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The Inception Workshop on SEEA-Related Indicators for the Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF)
was organized by the National Administrative Department of Statistics of Colombia (DANE) and
the United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD) and was held in Bogotd, Colombia from 15-16 April
2026. The workshop was organized as part of the EU-funded project on ““SEEA-related indicators
for the Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF)” and brought together national institutions to foster
collaboration across statistical and biodiversity communities to support reporting on the GBF and
implementation of the Colombia’s National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAP).

This report provides a broad overview of the discussions that took place during the workshop.
Section 1 provides the background to the project, with the context for the inception workshop and
its objectives. Section 2 summarizes the introductory sessions of the workshop. Sections 2 and
3 summarize the technical discussions on SEEA-Related indicators and their outcomes. Section
5 sets out the next steps for project implementation in Colombia. The agenda and list of
participants are presented in Annexes 1 and 2.

1 BACKGROUND

The Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF) was adopted at the 15" meeting of
the Conference of Parties (COP 15) of the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) in December
2022. The GBF sets out an ambitious pathway to reach the global vision of a world living in
harmony with nature by 2050. It comprises four actionable and measurable goals for 2050 and
23 targets for urgent action by 2030.

The GBF is supported by a monitoring framework, agreed by the CBD Parties in 2022 to measure
and monitor their progress towards these goals and targets in a transparent and results-oriented
manner. In adopting the monitoring framework, the CBD explicitly notes “the value of aligning
national monitoring with the System of Environmental-Economic Accounting (SEEA) statistical
standard in order to mainstream biodiversity in national statistical systems and to strengthen
national monitoring systems and reporting as appropriate and according to their national priorities
and circumstances.” (para 4 CBD/COP/DEC/15/5).

The metadata of two headline indicators of the monitoring framework make reference to the
concepts and methods of the SEEA Ecosystem Accounting (SEEA EA) framework. These include
the GBF headline indicators A.2 (Extent of natural ecosystems) and B.1 (Services provided by
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ecosystems) that are drawn from the Ecosystem Extent Accounts and Ecosystem Services
Accounts described in the SEEA EA.

There are several advantages to calculating these indicators using the SEEA EA. As the SEEA EA
framework is based on agreed concepts, definitions, classifications and accounting rules,
indicators derived from the accounts have the following characteristics:

1. Comprehensive: The accounting framework is comprehensive, accounting for all
ecosystem types and a wide range of ecosystem services.

2. Consistent: The accounting framework means that inconsistencies in data over space
and time can be identified and confronted.

3. Coherent: The accounting framework enables the organization of a broad range of data
into accounts in an integrated and coherent manner. This means measurements of
extent are coherent with those of condition and services, as well as economic
information organized in the System of National Accounts (SNA).

The project “SEEA-related indicators for the Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF)” was launched
in 2024 to the help countries compile these SEEA-related indicators and facilitate their reporting
to the GBF using an accounting approach. This project, funded by the European Union (EU), is
being implemented by the United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD) and will be delivered via four
outputs: 1) Developing guidelines for compiling the GBF headline indicators A.2 and B.1 using the
SEEA; 2) Testing the guidelines in three project countries (Uganda, Indonesia, Colombia); 3)
Developing global ecosystem services data in the ARIES for SEEA platform; and, 4) Capacity
building activities.

The National Administrative Department of Statistics of Colombia (DANE) is collaborating with
UNSD as one of the project countries together with Indonesia and Uganda. The inception
workshop for the project in Colombia, brought together 21 stakeholders from the Ministry of
Environment and Sustainable Development (Minambiente), Institute of Hydrology, Meteorology
and Environmental Studies (Ideam), the Humboldt Institute, DANE and UNSD to discuss the
guidelines for compiling headline indicators A.2 and B.1 and testing them Colombia. The aim of
the workshop was to foster collaboration across statistical and biodiversity communities to
support reporting on the GBF and implementation of the Colombia’s National Biodiversity
Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAP). The specific objectives of the workshop were to:

e Introduce the SEEA-related indicators for the GBF project, SEEA-EA framework, and its role
in deriving the headline indicators A2 — Extent of natural ecosystems and B1 — Services
provided by ecosystems of the GBF.

e Achieve a common understanding of SEEA EA implementation in Colombia, reporting on
the indicators of GBF and implementation of the NBSAP with key stakeholders.
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e Identify national biodiversity monitoring and other key data that can inform the
compilation of SEEA EA accounts and the A.2 and B.1 GBF headline indicators.

e Establish pathways for making relevant national monitoring data available in a format that
can support the compilation of SEEA EA accounts and compilation of the indicators.

e Map out institutional roles and expectations, major data and capacity gaps, key needs the
project could help address and next steps for developing a national framework for regular
SEEA EA accounts and GBF indicator compilation.

