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BRI Green Development

* BRI green development is a comprehensive scientific ecological system covering green
policy, green finance, green trade, green production, green infrastructure, green energy,

green consumption, green transportation, green supervision, ecological compensation, and
green evaluation.

* [t is committed to achieving coordinated economic, social and ecological development of
countries along the “Belt and Road” , and following green, low-carbon and sustainable

development path in the “Belt and Road” construction.



Impact Assessments of Green Development of BRI Countries
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Impact Assessments of Green Development of BRI Countries

Rating Index: Environment

) i Fresh water
- . capacity of ; : Ocean Health Index Goal Enerpy = 2 S . .
Forestarss  Water quality c'"‘b‘!w“u carbon intensity - Claoe Waters 600000 ‘ oot forest depletion withdaaws Water  materials footprint
Mortality rate
attributed to : " Resewable enerpy: ) )
e o “fciency w""‘""""""“" Energy depletion 3 cgher), threstened  Barvesting fl-waste gusnind
and lack of bypiene
Terrestrial and marine sz
sected asees Access to electncity
Safely managed waterand  Remewable energy RAD
Electnaty productice
from renewable scurces,
exclodng hydroslectne
Renewable enerry
Sustamable
mfrastructure



Impact Assessments of Green Development of BRI Countries

Rating Index: Economy
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Impact Assessments of Green Development of BRI Countries

Rating Index: Society
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Impact Assessments of Green Development of BRI Countries

Comparison of green development:

» Comparison of Environmental Impacts between Different Types of BRI Countries

From the perspective of per capita environmental footprint, it has obvious categorical characteristics. The higher the level of development of the
country, the higher the per capita footprint.
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» Trending
_, Orange m- The environmental indicators of most

Countries Bahrain, Israel, Belarus, India, Iran, Iraq, Afghanistan, Azerbaijjan, Bangladesh, Albania, NO data

Kuwait, Kazakhstan, Mongolia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Armenia, COllll.tl'leS along the Belt and Road are

TFYR Oman, Qatar, Saudi Brunei,Bulgaria Bhutan, Cyprus, moving towards green development gOﬁlS,

Macedonia, Arabia, Serbia, Cambodia,China,Croatia, Czech Georgia, . . .

UAE Singapore, Slovakia, Republic,Egypt Estonia, Greece, Hungary, Maldives, and countries in Asia and Central Europe
Syria, Uzbekistan, Indonesia, Kyrgyzstan,Laos are constantly approaching green
Viet Nam, Yemen Latvia,Lebanon.Lithuania

Malaysia, Montenegro Myanmar, development expectation of goals.

Nepal, Pakistan Philippines,
Poland, Moldova,Romania,
Russia, Slovenia,Sri Lanka,



Balance between Economic Development and Green Sustainable Development

> Trade-off between Economic Growth and Energy Consumption and Carbon Footprint

Method: Tapio Decoupling Model

Considering that most BRI countries are in a state of non-decoupling and weak decoupling, the decoupling state is divided into three categories:
negative decoupling, weak decoupling and connection. The state is determined by the coefficient of decoupling elasticity, environmental pressure and
economic driving force. It can be subdivided into 8 sub-categories under the three major categories.

Decoupling state between economic growth and energy consumption:

Decoupling Countries Quantity Decoupling Countries Quantity
Categories Categories

Strong negative Iran, Bulgaria, etc. 5 Strong negative Iran, Bulgaria, etc. 7
decoupling decoupling

Recession Lithuania, Slovenia, etc. 7

decoupling Recession Albania, Belarus, Russia, 9

Weak decoupling Egypt, Kyrgyzstan, 20 decoupling etc.

Indonesia, etc.

Weak decoupling Egypt, Pakistan, China, 27

2010-2013 Strong decoupling Tajikistan, Macedonia, 8 2014-2015 etc.
Uzbekistan, etc. Strong decoupling ~ Oman, Azerbaijan, 11
. - . Panama, etc.
LS . et (Cligi, i, G 11 Weak negative Slovenia, Estonia, etc. 8
cezoiglin decoupling
Negative decoupling Kuwait, Egypt, etc. 8 - —
Strong negative Iran, Tajikistan, South 3
Growth connection  Oman, Arabia, etc. 6 decoupling Africa

On the whole, countries along One Belt And One Road have changed from negative decoupling to decoupling, and the average level is in the stage of
weak decoupling. Compared with the period from 2010 to 2013, the number of strongly decoupled countries increased significantly from 2014 to 2015,
mainly in eastern Europe and Central Asia.



Balance between Economic Development and Green Sustainable Development

Positive Impact/ Mixed or Moderately Negative Impact/ Highly Negative Impact/ Impact Still Unclear

The Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on the Green Development of BRI (Take the economic dimension as an

example):

Indicators Impacts

Paths of impacts

Economic Highly negative impact 1. The global economy is suffering from the
development crisis caused by the epidemic
2. Some businesses will face bankruptcy
3. Massive fiscal deficits
4. Serious trade obstruction
Economic
impacts
Economic growth Highly negative impact 1. Reduction of industrial output
engine 2. Services such as tourism have been severely

affected by travel restrictions




Action Plans for BRI Green Developmet

1 Development and Utilization of Green Energy

2 Green Finance and Green Investment

3 CSR Actions

4 Biodiversity Protection

5 Climate Change Governance
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