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AQUADAPT-Mekong  

Climate Adaptation and Innovation in Mekong Aquaculture 
 
 

Luang Prabang Workshop Report 
 

16-18 May 2018, Luang Prabang, Laos 
 

Summary 
This report summarizes the activities, presentations and discussions arising from the second workshop 
of AQUADAPT-Mekong; a research project focusing on innovations that can help the aquaculture sector 
in the Mekong Region (Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos, Myanmar, Thailand) adapt to climate change. The 
workshop took place in Luang Prabang, Laos, 16-18 May 2018. The main purpose of the workshop was 
to review progress of the past six months; to go over baseline survey results; to discuss about the 
communication research; and to agree on deliverables for the next six months. Team members from all 
partner countries attended the workshop, including Thailand (3), Cambodia (4), Vietnam (3), Laos (4), 
and Myanmar (6). Also, there were members of the Steering Committee (7), the Coordination Unit (4), 
and solution experts (2).   
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Sessions 1&2: Climate risks & innovation needs 
 
Mr. Fongsamoth Suthammavong, Dean of the Faculty of Agriculture at the National University of Laos, 
welcomed all participants to Luang Prabang. He encouraged the exchange of thoughts and experiences 
during the workshop, and wished the AQUADAPT-Mekong project success.  
 
After the warm welcome, the first session started in which each of the country teams gave a 
presentation about their methods, experiences, obstacles, and key findings from the baseline survey and 
in-depth interviews. After each presentation there was time for questions and clarifications.   
 
Some interesting discussions during the session included: length of the interviews, gender 
representation, selection of respondents, difficulties and experiences of insurance in aquaculture, 
registered versus non-registered farms, problems of duplicate responses, differences in definitions, 
contract versus non-contract farmers, range shifts and changing where farmers grow their fish, 
separation between different aquaculture 
ecosystems, zoning separation, and to what 
extent different species are able to adapt to 
climatic changes. A subject that was brought up 
a few times was concern about the use of the 
tablets and offline application for collecting the 
baseline information. As this was new to the 
teams, training interviewees to use the survey 
with this technology before going out into the 
field was crucial. In general, it was expressed 
that the software helped save a lot of time 
compared to hand-writing, but some important 
limitations to this method were also discussed. 

Project Leader, Dr. Louis Lebel, complimented the groups for presenting a good amount of detail, 
but also emphasizes the importance of writing down which methods have been used, how the data is 
collected, and which problems have been encountered. He explained that this was very important for 
comparisons, for our analysis, for being able to explain to other people how we did our research, and 
to be able to reflect on what we did. It was agreed that the country teams put this in writing as soon 
as possible.  

At the end of the session, the different team members said that it had been quite useful to listen to 
the other country teams’ presentations to be able to learn from each other, after which everybody 
was invited to informally reflect and discuss the session over lunch. 
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Session 3: Comparative analysis of risk perceptions and management 
practices 
In this session Dr. Louis Lebel wrapped up the morning session and presented a more general and 
regional perspective in which he compared the data from the different countries. During this 
presentation, the following topics were covered:  

 
He furthermore stipulated that the analysis of the data is driven by the following questions: 

• What are the main perceived climate-related risks to the profitability of aquaculture farms? 
• How have these risks perceived to have changed in the past and how are they expected to 

change in the future? 
• How are these climate-related risks currently managed? 
• How is adaptation expected to occur in the future? 
• What are the most important needs for innovation with respect to the management of 

climate-related risks? (information, technical, institutional) 

Thus, the analysis during this session was 
mostly about differences between the 
project countries, such as: different 
aquaculture systems, different aquatic 
ecosystems, different languages, different 
cultures, etc. To clearly illustrate the 
differences between countries he used 
many figures in his presentation. He further 
underlined that the “country” factor is very 
important when analysing data, and also 
adds and shows that it is important to have 
a model that knows how to deal with other 
factors, such as assets, education level, 

shrimp or fish, the experience of past losses from climatic events, etc. Moreover, he emphasized the 
importance to always consider interpretation problems and limitations.   
After the presentation, the group expressed that it was very helpful to see the country differences. 
Also, the group was informed that if anyone would be interested in analysing the different countries 
or their own country and contribute to writing a paper about it, a 2-day training course could be 
arranged for them. Lastly, it was mentioned that if anyone wanted to be involved with the regional 
papers, the coordination unit would be more than happy to welcome co-authors.  
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Session 4: Green Way aquaculture application   
 
