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1. Introduction and data o
2. Results on policies and actors
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Figure 3: Non-governmental stakeholders promoting GHG mitigation
Figure 2: Policy instruments to promote GHG mitigation and/or SOC and/or SOC sequestration practices in the sheep sector
sequestration relevant to sheep production
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3. Results on the likelihood of adoption and adoption barriers 4. Conclusions
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Figure 4: Likelihood of adoption of GHG mitigation and SOC sequestration practices as animal management practices
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