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Figure A1: Difference in vegetation (a), soil (b), and litter (c) carbon [kg/m2 tCDR]
between HBPs and AR in 2100. Note that the scales differ. Red color indicates grid cells
with values lower than the minimum value of the scale.
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Figure A2: Relative carbon removal benefit of HBPs in contrast to AR depending on
different levels of FFS and years without (left) and with (right) CCS in the SSP1-2.6
scenario.
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