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Umbrella Programme to Support Development of Biodiversity Finance Plans
GEF Project Implementation Report
1 July 2025 to 30 June 2026


A. BASIC INFORMATION
	Country
	Ethiopia 

	Name of Project Coordinator  
	Abraham Nathanael 

	Email Address  
	abraham.nathanael@undp.org 



B. INDICATIVE/EMERGING RESULTS OF THE PROJECT, KEY CHALLENGES, and LESSONS LEARNED

B.1 Top three Key Results of the Project 	Comment by Kamille Rosales: The purpose of this section is too have a quick overview of the overall report. Only include major highlights. Max 300 words.
Guidance: Use the following criteria for selection of key project outcome/output-level results i) results that directly contribute to project indicators; ii) results that contribute to gender equality; iii) results that contribute to capacity development or policy making; iv) result in which significant proportion of the annual budget is spent; and v)) any other result that is important for the project for that year. In selecting key results, think about what your team is most proud of achieving during the year.  Disaggregated data (sex, age, social group, etc) must be used to the extent possible when reporting on beneficiaries. Please note that this section is a summary of your key results, details should be indicated in the technical accomplishments section.

Tip: In providing results examples, please consider (i) ‘what’ was achieved; how’ it was achieved; (ii) ‘who’ it was achieved for and with; and (iii) ‘where’ it was achieved.

	During the reporting period, the country office of Ethiopia  achieved a major milestone through the successful completion of the Policy and Institutional Review (PIR), including an assessment of alignment with sectoral priorities and the identification and prioritization of biodiversity finance solutions. Significant progress was also made in the Biodiversity Expenditure Review (BER), with the second draft completed and currently awaiting validation by key stakeholders. The PIR was undertaken through a comprehensive review of the National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAP), the Climate Resilient Green Economy (CRGE) Strategy, and relevant sectoral policies and frameworks, in close collaboration with the Ministry of Planning and Development, the Ministry of Finance, the Environment Protection Authority, the Ethiopian Biodiversity Institute, the Ministry of Agriculture, the Ministry of Water and Energy, and other relevant government institutions. The process was supported by extensive stakeholder consultations and technical engagements at both federal and regional levels. Two senior consultants were engaged to provide technical leadership and quality assurance for the PIR and BER, ensuring methodological rigor and the delivery of high-quality analytical outputs.A notable outcome of the PIR was the identification and prioritization of a portfolio of biodiversity finance solutions. Among these, Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES) was recognized as the most implementation-ready mechanism, having already received policy endorsement by the Government of Ethiopia through parliamentary approval. Consequently, the next phase primarily requires targeted technical assistance and implementation support to facilitate its operationalization. The PIR also identified several additional financing instruments with strong potential to mobilize resources for biodiversity conservation and sustainable use, including Access and Benefit Sharing (ABS) Export Linkages, Protected Area Revenue Retention, IFMIS Biodiversity Budget Tagging, and Green Bonds. However, these mechanisms require further technical assessment, stakeholder consultation, development of implementation guidelines and regulatory frameworks, and formal government endorsement prior to adoption. Collectively, these achievements have strengthened the evidence base for biodiversity finance decision-making, enhanced institutional capacity, and laid the foundation for the development of a robust and actionable Biodiversity Finance Plan for Ethiopia.




B.2 Results on Gender Equality and Women’s Empowerment 
Guidance: What specific initiatives does your country implemented to ensure women’s participation/engagement in biodiversity finance activities.

Highlight concrete outcome/output results achieved or under-achieved towards gender equality and women’s empowerment in the year. Analyze what worked well and/or did not work well and why. 
	The country office has also created opportunities to encourage women participation through structured engagement platforms.
During the reporting period, three consultation workshops were held with 61 participants from government ministries and development partners, including 16 women. While women were included, their representation remains relatively low, particularly from the government sector.
Consultation platforms and institutional coordination have supported women engagement in technical discussions. However, participation remains largely consultative with limited influence on decision making. Although targets for women participation were set for meetings, a more robust inclusion approach is still needed.
As biodiversity finance implementation is still at early stages, there is an opportunity to strengthen women engagement in remaining components, particularly in the needs assessment and Biodiversity Finance Plan development.