2 INTRODUCTORY SESSION

UNSD provided a presentation on the overall project. This highlighted the explicit recognition by
the CBD CoP of the value of aligning national biodiversity monitoring data with the SEEA, in terms
of mainstreaming biodiversity and strengthening national monitoring systems. It highlighted the
focus of the project on compiling the physical accounts needed for GBF headline indicators A.2
and B.1. UNSD presented the project structure in terms of the four outputs related to developing
a global methodology for indicator compilation; in country project testing with Colombia, Uganda
and Indonesia, development of global tools and datasets; and capacity building activities.

The Ministry of Environment and Sustainability (Minambiente), CBD focal point presented
Colombia’s NBSAP and the associated six national targets. The NBSAP development process
was highly participatory, with 400 sector representatives and 10,000 people from 164 regions all
contributing to it. An overview of the compilation of the 7" National Report submitted in February
2026 was also provided, which more than 50 institutes contributed to. Overall, the report reveals
increasing human pressures on biodiversity and some loss of natural ecosystems, including
forests, in Colombia. Some variation in A.2 estimates from Ideam and DANE was highlighted. As
they had to report to the CBD using Ecosystem Functional Groups of the IJUCN Global Ecosystem
Typology (GET), the DANE data was used. For indicator B.1, no data was available to report. This
is due to Colombia only having partial and fragmented data for this indicator and because it is
necessary to prioritize the ecosystem services to be measured. As such, a national consolidated
exercise is needed to develop the data for this indicator. The 7" National Report will be published
nationally soon.

DANE presented progress on compiling indicators A.2 and B.1 using the SEEA EA extent and
services accounts. DANE highlighted the importance of inter-institutional collaboration in
implementing the SEEA EA. DANE highlighted the inter-institutional Memorandum of
Understanding (MoU) between DANE and the Minambiente to strengthen the implementation of
the SEEA and contribute to the development of the reporting mechanism for indicators under the
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), as well as its agreement with the Humboldt Institute to
support the measurement of the targets and indicators of the Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) and
further strengthen the implementation of the SEEA.
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DANE also summarized the outcomes of the Expert Group Meeting on SEEA-related indicators
for the Global Biodiversity Framework (EGM) that was organized by UNSD in Cambridge from 10
to 12 February 2026 under the EU-project. The EGM discussed substantive technical issues of
the draft guidelines for compiling the two headline indicators.

3 TECHNICAL DISCUSSION SESSION INDICATOR A.2

This section summarizes the presentation and discussions on Indicator A.2 “Extent of natural
ecosystems”. DANE started the session by providing an overview of the main headline indicators
for ecosystems in the GBF (A.1 “Red List of Ecosystems”; A.2; B.1; 2.1 “Area under restoration”;
3.1 “Protected Areas”) and a detailed overview of the metadata for A.2.

Ideam provided an overview of the work and the process for developing ecosystem maps for
Colombia. The methodology is firmly grounded in the concept of ecosystems as functional units.
The map was first compiled in 2007 at 1:500,000 scale and is the result of a collaboration across
eight institutions.” The layers that underpin the map are climate, geopedology, land cover (Corine
Land Cover (CLC), generalized into 46 classes), marine ecosystems, and biotic units. The
methodology and resolution have improved since the first map was compiled in 2007. The
resolution of the maps produced in 2015 and 2017 has improved, the scale is now 1:100,000, with
a minimum mapping unit of 25ha. The periodicity of production is now 4 to 5 years. This is
consistent with the regular production cycles of the input data from contributing institutions and
associated budget cycles.

The most recent version of the national ecosystem map was released in 2024 and is derived from
input data covering various years between 2014 to 2020 (these data are all nationally
comprehensive). Due to methodological improvements, the 2024 edition is seen as a new
baseline. The next edition will be produced in 2027/28. Ideam also highlighted work with DANE
to crosswalk the national ecosystem typology of the map to the IUCN GET. The objective is to
publish in the fourth quarter of 2026.

