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No. Performance 

Indicators

Target Criterion Time Periods 
Considered

Quantitative Result Achieved 
Performance Level

3.3 Required physical 
resources, nuclear 
and associated 
infrastructure 
available for the 
full implementation 
of the RCA 
activities 

RRUs or in-country 
facilities are available 
and used to meet 
the requirements of 
RCA Projects for 
every GP

2020/21
project cycle

(1) 12 PPFs out of a sample of 53 from 
5 RCA GPs (22%) did not contain 
information on the support that can 
be provided to other GPs in project 
implementation.

(2) The levels of support indicated in 
most PPFs were intermediate or 
basic and may not be adequate for 
implementation of the project 
activities. 

Adequate

(Based on the 

percentage of GPs 

(78%) that provided 

information on the 

support that can be 

provided to other GPs 

for project 

implementation) 

(Comments by PAC)

 Alternative indicators suggested; (1) the number of GPs with necessary infrastructure to implement the

projects they are participating in, (2) the percentage of planned regional activities that were conducted in

the RCA GPs, (3) the percentage of experts that were recruited from RCA GPs

 Also, RCA NRs should ensure the PPFs and Progress Reports submitted by the NPCs are complete

and accurate. The NRs of LCs should ensure the quality and accuracy of the PPARs submitted by the

LCCs.

Result of Mid-Term Review (18th Sep 2020)
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MTSC WG Guideline for PAC on 2020 Mid-term Review

No. Performance 

Indicators

Target Criterion Time Periods 
Considered

Quantitative Result Achieved 
Performance Level

3.3 Required physical 
resources, nuclear 
and associated 
infrastructure 
available for the 
full implementation 
of the RCA 
activities 

RRUs or in-country 
facilities are available 
and used to meet 
the requirements of 
RCA Projects for 
every GP

2018/19
project cycle

(1) 100% of RRUs or in- country 
facilities are available and used to 
meet the requirements of RCA 
Projects for every GP (note limited 
sample size).

Excellent

(Comments by MTSC WG)

 A challenge encountered was that PPFs were not submitted correctly, in full, or on-time.

 Further actions were required for implementation such as (1) requiring GPs to ensure complete submission

of PPFs with accurate information for all projects started in 2020/2021, (2) review PPF for usability, (3)

first review meetings for projects should discuss how to effectively utilize RRUs.
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MTSC WG Guidance for PAC 

on 2020 Mid-term Review

Mid-Term Review(PAC)

Time Periods 
Considered

 2018/19  2020/21

Performance Level  Excellent  Adequate

Quantitative Results  100% of RRUs or in- country facilities are available 
and used to meet the requirements of RCA Projects 
for every GP.

 12 PPFs out of a sample of 53 (22%) did not contain 
information on the support that can be provided to 
other GPs in project implementation.

 The levels of support indicated in many of these
PPFs were intermediate or basic, which may not be 
adequate for project implementation.

Limitation  Small sample size (only 16 PPFs submitted and even 
some were not properly completed)

 -

Comments  Review PPF for usability 
 Discuss ways to effectively utilize RRUs 

 Alternative indicators should be considered

Comments in 
Common

 GPs should ensure complete submission of PPFs with complete and accurate information for all projects.

Table of Comparison
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Recommendations (1)

 Current PPF may confuse users due to its complexity and overlapping questions. Thus,

specific guidelines should be prepared or the tables should be revised into a simpler

form in order to ensure complete submission of PPFs.
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Recommendations (2)

 The lists of RRUs are organized only by programme cycles. Thus, a more systematic

method should be taken into consideration such as establishing a database that lists up all

RRUs which then classifies the RRUs into fields and levels for efficient use.



Thank you


