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[bookmark: _Toc220585369]For all companies: Company Overview
[bookmark: _Toc220585370]Member Description & Logo
A description of the company and the logo should be included on the WebApp (https://ogmp20.azurewebsites.net/). In addition, companies are welcome to include their description in the implementation plan. 
Note: WebApp description will be included in the company fact sheet in the IMEO annual report[footnoteRef:2].   [2:    Examples of company factsheets can be foundon the IMEO website: https://wedocs.unep.org/rest/api/core/bitstreams/5411171d-c5fc-4535-994d-69d6e57e9f66/content ] 

[bookmark: _Toc220585371]Complete List of Operated & Non-operated Assets (If Applicable)
Members are required to upload and approve a complete list of operated and non-operated assets in the WebApp, clearly indicating any excluded assets and reasons for exclusion. The list of assets is validated by the OGMP 2.0 team. There is no need to replicate the asset list here, but please confirm this has been completed in the WebApp.  
[bookmark: _Toc220585372]Company Target
Describe your company’s methane emissions reduction target here. The company target should be company-wide and on either an intensity or absolute basis. For intensity-based targets, there is no baseline year (not applicable). For absolute targets, the baseline year must be defined. The table below should be used as guidance for presenting your company the target.  
Note: the target will be publicly disclosed in the company factsheet (see Footnote 1 below).
Table 1‑1 Company X Target
	
	Definition 
(intensity/absolute)
[%, tonnes CH4]
	Baseline Year
	Target Year
	Target 
(%, tonnes CH4)

	Operated Assets
	
	
	
	

	Non-operated Assets (if applicable)*
	
	
	
	


*Companies are encouraged to develop targets for their non-operated assets as well (although this is not mandatory).
Further Guidance
Targets should be set for no later than five years after the year that members joined OGMP 2.0. For those members who developed a target for 2025, a new five-year target is required for the 2025 reporting year target is required for no longer than five years. 
Companies who set a methane intensity target should define the denominator used in the methane intensity target. The company factsheets included in the appendix of the IMEO annual report provide examples of the targets selected by member companies.  
[bookmark: _Toc220585373]Portfolio-Level Materiality Assessment & Commitment to Reach Level 4 and Level 5
Please include your company’s portfolio-level materiality assessment here, clearly indicating which assets are material and the years by which you intend to achieve Level 4 and Level 5 for material assets. Please ensure that applicable operated and non-operated assets are included in the assessment. Operated assets and non-operated assets can either be presented within the same materiality assessment or separate materiality assessments. Members are encouraged to include assets/JVs reported by other OGMP 2.0 members. Please refer to the General Principles TDG for further guidance on materiality.  
Members should  complete the materiality assessment using the excel-based template provided. This is necessary to enable ingestion of the future reporting levels or each asset into the OGMP 2.0 database. 
If members do not complete the excel-based template, the OGMP 2.0 team will attempt to complete this using data provided in your implementation plan, which may result in errors or inconsistencies.  
There is no need to replicate the materiality assessment here, but please confirm the completed excel template has been uploaded with this report.
Further Guidance
Following feedback from members regarding confusion between the reporting year and data year, please be advised that, for members reporting in May 2026, the reporting year will be referred to as the ‘2025 Reporting Year, or RY2025’, i.e. the year in which you report 2025 data. 
Please note that the notation ‘L4/L5’ is unclear when applied to an asset. An asset should either be at ‘L4’ or ‘L5’. Level 5 (or L5), means that an asset has a complete Level 4 inventory + site level measurements and reconciliation and the member has developed a Level 5 estimate (including and assessment of inventory uncertainty).  
[bookmark: _Toc220585374]For companies not yet reporting at Level 4 and/or Level 5: Operated Assets: Summary of planned Level 4 and Level 5 Approaches
[bookmark: _Toc220585375]Asset-level Materiality Assessment & Summary of Level 4 Methods 
Please provide an asset-level materiality assessment and summary of the Level 4 methods for all your material operated assets following Tables 2.1 and 2.2 below as a guide. An asset-level materiality assessment is required for each individual material asset to determine which emissions sources are material and therefore require to be reported at Level 4. 
Table 2‑1 Materiality Assessment and Summary of Planned Level 4 Methods for Asset 1
	
