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Air Quality and Health
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Food availability and hunger
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Food availability
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Technical potential exists.... Food and biodiversity

Global biodiversity and options to prevent biodiversity loss
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Energy Poverty
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Solid Fuel Dependence
Effect of 2°C Climate Policy
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South Asia

Integrated Climate and Access Policies

et al., Nature Energy, 2016
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Groundwater sustainability
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Water constrained low-carbon energy pathways

Groundwater policy
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Simultaneous Assessment of
Multiple Objectives
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Potential co-benefits and adverse
side-effect of energy transitions
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