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= The statistics used were from IEA, ERB and Zesco (energy regulator and public utility in Zambia respectively).
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= Fuel-switching and deforestation
= The system is sensitive to the energy demand and cost of renewable technologies.
G = The impact of discount rate in the Zambia system is minimal.
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= National electricity access rate is 60% by 2050.
= Copper cathode production by 2050 is 2 million tonnes.
= Under the electrification scenario, electricity access rate is 87% by 2050. Sensitivity Analysis - Relative impacts of varying systems variables
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,,"' 1 I I ) i = Analyse the impacts that changes in projected energy prices will have on the growth of the economy.
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