B.3 Key results achieved through Partnerships and Stakeholder Engagement Strategy
Guidance: Highlight results that the Project achieved through strategic partnership with government, other UN agencies, private sector, IFIs, Vertical Funds, foundations, etc. You may also Include progress in the inception workshop, steering committee establishment, and launch event.

	Strategic partnerships played a critical role in advancing BIOFIN Ethiopia during the reporting period. The project worked in close collaboration with key government institutions, including the Ministry of Planning and Development, the Ministry of Finance, the Environment Protection Authority, the Ethiopian Biodiversity Institute, the Ministry of Agriculture, and the Ministry of Water and Energy, to support the implementation of the Policy and Institutional Review (PIR) and the Biodiversity Expenditure Review (BER). These partnerships strengthened government ownership, facilitated access to data and technical expertise, and ensured alignment with national biodiversity and development priorities. A significant achievement during the year was the establishment of both the Project Steering Committee (PSC) and the Technical Committee (TC), which provide strategic oversight, technical guidance, and institutional coordination for the BIOFIN process. The project also convened stakeholder consultations and technical working sessions involving government agencies, development partners, academia, and civil society organizations to validate findings and build consensus on biodiversity finance priorities.


B.4 Indicative/Emerging results of the project and lessons learned. Identify and provide a short description of key and initial finance solutions identified based on your current progress.
	Based on the findings of the Policy and Institutional Review (PIR), BIOFIN Ethiopia identified and prioritized a set of biodiversity finance solutions in line with the BIOFIN catalogue of finance solutions. Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES) emerged as the most advanced and implementation-ready mechanism, supported by existing policy endorsement from the Government of Ethiopia and requiring primarily technical and operational support for rollout. Access and Benefit Sharing (ABS) Export Linkages were identified as a key revenue-enhancing mechanism to strengthen equitable benefit-sharing from the utilization and export of genetic and biological resources. Protected Area Financial Sustainability / Revenue Reinvestment Mechanisms were proposed to enhance the financial sustainability of protected areas by enabling systematic reinvestment of internally generated revenues into conservation management and ecosystem restoration. Public Financial Management (PFM) Reform through IFMIS Biodiversity Budget Tagging was identified as a critical mainstreaming tool to integrate biodiversity tracking into the national budgeting system, improving transparency, planning, and expenditure monitoring. In addition, **Green Bonds (Sustainable Debt Instruments) were identified as an innovative financing mechanism to mobilize long-term public and private capital for biodiversity-positive investments. While PES is already at an advanced stage of readiness, the remaining BIOFIN catalogue solutions require further technical refinement, stakeholder consultation, development of implementation guidelines, and formal government endorsement prior to operationalization. Collectively, these prioritized solutions provide a structured pipeline for advancing Ethiopia’s Biodiversity Finance Plan and strengthening domestic resource mobilization for biodiversity outcomes. Early stakeholder engagement and alignment with existing government-endorsed reforms significantly increases the feasibility and readiness of biodiversity finance solutions. Conversely, instruments that are not yet embedded in existing policy and public financial management systems require longer preparatory phases, including sustained technical support, iterative consultations, and formal institutional endorsement before implementation can be achieved.


B.5 Implementation progress. 
5.1 Key Challenges and Enabling conditions in project implementation
	Question
	Select all the applies
	Please provide additional information on key challenges, delays and enabling factors with outputs/activities during the reporting period.  If there were no delays, please indicate 'not applicable'.

	Has the project experienced any procurement challenges during the reporting period, which may risk the completion of any critical activity within the approved project duration?
	☐ Delays in the planned initiation of key procurement processes 
☐ Capacity gaps to develop technical requirements (TORs/specifications) 
☐ Procurement capacity gaps 
☒ None or very limited market response to tenders issued, evaluation delays, rejections/delays on reviews by procurement oversight committees, 
☐ Protests/complaints logged by bidders 
☐ Incapacity of contractors to deliver on contractual terms 
☐ Weak contract management 
☐ Weak operational and/or maintenance plans developed 
☐ Intellectual property rights issues 
☐ Others, please specify:
	Readvertising the tenders because of insufficient applicant . 

