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A Corrigendum on 
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to Combat Desertification

by Velander, S., and De Donà, M. (2024). Front. Clim 5:1325030. doi: 10.3389/fclim.2023.1325030

In the published article, there was an error in Discussion, Paragraph 10 due to 
misinterpreting a claim from Akhtar-Schuster et al. (2022). The first sentence of Discussion, 
Paragraph 10 stated that “The advantages of a closer collaboration with the UNCCD secretariat 
and member states suggest that the proposal put forth by Akhtar-Schuster et al. (2022) to grant 
the SPI an independent, formal legal status, similar to the IPCC and IPBES, may not be the 
most ideal approach”. However Akhtar-Schuster et al. (2022) did not state that the UNCCD 
SPI should become formalized outside the convention and transformed into an independent 
expert group like the IPCC or IPBES, but found that “further formalization of the SPI’s status 
within the UNCCD is vital to improve its functions, undertake its work, and enable the 
UNCCD to maintain its global lead in providing knowledge and advice on combating 
desertification, land degradation and drought.” The sentence has therefore been updated to 
“The advantages of a closer collaboration with the UNCCD secretariat and member states 
suggest that granting the SPI an independent, legal status, similar to the IPCC and IPBES, may 
not be an ideal approach”. A correction has been made to Discussion, Paragraph 10 below:

The advantages of a closer collaboration with the UNCCD secretariat and member 
states suggest that granting the SPI an independent, legal status, similar to the IPCC and 
IPBES, may not be  an ideal approach. This is because it could potentially result in 
expertise becoming excessively detached from policy, as highlighted in the study by De 
Donà and Linke (2023). However, we acknowledge that while the IPCC and IPBES are 
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independent from their associated Rio conventions, they continue 
to have strong impacts on global environmental policies through 
a scientific assessment process and, particularly, the development 
of a summary for policymakers, in which both intergovernmental 
expert groups are highly influenced by the policy side. 
Additionally, with the IPCC and IPBES generating assessments 
which are, by design, not policy-prescriptive, and covering the 
issues of biodiversity loss and climate change more 
comprehensively, they have a broader reach in their influence and 
audience. This contrasts with the UNCCD SPI in its institutional 
design of being firmly embodied in the UNCCD mechanism and, 
therefore, mandated to “translate relevant scientific findings and 
recommendations… into proposals to be considered by the CST 
for the consideration of the COP” (UNCCD Secretariat, 2017). 

This results in a different type of output, typically topic-specific 
assessments almost exclusively catered to a policy audience.

The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not 
change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original 
article has been updated.
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