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How can Nexus Thinking help?
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Canada

Case study: The Canadian Prairie Provinces
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ldentification of WEF Nexus Interactions
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Quantifying and measuring WEF interrelationships
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Correlation analysis

Y=aXb+c | '

a, b, and ¢ were chosen to deliver

the highest R? (best-fit regression)
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MCCM results

The Prairies
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Comparing the results of mMCCM among WEF sectors, between
WEF-GDP, and between WEF-GHG

Sharing not
= § permitted

Relative causal strength (rho) of interrelationships
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