	Have you experienced any challenges in the implementation of the project's components and activities in compliance with the project's approved implementation/work plan? 
	☐Lack of support from the Ministry of Environment (MoE) 
☐Lack of support from the Ministry of Finance (MoF) 
☐Insufficient human resources, high staff turnover, or lack of expertise in biodiversity finance 
☒Weak information systems or a lack of disaggregated financial and biodiversity data 
☒Fragmented collaboration among government agencies, civil society, and the private sector 
☐Limited uptake of recommendations 
☐Capacity building 
☐Others, please specify 
	The lack of clearly defined budget lines for biodiversity within the Ministry of Finance budget classification system has limited the ability to accurately track and quantify public expenditure on conservation activities. In addition, fragmented coordination and overlapping institutional mandates have created significant challenges during the PIR process. This has been further complicated by variations in institutional structures and arrangements across regional governments, affecting harmonization and reducing the comparability of data between regions.

	Are there any enabling factors that helped you achieve your outputs that you want to highlight?  
	☐Elevated political will and recognition of the national biodiversity agenda  
☒Elevated political will and recognition of the global biodiversity agenda 
☐Leadership from MoE to work on biodiversity finance 
☐Leadership from MoF to work on biodiversity finance 
☒Effective technical support received from Global Technical Teams (BIOFIN Technical Advisers)
☐Others, please specify 
	The Prime Minister of Ethiopia statements on nature positive development and the commitment to support the Green Legacy Initiative have played a significant role in elevating the importance of environmental and conservation agendas among government officials. This high level political attention has contributed to creating a more enabling and supportive environment within the broader government system and has strengthened recognition of environmental priorities across institutions. In addition, the existence of the Biodiversity Institute has made a substantial contribution by facilitating consultation workshops, supporting data validation processes, and coordinating national level data collection. However, despite these positive developments, there remains a need for continued and more structured advocacy to further institutionalize these commitments, ensure consistent implementation, and enhance the overall effectiveness. 

	If your country faced challenges in ensuring meaningful participation and engagement of diverse stakeholders (e.g. civil society, private sector, Indigenous Peoples, local communities, women’s groups, youth) in the project, please select which:
	☐Lack of established mechanisms or platforms for stakeholder participation  
☒Limited capacity of key stakeholders to effectively engage  
☒Inadequate financial resources for stakeholder engagement processes  
☐Inadequate human resources for stakeholder engagement processes  
☒Difficulty securing high-level political support and cross-sectoral leadership  
☐Legal, institutional, or cultural barriers to engagement of certain groups  
☐Unable to determine the primary challenge at this stage  
☐Physical accessibility constrains in accessing stakeholder groups  
☐Language constraints  
☐Other - please specify  
	The involvement of senior officials in the consultation meetings has been limited, indicating relatively weak engagement and low prioritization of the agenda at higher levels of decision making.




b.5.2. Risk Management. Please include specific measures to manage the project's implementation delay and challenges.
	The primary implementation challenge during the reporting period has been limited data availability and accessibility, which has significantly contributed to delays in the Biodiversity Expenditure Review (BER). To address this, BIOFIN Ethiopia is working closely with key government institutions, particularly the Ministry of Finance and relevant sector ministries, to improve access to financial and administrative data required for expenditure analysis. Where official data is incomplete or unavailable, the project is applying structured alternative approaches, including proxy-based estimation, functional classification mapping, and triangulation from multiple data sources to ensure continuity of analysis. In addition, targeted data validation workshops are being conducted with relevant institutions to improve data quality, consistency, and reliability. These measures are complemented by close technical support from senior consultants to accelerate analysis and ensure the timely completion of the BER despite existing data constraints.


C. TECHNICAL ACCOMPLISHMENTS. Status of Output Indicators.

1. Project Outcome Indicators
	Component 
	Project Output Indicator
	Baseline
	Targets based on PRODOC
	Results

	
	
	Year
	Value
	2025
	2026
	2027
	Total Result
1 July 2025 to 30 June 2026
	Cumulative
(2024 + 2025 + 2026 + 2027)

	 Project Outcome

	Number of direct beneficiaries disaggregated by gender (including national workshops, webinars and MOOCs)
	2023

	0

	 400 people per country; 100 women and 100 men

	400 people per country; 200 women and 200 men
	400 people per country; 200 women and 200 men
	· Three consultation workshops were conducted. 
· Total direct participants (beneficiaries): 61 
· Women: 16 
· Men: 45
	Click or tap here to enter text.



