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Balancing global sources and sinks under the Paris Agreement decreases overall
feasibility concerns but requires faster mitigation early on
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Global Net Zero Budget scenarios require faster transition by 2030
. but avoid persistent feasibility concerns later in the century when This Figure illustrates the implications of intertemporal

compad red to Full Centu 'y SCena ros trade-offs when the categorization of scenarios into
: different levels of concerns is aggregated across all
indicators using geometric mean.

transformation are reduced
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**Scenario logic proposed by Rogelj et al.(2019), scenarios described in Riahi et al. (forthcoming)

Transformational Trade-offs INSTITUTIONAL/SOCIAL

TECHNOLOGICAL/GEOPHYSICAL
Higher carbon prices as a proxy for policy stringency
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