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Abstract
The Behavioural Economics of Climate Change: Adaptation Behaviours, Global Public Goods, Breakthrough Technologies, and Policy-Making 
teaches readers how to comprehend mitigation measures that are being discussed in relation to climate change policy as well as how these 
measures may change in response to changing climate conditions. This bottom-up approach to climate change economics equips readers with 
the skills necessary to design successful responses to global warming through quantitative analysis, case studies, and policy. This self-contained 
book on the subject addresses important scientific and economic topics in practical, cutting-edge, and immediately applicable way examples. This 
self-contained book on the subject addresses important scientific and economic topics in a practical, cutting-edge, and immediately applicable way.
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Introduction

The actions of other nations are frequently seen as crucial when analysing 
popular support for domestic measures that help to achieve a global public 
good, such as mitigating climate change. Using survey tests in, we discover that 
public opinion is, but only somewhat, influenced by the actions of other nations. 
When people realise that other nations are reducing their emissions, they are 
more likely to support more domestic action. However, encouraging reciprocal 
action is not necessarily a result of other nations' rising emissions. It depends 
on the home country's prior actions and the other country's characteristics to 
respond in kind to increases in emissions elsewhere. Our findings suggest that 
although the global climate strategy now relying more on coordinated unilateral 
action, the international context is still significant. Since its inception in the 
Framework Convention on Climate Change in as an afterthought, adaptation 
as a topic of discussion has advanced significantly.

Description

Recent years have seen an increase in the frequency of extreme climate 
events, including cross-border or borderless climate threats, in the absence of 
ambitious mitigation. In light of this, the Paris Agreement defines adaptation 
as a worldwide objective and obligation. However, even though the regime 
provides mandatory provisions for support from wealthy countries, the 
money for adaptation continues to be incredibly inadequate in comparison to 
the predicted needs. Though it first only received a passing mention in the 
Framework Convention on Climate Change, adaptation to climate change has 
gradually risen in importance on the policy agenda. The frequency and severity 
of climate disasters are increasing, inadequate mitigation efforts are being 
made internationally, and the climate justice movement is growing are the 
causes. The Special Report on Global Warming of by the Intergovernmental 

Panel on Climate Change acknowledged that "Warming of is not considered 
'safe' for most nations and poses significant risks to natural and human 
systems" and that "The benefits from industrialization have been unevenly 
distributed and those who have historically benefited also have contributed 
most to the current climate problem and so bear the greatest burden [1].

Although the way adaptation is framed is evolving currently, literature from 
the first two decades of climate negotiations primarily viewed adaptation as a 
private good and a regional or global public good. According to and Person in the 
early years, the epistemic community examined climate impacts from a limited 
environmental science perspective, leading to the Convention's codification of 
adaptation at the level with a heavy emphasis on mitigation. They also provide 
examples of "borderless climate threats," which may only have indirect local 
effects but can have cross-border and even global ramifications. Therefore, 
multidisciplinary thinking is expanding the conceptualization of adaptation 
from the national to the global level, necessitating global collaboration and 
multi-stakeholder participation. Normative discourse helps frame issues and 
establishes norms, although it is still uncommon in adaptation. In the lack 
of a politically acceptable definition, the epistemic uncertainty in adaptation 
exacerbates the issue. At the local, regional, and international levels, the 
benefits of adaptation activities are increasingly being described as with 
reliance on ideas and practises that neither suit the character of climate 
change nor the realities of contemporary policies, persuasively argue that 
climate finance suffers from theoretical and institutional lock [2].

Because adaptation generally possesses characteristics of a public good, 
market instruments and the private sector are not interested in addressing 
it .There are no quantifiable signs or offset advantages from adaptation, in 
contrast to mitigation. As previously said, the traditional conception views 
adaptation as a local, national, or at most a regional public good. Although 
decentralised renewable energy systems also have adaptation advantages, 
the private sector is actively promoting renewable energy in both developed 
and developing nations. This has benefits for both adaptation and mitigation 
[3].

The mixture of adaptation funding with is another problem. The Paris 
Agreement requires wealthy countries to give climate money, and the 
Convention distinguishes it by stating that it must be "new and additional, 
appropriate, and predictable". However, is optional. The experience impairments 
in both development and adaptability. This gives some industrialised nations 
the leeway to obfuscate the qualitative distinction between the two. Climate 
finance is growing, replacing significantly as declines [4].

The global premise, however, depicts from a biophysical change in 
the environment, rather than socio-economic elements that make people 
susceptible to these changes, as an additional burden for development in 
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the. Additionally, these elements relate to the circumstances and needs of 
current development. This viewpoint asserts that the lack of mitigation caused 
adaptation demands to arise, leading to an approach to climate change risk 
that is thought to call for an outside scientific and technical solution [5].

Conclusion

It is significant to observe the various ways that neoliberal economics, 
the theoretical underpinning of the climate regime, interprets adaptation. One 
side contends that adaptation does not qualify as a because the direct effects 
of climate change and the advantages of adaptation are local, national, or at 
most regional. Ironically, the repercussions of inadequate mitigation as a result 
of a rise in disasters are not seen as a Even yet, adjusting to those impacts 
isn't regarded as a should be used to offset as the Netherlands Environmental 
Assessment Agency correctly points out. Only Gardiner makes an attempt 
to conceptualise the effects failed mitigation on the climate, despite the fact 
that other scholars have theorised the normative or equity components of 
adaptation. 
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