Representatives from the Green Way app, Ms. Yin Yin Phyu and Mr. Thein Soe Min, gave a thorough 
presentation to the group, explaining the current state of the app, including interesting details. They 
explained that initially the app was for agriculture farmers in Myanmar, though recently they had 
partnered with WorldFish to create an aquaculture branch within the same app. It was this latter new 
addition that they presented about. They showed by means of visuals in their PowerPoint presentation 
what the design of the app looked like, how to click through the different menu options, and showed 
and explained a whole range of relevant features for aquaculture farmers. They explicitly explained the 
importance of user registration, so that each individual can get unique support, depending on their 
location and situation.  

A few interesting points of discussion were the following: it was discussed whether the users should pay 
for the app or that it should be made freely available. Another interesting discussion followed after, 
whereby concerns were expressed about what would happen if the app would give the wrong advice to 

farmers in a specific 
situation. It is agreed that it 
is an important dilemma 
and that one always needs 
to be careful as nobody has 
the complete knowledge. 
Trust building is crucial in 
such a situation. It was 
furthermore questioned 
whether the app would be 
easy for farmers to 
understand, after which it 
was explained that the app 
on purpose has a very 
simple design as a result of 
focus group discussions 
with farmers on this topic. 
Lastly, a short discussion 
followed about regulations, 

permission, and legal aspects within Myanmar that could influence the app. All in all, the group 
perceived the application to be quite promising and innovative.  
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Session 5&6: ICT innovation activity proposals 
 
During this session, each of the country teams presented their ICT proposal. After each presentation 
there was time for some questions and clarifications, and at the end of the session there was time for 
reflections and discussions. In general, it was difficult for the country teams to design a feasible 
proposal at this stage; with the exception of Myanmar, where they were working with Green Way. 
Nonetheless, it was stipulated that we are just at the beginning of this activity, and that it is therefore 
not uncommon that we are still searching for the right approach. The most important point was that 
overall, the proposals were too ambitious. Thus, some suggestions and thoughts that were expressed 
during reflections and discussions included:  

1. Focus on a simple application, for instance just for one species. It’s better to do a good job 
on a few things, then to lose focus on many things.  

2. Combine (some of) the country groups together instead of all separated, to combine the 
knowledge and expertise. However, language could be an issue here.  

3. Think carefully about who the users of the developed product in each country will be.  
4. The proposal does not have to be a smartphone app. ICT can mean many things, so there is 

flexibility in what the teams can choose to do.   
 
It was furthermore stated that 
even developing an app, simple 
or not, and get it working, that is 
already a success within the 
AQUADAPT project. The group 
also mentioned that instead of 
developing an app, they could 
develop the knowledge base for 
existing applications. Thus, in 
that case focus on consultation 
and developing expert logic in 
which we focus on one or two 
topics and really push that 
specific knowledge. The session 
was concluded with some time 
for the individual country teams to reflect on the proposals and discussions over coffee. 
 
 

 

  



AQUADAPT-Mekong                                                                                                                                                      Luang Prabang Workshop 
 

6 
 

Session 7&8: Design of ICT research study 
 
After listening to all the country team proposals and discussing them on the first day, during this session 
Dr. Louis presented his ICT research and development ideas to the group, using the input from the day 
before. He started by reminding everybody about the goal and purpose of this activity and followed up 
by explaining that the proposals should be evaluated by the following criteria: 

 

• Is it an innovation?  
• Is it relevant to climate change 

adaptation?  
• Does it make use of ICT?  
• Does it address unmet needs? 
• Is it feasible, plausible and does it 

have potential? 