	Current 
OGMP 2.0
Level 
	Emissions 
(kt) 
	Materiality (%) 
	Source characterization*
	Summary of L4 Approach if at L4
	First Year to be Reported at L4  

	Largest Source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	Next largest source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	Next largest source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	… 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 


*Source characterization should describe the general source behaviour over the course of the year. Certain phrases that might be helpful are continuous (emits all year), intermittent (emits in discrete events through the year), constant (emits at roughly the same emission rate throughout the year) and variable (emits at different emission rates throughout the year).
Table 2‑2 Materiality Assessment and Summary of Planned Level 4 Methods for Asset 2
	
	Current 
OGMP 2.0
Level 
	Emissions 
(kt) 
	Materiality (%) 
	Source characterization*
	Summary of L4 Approach if at L4
	First Year to be Reported at L4  

	Largest Source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	Next largest source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	Next largest source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	… 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 


*Source characterization should describe the general source behaviour over the course of the year. Certain phrases that might be helpful are continuous (emits all year), intermittent (emits in discrete events through the year), constant (emits at roughly the same emission rate throughout the year) and variable (emits at different emission rates throughout the year).
[bookmark: _Toc220585376]Description of Planned Level 4 Approaches
To the extent that it is possible, please provide additional information to describe the planned Level 4 approach. For companies very early in their OGMP 2.0 journey (e.g. Year 0 or 1), it is acceptable to say that you are still exploring source-level quantification technologies or methodologies. However, to achieve Gold Standard Pathway in Year 2, it is expected you will have identified which technologies/methodologies you intend to use and be able to document those. 
We recommend considering the following questions as you detail your planned approach to Level 4 for each source: 
Table 2‑3 - Planned L4 Methods 
	Asset(s)
	

	Source
	

	Material? (y/n)
	

	Source Characterization: Temporal behaviour (Continuous/Intermittent)? Mode (Routine/Abnormal)?

	

	Describe the Level 4 estimation method to be used (e.g., measurement, engineering calculation, process simulations), including how emission rates will be estimated.


	Measurement technology to be used (if applicable)

	

	Engineer calculation / Process simulations (if applicable) 
Briefly provide the input data parameters, origin of those (site-specific or derived from default) and simulation or model approach.

	

	What fraction of the total source population will be measured or estimated? For measurements, how many will be conducted across time and space?

	

	Describe the spatial extrapolation methods that will be used, if applicable:

	

	Describe how duration, frequency, activity factors or event counts will be estimated, if applicable:

For sources that are not continuous throughout the year, describe how emission duration, frequency and temporal variability will be estimated.

	

	How will emissions associated with malfunctions or abnormal operations be identified, quantified and either included in this source estimation (or excluded and reported in the fugitive emission category)?

	

	Briefly specify the types of variables and/or uncertainties that were considered for estimating source level uncertainty (e.g., quantification, sampling, temporal)

	

	If results from a sample population of sources (or specific times) were extrapolated in space and/or time, how was the extrapolation uncertainty considered?

