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= Lastly, all individual FSM integrated together as FST_SSP2 (without) and Figure 1: Effect of individual food system measures (FSMs) and packages (Diets,

FST SDP (with) CrossSector transition Livelihoods, Biosphere, and Agriculture) on key food system indicators.

* An iInclusive livelihood package involving liberal trade, a high minimum

wage, and increased labor engagement measures may not necessarily boost
food system transition. employment, as production processes often adapt to higher costs and
prioritize resource efficiency.

= Each FSMs evaluated as scenarios provides a possible future trajectory of
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