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Malta’s
169% rise in
emissions
Testing a news report of a Eurostat estimate
against the accounts and the national inventory

THE CLAIM UNDER REVIEW

“Malta recorded the highest increase in greenhouse
gas emissions among European Union member states”

Newsbook, 18 June 2026, opening line of the article, reporting Eurostat.
Malta’s emissions “rose by an estimated 169.4% between 2015 and 2025”.

VERDICT:  LARGELY SUPPORTED The number is right; check what it counts

Version 1.1  ·  6 October 2026
Status: no right of reply needed
Prepared from public sources and Eurostat data.
Repository: github.com/leandergrech/Mizien

MIŻIEN  ·  AN INDEPENDENT FACT-CHECKING PROJECT
Contest a verdict, with evidence:  github.com/leandergrech/Mizien/issues

https://github.com/leandergrech/Mizien/issues/new?template=contest-verdict.yml
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TL;DR

On 18 June 2026 Newsbook reported: “Malta recorded the highest increase in greenhouse gas
emissions among European Union member states over the past decade, according to new estimates
published by Eurostat.” It added that Malta’s emissions “rose by an estimated 169.4% between 2015
and 2025”. We recomputed the figure from Eurostat’s database and tested what it measures against the
national inventory.

1 The number is right. Eurostat’s own release of 16 June 2026 gives Malta +169.4%, the next highest
being Cyprus (+10.7%). Today’s database, revised since, gives +169.7%. The EU as a whole fell
17.2%. Only four member states rose.

2 It is almost all air transport. Air transport emissions attributed to Malta grew from 444 to 4,730
thousand tonnes CO2e (2015–2024), 98.6% of the whole increase. Everything else combined rose
2.9%.

3 It is not emissions in Malta. Eurostat’s accounts follow the residence principle: emissions of
resident units wherever they occur. The territorial inventory reported to the UN rose 1.6% over the
same years (2015–2024), and is 27% below 2005.

4 The article says so. Newsbook explains the aviation difference in its own text, so the body is
accurate. The headline, read alone, can leave the impression that more pollution is produced in Malta.

5 Verdict: largely supported (high confidence). The statement is an accurate report of Eurostat’s
estimate. The caveat is what the estimate measures.

SUPPORTED
LARGELY

SUPPORTED
NOT

SUBSTANTIATED MISLEADING CONTRADICTED

THIS CLAIM

+169.7% 98.6% +2.9% +1.6%
Malta, 2015–2025, Eurostat air
emissions accounts (EU
−17.2%)

Share of the 2015–2024
increase from air transport

Malta excluding air transport,
2015–2024

National inventory (UNFCCC),
2015–2024

WHAT WOULD MOVE THE VERDICT UP
Evidence that the air transport emissions are largely produced
by activity in or over Malta (for example, a high share of
Malta’s own passengers and flights), which would make the
account a fair picture of Maltese emissions.

WHAT WOULD MOVE IT DOWN
A headline or statement that presents the Eurostat figure as
emissions released in Malta; or Eurostat dropping the
residence adjustment for Malta in a later revision.
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1 The claim and what we could verify
The claim is a Newsbook news article by Damian Micallef, published on 18 June 2026 [1], which we read in full.
Newsbook is reporting Eurostat, so we compared it with Eurostat’s own news item of 16 June 2026 [2] and with the
database table behind it [3]. The speaker whose words we test is the outlet; Eurostat’s estimate is the thing reported.

Headline of the article: “Malta records EU’s largest rise in greenhouse gas emissions”. The sentences quoted below are from its text.

What was written or published Who Access

“Malta recorded the highest increase in greenhouse gas emissions among
European Union member states over the past decade, according to new
estimates published by Eurostat.”

Newsbook [1] Read in full

Malta’s emissions “rose by an estimated 169.4% between 2015 and 2025”, one
of only four EU countries to rise (Cyprus 10.7%, Lithuania 9.5%, Romania
5.4%).

Newsbook [1] Read in full

“Increases were estimated for Malta (+169.4%), Cyprus (+10.7%), Lithuania
(+9.5%) and Romania (+5.4%).”

Eurostat news item [2] Read in full

Eurostat counts aircraft registered in Malta wherever they fly; UN accounting
counts emissions in Malta only. The Central Bank of Malta argued that emission
intensity has been declining.

Newsbook [1] (the
outlet’s paraphrase)

Central Bank report
not read ◆

FAIRNESS NOTE
Newsbook did not hide the methodological point: its text sets out the aviation difference and the Maltese authorities’ objection.
This check therefore asks two things: is the number right, and does the headline tell a reader what the number measures? We
apply the same test to the Maltese authorities’ preferred measure, which also has limits (section 5).

2 Method
Question. Is Eurostat’s +169.4% correct and Malta’s place at the top of the EU real, and what does the figure
measure?

Evidence. Eurostat air emissions accounts by activity, table env_ac_ainah_r2 (greenhouse gases, all activities plus
households, thousand tonnes CO2-equivalent), for Malta and every member state [3]; Eurostat’s methodological
metadata for that table [4]; and the national greenhouse gas inventory (UNFCCC common reporting format) as
published by Eurostat in env_air_gge [5]. All numbers are recomputed by tools/cc-026-report/calc.py from files in
data/cc-026/, retrieved on 5 October 2026.