DANE provided an overview of the SEEA EA framework and its adoption as an international
statistical standard in 2021. This includes the overview of the accounting of stocks (extent,
condition, monetary ecosystem asset) and flows (ecosystem services in physical and monetary).
DANE Introduced the key classifications of the SEEA EA, including the IUCN GET, economic
activities, ecosystem condition typology, and the reference list of ecosystem services. DANE then
presented their work and experience in the compilation of environmental accounts and in

1 Institute of Hydrology, Meteorology and Environmental Studies (ldeam); Alexander von Humboldt Biological
Resources Research Institute (IAvH); Amazonian Institute for Scientific Research (SINCHI); José Benito Vives de
Andréis Institute for Marine and Coastal Research (INVEMAR); John von Neumann Pacific Environmental Research
Institute; National Natural Parks of Colombia (PNN); Agustin Codazzi Geographic Institute (IGAC); and National
University of Colombia.
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particular, of ecosystem extent accounts, which were recently published and are available on
DANE'’s National Accounts of Colombia webpages.

During discussions, the importance of retaining the national typology for national planning was
emphasized. Especially with respect to A.2. At the same time the role of crosswalks to IUCN GET
to help build the global picture on biodiversity trends was also acknowledged.

Step 1: Measurement Scope

The first step in the compilation of indicator A.2 is determining the measurement scope for the
indicator, including the ecosystem typology employed. DANE presented the current activities with
regard to this step in Colombia. This included an overview of the national initiative to crosswalk
the national ecosystem typology to the IUCN GET. This is led by Ideam and DANE, with the
participation of 5 institutions? involved in the production of the national ecosystem map. This is
currently around 90% complete. The aim is to finalize the crosswalk as an official document in
2026. DANE presented a list of 32 IJUCN GET Ecosystem Functional Groups identified in Colombia,
with 25 of these identified as natural.

During discussions the following points were made:

e There are some challenges in translating national ecosystem types to the IUCN GET
Ecosystem Functional Groups. This included the paramos (a high-altitude tropical
mountain ecosystem of the Andes). For some ecosystem types, matches may need to be
made at higher level in the typologies.

e The national ecosystem typology is tailored to the unique biodiversity of Colombia at the
ecosystem level. There is concern that the IUCN GET reporting may fail to communicate
the richness of this national wealth to the world.

e Being able to report restoration in the indicator is important. There is a national restoration
plan for ecosystems in Colombia, with more than 114 million ha under restoration. It was
discussed whether these areas, mostly classified as secondary vegetation and currently
included in EFG T7.5, could be considered natural ecosystems. This is because they are
expected to recover their characteristics and functions over time. It was concluded that
in restored areas where trees are newly planted, it may require 2 or 3 editions of the
ecosystem map to be produced before restored areas would be identified as natural
forest. Therefore, they should not be considered natural ecosystems until they are fully
established as such. In general, the ecosystems included in EFG T7.5 are considered as
anthropogenic and should not be included in the indicator calculation. Given their

2 Alexander von Humboldt Biological Resources Research Institute (IAvH); Amazonian Institute for Scientific
Research (SINCHI); José Benito Vives de Andréis Institute for Marine and Coastal Research (INVEMARY); John
von Neumann Pacific Environmental Research Institute; and National Natural Parks of Colombia (PNN).
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relevance in the exchange of areas between anthropogenic and natural ecosystemes, it is
agreed to specifically monitor the behavior of this functional group.

e The national ecosystem map considers the maritime, coastal and continental realms. As
the division exists by coastal area in Colombia, it is sensible to maintain this as a distinct
reporting realm, as it is linked to a biome that is of management interest (haloBiome).
Nonetheless, it was agreed that the coastal ecosystems can be included in the inland
territory version of the indicator when it comes to reporting to the CBD (as proposed in
the Compilation Guidelines being developed by UNSD).

Step 2: Data Availability

A second step in the compilation of indicator A.2 is related to the assessment of data availability.
DANE presented the ongoing work related to Step 2. This started with an overview of the various
institutes that input data into the ecosystem map produced under direction of Ideam.

During discussions the following points were made:

e With respect to the frequency of input data production, the national ecosystem map has
been produced in 2024 (based on input data from 2014 to 2020) and will be produced
again in 2027. These are the editions to be produced within the GBF timeline. It was
emphasized that these are publication dates, it will be the dates of the input data that
determine the year or time-=period the ecosystem map represents.

e The national ecosystem map is available for direct download from the web portal.

e The technology for ecosystem mapping is advancing rapidly. This creates opportunities
but also challenges to maintain the rigor of the map, especially given it is derived from
several input data maps. Strategic partnerships are needed to make sure the opportunities
that are realized and the risks to the rigor of the map are controlled.