 
 
 

He then proposed three ideas on R&D design to the group. As Myanmar already has a well-developed 
proposal, and because Facebook is not used a lot in Vietnam, these proposals are mostly meant for the 
other three countries: 

1. Operational research with Facebook groups 
2. Message-based learning on country pages 
3. Simulated “Facebook Group” experiments 

After explaining the differences and some details of the three options, everybody was invited to give 
critique after which a fruitful discussion followed. It was talked about if we should try all three options, 
or just one or two; what the length of the interventions would be per option; who will be coordinating 
the country pages; if number two and three can be combined; what kind of farmers will be the users; 
how to deal with digital literacy; if another platform than Facebook should be used; the size of the 
groups; and the importance of reliable quality information. Overall, everybody seemed to be interested 
in these options, and there is agreement in principle to develop some Facebook related research 
activity. To move forward, we need to assign specific persons per team who are really interested in 
communication to start working on this.   
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Session 9: Towards design of aeration/water quality component of 
project 
 
In his presentation, Dr. Chua Chong Joon introduced the subject of aeration, dissolved oxygen (DO), and 
diffusion to the group, by explaining the technicalities and physical processes that are relevant to 
understand the different applications and specific needs. He explained that many variables need to be 
considered when applying aeration in aquaculture, as different types of aquatic life require different 
approaches. The project therefore needs to know more about the specific needs for the species that we 
work with. He continued by explaining all the different factors that affect DO in the water, such as 
seasonality and the type and number of organisms among many others, leading to the conclusion that it 
is a very difficult problem to study, and that it is even more complex when looking at different types of 
aquaculture such as cages or ponds. After going over the main types of aerators, he highlighted a 
creative and innovative type of aerator that might be relevant for our project: a solar updraft aeration 
system. 
 
One of the key messages was that despite the 
complexity, we need aeration in aquaculture, 
and that many studies have shown that 
aeration increases yield and net profits. 
However, the most important reasons currently 
for not using aerators concern capital and 
maintenance costs, and limited knowledge on 
farm management and water quality. He 
concluded by stating that we know a lot about 
DO and about the benefits of aerators, but the 
next step is optimizing how to use it, in which 
monitoring plays a crucial role.  
 
 Moving forward, he proposed the following key points:   

1. Work with local environment/water authorities to set up monitoring programs (DO, pH, turb., 
salinity, temp., WL).  

2. Publish a BMP manual (simplified; based on existing literature): dominant aquaculture products, 
location-specific.  

3. Where there is a knowledge gap, carry out studies/experiments (Thailand & Vietnam). 

In the discussion that followed, everyone was reminded that in the design of our project, aeration is a 
technical innovation to help farmers adapt to climate change. Also, the situation in Myanmar was 
discussed and how they would be able to apply aeration, as a lot of their ponds are very big in size. 

Towards the end we discussed whether we will be doing field experiments or for instance surveys in 
existing situations, after which it was agreed upon to work with farmers that want to measure 
equipment that they already have, and help them monitor, and that we won’t be investing in new 
systems. However, it was stated that this is just a first discussion, but to go forward we need a working 
group that starts designing the aeration project.  
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Session 10: Communication for impact and support 
 
Facilitated by Boripat Lebel, during this session each of the country teams gave a short presentation 
about their engagement with social media and specifically the use of their country’s AQUADAPT 
Facebook page. During the presentations, some of the differences between the countries became 
apparent, but also good points came up from which the other teams could learn from.  
 
After some comments and questions, Dr. Louis Lebel explained that the Facebook pages are distributed 
to each of the country teams 
in a standardized format, but 
that USER doesn’t control 
them. This means that each 
team can do with their page 
what they think is best, such 
as changing the name or logo 
into something more suitable 
for their situation and 
purpose. Going hand in hand 
with this discussion, it was 
agreed that all teams should 
think more about their 
purpose and what they want 
to do with their page.   
 
Another discussion concerned 
the question whether we 
should also be looking at other channels. Boripat Lebel stated that the reason we started with Facebook 
was because it is the easiest and has the widest number of users. If we want, we can expand to other 
channels too.   
 
Another point of concern in most countries is the distribution of likes and followers from men and 
women. It was agreed that we need to think more about strategies and try to make this more equal. 
Related to that, the discussion brought forward that it would be a good idea to post more stories from 
different user groups (men & women, young & old), and thus introducing more qualitative posts instead 
of mainly quantitative.  
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Session 11: Communication for coordination and project management: 
smartsheet, agile method, reporting 
 
During this session the project management and coordination systems were evaluated and reviewed. 
Firstly, the country teams discussed separately with their own group members about their project 
management issues, by filling out a table in which they wrote down the overall evaluation, key 
observations and issues, and agreed actions on the following topics: 

Evaluation topics  

• Agile fortnightly meeting cycle 
for regional coordination 

• Activity reporting 

• Messenger group for 
instant/chat coordination 

• Share deliverables 

• Use of simplified Smartsheet 
for planning within countries 

• Financial management 

• Within country coordination 
meeting cycles 

• Financial reporting 

• Individual workloads • Workshop hosting 
expenses 
 

• Capacity development 
 

 

