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* A new set of marginal abatement cost (MAC) curves based on AIM/Hub V2.2 {Summary }
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 We developed a SCM called the Simple Climate Model for Optimization v3.3 (SCM40PT v3.3)
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 The O-IAM was built by integrating the socioeconomic and SCM modules.
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" Gt  Our results highlight the need to consider different socioeconomic backgrounds and mitigation
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Figure 2: Marglnal abatement cost (MAC) curve for the SSPs. The orange points represent sensitivity data relating the rate of

strategies for various emissions, to determine the optimal climate policies.
2. The green line represents the MAC curve conS|dered in this study. J P P
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