¢ Global data is not necessary as an interim option, since the ecosystem map is expected
to be produced every 4 to 5 years. Whilst global data may be useful to plug some gaps
while national data was being developed, these global datasets generally fail to
adequately reflect the complexity of ecosystems in Colombia.

e The ecosystem map has improved over time. There have been 20 years of development
behind the map and substantial national investment to build technical capacity in its
production. The map is now a trusted product, with thematic, cartographic and attribute
controls. This includes comparison with previous editions for consistency and a rigorous
validation process for the input data. In the integration process there is a documented
process to ensure that any bias in ecosystem classification is addressed. Validation with
images or remote sensors, field visits are achieved via stratified random sampling.

e It was highlighted that the national ecosystem map methodologies will always be living
documents, given how methodologies develop over time.



e There may be some gaps in historical ecosystem mapping data (2017 and before). For
instance, due to cloud cover obscuring areas in remotely sensed images. However, from
2024 the map is nationally comprehensive, satisfying the Mutually Exclusive Collectively
Exhaustive (MECE) principle needed for comprehensive national ecosystem extent
accounts.

e The possibility of producing a map for 2020 was discussed. Ideam reported that this
would need to go through the entire process and there is no capacity for this, so a
contracting consultant would be needed. However, it is noted that 2024 edition of the map
is grounded in data that would provide a good baseline for 2020 (i.e., the input data maps
are from 2014 to 2020).

Step 3: Compiling the accounts and the indicator (Day 2)

The third step in the compilation of indicator A.2 is compiling ecosystem extent accounts and
then compiling the indicator itself from these accounts. DANE then presented the state of the art
in progress on Step 3 in Colombia. Based on the national ecosystem map for 2007, 2011 and
2018, DANE have compiled a time series of ecosystem extent accounts. Using the crosswalk to
the IUCN GET, the columns for the accounts are arranged over 32 EFGs (related to 7 divisions and
15 biomes). 25 of the EFGs are identified as natural and contribute to the compilation of indicator
A.2 for Colombia.

It was highlighted that there are different potential ways national ecosystem types can be
attributed to natural and anthropogenic types. This will lead to differences emerging with respect
to the value of the A.2 indicator value reported. In particular, the inclusion of fragmented forests
as a natural ecosystem type (albeit in poor condition) and marine ecosystems in the value
reported by DANE based on the ecosystem extent account led to some differences in A.2
compared to the value reported directly from the national ecosystem map by Ideam.

There has been no decision yet on whether to disaggregate the indicator by indigenous territory.

During the discussion, it was noted that input data for the national ecosystem map are produced
at different periodicities, with the temporality of the map reflecting the range of dates associated
with these inputs. Specifically, the underlying datasets include climate data (2014), geopedology
(2014), land cover (2018), biotic units (2016), and mangroves (2020). The overall periodicity,
however, corresponds to the publication date of the map, which is 2024.

For statistical purposes, the reference periods used by DANE in compiling the ecosystem extent
account could be determined by the temporal coverage of the land cover layers applied in map
production. On this basis, the map published in 2024 is associated with a reference period of
2018, while earlier maps published in 2017 and 2015 correspond to reference periods of 2011
and 2007, respectively. It was also clarified that these datasets are comparable, as all maps are
produced at a consistent scale of 1:100,000.



The importance of ensuring alignment with key environmental policy objectives was emphasized,
particularly in relation to efforts to increase marshland extent and to avoid duplication in
measurement efforts.

In terms of future compilation of the indicator, the need for a common, agreed understanding of
the mandates, roles and responsibilities of the stakeholder institutions engaged in work relevant
to indicator A.2 is needed. DANE presented an initial proposal for reporting on indicator A.2. This
is based on the complementary roles of the participating institutions: Ideam leads the periodic
production of the national ecosystem map; DANE leads the conceptual and methodological
development, with the participation of Ideam, for compiling the SEEA Ecosystem Extent Account
and calculating the indicator based on its results; and, the Ministry of Environment and
Sustainable Development (Minambiente) is ultimately responsible for reporting the indicator to
the CBD Secretariat. It was stressed that this is related to the process for international reporting
on the indicator and is not intended as a replacement of the national typology of ecosystem or
the compilation of national indicators needed to inform national planning.

