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EU27:-20 to -30%
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Japan: -25%
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USA: -17 to -20%
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Australia: -5 to -25%
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Russian Federation: -20 to

Emissions (Mt CO.eq
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Annex-|l aggregate: -8 to -14%
(-13 to -19% without LULUCF credits)
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Banking of excess AAUs:

Low ambition targets

Annex | Kyoto GHG emissions (MtCO2eq)
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Banking of excess AAUs:

High ambition targets

High Ambition
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Targets and credits
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Global picture
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Total Global KP GHG emissions (GtCO2eq)
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Global warming projection using
bottom-up reduction proposals

| 95% Range; 2.5%-97.5%
I 20% Range; 5.0%-95.0%
I 35% Range; 7.5%-92.5%
I 20% Range; 10.0%-90.0%
I 55% Range; 16.0%-84.0%
I 50% Range; 25.0%-75.0%
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Global warming projection using
bottom-up reduction proposals
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Thank you.

Further information
www.climateactiontracker.org
www.climateanalytics.org
www.ecofys.com
WWW.primap.org
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Our Aim: Synthesis of climate sciehce, inclluding its

uncertainties, for informing international climate policy
negotiations.



