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Figure A3.1 Yield Gap vs. Relative Land Availability, Africa
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on Fischer and Shah 2010.
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Figure A3.2 Yield Gap vs. Relative Land Availability, Europe and Central Asia
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on Fischer and Shah 2010.
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Figure A3.3 Yield Gap vs. Relative Land Availability, Latin America and 
the Caribbean 
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on Fischer and Shah 2010
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Figure A3.4 Yield Gap vs. Relative Land Availability, North America,
Northern Europe, and Oceania
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on Fischer and Shah 2010.
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Figure A3.5 Yield Gap vs. Relative Land Availability, Selected Countries
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on Fischer and Shah 2010.
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