Grades. Official statistics are grade C. No peer-reviewed study was needed to test an arithmetic claim about a
published statistic; the methodological statements rest on Eurostat’s own documentation. Verdicts follow the
five-point scale in Appendix A.
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3 What Eurostat measures
Two official ways of counting greenhouse gases are in use, and both are published by Eurostat. Air emissions
accounts are built to sit beside national accounts. Eurostat’s metadata says they “follow the residence principle, i.e.
they record emissions related to resident unit’s activities, regardless where those occur geographically” [4]. An airline
that is a resident unit of Malta therefore has its flights counted for Malta, wherever they take place. The national
inventory reported under the UN climate convention follows the territorial principle, and treats international aviation
and navigation as memo items outside the national total [5].

Neither is wrong. They answer different questions: what the Maltese economy (including operators based here) emits,
and what is released in Malta. Newsbook says the accounts allocate emissions to the country “where the aircraft is
registered”; Eurostat’s metadata speaks of the resident unit, which is the operator. We could not tell from the data
which operators are involved, and we do not assess any company.

4 What the data show

Figure 1. Change in greenhouse gas emissions of each member state’s economy and households, 2015–2025 (Eurostat
env_ac_ainah_r2; 2025 is an early estimate). Malta is the largest increase, as reported.
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Figure 2. Malta’s emissions by the account (bars, split into air transport and the rest) and by the national inventory (line). The
accounts and the inventory agreed until about 2014 and diverge after air transport takes off; 2025 has no activity breakdown yet.

Indicator Value Source Grade

Malta, all activities and households, 2015 →
2025

2,603 → 7,021 kt (+169.7%) Eurostat
env_ac_ainah_r2

C

EU-27, same measure −17.2% Eurostat
env_ac_ainah_r2

C

Member states that increased 4 of 27: MT +169.7%, CY +10.7%, LT +8.4%,
RO +5.6%

Eurostat
env_ac_ainah_r2

C

Malta air transport (NACE H51), 2015 → 2024 444 → 4,730 kt (×10.7); 17% → 68% of total Eurostat
env_ac_ainah_r2

C

Share of 2015–2024 increase due to air transport 98.6% calculated C

Malta excluding air transport, 2015 → 2024 2,159 → 2,221 kt (+2.9%) calculated C

Electricity, gas and steam (NACE D), 2015 →
2024

890 → 743 kt (−16.5%) Eurostat
env_ac_ainah_r2

C

National inventory (UNFCCC, territorial), 2015 →
2024

2,136 → 2,170 kt (+1.6%); 2005–2024:
−27.4%

Eurostat
env_air_gge [5]

C

International aviation memo item (fuel sold in
Malta), 2015 → 2024

360 → 528 kt (+46.6%) Eurostat
env_air_gge [5]

C

All values in data/cc-026/checks.csv. The numbers in Eurostat’s 16 June release (Malta +169.4%, Lithuania +9.5%, Romania +5.4%)
differ slightly from today’s database (+169.7%, +8.4%, +5.6%) because Eurostat revises the series; the ranking is unchanged.
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5 Where the measures disagree

Q1 Did Malta’s emissions rise by 169%? YES ON ONE MEASURE, NO ON
ANOTHER

EVIDENCE FOR THE CLAIM
In Eurostat’s air emissions accounts, Malta’s emissions rose
by 169.7% (2015–2025), the biggest increase in the EU, driven
by air transport (98.6% of the 2015–2024 rise). Eurostat itself
reports the number in this form [2].

EVIDENCE FOR A DIFFERENT PICTURE
In the national inventory under the territorial principle,
emissions were 2,136 kt in 2015 and 2,170 kt in 2024 (+1.6%),
and 27% below 2005 [5]. The fuel sold for international aviation
in Malta rose 46.6%, not tenfold.

WHY THEY DIFFER, AND WHAT IT MEANS HERE
The measures count different things: operators resident in Malta wherever they fly, against emissions released in Malta. For this
claim: the figure is correct as an account of Malta’s economy; it is not a measure of the pollution produced in Malta.

Q2 Is the territorial view the fairer one for Malta? NOT NECESSARILY

FOR THE TERRITORIAL (OFFICIAL) VIEW
The inventory shows what happens inside Malta’s borders and
is what national targets under the Paris Agreement are judged
on. It excludes international aviation and shipping altogether.

AGAINST RELYING ON IT ALONE
Excluding them leaves out a real and growing source: the
accounts attribute 4,730 kt to Malta-based air transport in
2024, more than twice the entire national inventory (2,170 kt).
Other countries’ residents’ flights are counted for their own
countries in the accounts, so the comparison is like with like
within the accounts.

WHY THEY DIFFER, AND WHAT IT MEANS HERE
Both views are legitimate; each omits something. A fair statement names which one it uses. For this claim: the body of the
Newsbook article does that; the headline does not.