	



Note: If the same methodology is applied across all assets, there is no need to repeat the information for each asset. Similarly, if the methodology is common for certain sources, you may indicate compliance at a general level without reiterating the details for each individual source.
[bookmark: _Toc220585377]Planned Approach for Material Source A
Please describe the planned approach for the first material source of emissions. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585378]Planned Approach for Material Source B
Please describe the planned approach for the second material source of emissions. 
Note: repeat Section 2.2.2 as necessary for each material source that will be quantified at Level 4. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585379]Description of Planned Approach to Level 5
For companies early in their OGMP 2.0 journey (Years 0-2), this section is where you can document the technologies you intend to use to conduct site-level measurements at your material operated assets. For companies very early in their OGMP 2.0 journey (Year 0 or 1), it is acceptable to say that you are still exploring site-level measurement technologies. However, to achieve Gold Standard Pathway in Year 2, it is expected you will have identified which vendors/technologies you intend to use and be able to document those.  
[bookmark: _Toc220585380]Planned Site-Level Measurement Approach
Please briefly describe the site-level measurement technology that you expect to use to conduct site-level measurement. Please also describe the expected site-level measurement campaign, including the number of measurements and how they will vary in space and time. In case a sampling and extrapolation strategy is foreseen, please provide details about how the sampled facilities will be selected and how the findings may be extrapolated to non-surveyed facilities.
In case the site-level technology is intended for both source and site-level measurements, please describe the measurement approach and strategies to achieve both objectives, and document the technology’s minimum detection limit and its capability for source-level attribution. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585381]Planned Approach to Reconciliation
Please briefly describe your planned approach to reconciliation, if known. The following questions can be considered to guide your response, for example: 
· Do you intend to conduct reconciliation on an instantaneous or annual basis?
· How will you ensure that the Level 4 estimate reflects operations at the time of the site-level measurement campaign? 
· How will you account for emissions below the detection threshold of the site-level technology?
· How will sources that are not present or active during the site-level measurement campaign be considered?
Note: For companies very early in their OGMP 2.0 journey (Year 0 or 1), it is acceptable to leave this section blank.
[bookmark: _Toc220585382] Planned Approach to Uncertainty
Please briefly describe your expected approach to determine the site-level measurement uncertainty that will be used for reconciliation (uncertainty for reconciliation) and the overall inventory uncertainty when assets are reported at Level 5. 
Note: For companies very early in their OGMP 2.0 journey (Year 0 or 1), it is acceptable to leave this section blank.
[bookmark: _Toc220585383]Mitigation Opportunities
Please use this section to tell us about any planned or implemented mitigation measures at your material assets. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585384]For companies currently reporting at Level 4 and/or Level 5: Operated Assets: Summary of Level 4 and Level 5 Approaches
Please complete Sections 3.1 to 3.6 below for each asset currently being reported at Level 4 and/or Level 5. Alternatively, you can complete the asset one-pager and insert it in this section or in the appendix. 
Note: This format is intended to be completed by those members who are further along in their journey with OGMP 2.0, to inform the OGMP 2.0 team of the learnings and outcomes of their measurement-based approaches. If you are not yet reporting at Level 4 and/or Level 5 for material, operated assets, please mark this section as ‘not applicable’ and refer to Section 2 for guidance on how to present your future plans to achieve Level 4 and level 5. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585385]Asset-level Materiality Assessment & Summary of Level 4 Methods for Asset 1 for Current RY
Please provide an asset-level materiality assessment and summary of the Level 4 methods for your first material, operated asset following Table 3.1 below as a guide. An asset-level materiality assessment is required to determine which emissions sources are material and therefore require to be reported at Level 4. Please refer to the General Principles TDG for further guidance on materiality.
Table 3‑1 Materiality Assessment and Summary of Level 4 Methods for Asset 1
	
	Current 
OGMP 2.0
Level 
	Emissions 
(kt) 
	Materiality (%) 
	Source characterization*
	Summary of L4 Approach if at L4
	First Year  Reported at L4  

	Largest Source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	Next largest source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	Next largest source 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	… 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 