Differences were noted between the indicator values derived from the approaches used by DANE
and Ideam to calculate A.2. It was highlighted that these discrepancies are linked to DANE's
inclusion of fragmented forests and marine ecosystems in its calculations. It was further
emphasized that the differing methodologies may have implications for coherence with wider
policy, management and analysis within the environmental sector. However, these implications
are not well understood at this stage.

During the discussion consideration of the country’s capacity in implementing the SEEA was
emphasized. Concerns were expressed that increasing the frequency of compilation of the
accounts may not be consistent with the production cycles of the national ecosystem map. It was
recommended that this aspect be reflected in the compilation guidelines being developed. It was
also noted that more frequent reporting could lead to greater reliance on regional or global
datasets that may not be sufficiently reliable for Colombia. In general, UNSD highlighted the
opportunities for enhanced collaboration between the statistical and biodiversity communities
through the implementation of SEEA EA. Especially with respect to mainstreaming biodiversity
information beyond the environmental sector and to strengthen the international comparability
and use of data.

4 TECHNICAL DISCUSSION SESSION INDICATOR B.1

Introductory presentations
DANE provided a detailed overview of the metadata sheet, requirements for headline indicator
B.1 and how SEEA EA supported compliance with these requirements for compiling the indicator.



Participants were invited to consult the metadata (see: www.gbf-indicators.org) and come back
with any feedback with respect to DANE’s interpretation.

The Humboldt Institute presented their work on measuring pollination services. This is an
important ecological process for Criteria D of the Red List Ecosystems too (pollination of natural
plants within and between ecosystems). The measurement of pollination services has already
been completed for a sub-national pilot in the Orinoquia and in the area covered by the Chawar
Project. These measurements were based on accessibility of croplands to pollinators in natural
/ semi-natural ecosystems. Proposals for the 2026-2029 work of the institution on pollination,
reflecting demand for the B.1; A.1 and SEEA EA generally were set out. There is appetite within
the institute to also work on modeling water ecosystem services.

Ideam gave an overview of the potential to measure global climate regulation services. They
highlighted that the IPPCC categories are very coarse, and it would be much better analytically to
measure this service at the biome level, at least in terms of carbon reservoirs. Availability of data
on soils was highlighted as being important in estimating this service, including erosion and its
impact on carbon retention. Ideam has also done a national study of water. This provides an
analysis of use, disposal and availability of water is generated every 4 years.

DANE provided an overview of the SEEA EA framework and its adoption as an international
statistical standard in 2021. This includes an overview of the accounting stock and flow model,
including the ecosystem services accounts in physical and monetary terms. The reference list of
ecosystem services and other key classifications were introduced to participants. DANE then
presented their future workflow for production of ecosystem service accounts.

Step 1: Measurement Scope

The first step in the compilation of indicator B.1 is the selection of ecosystem services to include
in the indicator. DANE presented the results of the prioritization exercise that had been
completed. This was based on policy relevance; data availability for measurement at the national
level; and the service being supplied by natural ecosystems. The ambition is to measure and
account for two ecosystem services per broad ecosystem service category (i.e., provisioning,
regulating and cultural).

Based on the prioritization exercise completed, the following services are prioritized for
measurement in Colombia: Crop provisioning; Fish provisioning and other aquatic biomass; Water
supply; Global Climate Regulation; Pollination; Education, scientific investigation; Recreation.
There are also second level priority services, where water regulation services feature.

The importance of the pollination service to family / subsistence farmers was noted. Whilst the

crop provisioning services will be included in the accounts, it will not be included in the services
selected for compiling the B.1 indicator, as it is not generally supplied by natural ecosystems.
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However, following a suggestion from the Humboldt Institute, the possibility of incorporating
certain crops relevant to local communities into the indicator calculation will be assessed.

Step 2: Data Availability

Step of compiling indicator B.1 is collecting and organizing data on the flows of the selected
ecosystem services. DANE presented their assessment of the data basis available for ecosystem
services accounting, including the need for time-series data for accounting. The potential for
ARIES for SEEA to support countries in compiling ecosystem service accounts was highlighted.
Specifically for Grazed biomass provisioning, global climate regulation, Coastal protection;
Nature based tourism.

