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Executive summary

While nitrogen is essential for all life on Earth, industrial

farming practices since the Green Revolution have unleashed

billion from their sales of nitrogen fertilisers. * With revenues
this high, it is no surprise that all three nitrogen giants plan to

E %2SSH SJ W]RXLIXMG JIVXMPMWIVW X lenyg up Eheir (Batilvtion levep flitther.

Earth’s natural nitrogen balance. We are now beyond the
“safe operating space for humanity”, with devastating
consequences for people’s health, biodiversity and the
climate. Nitrogen pollution has well and truly Exhausted
Earth but the companies causing it are targeting growth,
putting us on a collision course with ecological breakdown.

This isn't new. Scientists and policy makers have warned
about nitrogen pollution for more than 50 years. Since the
1970s, alarms have grown louder, and there have been
numerous national and international efforts to tackle the
crisis. The EAT-Lancet Commission’s recent report delivers
the starkest warning yet: the nitrogen crisis is a food
systems crisis. To achieve healthy, just diets within planetary
boundaries, surplus nitrogen must be halved, meaning that
agricultural nitrogen inputs need to be cut by more than one-
third (42%) by 2050}

Yet instead of shrinking, nitrogen fertiliser output continues
XS VMWI

We hold nitrogen fertiliser corporations collectively
responsible for today’s nitrogen crisis, because they have
actively derailed efforts to tackle it, ignoring all historical
and current warnings about the harmful impacts of their
products. In order to evade accountability, they have

HI%IGXIH VIWTSRWMFP] JSV XLI GVMWMW

down on an insidious narrative that they ‘feed the world'.

In recent years, fertiliser companies have spent millions of
dollars lobbying governments to promote false solutions
and block meaningful change.* The nitrogen fertiliser lobby
has expanded its presence at the United Nations climate
negotiations, with triple the number of delegates from
major nitrogen producers attending COP30, compared with
COP26°

The nitrogen crisis is a food systems crisis, and the nitrogen
fertiliser industry is best understood as a key player in the

4VSHYGXMSR LEW WYVKIH F] &Rialiadostial complékMtRs@he connecting point between

[LIR XLI VWX TPERIXEV] FSYRHEV jwa My demagindRindusiige: the fossil fuel industry,
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boundary had been breached?

Turning the tide on this unbridled growth of nitrogen

gas required for fertiliser manufacture, and the livestock
industry, to which it supplies feed grown with nitrogen.
Foodrise calls for urgent, decisive action from political

JIVXMPMWIVW [MPP VIUYMVI WMKR M ¥ GlEdRI&s td Gt VhE nitto@eR frdliges iMdistily S1MradisG E P

leadership and regulatory interventions. As the EAT-Lancet
Commission warns, the biggest obstacle isn't technology
or awareness — it's powerful corporations determined to

We want political leaders to use all policy and regulatory
tools available to drive the transition to healthy, just and
sustainable food systems, as envisaged by the EAT-Lancet

TVSXIGX XLIMV TVS¥%XW ERH FPSGO GLEdHission.

Foodrise presents this report to break through one of the
toughest barriers to change: corporate power. We expose an
industry that has long operated in the shadows but whose
activities have set off a visible cascade of environmental,
public health and social harms. Flying in the face of the
science, it has increased output and deployed a full suite of
underhand tactics to maintain business-as-usual and protect
MXW TVS¥XW

That means listening to peasant farmers, who already have
the solutions — not to agribusiness lobbies who don't — and
redirecting public subsidies. It also means giving teeth to
existing domestic and international initiatives to tackle the
nitrogen crisis, enforcing them, and moving beyond ‘nutrient
loss’ reduction targets. Governments must set measurable,
year-on-year reduction targets for nitrogen production, in line
with the EAT-Lancet recommendations.