*Source characterization should describe the general source behaviour over the course of the year. Certain phrases that might be helpful are continuous (emits all year), intermittent (emits in discrete events through the year), constant (emits at roughly the same emission rate throughout the year) and variable (emits at different emission rates throughout the year).
[bookmark: _Toc220585386]Update to Previously Approved Level 4 Methods for Asset 1 for Current RY (if applicable)
Please use this section to provide details on any Level 4 methods that have not been previously accepted as appropriate Level 4 methods for sources at this asset. Table 2-3 can be used to provide the required information about those sources.
Note: For methods that have already been accepted in previous Implementation Plans, no additional information is required and this section can be marked as ‘not applicable’. Please also note that if an existing approach is being applied to a new source, it will still require new approval as it is a new application. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585387] Updated Level 4 Method for Source A
Please provide details of the updated method for the first source using the table 2-3 format
[bookmark: _Toc220585388] Updated Level 4 Method for Source B
Please provide details of the updated method for the second source using the table 2-3 format
Repeat as necessary.
[bookmark: _Toc220585389]Summary of Site-level Measurements for Asset 1 for Current RY
Members can fill in the following sections, or alternatively complete the Asset One-Pagers 
[bookmark: _Toc220585390]Site-level Measurement Technology/ies Used
Please provide details on the site-level measurement technology/ies and site-level measurement campaign for Asset 1. Table 3.2 provides an example of how to convey information about the site-level technology/ies used. If the same technology/ies have been used over multiple assets, Table 2.2 does not need to be repeated, but please indicate the assets to which it applies. 
Table 3‑2 Summary of Site-level Measurement Technology for Current RY
	
	Measurement Technology 1
	Measurement Technology 2 (can delete if no 2nd technology)

	Site-level mode of measurement (i.e. 
drone, aircraft, handheld, etc.).   
	  
	

	Site-level measurement technology/sensor  
	  
	

	Purpose/justification of site-level measurement technology selection   
	  
	

	Technology provider (optional)  
	  
	

	Detection threshold for 90% probability of detection during the conditions of the measurement campaign [or relevant probability of detection]  
	  
	

	Any known technology limitations  
	  
	

	Emission rate quantification method (if known)  
	  
	