Discussions indicated that:

e There is a need for two observations to calculate trends in ecosystem service flows.
However, for pollination, the intention is to calculate the service initially for a first period.
The next update would allow for the necessary two observations. A decision would then
need to be made on whether to re-run the model for 2020 or possibly back cast to 2020,
to get the necessary baseline for indicator B.1.

e Therobustness of the ARIES for SEEA outputs for use in Colombia needs to be thoroughly
assessed. This would be very helpful for understanding how well they stood up in the
region generally.

e Participants were keen to review the methodology of BC3 for the four ecosystems service,
and if these could be applied in Colombia. UNSD indicated should be available by the end
of the month.

Step 3: Compiling the accounts and the indicator

Step 3 comprises of compiling ecosystem service accounts for the selected ecosystem services
and the compiling (or calculating) the indicator from these accounts. DANE presented the
process for compiling the ecosystem services accounts, highlighting they are still in the design
phase. The ambition is to disaggregate by ecosystem type as much as possible. The reporting
years for the accounts are yet to be determined. A decision also needs to be made on
disaggregation by the indigenous territories and for local communities.

DANE presented the proposal for reporting on the indicator. This is based on the complementary
roles of the participating institutions: Ideam and the Humboldt Institute lead the periodic
measurement of selected ecosystem service flows; DANE leads the conceptual and
methodological development, with the participation of Ideam and the Humboldt Institute, for
compiling the SEEA Ecosystem Services Flow Account and calculating the indicator based on the
results of this account; and, the Ministry of Environment and Sustainable Development
(Minambiente) is ultimately responsible for reporting the indicator to the CBD Secretariat.
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Discussions indicated:

e Further guidance on the mechanism for approving the guidelines was requested. UNSD
outlined the process for reviewing the next two drafts, with the aim of finalizing the
guidelines by the end of 2026.

e It was highlighted that high-level meeting was necessary to confirm the institutional
arrangements surrounding the reporting of the indicators.

e Theimportance of national alignment regarding the reporting approach for indicators A.2
and B.1 was emphasized. This is essential for ensuring technical coherence and
methodological consistency. DANE emphasized that, in its role as the governing authority
of the National Statistical System, it does not consider it technically viable to fragment
reporting using disparate sources (maps vs. SEEA), particularly when there are United
Nations and CBD international guidelines that prioritize the SEEA-EA standard.

5 NEXT STEPS

In general, there was a recognition of the importance of aligning ongoing technical work with
institutional arrangements and international processes, as well as establishing clear roles and
timelines to support efficient delivery. Technical discussions are ongoing in the country regarding
the official reporting source for indicator A.2. Specifically, if this should be directly from the
national ecosystem map compiled by Ideam or the ecosystem extent accounts compiled by
DANE.

In addition, it was agreed that dedicated working groups should be established to define roles
and responsibilities and to set out a coordinated work schedule that enables parallel progress on
both indicators. This includes for the estimation of ecosystem measurement data, including for
priority ecosystem services, by Ideam and Humboldt institute. It also includes the conceptual and
methodological development required for compiling the SEEA-EA Ecosystem Services Flow
Account, as a collaborative approach between DANE, Ideam and the Humboldt Institute, ensuring
clear allocation of responsibilities and effective coordination among the institutions involved.

It was highlighted that there is a need to define, in collaboration with the environmental institutes
and agencies in Colombia, the institutional arrangements for reporting indicators A.2 and B.1. To
advance this process, the Ministry of Environment and Sustainable Development (Minambiente)
shall take the lead in convening a meeting to facilitate consultation, including the presentation of
relevant arguments and technical criteria to support decision-making.
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Annex 1: Workshop Agenda

Day 1: Wednesday 15 April 2026

Time

Session

08:30 to 09:00

Arrival

09:00 to 09:15

Welcome and introductions

09:15t0 10:00

Introducing project, role of accounts in calculating indicators and
progress on the guidelines

10:00 to 10:45

Links between the project and Colombia’s CBD Reporting and NBSAP

10:45to 11:00

Photo and Coffee / Tea

11:00 to 11:30

Overview of indicator A.2 metadata and role of accounts.

11:30 to 12:00

Overview of the data for compiling indicator A.2 (national ecosystem
map).

12:00 to 12:30

Relevant SEEA work to date in Colombia that can support compiling
indicator A.2.