Output 1: National biodiversity finance policy and institutional reviews 
	Component 
	Project Output Indicator
	Baseline
	Targets based on PRODOC
	Results

	
	
	Year
	Value
	2025
	2026
	2027
	Current Report Status
	Short summary of key findings
(max 500 words)

	Output 1.1:
National biodiversity finance policy and institutional reviews 
	Biodiversity-related policy and institutional framework analyses completed
	2023
	0
	1 draft report
	1 completed report
	
	Completed	Through the Policy and Institutional Review (PIR), BIOFIN Ethiopia identified five existing biodiversity finance mechanisms within the national system, including Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES), Access and Benefit Sharing (ABS) mechanisms, Protected Area financial sustainability arrangements, the Green Legacy Initiative, and the Degraded Landscape Restoration Special Fund (Conservation Trust Fund). These mechanisms contribute to biodiversity conservation and ecosystem restoration through a mix of incentive-based, revenue-generating, and public investment approaches. PES supports ecosystem stewardship through performance-based incentives, while ABS mechanisms generate revenues from the use of genetic and biological resources and support equitable benefit sharing. Protected Area financing arrangements enhance conservation operations through internally generated and earmarked resources. The Green Legacy Initiative mobilizes significant public funding for afforestation and landscape restoration activities, and the Degraded Landscape Restoration Special Fund provides dedicated financing for long-term ecosystem rehabilitation.In addition, the PIR highlighted the Climate Resilient Green Economy (CRGE) financing framework as a key enabling mechanism supporting green growth and biodiversity-related investments. It also identified environmental pollution fines and penalties (polluter-pays enforcement revenues) as an additional emerging financing source, where revenues collected from environmental compliance enforcement can potentially be reinvested into environmental management and restoration activities. Collectively, these mechanisms form an important but still fragmented biodiversity finance landscape that requires stronger coordination, improved tracking, and enhanced alignment with national biodiversity objectives.

	Output 1.2:
National biodiversity finance policy and institutional reviews 
	Report on nature-positive and nature-harmful subsidies completed
	2023
	0
	1 draft report
	1 completed report
	
	Completed	Despite facing significant environmental challenges, Ethiopia has made notable progress in biodiversity conservation and ecosystem restoration over the past several years. A combination of national initiatives, strategic policy formulation, and community-based efforts has led to positive trends in forest cover, watershed management, and soil and water conservation. These successes, documented in recent technical reports and reviews, offer a hopeful outlook for the future of biodiversity conservation environment. Here are some of the key positive trends:3.1.1. Significant Increase in National Forest Cover: One of the most prominent successes has been the measurable increase in forest cover. The National Forest Cover Mapping Report for 2023 shows that the forest coverage grew from 15.5% at the end of 2013 to 23.6% by the end of 2023. This achievement is largely supported by national afforestation campaigns like the Green Legacy Initiative (GLI), which has created widespread awareness about the importance of conserving natural forests. This trend is further bolstered by a decline in the rate of deforestation compared to previous periods, indicating that efforts to both plant new trees and protect existing ones are yielding positive results. 3.1.2. Successful Integrated Watershed Management: Ethiopia has a long history of watershed management, with programs evolving from early food-for-work schemes into more sophisticated, community-based participatory approaches. National efforts such as the Productive Safety Net Programme (PSNP) have been instrumental in mobilizing communities to restore degraded drylands, which constitute a vast portion of the country . These integrated programs have successfully reduced soil erosion, increased water availability, and improved agricultural productivity, thereby enhancing food security for local populations. Furthermore, a nationwide movement, centered on a community-based watershed development approach, has been widely adopted and implemented through mass labor mobilization supported by various programs and projects. This has yielded significant positive impacts on the environment, economy, and livelihoods of rural communities .3.1.3. Proven Advances in Soil and Water Conservation (SWC):  Ethiopia has successfully addressed soil erosion by integrating physical and biological conservation measures. These interventions have significantly improved soil quality and boosted crop yields across the country's watersheds. Studies in the Anjeni and Bashe micro watersheds, for example, demonstrated that conserved farmlands produced considerably higher crop yields than untreated plots, showcasing the direct benefits of these interventions . In 2025, Ethiopia has advanced its national soil and water conservation campaign by developing 3.7 million hectares of land and rehabilitating 21,000 streams, which was driven by the participation of 19.9 million citizens. This is a key part of the strategy to combat climate change, boost agricultural productivity, and accelerate its transition to a green economy . Data from impact assessments of the PSNP-PW initiative between 2009 and 2014 substantiate these successes, reporting a general decrease in soil loss in sampled watersheds and an estimated 3% reduction in runoff; Annual soil erosion losses have dropped to 208 million tonnes/yr, preserving farmland and improving water systems . The program also led to an estimated 80% increase in vegetation cover, and increase in the diversity and abundance of indigenous tree species and wild animals in sampled micro-watersheds, particularly in non-pastoral areas  . Furthermore, Ethiopia institutionalized the GLI through a parliamentary proclamation establishing the Green Legacy and Degraded Land Rehabilitation Special Fund, securing 0.5–1% of the federal budget for reforestation . 3.1.4. Strategic Focus on Drylands Restoration:  The Ethiopian National Drylands Restoration Strategy establishes a comprehensive framework for ecosystem restoration and livelihood improvement across the vast drylands. It drives climate-resilient development through integrated resource management, governance, and market growth. The creation of such a detailed, multi-stakeholder strategy signals a strong commitment to tackling environmental degradation where it is most acute.  3.1.5. Enhanced Ecosystem Monitoring and Institutional Collaboration: The capacity to monitor environmental changes has been significantly strengthened. The 2023 National Forest Cover Mapping Report is a product of advanced techniques and collaboration between national and international institutions like Ethiopian Forestry Development (EFD), the Centre for International Forestry Research (CIFOR), and the International Center for Tropical Agriculture (CIAT).

