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Prospective approaches for large-scale greenhouse gas removal (GGR) are now
central to the post-2020 international commitment to pursue efforts to limit
the global temperature increase to 1.5°C. However, the feasibility of large-scale
GGR has been repeatedly questioned. Most systematic analyses focus only on
the physical, technical, and economic challenges of deploying it at scale. How-
ever, social and political dimensions will be just as important, if not more so,
to how possible futures play out. We conduct one of the first reviews of the
international peer-reviewed literature pertaining to the social and political
dimensions of large-scale GGR, with a specific focus on two predominant
approaches: Biomass energy with carbon capture and storage (BECCS) and
afforestation/reforestation (AR). Our analysis of 78 studies proposes two
important insights. First, it shows how six key social and political dimensions
of GGR feasibilitv=namelv economics and incentives: innovation: societal
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