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Impact of the support modalities

1.

2.

3.

A mixed picture for the relationship to notified
support

In many cases considerable “water” is
squeezed out in the commitments

Countries that have highly variable support
(e.g., the United States) could have difficulties
IN meeting their commitments

This could prompt changes in policy (e.g., US
countercyclical support)

It could prompt a continued shift to the green
box

But countries could “play within the rules” to
meet commitments without changing policies
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