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Scenario Carbon Price GDP loss GDP loss
(USD/tCO2e) (bn USD) (per cent)

Jpn | Can | EU15 | Jpn Can | EU15 | Jpn | Can | EU15
No Trade 88 54 35 127 | 676 | 6.13 | 0.27 | 0.77 | 0.06
EIT-Monopoly 5.5 55 55 171 | 1.25 | 162 | 0.04 | 0.14 | 0.02
EIT second commitments | 11.5 | 11.5 | 115 337 | 245 | 251 | 007 | 0.28 | 0.02
EIT monopoly+Ukraine 5.9 5.9 59 183 | 133 1.71 | 0.04 | 0.15 | 0.01
EIT monopoly+Ukraine 12 12 12 350 | 254 | 255 | 007 | 0.29 | 0.02
and Russia
Double Bubble: EU15vs. | 4.4 4.4 9.0 138 | 101 224 | 0.03 | 0.12 0.02
ROW
EU25 vs ROW 4.8 4.8 ‘o 150 | 1.10 ‘0 0.03 | 0.13 ‘0
EU25 vs ROW-=+Ukraine 5.0 5.0 ‘o 156 | 1.14 ‘0 0.03 | 0.13 ‘0
EU25 vs ROW-=+Ukraine | 29.1 | 29.1 ‘0 7.27 | 5.07 ‘0 0.15 | 0.58 ‘0
and Russia
EU25 vs ROW-=+Ukraine, | 56.9 | 56.9 ‘o 11.01 | 6.75 ‘0 0.24 | 0.75 ‘0
Russiaand CDM
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Cost (USD bn)

% of GDP loss

Scenario Japan Canada Japan Canada
No Trade 0 0 0 0
EIT-Monopoly 1.19 1.12 95 9
EIT second commitments 2.18 1.92 89 88
EIT monopoly+Ukraine 1.25 1.18 94 94
EIT monopoly+Ukraine and 2.26 1.97 89 87
Russia

Double Bubble: EU15 vs. 0.97 0.92 96 95
ROW

EU25 vs ROW 1.05 0.99 95 95
EU25 vs ROW-+Ukraine 1.08 1.03 95 95
EU25 vs ROW=+Ukraine and 3.75 2.44 74 65
Russia

EU25 vs ROW-+Ukraine, 3.31 0.33 49 10

Russiaand CDM
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Co,

GDP CO, CO,
1990-99 00-2012 | 2010 1990

1.3 1.1 1,122 1.32

1.6 1.4 399 1.10

2.7 1.2 759 1.01

1.4 0.8 397 1.05

2.1 1.1 583 0.97
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