There are multiple opportunities for scaling up climate action
a) Feasibility of climate responses and adaptation, and potential of mitigation options in the near-term
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Efficient shipping and aviation
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Enhanced health services
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= Public transport and bicycling
= Biofuels for transport

Risk spreading and sharing Fuel switching

Social safety nets Reduce emission of fluorinated gas

Climate services, including
Early Warning Systems

Disaster risk management

Energy efficiency
Material efficiency

Reduce methane from
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Construction materials substitution
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Carbon capture with
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Human migration
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Planned relocation and resettlement

Livelihood diversification

Feasibility level and synergies Confidence level in potential feasibility Net lifetime cost of options:
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