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# 5 PRCsPHEY.Y S TR T EEM o1 Frak 3t &l

Forecast PFCs emission
Statistic Fit Triangular
Trials 500
Mean 368,953.8 (kg)
Median 322,418.4 (kg)
Coeff. of Variability 0.57
Minimum 72,630.7 (kg)
Maximum 946,344.2 (kg)
500 Trials Frequency View 500 Dizplayed
PFCs§8EkR
0.05 74
= 0.04 — 20 T
% 003 - 18 %
o (R
DL_ 0.02 . Q
0.01 — 4
0.00 0

1 1 1 1
200,000.0 400,000.0 G00,000.0 00,0000

ko

==Fit: Triangular . Forecast values

P [33.3007 Cettainty: % q 7485024
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#it kg
FIET Input (fﬁil%l'@) PFCs £t &l
Variable | Downside Upside Base Case | Downside Upside Range
NF; 581.6 252,813.2 89,789.4 279,719.6 | 531,951.2 | 252,231.7
C,Fs 47,741.3 217,256.8 132,499.1 | 284,169.6 | 453,685.1 | 169,515.5
CF, 60,080.8 192,678.6 | 120,009.0 | 308,999.2 | 441,597.0 | 132,597.8
SFs 6,922.9 25,277.2 15,241.9 360,608.3 | 378,962.7 18,354.4
CHF; 2,163.5 10,699.8 5,969.2 365,121.6 | 373,658.0 8,536.4
C4Fy 291.8 6,377.2 2,769.6 366,449.6 | 372,535.0 6,085.4
C;Fy 279.1 6,100.0 2,649.2 366,557.3 | 372,378.2 5,820.9
PFCs§B L

200,000.0 300,000.0 400,000.0 500,000.0 600,000.0

MNF3 581.6 252,813p

C2FE 47,7413

CF4 60,080 8 192,678 6

Downside
M Upside

SF5 6,922.9

CHF3 2,1635 | 10,6998

CAFE 2018 [ 6377.2

C3FB 2791 || 65,1000

5 7% PFCs %8 tornado chart 73 #r
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