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The 6 th Assessment Cycle (AR6) October 2015 – July 2023
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Characteristics of four illustrative model pathways



Climate Change 2022

Energy demand and services were a novel but key pillar of 
mitigation in AR6

Sixth Assessment Report
WORKING GROUP III – MITIGATION OF CLIMATE CHANGE

[Matt Bridgestock, Director and Architect at John Gilbert Architects]



SIXTH ASSESSMENT REPORT
Working Group III – Mitigation of Climate Change

There are options available now in 
every sector that can at least halve
emissions by 2030
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Demand and services



SIXTH ASSESSMENT REPORT
Working Group III – Mitigation of Climate Change



“
Demand is especially important in 

developed countries

In developed countries, most 

technological, social, business 

(model) innovations are needed for 

rethinking and restructuring existing 

urban space, repurposing, 

retrofitting and reusing existing 

infrastructure, vehicle stocks and 

equipment rather having to 

build/produce new

[Matt Bridgestock, Director and Architect at John Gilbert Architects]



The 7 th Assessment Cycle (AR7)
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SIXTH ASSESSMENT REPORT
Working Group III – Mitigation of Climate Change

Individuals are important, but people alone cannot bring in change: need 
infrastructure, technology access, incentives, equity 

IPCC 2022



SIXTH ASSESSMENT REPORT
Working Group III – Mitigation of Climate Change

Broad research agendas exist to pave the way for novel 
demand-side knowledge for strong mitigation impacts in AR7
❑ What policies can affect the top 10% and 1% to reduce their energy demand?

❑ Sufficiency
❑ MORE FOCUS ON COSTS

❑ How do demand-focused scenario costs compare to those of alternatives?
❑ how to implement systemic/infrastructural change? Especially in cities? (how to kick-start 

shared mobility transitions?)
❑ What sectoral policies can shift demand towards re-… and shared systems than new individual 

focused ones? 
❑ Costs and potentials, co-benefits?

❑ What are the critical mineral and other resource benefits of a low-demand scenario as 
compared to the supply-focused ones?

❑ How to harness adaptation benefits through demand-side policies? (heat 
resilience&lower AC, less vulnerable infrastructure, etc)

❑ ?  



Suggested to focus on creating a 3-year research 
agenda for how novel demand side knowledge 
can help stronger climate impact in AR7

• Connect to the big picture

– Should inventories include indirect emissions accounting?

– Sectoral scenarios/potentials complementing IAMs

– Stronger connection to IAMs?

– Cost and benfifts of achieving climate goals

– Resilience against crises

• Add the recent climate context:

– Reduced need for CDR

– SRM?

– Adaptation

– Loss and damage



Thank you for your 
attention
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