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Agenda

1. Improved automatic QA/QC
2. Reporting of permit conditions
3. Additional support to QA/QC submissions
4. Feedback on the new European Industrial Emissions 

Portal
5. Feedback on the mapping exercise
6. Feedback on post submission checks
7. Additional issues/doubts that Member States may be 

facing



Improved automatic QA/QC

New blockers added aiming at improving the quality
of the data reported under both EU Registry and E-
PRTR/LCP



Improved automatic QA/QC

EU REGISTRY

• C11.3 [totalRatedThermalInput] 
– is less than 50MW: blocker

– is larger than 8500MW: warning

• C11.5 [TotalNominalCapacityAnyWasteType]
– is greater than 300 t/h: blocker

– is between 100 and 300: updated warning message



Improved automatic QA/QC

E-PRTR/LCP

• C7.1 [numberOfOperatingHours] 
– blocker if reported hours greater than the maximum hours within a 

year (leap years are considered)

• C3.6 update
– [buildingNumber] is removed from the check

• C16.8 new
– a count of the distinct namespace for both FacilityReport and 

InstallationPartReport



Reporting of Permit conditions

• Issuing a permit might be an action which happens 
following a country specific procedure

• The way information about a permit is collected might 
vary from country to country

• Some logic coherence and consistency within the 
reporting should be ensured for the benefit of the 
whole dataset



Reporting of Permit conditions – Reporting Elements

• Date of GrantingDoG

• Date of Last Update DoLU

• Permit GrantedPG

• Permit ReconsideredPR

• Permit UpdatedPU

Dates Booleans

Status of installation

• Functional

• Disused

• Decommisioned

• notRegulated



Reporting of Permit conditions – General approach

• Reported data should reflect the status of the entities 
within the reporting year

• The data should be reported according to the 
proposed logic in MfR

• This logic is not always explicitly specified within the 
legislation



Reporting 
year (RY)

Date of
Granting

Date of Last 
Update

Permit
Granted

Permit
Updated

Permit
Reconsidered

Installation 
status

2017 Functional

2018 Functional

2019 Functional

2020

2021

3.11c) if PG always report DoG

3.11d+e)  1996 =< DoG =< Reporting year

DoG PG

DoG

DoG

PG

PG



2.1 c) DoG should be static between reporting years

2.1 d) Once PG is True, PG should remain True unless not functional

Reporting 
year (RY)

Date of
Granting

Date of
Last 
Update

Permit
Granted

Permit
Updated

Permit Re-
considered

Installation 
status

2017 Functional

2018 Functional

2019 Functional

2020 Functional

2021 Disused 
/decommissioned / 
notRegulated

DoG PG

DoG

DoG

DoG

DoG

PG

PG

PG

PG



3.10 a) When a permit is reconsidered (PR) it should also be granted (PG)

3.10 b) When a permit is updated (PU) it should be reconsidered and granted 
(PR & PG)

Reporting 
year (RY)

Date of
Granting

Date of
Last 
Update

Permit
Granted

Permit
Updated

Permit Re-
considered

Installation 
status

2017 Functional

2018 Functional

2019 Functional

2020 Functional

2021 Disused 
/decommissioned / 
notRegulated

DoG PG

DoG

DoG

DoG

DoG

PG

PG

PG

PG

PU PR

PR

DoLU2018



3.11 a) If a permit is updated (PU), date of last update (DoLU) should be 
given and be a date within the reporting year 

Reporting 
year (RY)

Date of
Granting

Date of Last 
Update

Permit
Granted

Permit
Updated

Permit
Reconsidere
d

Installation 
status

2017 Functional

2018 Functional

2019 Functional

2020 Functional

2021 Disused 
/decommissioned / 
notRegulated

DoG PG

DoG

DoG

DoG

DoG

PG

PG

PG

PG

PU PR

PR

DoLU2018



3.11b) If the permit is not updated, DoLU is optional, but if given, it 
should be at date in a year prior to the reporting year

Reporting 
year (RY)

Date of
Granting

Date of Last 
Update

Permit
Granted

Permit
Updated

Permit Re-
considered

Installation 
status

2017 Functional

2018 Functional

2019 Functional

2020 Functional

2021
Functional

DoG PG

DoG

DoG

DoG

PG

PG

PG

PU PR

PR

DoLU2018

DoLU2018

DoLU2018

DoG PGDoLU2021 PU PR



2.1a) Date of Last Update (DoLU) should be in chronological order

2.1b) Date of Last Update (DoLU) should be following the Date of Granting (DoG)

Reporting 
year (RY)

Date of
Granting

Date of Last 
Update

Permit
Granted

Permit
Updated

Permit
Reconsidere
d

Installation 
status

2017 Functional

2018 Functional

2019 Functional

2020 Functional

2021
Functional

DoG PG

DoG

DoG

DoG

PG

PG

PG

PU PR

PR

DoLU2018

DoLU2018

DoLU2018

DoG PGDoLU2021 PU PR



Additional support to QA/QC submission

Automatic QA/QC prevents submission of wrong data

Warning and info messages are useful but not enough 
to prevent the submission of some wrong information 