 
After the country group discussions, all country teams returned to the large group to talk about the 
different issues and topics, and to agree on action points. It was decided that all the management and 
coordination systems will be continued as they have proven to be useful. Each team for instance had 
their own personal country coordination meeting cycles and were using different types of channels that 
worked well for them. Also, the teams were positive about the simplified Smartsheet interface. With 
regard to the agile fortnightly meeting cycle for regional coordination, it was agreed that it is useful to 
know what everyone is doing and to learn from each other’s issues. However, it was expressed that the 
meetings could be more efficient, for instance by sending an e-mail beforehand with the points of 
discussion. The group also decided that each country representative should take notes during these calls 
and share them with each other 
afterwards. Other agreed actions 
concerned the importance of timely 
submitting activity reports and other 
deliverables. One of the last points made 
was that the coordination unit would be 
happy to provide advice and suggest 
strategies on how to divide work more 
equally within the teams; especially now 
that the project is getting more complex 
and the workload greater. 
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Session 12: Conclusions and next steps 
 
Steering Committee Chair Dr. Oopatham started the conclusion session by stating that after this project 
is finished, he doesn’t want it to fade away. It is therefore important to connect with policy makers or 
the right persons within the five countries to distribute the project so that they can follow up on it and 
use it. Dr. Louis added that we have a few things planned already, but that it certainly is a good idea to 
create a strong policy program. Also, during this session, the engagement of the private sector was 
discussed again, after which it was agreed that it will be more likely for the private sector to have a real 
interest in involvement in individual innovations such as aerators or ICT products, rather than in the 
overall project. The Vietnam team was already in contact with a telecommunication company; Myanmar 
is working together with Green Way; and there are certainly more opportunities to be found in the 
region. 

Furthermore, a topic that has 
been proven a relevant point of 
discussion during the workshop is 
gender. It was agreed that we 
should keep paying attention to 
and making sure that gender 
issues are sufficiently reflected in 
the project activities.  

A next discussion that followed 
on was whether the country 
teams should set a target of 
publishing papers about the work 
that they have been doing, now 
that we are a bit further into the 
project. It was stated that the 
country teams won’t be pushed 
into this as this might create unnecessary pressure, but that everyone is more than welcome to do so 
and that they will be supported by the coordination unit. It is however important to not lose focus on 
the innovation work that needs to be done when setting these targets.  

After asking the group where the next workshop will be held, Vietnam volunteered to host the next 
workshop, which will take place in early December 2018, and likely to be in Ho Chi Minh City. Towards 
the end of the session, Dr. Louis summarized some of the action points that are relevant in the next one 
to two weeks, concerning reports, ICT proposals and other deliverables. Dr. Oopatham then closed the 
session by thanking everybody for all their thoughts, experiences and discussions, and stating that it all 
has been very interesting and helpful for the project.   
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Session 13&14: Steering committee meeting 
 
On the third day of the project workshop, members of the steering committee and partner leaders sat 
down together to discuss about the performances of the teams so far, the expected obstacles while 
moving forward, and how the project can create policy impact and connections to decision-makers, 
among other things. Dr. Louis started the meeting with a quick review, summarized in the figure below:   
  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Afterwards, the following questions were raised and discussed:  
 
What are your most important concerns with the project?  
We are doing good, but it is important to create more opportunities for creating real policy impact. Also, 
more emphasis on capacity development is needed in order to achieve our goals. 

Are there any new opportunities that require adjustment of project design or plans?  
With regards to the ICT proposals and intended future products, it was observed that it would be great if 
the products could be co-produced with the users, and more importantly, the users can take over and 
organize it by themselves once the project has ended. Dr. Louis also added that in a few weeks each 
team needs to decide whether they accept his ICT proposal, or otherwise they have to come up with a 
new proposal themselves. 

Moreover, it was strongly recommended to use more qualitative tools in research activities. For this 
purpose, it was agreed that there will be a one-day workshop to learn about and increase knowledge on 
qualitative tools. 

Have we achieved an appropriate power balance between coordination unit and partner teams? 
There were also a few comments and suggestions on the Skype-group meetings every 2 weeks and if for 
instance the frequency, time, and amount of people should change, but after hearing some pros and 
cons the group decided to keep it the same way according to the agile method.   
 
