


Statement: Therationalefor the |PCC-
SRES economic growth — energy demand
scenarios 1S weak
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Figure 2-4: Global population — historical development and 46 scenarios from the database
Fewer than 46 lines are shown because many of the 46 scenarios use identical populatior
projections. Only 46 of the scenarios in the database identify their Population projections

Data source: Durand, 1967; Demeny, 1990; UN, 1996; Moritaand Lee, 1998.
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Figure 2-5: Gross world product — historical development and 193 scenarios, shown as
index (1990 = 1). Data source: UN, 19933, 1993b; Moritaand Lee, 1998.
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The upper horizontal axis shows indexed gross world product (1990 = 1); the lower
axis indicates approximate absolute values by multiplying the index by the 1990
value (US$20 trillion). For reference, the gross world products of the 1S92
scenarios are indicated. The frequency distribution associated with scenarios from
the literature does not imply probability of occurrence.
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GDP per capita (1990
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Statement: Therole of agriculturein the
economic development processis|in

| PCC-SRES] neglected and badly
LiInder stood
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Statement: Without addressing the nature
of economic [value-added] growth, the

money-material link will remain ill-
LiInder stood
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Statement: Forget about GDP[per cap]
and focus on Quality of Life
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Energy-intensity: based on GDP and ISEW for The
Netherlands, on GDP 1990% and PPP$ for India
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*The productivity cycle in the material economy and the 'growth
Imperative': On the role of energy and labour productivity in the
growth process.

*The positional economy and the 'growth imperative': On driving
forces for economic growth after material needs have been
satisfied

*Economic growth and the engagement of 2-3 billion farmers: On
the process of economic growth in low-income agricultural
societies

*Are the poor that poor and the rich that rich? Comparing people's
well-being: On well-being and comparing well-being as driving
forces of economic growth

*Physical flows: the |-O approach: Results and options to organize
monetary vs. physical flow analysisin an dynamic |-O and
Innovation framework






