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CO2 Reductions in Annex One Countries 
increases their efficiency towards global mean values

Legend
PEOPLE

INCOME (Purchasing Power Parity Adjusted, unless stated otherwise)

IMPACT  (Tonnes Carbon From fossil fuel Burning)

This graphic compares the dollar/tonne "EFFICIENCY"     for 120 countries in 1990. 
Dollars (INCOME) are adjusted to "Purchasing Power Parity" (PPP). Tonnes (IMPACT) are of carbon from CO2 from fossil fuel burning.

INCOME per capita is shown on the yellow line.    IMPACT per capita is shown on the red line.   
EFFICIENCY     is the ratio between INCOME and IMPACT and international rankings are shown in the line of flags.

The trend in the graphic shows that poor countries are much more efficient than rich countries.  

Hi

Hi

Hi

Lo

Lo

Lo

OECD Countries Here

Developing  Countries Here