	Assets where technology was used
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc220585391]Site-level Measurement Campaign for Asset 1 for Current RY
Please provide some information about the nature of the site-level measurement campaign conducted. The following questions serve as a guide to the level of information that should be conveyed: 
· How frequently were site-level measurements undertaken (i.e. quarterly, annual)? 
· How many measurements across time were taken, and was the campaign able to capture different modes of operations?
· How was the asset sampled (if applicable), for example how many measurements across space were taken and what fraction of total sites does this represent?
· Were there any weather or access related notes that affected measurements?
· Were there repeated observations and are there any notable learnings from the site-level measurement campaign that should be shared?
[bookmark: _Toc220585392]Reconciliation and Uncertainty for Asset 1 for Current RY
[bookmark: _Toc218603407][bookmark: _Toc218604098][bookmark: _Toc218685416][bookmark: _Toc218685983][bookmark: _Toc219117103][bookmark: _Toc219117173][bookmark: _Toc218603408][bookmark: _Toc218604099][bookmark: _Toc218685417][bookmark: _Toc218685984][bookmark: _Toc219117104][bookmark: _Toc219117174][bookmark: _Toc218603409][bookmark: _Toc218604100][bookmark: _Toc218685418][bookmark: _Toc218685985][bookmark: _Toc219117105][bookmark: _Toc219117175][bookmark: _Toc218603410][bookmark: _Toc218604101][bookmark: _Toc218685419][bookmark: _Toc218685986][bookmark: _Toc219117106][bookmark: _Toc219117176][bookmark: _Toc218603411][bookmark: _Toc218604102][bookmark: _Toc218685420][bookmark: _Toc218685987][bookmark: _Toc219117107][bookmark: _Toc219117177][bookmark: _Toc218603412][bookmark: _Toc218604103][bookmark: _Toc218685421][bookmark: _Toc218685988][bookmark: _Toc219117108][bookmark: _Toc219117178][bookmark: _Toc218603433][bookmark: _Toc218604124][bookmark: _Toc218685442][bookmark: _Toc218686009][bookmark: _Toc219117129][bookmark: _Toc219117199][bookmark: _Toc220585393]Brief Description of Level 4 inventory used in Reconciliation
Please describe how the Level 4 values used for the reconciliation were calculated. For example, if reconciliation is occurring at the annual scale, the Level 4 value in Table 3.3 can simply be the annual Level 4 inventory value. If instantaneous reconciliation is occurring, please note how the sub-annual emission rate was calculated to be comparable to the site level measurements that were taken.	
[bookmark: _Toc220585394]Site-level Value used in Reconciliation
Please briefly describe how the site-level value used in reconciliation was calculated. It may be helpful to mention how multiple measurements were combined (i.e. an average of site-level measurements at reconciliation unit X), and how emissions below the detection threshold of the site-level technology were considered. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585395]Uncertainty for Reconciliation
Please briefly describe how the uncertainty of the site-level measurements was determined for the reconciliation exercise. Additionally, if a quantitative assessment of the level 4, sum-of-sources estimate was undertaken, please briefly describe the methods used to determine source-level uncertainty. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585396]Reconciliation Results
Please use this space to describe the reconciliation and uncertainty assessment for Asset A. Specifically, please show the comparison between the relevant Level 4 sum-of-sources estimate (and its associated uncertainty if available) with the relevant site-level measurement and its associated uncertainty for each reconciliation unit. This information can either be conveyed through Table 3.3 or through figures. 
If reconciliations have been performed in previous years on Asset 1, members are encouraged to display the year-on-year reconciliation results as shown on Figure 3-1.
Note: We refer to reconciliation unit here because different approaches can be taken to reconciliation depending on the asset type and on the technologies used. A reconciliation analysis could occur at the site-level where a single site/facility is the reconciliation unit, or it could occur over the entire asset which has been broken down into multiple reconciliation units. A reconciliation unit may also be a single source at a facility, if the site-level technology used can provide source-level quantification. 
We also refer here to ‘relevant Level 4 estimate’. This refers to either the annual Level 4 estimate if reconciliation is conducted at the annual scale, or an instantaneous Level 4 estimate if reconciliation is conducted at the time of the site-level measurement. Instantaneous Level 4 estimates should account for operating conditions at the time(s) of measurement.

Table 3‑3 Summary of reconciliation and findings (Note: if a figure or several figures is more helpful here, feel free to replace this table)
	
	Relevant Level 4 estimate (please include units)
	Level 4 uncertainty (if applicable)
	Relevant Site-level measurement
	Site-level uncertainty
	Please list conclusions (i.e. agree or disagree), any reasons for discrepancies, or relevant learnings

	Reconciliation Unit X
	
	
	
	
	

	Reconciliation Unit Y
	
	
	
	
	




