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* All bivariate correlations show a moderate (0.40-.59) to strong (0.60-.79)
relationship among individual variables.
* Perceptions of personal risks are most strongly correlated.

* Residents in countries with higher CO, emissions and
energy use tend to show less concern for climate
change effects, thereby demonstrating a disparity

personal climate change risks, such as water
shortages, spread of disease, and standard of living.
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