	Links to Evidence (Link to completed and draft reports)
Upload document in the GEF SharePoint Folder: Policy and Institutional Review Reports
Rename your file to: PIR_COUNTRY NAME
	



Output 2: National biodiversity expenditure reviews conducted across all relevant sectors 
	Component 
	Project Output Indicator
	Baseline
	Targets based on PRODOC
	Results

	
	
	Year
	Value
	2025
	2026
	2027
	Current Report Status
	Short summary of key findings
(max 500 words)

	Output 2: National biodiversity expenditure reviews conducted across all relevant sectors 
	Report on national biodiversity expenditures completed
	2023
	0
	1 draft report
	1 completed report
	
	In Progress WITH Draft	Ethiopia, one of Africa most biologically diverse countries, depends heavily on its ecosystems for livelihoods, economic development, and climate resilience. However, biodiversity is increasingly threatened by land use change, deforestation, overgrazing, invasive species, and climate change. This Biodiversity Expenditure Review BER, conducted under the BIOFIN initiative, assesses public biodiversity expenditure over the period from 2011 to 2017 EFY, evaluates alignment with national priorities such as the NBSAP, identifies financing gaps, and provides a foundation for future biodiversity finance planning.The review applies the BIOFIN expenditure framework, classifying expenditures by relevance and type, including recurrent and capital spending. It draws on federal and regional budget reports, institutional financial statements, and program level data across key sectors such as forestry, environmental protection, agriculture, and water and land management. The findings show that biodiversity related expenditure remains relatively low, accounting for approximately 2 to 4 percent of total government spending, with growth that is not sufficient to address ongoing biodiversity loss.Spending is largely concentrated at the federal level, accounting for 60 to 70 percent, while regional contributions range from 30 to 40 percent and vary significantly, reflecting disparities in capacity and decentralization. Expenditure is also heavily skewed toward recurrent costs, which account for 65 to 75 percent, thereby limiting capital investments required for ecosystem restoration, protected area expansion, and conservation infrastructure. Sectoral allocation is concentrated in forestry, environmental protection, and agriculture, with limited integration of biodiversity considerations in mainstream sectors, despite strong alignment with NBSAP priorities in forest conservation and protected area management.The BER has found out that there is a shortage of financial allocation due to limited domestic capacity, reliance on short term donor funding, low private sector engagement, and insufficient use of innovative financing mechanisms. Addressing these challenges requires improved coordination, increased and rebalanced investment, stronger integration of biodiversity into sectoral policies, and the development of national biodiversity financing mechanisms, supported by strengthened capacity at regional and local levels.