12:30 to 14:00

Lunch

14:00 to 15:15

Step 1: Technical discussion session on deciding the measurement
scope for Indicator A.2.

Covering:

e Ecosystem typology, identification of natural ecosystem types,
reporting for different realms (terrestrial, freshwater, marine, and
transitional) and inland and marine territory.

15:15t0 15:30

Coffee / Tea

15:30to 17:00

Step 2: Technical discussion collecting and organizing key datasets for
compiling ecosystem extent accounts and Indicator A.2.

Covering:

e Identification of national datasets for compiling Indicator A.2, Use of
global data as an interim option, Data quality assurance and validation
and making these data available.
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Day 2: Thursday 16 April

Time

Item

08:30 to 09:00

Arrival.

09:00 to 10:00

Step 3. Technical discussion session on compiling accounts and
deriving Indicator A.2.

Covering:

e Deciding on the comprehensiveness of the accounts given the
available data (accounting periods, baseline, and cross walking
national typology to the IUCN GET)

e identifying the institutional arrangement for the compilation and
reporting of Indicator A.2.

e Deriving the indicator from the accounts and disaggregation
possibilities (e.g., by realm, biome and ecosystem functional group,
by indigenous territory).

10:00 to 10:15

Coffee / Tea

10:15to 10:45

Overview of indicator B.1 metadata and role of accounts.

10:45to 11:45

Overview of the basic data for compiling indicator B.1 (Ecosystem
services data).

11:45to0 12:30

Relevant SEEA work to date in Colombia that can support compiling
indicator B.1.

12:30 to 14:00

Lunch

14:00 to 14:45

Step 1: Technical discussion session on deciding the measurement
scope for Indicator B.1.

Covering:
e Selection of ecosystem services for inclusion in the indicator.

14:45 to 15:45

Step 2: Technical discussion collecting and organizing key datasets for
compiling ecosystem services accounts and Indicator B.1.

Covering:

e Identification of national datasets on physical ecosystem services
flows for compiling Indicator B.1

e Use of global data as an interim option; Attributing ecosystem service
flows to ecosystem types; Data quality assurance and validation
Making these data available.
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15:45 to 15:30 | Coffee / Tea

Step 3: Technical discussion session on compiling accounts and
deriving Indicator B.1.

Covering:

e Deciding on the comprehensiveness of the accounts given the
available data (accounting periods, baseline, and cross walking
national typology to the IUCN GET.

e identifying the institutional arrangement for reporting indicator B.1.

e Deriving the indicator from the accounts and disaggregation
possibilities (e.g., by provisioning, regulating, cultural services, by
realm, biome and ecosystem functional group, by indigenous
territory).

15:30 to 16:30

16:30to 17:00 | Wrap up and next steps
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ANNEX 2: List of participants

Name Organization

Colombia's Biodiversity Action Plan 2030 /

1 Mr. Ivan H M
r. Jorge Ivan Hurtado Mora Minambiente

Colombia's Biodiversity Action Plan 2030 /

2 Ms. Maria Pinilla Herrera . .
Minambiente

Colombia's Biodiversity Action Plan 2030 /

Directorate of Forests, Biodiversity, and
Ecosystem Services / Minambiente

3 Mr. Diego Marquez Minambiente
4 Mr. Diego Andrés Cobaleda DANE

5 Ms. Jenny Johana Rosado DANE

6 Mr. Juan Pablo Cardoso DANE

7 Ms. Andrea Camila Pereira DANE

8

Ms. Vera Tatiana Martinez

Directorate of Forests, Biodiversity, and

9 Ms. Vilma Jai
S. viima Jaimes Ecosystem Services / Minambiente

Directorate of Forests, Biodiversity, and

10 | Ms. Emilce Mora
! Ecosystem Services / Minambiente

11 | Mr. Luis Fernando Urbina HUMBOLDT
12 | Ms. Marcela Cepeda HUMBOLDT
13 | Mr. Julidan Gomez HUMBOLDT
14 | Mr. Hernando Solano HUMBOLDT
15 | Mr. Wilson Rivera Ideam
16 | Ms. Liz Johanna Diaz Ideam
17 | Ms. Ana Milena Rincon Loaiza Ideam
18 | Ms. Maria Camila Morales Pulido | Ideam
19 | Ms. Lina Maria Parada Alzate Ideam
20 | Mr. Raymond Jiménez Arteaga Ideam
21 | Mr. Steven King UNSD
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