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ESG risk score (20.0) is largely in-line with the benchmark (19.8).

2.  Weighted subindustry % ranking (29.7%) (% ranking on sector neutral
basis) is higher (worse) than the benchmark (25.9).
Highest controversy score was 3.

Fp S EAA &

Total carbon emission intensity is significantly lower (better) than the
benchmark.

5. For top 10 holdings and active bets there were no High or Severe risk

ratings by Sustainalytics.

1. ESG risk score (20.9) is slightly lower (better) than the benchmark
(21.0).

2.  Weighted subindustry % ranking (13.2) (% ranking on sector neutral
basis) is lower (better) than the benchmark (14.5).
Highest controversy score is 4

Total carbon emission intensity is slightly higher than the benchmark.
5. For top 10 holdings and active bets there were two companies with
High risk ratings by Sustainalytics.
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