How can we better engage the policy process?  
In regards to creating policy impact, one good strategy suggested was to visit the senior official of the 
department of fisheries to explain the whole project so that they could assign someone officially to 
follow the project. 
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Moreover, the Myanmar Partner Leader expressed interest to learn from Vietnam about their 
government policies, whereby Dr. Louis emphasized that this project is very much an opportunity for 
cross-learning through sharing of experiences and even exchange trips. 

How can we engage private sector in innovation process?  
The involvement of the private sector was discussed quite intensively. The main conclusion after the 
discussion was that we don’t have a good strategy yet on how to include this sector, and that we should 
explore the possibilities on how to do this. It was also agreed that private sector engagement may be 
mostly relevant for specific parts of the project, such as ICT or aeration, rather than at the level of the 
whole project. 
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Appendix 
Appendix 1 Agenda for the Luang Prabang Workshop, 16-18 May 2018. 

DAY 1 Agenda Items 
0900-1030 S1. Climate Risks & Innovation Needs: Findings from Baseline Survey and In-

depth Interviews 
Welcome: Phouvin 
Facilitator: Oopatham 
Presenting Teams:  Cambodia, Vietnam, Myanmar 
• Each country team presents on methods, experiences, obstacles, and key 
findings from the baseline survey and in-depth interviews (20 minutes 
presentation + 10 minutes discussion)  

 
1030-1100 Break 
1100-1200 S1. Climate Risks & Innovation Needs: Continued 

Facilitator: Oopatham 
Presenting teams: Thailand, Lao PDR 
 

1200-1230 S2. Reflect on implications of survey findings 
       Self-facilitated country tables 

• What are 3-5 most important implications for the design of ICT 
innovation activity in your country? 

 
1230-1330 Lunch 
1330-1415 S3. Comparative analysis of risk perceptions and management practices   

       Facilitator: Khin Maung Soe 
       Presenter: Louis (25 min presentation + 20 min discussion) 
 

1415-1500 S4. Greenway Aquaculture Application 
Facilitator: Tuantong 
• A representative from Greenway presents to the group the aquaculture 
application (25 min presentation + 20 min discussion) 

1500-1530 Break 
1530-1715 S5. ICT innovation activity proposals 

Facilitator: Kanokwan 
Presenting Teams:  Lao PDR, Vietnam, Cambodia, Thailand, Myanmar 
• Country teams present their ICT proposals paying close attention to 
objectives, actions and expected outcomes (10 min each).  
• Project Leader and participants give comments or ask questions (5 min) 
• General discussion at end (15 min) 

1645-1715 S6. Reflect on comments received  
        Facilitator: Self-facilitated in country table groups 

• How should design of ICT innovation work be refined or changed? 
DAY 2  
0900-0915 S7. Reflections on Day 1, Plans for Day 2 

Facilitator: Oopatham 
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0915-1030 S8. Design of ICT research study 
      Facilitator: Hoanh 

Presenter: Louis (15min, initial idea) 
• Design options for a supporting, multi-country, research project on 

innovative information communication technologies 
• Possibly divide into 2-3 groups to assess and refine proposed research 

study 
 

1030-1100 Break 
1100-1145 S9. Towards design of aeration/water quality component of project 

Facilitator:  
Presenter: Joon 
• Overview on aerators and water quality monitoring technologies (20 min 
presentation + 25 min discussion) 

 
1145-1230 S10. Communication for impact and support 

Facilitator: Boripat 
• Very short presentation (5min) by each team describing their 
engagement beyond the project including via social and mass media  
• Followed by general discussion evaluating project communication 
strategies and agreement on 3-5 action points 

1230-1330 Lunch 
1330-1500 S11. Communication for coordination and Project Management: Smartsheet, 

Agile Method, Reporting 
Facilitator of Plenary: Louis  
• Evaluate in country groups (45min):  

o use of Smartsheet Kan Board 
o 2-weekly regional skype meeting system 
o Within-country coordination among team members 
o Reporting templates  
o Any other project management issues 

•  Report back, discuss and decide on changes (45 mins) 
1500-1530 Break 
1530-1615 S12. Conclusions and next steps 

Facilitator: Oopatham 
• Any other outstanding issues, concerns or opportunities 
• Which country will host the next workshop? 

