



 

submission portal by February 2026 on topics for the 2026 global dialogues and by April 
2026 on the future and effectiveness of the MWP. The SB-chairs will announce the 2026 
dialogue themes by March 2026 and Parties may submit inputs four weeks before each 
dialogue. The Subsidiary Body for Scientific and Technological Advice (SBSTA-64) will 
consider expanding functionalities of the NMA Platform to record mitigation projects.  

By COP31, Parties are expected to assess progress and consider options for extending or 
reforming the programme beyond 2026.   

 

Sources  
UNFCCC (Sharm el-Sheikh mitigation ambition and implementation work programme. Proposal 
by the Presidency): https://unfccc.int/documents/654609 
 
Secondary Sources: in bullet points, please list the sources you used to complete this fact 
sheet 
 

-​ https://unfccc.int/topics/introduction-to-mitigation 
-​ https://unfccc.int/topics/mitigation/workstreams/mitigation-work-programme 
-​ https://www.cities-and-regions.org/negotiations-on-mitigation-work-programme-offer-o

pportunity-to-advocate-for-multilevel-ndcs-and-connect-to-initiatives-like-champ-and-u
rbanization-ministerials/ 
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