Additional support to improve feedback to reporters 
and to EEA to accept submissions



Additional support to QA/QC submission - NEW

RELEASE 
ENVELOPE

PROVISIONAL 
HARVESTING IN 

QAQC DB
KPI VIEWER

TECHNICAL 
ACCEPTANCE

HARVESTING
LOOK-UP 

GENERATION
READY FOR 

SUBMISSION
QAQC DB IS 
CLEANED UP

QAQC DB IS 
NOT 

CLEANED

MS CORRECT 
DATA

NEW 
SUBMISSION

TECHNICAL 
ACCEPTED

REJECTION



Additional support to QA/QC submissions

• C1.1 # of sites

• C1.2 # of facilities

• C1.3 # of installations

• C1.4 # of parts

• C1.5 # of facilities (EPRTR/LCP)

• C1.5 # of parts (EPRTR/LCP)

C1 

MAGNITUDE OF 
DATASET

• C2.1: Number of facilities at [EPRTRAnnexIMainActivity] level

• C2.2: Number of installations at [IEDAnnexIMainActivity] level

• C2.3: Number of permit granted for Installations

C2 

COHERENCE OF 
ADMINISTRATIVE 

FIELDS



Additional support to QA/QC submissions

• C3.1: Number of releases reported per pollutant

• C3.2: National Total emissions of Main Air Pollutant Releases(include the detail of 
FacilityInspireID)

• C3.3: National Total emissions of Main Water Pollutant Releases (include the detail 
at [FacilityInspireID])

• C3.4: National Total emissions of Main Pollutant Transfers(include the detail at 
[FacilityInspireID])

• C3.5: National Total Waste Transfer (include the detail at [FacilityInspireID])

• C3.6: National Total of [totalEnergyInput] (with PlantInspireID and [fuelType] detail)

• C3.7: National Total of [emissionToAir] (with PlantInspireID detail)

• C3.8: [operatingHours] distribution - with highlight of the AVG

• C3.9: [totalNominalCapacityAnyWaste] distribution for WI and co-WI

• C3.10: [totalRatedThermalInput] distribution for LCP

• C3.11: Number of ProductionVolume reported include the detail at 
EPRTRAnnexIMainActivity -- to be further improved

C3 

COHERENCE 
OF 

THEMATIC 
REPORTING



Additional support to QA/QC submissions



Feedback on the Industrial Emissions Portal

https://industry.eea.europa.eu

https://industry.eea.europa.eu/
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Feedback on the Industrial Emissions Portal

https://industry.eea.europa.eu

https://industry.eea.europa.eu/
https://industry.eea.europa.eu/analyse/pollutant-and-sector
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Feedback on the Industrial Emissions Portal
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Feedback on mapping excercise

• Status of mapping was reported as part of the 2017 post-submission
findings logs in April 2021 (Checks C1.1_EPRTR and C.1.1_LCP). 

• About 20 countries have mapping related findings.

• About 1000 previous E-PRTR facilities are not reported in the EU-
Registry. In this number the ones that have been confirmed by the
reporters not to be transferred are not counted. (Note: This is status 
by April 15th, resubmissions and responses are not taken into
account.)



Feedback on mapping excercise

• About 300 previous LCPs are not reported in the EU-Registry.

• We encourage now to make sure that findings related to 
transition from E-PRTR/LCP to EU-Registry are either verified or 
corrected (checks C1.#)

• The historical E-PRTR and LCP data is locked, but the EU-Registry 
is open to re-submissions



Mapping and Industrial Dataset

FACILITES AND 
LCP 

NOT MAPPED
CONSISTENT 

TIMELINE

EXAMPLE

• Need to import those entities in the new system

• Definition of “dummy” entities to import Facilities and 
LCP in the new reporting format

• PlantID and FacilityID used as a key to generate [localID]

• Creation of a general [namespace] as “CC.EEA”

• Import of relevant information from EPRTR and LCP 
databases

PLANTID 

AT0061

INSTALLATIONPART 
[LOCALID] 

AT0061.PART

INSTALLATION 
[LOCALID] 

AT0061.INSTALLATION

FACILITY [LOCALID] 
AT0061.FACILITY

SITE [LOCALID] 
AT0061.SITE

[NAMESPACE] 

AT.EEA



Feedback on post-Submission checks (1)

(*)

(*)



Feedback on post-Submission checks (2)



Feedback on postSubmission checks (1)

(*) max. one per country

(*)

(*)



Feedback on postSubmission checks (2)

(*) max. one per year and country

(*)



Many thanks for your attention, 
feedback and continuous support

Guidance documents:

• EU Registry: https://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/help/euregistry

• E-PRTR/LCP: https://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/help/eprtr_lcp

• Helpdesk: industry.helpdesk@eea.europa.eu

https://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/help/euregistry
https://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/help/eprtr_lcp
mailto:industry.helpdesk@eea.europa.eu