DAY 3  
0900-1030 S13. Steering Committee Meeting  

Facilitator: Oopatham 
• Comments about performances of country teams  
• Obstacles moving forward 

1030-1100 Break 
1100-1230 S14. Steering Committee Meeting CONT  

Facilitator: Oopatham 
• How to create policy impact, connections to decision-makers, etc. 

1230-1330 Lunch 
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Appendix 2 Directory of Participants at the Luang Prabang Workshop. 

 
Dr. Louis Lebel 

Project Leader (USER) 
louis@sea-user.org 
llebel@loxinfo.co.th 

 

 
Dr. Phimphakan Lebel 
Research Fellow (USER) 

phimphakan@sea-user.org 
 

 
Mr. Boripat Lebel 

Project Coordinator (USER) 
boripat@sea-user.org 

boripatlebel@gmail.com 
 

 
Ms. Lenore Sturm 

Research Assistant (USER) 
lenore@sea-user.org 

lenoresturm@gmail.com 
 

 
Dr. Tuantong Jutagate 

Partner Leader (Thailand) 
tuantongj@gmail.com 

 

 
Dr. Amornrat Rangsiwiwat 

Innovation Facilitator (Thailand) 
rangsiwiwat.a@gmail.com 

 

 
Mr. Niran Warin 

Research Assistant (Thailand) 
niranwarin5@gmail.com 

 

 
Dr. Nguyen Thanh Phuong 
Partner Leader (Vietnam) 

ntphuong@ctu.edu.vn 
 

 
Ms. Quynh Anh Nguyen 

Innovation Facilitator (Vietnam) 
anh.quynh.nguyen@gmail.com 

 

 
Mr. Vo Nam Son 

Innovation Facilitator (Vietnam) 
vnson@ctu.edu.vn 

 

 
Dr. Khin Maung Soe 

Partner Leader (Myanmar) 
m.khin@cgiar.org 

 
 

 
Dr. Yin Yin Moe 

Innovation Facilitator 
(Myanmar) 

yinyinmoedof@gmail.com 
training.dof@gmail.com 

 

 
Dr. Kyi Thar Myint 

Innovation Facilitator (Myanmar) 
kyithar.myint.dr@gmail.com 

 

 
Ms. Yin Yin Phyu 

Innovation Facilitator (Myanmar) 
yphyu@greenwaymyanmar.org 

 

 
Ms. Hap Navy 

Partner Leader (Cambodia) 
hapnavy@yahoo.com 

 

 
Ms. Kaing Khim 

Innovation Facilitator 
(Cambodia) 

kaingkhim@online.com.kh 
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Mr. Seng Samphal 

Innovation Facilitator 
(Cambodia) 

samphals@gmail.com 
 

 
Mr. Sobot Soth 

Research Assistant (Cambodia) 
sobothjupiter@yahoo.com 

 

 
Dr. Phouvin Phousavanh 

Partner Leader (Laos) 
phousavanh_win@yahoo.com 

 

 
Dr. Sinsamout 

Ounboundisane 
Innovation Facilitator (Laos) 

sinsamout@fishbio.com 
 

 
Mr. Latsamy Soulivongsa 

Innovation Facilitator (Laos) 
soulivongmee@gmail.com 
l.soulivongsa@nuol.edu.la 

 

 
Mr. Bounsong Vongvichith 
Research Assistant (Laos) 
bounsong76@gmail.com 

 

 
Dr. Oopatham Pawaputanon 

Na Mahasarakam 
Steering Committee Chair 
oopatham@yahoo.com 

 

 
Dr. Kanokwan Manorom 

Steering Committee 
Member (Thailand) 

kanokwan.m@ubu.ac.th 
 

 
Dr. Oudom Phonekhampheng 
Steering Committee Member 

(Laos) 
oudomg@yahoo.com 
oudomp@yahoo.com 

 

 
Dr. Chu Thai Hoanh 

Steering Committee Member 
(Vietnam) 

c.t.hoanh@cgiar.org 
 

 
Dr. Chuah Chong Joon 

Solution Expert (Singapore) 
chuahjoon@gmail.com 

 

 
Mr. Fongsamoth 
Suthammavong 

Guest from Laos team 

 
Mr. Thein Soe Min 

Guest from Myanmar team 
tsmin@greenwaymyanmar.org 
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