6 Testing the claim
Sub-claim Said by What the evidence shows Rating

A. Eurostat estimates Malta’s
emissions rose 169.4% in
2015–2025

Newsbook [1]
Eurostat’s release says +169.4% [2]; recomputed
from the database +169.7% after revision [3].

SUPPORTED

B. This is the highest increase in
the EU; only four rose

Newsbook [1]
Malta first, then Cyprus +10.7%, Lithuania,
Romania; 23 fell [2][3].

SUPPORTED

C. Eurostat counts
Malta-registered aircraft
wherever they fly; the UN counts
emissions in Malta only

Newsbook [1]
(outlet’s
paraphrase)

Eurostat: residence principle, resident units [4];
inventory: territorial, international aviation a memo
item [5]. “Registered” is the outlet’s wording;
Eurostat speaks of the resident operator.

LARGELY
SUPPORTED

D. Headline: “largest rise in
greenhouse gas emissions” (read
alone)

Newsbook [1]
(headline)

True of the accounts; territorial emissions rose 1.6%
(2015–2024). The body gives the context.

NEEDS CONTEXT

E. Central Bank of Malta:
intensity declining and at historic
lows

Newsbook [1],
citing the Central
Bank
(second-hand ◆)

Second-hand: we did not read the report ◆. Not
tested.

NOT TESTED
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7 Verdict and requests for evidence

VERDICT

LARGELY SUPPORTED
An accurate report of Eurostat’s estimate; what it measures needs saying. Confidence: high.

Why. (1) The figure matches Eurostat’s own release and our recomputation, and Malta’s place at the top of the EU
holds. (2) The increase is almost entirely air transport attributed to Malta under the residence principle; the territorial
inventory is nearly flat (+1.6%). (3) Newsbook’s text explains this, so the article as a whole is not misleading; the
headline alone would be incomplete. These caveats qualify the claim but do not reverse it, which our scale calls
Largely supported.

What this verdict does not say. It does not say Malta’s climate record is good or bad. It does not say the account or
the inventory is the right yardstick, and it makes no judgement about any airline or authority. Malta’s non-aviation
emissions did not fall either (+2.9% 2015–2024) while the EU’s did.

Evidence we are asking for
☐ From the Maltese authorities: the Central Bank of Malta report on emission intensity, and the national estimate of aviation

emissions attributable to flights from and to Malta.

☐ From Eurostat: the activity breakdown for 2025 when published, and Malta’s residence-adjustment bridge items.

☐ Which operators account for the air transport emissions (not assessed here, and not attributed to anyone).

8 Limitations
• The 2025 figure is an early estimate (sum of four quarterly accounts) with no breakdown by activity; the

decomposition is for 2015–2024.

• Eurostat revises its series: today’s figures differ slightly from the 16 June release.

• We did not read Eurostat’s residence-adjustment guidelines in full; the principle is quoted from the table’s
metadata. We did not read the Central Bank of Malta report.

• We did not estimate how much of the air transport total arises from flights to, from or over Malta.

• No peer-reviewed literature was used: the claim is about a published statistic.
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Appendix A: series standards and verdict scale
Every investigation in this series follows the same rules so that verdicts are comparable and
challengeable.

Verdict Meaning

SUPPORTED Evidence consistently backs the claim as stated.

LARGELY SUPPORTED Backed by the evidence, with minor caveats that do not change the substance.

NOT SUBSTANTIATED
Stated more strongly than the evidence offered or available allows. May be true in some conditions
but has not been shown.

MISLEADING
Omits material facts so that the overall impression is inaccurate, even if individual statements are
defensible.

CONTRADICTED The available evidence points against the claim.

Confidence
High: multiple independent lines of evidence agree. Moderate: evidence is relevant but incomplete or indirect. Low:
evidence is thin, second-hand or conflicting.

Evidence grades
A experiment · B observational study with a control or gradient · C review, guidance or official statistics · D assertion
or anecdote. ◆ marks a source known only second-hand.

Standards
• Quote the speaker, not the headline, with outlet and date, and link the original where possible.

• Separate the claim from the evidence offered for it, and say who made which statement.

• Grade the evidence and show differing views side by side where the evidence is unsettled.

• State what we could not access or verify, and what would change the verdict either way.

• Ask for the missing evidence in specific, answerable requests.

• Offer a right of reply where a check finds a claim Not substantiated, Misleading or Contradicted (or a pledge Not
measurable, Off track or Missed), before wider circulation, and append responses.

• Correct errors openly with a version number and change log.

• Whistle-blow only on evidence: a verdict of Misleading or Contradicted requires documents or data that can be
shown, not inference.

• Check every side. Government, opposition, NGOs and developers are held to the same standard.

Appendix B: revision log
Version Date Change

1.0 5 Oct 2026 First issue. No right of reply needed: the claim reports a Eurostat estimate and the verdict is Largely
supported.

1.1 6 Oct 2026 Corrections after the 6 Oct audit: cover status line now reads "no right of reply needed" (it said draft);
cover and flyer label the quoted sentence as the article’s opening line, not the headline; sub-claim
table gives who said each part; article date and author recorded in the claim record. Findings, verdict
and confidence unchanged.
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