Figure 3‑1 Summary of reconciliation and findings
For each reconciliation unit, you can detail: 
· What was the scale of reconciliation (spatial and temporal)?
· How were non-measured sources accounted for? 
· Was there any discrepancy? Can the discrepancy be quantified?
· What were the investigations carried? Do the findings affect your Level 4 inventory? Is there any action plan to further understand and resolve the discrepancy?
· Can the learnings be extrapolated (in time and/or in space to other similar assets or facilities)?
[bookmark: _Toc220585397]Key Learnings & Mitigation Opportunities for Asset 1 for Current RY
Please document any key learnings you have realised as a result of the reconciliation, including any opportunities to improve the Level 4 estimate and any actions you intend to undertake in subsequent reporting years. Please also highlight any mitigation opportunities that have been identified and/or actioned and indicate if these were identified because of the reconciliation process. 
Please also note any key takeaways for this asset from this year’s reporting, or any other information you feel may be important for OGMP2.0 to consider.
[bookmark: _Toc220585398]Level 5 Estimate and Uncertainty for Asset 1 for Current RY
[bookmark: _Toc220585399]Level 5 Estimate
Please clearly state the Level 5 estimate for Asset A for this year, describe any relevant calculations, and provide a justification for this estimate. 
Note: The Level 5 estimate is the best-available estimate of annual emissions for the asset following the reconciliation exercise. This means that, in addition to incorporating learnings from the reconciliation exercise, it should include all known sources of methane, including sources that were not active at the times of the site-level measurement campaign, emissions from malfunctioning equipment or ‘non routine’ emissions, and emissions below detection threshold of the site-level technology. Please comment on how the Level 5 estimate addresses emissions that could have been missed by the measurement campaigns. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585400]Inventory Uncertainty
Please also describe the process for determining inventory uncertainty. Both the Level 5 inventory and uncertainty values should match those reported in the reporting template.
Note: Repeat Section 3 for every operated asset for which Level 4 and Level 5 have been reported for the current RY. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585401]For all companies (if applicable): Non-operated Assets: Reasonable and Demonstrable Efforts 
[bookmark: _Toc220585402]Reasonable and demonstrable efforts – Company level 
Please use this section to provide a description of your company’s plans to work with NOJV partners to progressively achieve Level 4 and Level 5 reporting for material non-operated assets. The sections below are applicable to non-operated assets which are not operated by another OGMP 2.0 member.  The plan details and progress are expected to increase year on year of program implementation.  Member companies are strongly encouraged to influence ventures to join OGMP 2.0 directly, which simplifies the reporting for all parties.  
Where a non-operated asset is operated by another OGMP 2.0 member, the technical information below is not required as it will be obtained directly through the OGMP 2.0 operator submission.   
Member companies are expected to demonstrate their efforts with enough information to enable OGMP 2.0 to adequately assess progress and challenges. The following are the key elements:  
· Include a list of non-operated assets and an overview of the company’s credible commitment and plan to progressively reach Gold Standard Reporting for non-operated assets within 5 years of joining the Partnership – see Section 1.4 above. 
· Describe any strategic plans, actions or efforts undertaken at Company level to support NOJV methane measurement and mitigation actions, 
·  Describe the prioritisation strategy in place to target ventures/countries with the greatest potential impact on methane emissions reporting and reduction. 
· If applicable, describe any regular engagement with internal personnel responsible for NOJV asset management and indicate whether any training programs or awareness workshops are conducted. 
Some examples of the types of documentation that can be provided to support demonstrable efforts at company level includes:  
· A description of the engagement approach that member companies took with ventures and what this approach aimed to achieve, and any differences in the engagement approach for different ventures
· Information on outreach to personnel in charge of venture asset management of methane emissions
· Information on capability building and awareness raising.  
· Methane reporting provisions included in new NOJV agreements 
· An inventory of NOJV partners not disclosing the requested data and where possible, the key reasons for this. Where ‘no permission to report’ is cited, member companies are encouraged to elaborate on the reasons for why this was the case and the steps taken to overcome this (in this section or in the asset-specific section). If consent to disclose data to a 3rd party is contractually required companies are encouraged to elaborate on the steps taken to attempt to secure this consent.  
[bookmark: _Toc220585403]For non-operated assets that have reached Year 5 Milestone - Non-operated Assets: Summary of Level 4 and Level 5 and/or Best Endeavours Approaches 
· If  the NOJV asset has reached Level 4 and/or Level 5, please use a similar format to Section 2 above to document how Level 4 and/or Level 5 have been achieved for each material, non-operated asset reported at these levels.
· If the NOJV asset has not reached Level 4 or Level 5 reporting, use the table below to list all reasonable and demonstrable efforts that were undertaken with the NOJV. 
· Alternatively, the applicable sections of the NOJV one-pagers can be filled for each asset. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585404]Asset 1 (material asset reported at Level 5)
Asset-level Materiality Assessment & Summary of Level 4 Methods for Asset 1 for Current RY
Summary of Site-level Measurements for Asset 1 for Current RY
Reconciliation and Uncertainty for Asset 1 for Current RY
Level 5 Estimate and Uncertainty for Asset 1 for Current RY
Reasonable & demonstrable efforts for Asset 1 for Current RY
As an example, the following tables can be used to detail reasonable and demonstrable approaches, and adapted or modified on a case-by-case basis.
	External engagement with the NOJV 

