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Global mercury trade, 2015
Quantities reported as mercury to UN Comtrade Database 
by importing countries

Trade flows in metric tons, 2015 Exporter

Europe (EU-28)
Kyrgyzstan based on estimates

* =
** =

1) This figure was generated from the import data reported by the various countries to the United 
Nations, since the import data are generally considered to be more reliable than the reported 
export data; 

2) Some of the data used in this figure may have been updated since the figure was prepared; 
3) Not all countries report mercury trade data to Comtrade; 
4) For a number of reasons, Country A's reported trade with Country B may not entirely agree with 

Country B's reported trade with Country A; 
5) If a country reported less than one metric ton of mercury imported in 2015, that trade flow is not 

shown in the figure.

Source: United Nations comtrade (→ http://comtrade.un.org); Revised by Peter Maxson
Map produced by ZOÏ Environment Network, April 2017
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Global mercury waste assessment 
UN Environment, 2017
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Company A - General Risk Assessment
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Report on Effectiveness 2014
Climate Change 2000 - 2012
SDC, 2013
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The world of water con�icts
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Likelihood / intensity of con�icts or tensions under water 
stress (local, intra-state / inter-sectoral, inter-state):

Water as an Asset for Peace Atlas of 
Risks and Opportunities

SDC, 2017

Engaging the Network for Political Dialogue

Tangible Joint Strategic Operations

Communication and Advocacy

Policy and diplomatic dialogue, region or
workshops, capacity-building 

for basin population and stakeholders

issues and solutions

Providing sustainable access to water and  sanitation services

Joint hydrological monitoring, modelling, 
management and exchange of water data

 Transboundary basin management plans, 
legal frameworks and institutions

Advocacy, mass 
communication, inputs 
to formal and informal 
policy, political and 
diplomatic processes
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Risques et opportunités liés 
au climat
FOEN, 2017 



Sources: World Development Indicators, World Bank ; OECD Income distribution and 
poverty database ; US Central Intelligence Agency World Factbook ; 2014 (data: 2000 
to 2012).

The Gini index measures the extent to which, within a country, the distribution of 
income deviates from perfect equality. A Gini index of 0 represents perfect equality, 
while an index of 100 implies perfect inequality.

Figure 5.2   National GINI coefficient values
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Figure 1.3   Population pyramids for Europe, Africa and Asia for 2000 and 2050 by age, 
sex and educational attainment The European environment 

– state and outlook
EEA, 2014
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Figure 3.2   Life expectancy at birth by world regions until 2050
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Fig 2.3   Middle class consumption, 1965 - 2030

Russia

India

India

China
China

Malaysia

Brazil

Japan

Japan

United 
States

Other
countries South

Korea

EU15

United
States

EU15

1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 20301970

5

10

20

15

Average middle-class consumption
Thousand dollars 
per capita per year

2011

2634

20

40

2030

14

9

37

4

18

17

8
5
2

5
37

1965

23

No Chinese data for 1965.

Source: Brookings Institution, 2013.

100 %

0 %

Share of national middle-class 
consumptions

The European environment 
– state and outlook

EEA, 2014



46
35

31

26

18

16

13

12

7

Sources for smartphones: pcworld.com; Wikipédia; eMarketer; US Census Bureau, 2012. 
Sources for other inventions: Kurzweil R. , 2005. The Singularity is Near: When Humans Transcend Biology, 2005. 

1873
1880 1890 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 19901870 2000 2010

1876

1897

1926 1951 1975
1979

1983 1991

Electricity

Telephone

Radio

Black and white television

Colour television

Compact disc

Computer

Mobile phone

World Wide Web

10Smartphones 1
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Climate change migration 
Case study - Ghana

UNDP, 2015
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UN Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 
2011-2020
EMG, 2012
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6.2 million

15,700 million dollars 66,600 million dollars

Georgia Azerbaijan

River length  391 km
River basin area  11,717 km 2

Basin water resource 
7,100 million  m 3 / year

Georgia and Azerbaijan
Total water resources  97,606 million m 3 / year
Total water withdrawal  14,024 million m 3 / year

Alazani / Ganykh basin

TOTAL RENEWABLE FRESHWATER RESOURCES 

AGRICULTURAL LAND

63,330 million m 3 / year

19,000 km 2

 4,308 kW

4,000 km 2

34,680 million m 3 / year

 Hydropower 61 %
Fossil fuel 39 %

of which,
water withdrawal:
11,970 million m 3

Agriculture 84,4 % 
Industry 12.8 % (est.) 
Municipal 2.8 % (est.)

7,114 kW
of which, hydropower:
1.1 million kW

Fossil fuel 85 %
Hydropower 15 % 

Agriculture 58.2%

NB: national percentages
(no data available
at the basin scale)

NB: no data available 
at the basin scale

NB: no data available 
at the basin scale

NB: national percentages
(no data available
at the basin scale)

Industry 22.1%
Municipal 19.8%

of which,
water withdrawal:

1,823 million m 3

of which, hydropower:
2.6 million kW

GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT     

POPULATION

INSTALLED ELECTRICITY GENERATING CAPACITY & HYDROPOWER

3,600 million m 3

Alazani / Ganikh 
basin share: 
3,500 million m 3

Basin limits

 Sources: FAO Aquastat ; US EIA International Energy Statistics ; Word Bank , 2015.

Indicators
Alazani / Ganykh Basin

UNECE, 2015



Indicators
Drina Basin
UNECE, 2015




