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Purpose and Use of this Template 
This template helps project developers demonstrate that their project meets the Additionality 
requirement described in Section 3.6 of the Global Carbon Registry (GCR) Standard. A project is 
deemed additional when the greenhouse‑gas (GHG) reductions or removals would not have 
materialized without the incentive provided by carbon finance. 

GCR assesses three dimensions of additionality: 

• Regulatory Additionality 
• Financial Additionality 
• Prevalence (Common‑Practice) 

All three dimensions must be covered. The completed Additionality Assessment is uploaded as an 
appendix to the Project Overview Document (POD) on the GCR Registry. A public version must 
always be provided. If commercially sensitive details are redacted, ensure the public document still 
presents the key reasoning and conclusions in line with Section 5.4 of the GCR Standard. 

Some methodologies stipulate their own additionality tests. Optional subsections are included 
below for recording such methodology‑specific evidence. 

Multi‑Intervention Projects 
If the project comprises several interventions, address each one separately while avoiding 
unnecessary duplication. Maintain clear traceability for every intervention. When multiple 
methodologies apply, make sure each set of methodology‑specific rules is fully addressed. 

  



SECTION A: Regulatory Additionality 

A.1  Legal Framework Assessment 
• Is the project activity already required by existing laws, policies, or regulations? 
• Are any regulations expected to mandate this activity during the crediting period? 
• If the activity is legally required but the project exceeds minimum standards, explain how it 

goes beyond the regulatory baseline. 
• Do sectoral targets or current trends suggest that the activity is becoming standard practice? 

A.2  Methodology‑Specific Guidance 
Quote the relevant passages from the selected methodology that pertain to regulatory 
additionality. 

A.3  Supporting Evidence 
Attach legal analyses, policy documents, or sector studies that substantiate your answers. 

SECTION B: Financial Additionality 
GCR accepts the UN CDM “Tool for the Demonstration and Assessment of Investment 
Additionality” as a structured framework, or you may use the checklist below. 

B.1  Investment Viability 
• Provide a cost analysis showing that the total implementation and operating costs outweigh 

any financial benefits. 
• If revenues are generated, present an investment analysis (e.g., Net Present Value or Internal 

Rate of Return). 

B.2  Financing Conditions & Constraints 
• Identify cost‑related barriers (e.g., high CAPEX, long payback periods). 
• Would the project proceed in the absence of carbon finance? 
• List any subsidies or incentives already secured and describe their influence on the project’s 

viability. 

B.3  Methodology‑Specific Guidance 
Include methodology‑specific thresholds or financial tests, if applicable. 

B.4  Supporting Evidence 
Upload spreadsheets or financial models underpinning the analyses above. 

  



SECTION C: Prevalence (Common‑Practice) 
A project must show that its intervention is not widely adopted in the relevant region or sector. 
Following CDM guidance, GCR considers an activity ‘common practice’ if its adoption rate 
exceeds 25 %. Where data are limited, a performance benchmark or expert assessment may be 
used. 

C.1  Prevalence / Common Practice 
• • What is the adoption rate of this practice within the region/sector? 
• • Does the rate fall below the 25 % threshold? 

C.2  Benchmarking 
Provide quantitative evidence showing that the project significantly outperforms prevailing 
practices (e.g., lower GHG intensity, reduced nitrogen input). Reference recognized benchmarks or 
peer‑reviewed studies. 

C.3  Non‑Financial Barriers (Optional) 
Outline any technical, institutional, or cultural barriers impeding widespread adoption. This is 
optional but can reinforce the additionality argument. 

C.4  Methodology‑Specific Guidance 
Insert methodology‑defined indicators or thresholds, if relevant. 

C.5  Supporting Evidence 
Attach adoption data, expert statements, and comparative performance datasets. 

SECTION D: Methodology‑Specific Additionality Tests (Optional) 
Describe any additional tests mandated by the methodology that are not covered in Sections A–C. 
Attach supporting documentation as required. 

Declaration by Project Developer 
I certify that the information provided above is accurate and that the project would not have been 
implemented without the catalytic role of carbon finance. 

Signature: _________________________ 

Name: _____________________________ 

Date: _____________________________ 