	Links to Evidence (Link to completed and draft reports)
Upload document in the GEF SharePoint Folder: Biodiversity Expenditure Reports
Rename your file to: BER_COUNTRY NAME
	Uploaded in the drive 



Output 3: National assessment of financing needs required to achieve Global Biodiversity Framework targets
	Component 
	Project Output Indicator
	Baseline
	Targets based on PRODOC
	Results

	
	
	Year
	Value
	2025
	2026
	2027
	Current Report Status
	Short summary of key findings
(max 500 words)

	Output 3: National assessment of financing needs required to achieve Global Biodiversity Framework targets
	report on national financial needs assessment for biodiversity completed
	2023
	0
	1 draft report
	1 draft report
	1 completed report
	Choose an item.	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Links to Evidence (Link to completed and draft reports)
Upload document in the GEF SharePoint Folder: Finance Needs Assessment Reports
Rename your file to: FNA_COUNTRY NAME
	








Output 4: Development of National Biodiversity Finance Plans 
	Component 
	Project Output Indicator
	Baseline
	Targets based on PRODOC
	Results

	
	
	Year
	Value
	2025
	2026
	2027
	Current Report Status
	Short summary of key findings
(max 500 words)

	Output 4: Development of National Biodiversity Finance Plans 
	National biodiversity finance plans completed
	2023
	0
	0
	1 draft report
	1 completed report
	Choose an item.	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Links to Evidence (Link to completed and draft reports)
Upload document in the GEF SharePoint Folder: Biodiversity Finance Plans
Rename your file to: BFP_COUNTRY NAME
	



Output 5: Global Knowledge and Technical Assistance Platform
	Component 
	Project Output Indicator
	Baseline
	Targets based on PRODOC
	Results

	
	
	Year
	Value
	2025
	2026
	2027
	Total Result
1 July 2025 to 30 June 2026
	Cumulative
(2024 + 2025 + 2026 + 2027)

	Output 5: Global Knowledge and Technical Assistance Platform
	Number of women accessing/ participating in technical support
	2023
	0
	At least 200 women per country accessing technical support and capacity building activities
	At least 200 women per country accessing technical support and capacity building activities
	At least 100 women per country accessing technical support and capacity building activities
	
	Click or tap here to enter text.

	Links to Evidence (Attendance Sheets for consultations, zoom registrations for webinars, etc.)
Upload document in the GEF SharePoint Folder: Other Country Evidence
Rename your file to: BFP_COUNTRY NAME_Evidence Number
	





D. RISK LOG UPDATE (UPLOAD IN QUANTUM: PROJECT TAB > PROJECT RESULTS AND CLOSURE TAB > SELECT PROJECT > CLICK PROJECT RISK)
After you update the project risk in Quantum, please go to Projects Risk Dashboard - Power BI | C. Project Risk Treatment Tab and download your updated risk matrix and upload here. Rename your file to COUNTRY NAME_Risk Log Update

E. GRIEVANCE REDRESS MECHANISM
	Did the project receive any complaints during the reporting period?
	 ☐   Yes             ☒   No             





If your answer to the above question is yes, please download the GRM Log Sheet and upload hre: GRM Log.

F. INFORMATION, COMMUNICATION, EDUCATION, AND KNOWLEDGE MANAGEMENT (Add more rows if applicable)

	IEC/Knowledge Product Produced
	Type
	Date Published/Produced
	Target audience
	Link
Upload IEC materials here CEPA AND KM

	
	Select type.
	Click here to enter date.	
	

	
	Select type.
	Click here to enter date.	
	


	Was the project cited/quoted/featured in media reports/articles?
If yes, please provide link to article/video below.
	 ☐   Yes             ☐   No             






Communications and Visibility. List of news articles and other social media posts related to the project. (Add more rows if applicable)
	Description
	Link

	Steering committee establishment posted in UNDP linkedin page 
	https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.linkedin.com%2Ffeed%2Fupdate%2Furn%3Ali%3Aactivity%3A7416447938555518976%2F&data=05%7C02%7Cabraham.nathanael%40undp.org%7C57053b489b3244a9d4ec08de51d1ec40%7Cb3e5db5e2944483799f57488ace54319%7C0%7C0%7C639038159211751472%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ylSzI5dsBzqUru5elOVtI7rWzQ55crZwu%2FROzIurnTQ%3D&reserved=0
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