	Permission to report
	Was permission to report requested? Was it accepted? Example: Permission to report requested through an official letter from Operations Senior Vice President to NOJV asset’s General Manager on dd/mm/yy

	Venture is not an OGMP member: Venture Engagement 
	List all engagement activities with NOJV. Examples: briefing sessions, discussions during governance boards, implementation roadmaps shared with JV, training and capacity building, venture support to reporting process, co-funded measurement campaigns, suppliers mobilized, mitigation initiatives supported and financed… To be detailed on a year-by-year basis.
Y2 - xxxx
Y3 – xxxx
Y4 - xxxx
Y5 – xxxx

	Venture is an OGMP Member: support proposed to relevant NOJVs.
	Assistance, experience sharing proposed, if/where relevant

	Methane abatement projects
	Any abatement initiatives identified, advocated, supported, studied on behalf of the NOJV…

	Key barriers 
	Key barriers including contractual limitations identified, explanation and action plan provided.

	Escalation (Internally or to UNEP)
	Examples: Issues discussed with OGMP during dd/mm/yy bilateral meeting – Official email sent to OGMP on dd/mm/yy with request of assistance from OGMP non-company members.

	Engagement with other shareholders, stakeholders and other OGMP members partners (where applicable)

	Alignment with OGMP members partners
	Examples: Common strategy towards level 4 and 5 prepared and shared with the NOJV at governance boards, technical committees or other forums, common workshops or trainings organized for the NOJV. To be detailed on a year-by-year basis.

	Alignment with other partners/stakeholders
	Examples: Engagement with other asset shareholders to exchange on practices with the operator, or in the region, engagement with local authorities…



[bookmark: _Toc220585405][bookmark: _Toc219117145][bookmark: _Toc219117215][bookmark: _Toc219117146][bookmark: _Toc219117216]Asset 2 (Material asset reported at level 4)
Repeat as needed.
[bookmark: _Toc220585406]For non-operated assets not yet at Year 5 milestone - Non-operated Assets: Proposed Approach to Achieve Level 4 and Level 5
Please follow the format of Sections 2.1 to 2.3 above to detail the asset materiality and to document how Level 4 and/or Level 5 will be achieved at material, non-operated assets.  
As an alternative, the relevant sections of the NOJV one-pager can also be filled.
[bookmark: _Toc220585407]Asset-level Materiality Assessment & Summary of Level 4 Methods 
In this section, in addition to the materiality assessment summary of Level 4 Methods, please use the table provided in section 4.2.1 to provide details about the best endeavours strategy and achievements. For companies very early in their OGMP 2.0 journey (e.g. Year 0 or 1), it is acceptable to say that you are still defining your strategy with your NOJVs. However, in subsequent years, it is expected that a subsequent strategy will be in place and that you will have begun engaging with your NOJVs. 
[bookmark: _Toc220585408]Description of Planned Approaches to Level 4
[bookmark: _Toc220585409]Description of Planned Approach to Level 5

Reconciliation and findings

Site Level measurement	
Reconciliation Unit X -2024	Reconciliation Unit X 2025	Reconciliation Unit Y - 2024	Reconciliation Unit Y - 2025	4.3	3.5	2.5	2.2999999999999998	Relevant Level 4 estimate	
Reconciliation Unit X -2024	Reconciliation Unit X 2025	Reconciliation Unit Y - 2024	Reconciliation Unit Y - 2025	3.2	2.7	1.9	2.1	