3YV “RHMRKW VIZIEP XLEX XLI RMXYV S KNiRogehextllisBrManp bratidvh® dd Yiaw/fxed theRver i, lthey

other agribusiness sectors, is highly concentrated, with just
a handful of corporations controlling the global nitrogen
fertiliser market. The top three alone — Yara, CF Industries
and Nutrien — accounted for over one-third (34.6%) of global
nitrogen fertiliser production in 2022, raking in nearly $40

JWLEYWXIH )EVXL

fail it
Earth and our food. It's time for our political leaders to rein in,
require redress from, and begin shrinking this industry before
the window of opportunity closes.
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Glossary

Agroecology — An approach to design and manage The three primary nutrients needed for plant growth —
sustainable food and farming systems, which applies nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P), and potassium (K) — form
both ecological (the relationship between plants, animals, the basis of industrial agricultural fertilisers.

humans and the environment) and social principles.® La
Via Campesina states that agroecology is “the coexistence
of all living beings” and “the basis for peasant agriculture

Food sovereignty — The right of peoples to healthy and
culturally appropriate food produced through ecologically
and food sovereignty”.

their own food and agriculture systems. *¢

Ammonia (NH,) — A chemical compound consisting of
nitrogen and hydrogen. A colourless gas with a distinct
odour, it is corrosive and acutely toxic. Ammonia is
produced both naturally from bacterial processes and
synthetically. It is used in many industrial applications,
including the production of synthetic nitrogen fertilisers.

Global South — A term traditionally used to refer to
economically disadvantaged nation-states. In recent

capitalist globalisation *’.

Green hydrogen; green ammonia — Hydrogen or ammonia
produced with renewable energy through the electrolysis
of water molecules. *®

Ammonium nitrate — A salt compound of ammonia and nitric
acid. It is used in explosives and as nitrogen fertiliser.®

Animal-industrial complex — The closely linked industries
intertwined with the socio-economic system engaged
in intensive livestock production and its supplier and
customer industries, including animal feed, agrochemicals
such as nitrogen fertilisers, natural gas, hydrogen and
biomethane production. °

of food grains, especially wheat and rice during the
mid-20" century driven by the introduction of high-yield
crop varieties and the use of chemical inputs including
fertilisers and pesticides. *°

Haber—Bosch process — An industrial process that enables
the industrial-scale production of ammonia, a chemical
compound that contains nitrogen. % It is highly energy
intensive and associated with high levels of greenhouse
gas emissions. Named after the two German chemists

Biogeochemical boundary ¢ (1% R | HtHe]Stockholm
Resilience Centre as the limit on human interference with
the planet’s nitrogen and phosphorus cycles to maintain
the Earth system’s stability.™° It is a planetary boundary
that has been transgressed, primarily due to the use of
fertilisers in agriculture and industrial processes, which
disrupts the natural nutrient balance and can cause harm
to ecosystems and human well-being.

Carl Bosch.

Harmful industry playbook — Refers to a set of tactics used

Blue hydrogen; blue ammonia — Hydrogen or ammonia
produced from fossil gas where carbon capture and
storage has been applied to at least some of the

production process. and social licence to operate.

Inorganic fertiliser, mineral fertiliser, synthetic fertiliser

Calcium Ammonium Nitrate (CAN) — A widely used inorganic . _ _ -
— Fertilisers made through chemical and industrial

fertiliser. It is a mixture of ammonium nitrate and a calcium o
GEVFSREXI SV HSPSQMXI %PPIV TVSZMPRMBESEFSXL RMXVSKIR ERH

"7 WSYRH ERH WYWXEMREFPI QIXLSHW

years, the term has been increasingly employed to refer to
spaces and peoples negatively impacted by contemporary

Green Revolution « 7TMKRMY“GERX MRGVIEWI

who developed it in the early 20th century, Fritz Haber and

by harmful industries such as synthetic fertiliser producers;
tobacco, oil and gas; and arms manufacturing to downplay
XLI TYFPMG LEVQW XLI] GEYWI MR SVHIV

Calcium Nitrate (CN) — Calcium nitrate is an inorganic nitrate

A \LEYWXIH JEVXL

calcium to soil. * Nitrogen — An essential element and critical nutrient for plant
growth, a constituent of all living matter, and a key part of
the Earth’s atmosphere. However, human activities cause
excessive release of reactive nitrogen compounds such
Eutrophication — The addition of nutrients to water in lakes as ammonia and nitrate which pollute air, soil and water
and rivers, which encourages plant growth that can take — harming ecosystems, human health and contributing to
S\]KIR JVSQ XLI [EXIV ERH OMPP ¥, WL ERlimagXhalgeERMQEPW

The primary causes of eutrophication are nitrate fertiliser
run-off, nutrients from animal wastes and human
sewage.”®

salt of calcium. It has a role as a fertiliser. 2

Nitrogen cascade — Describes the chain of negative
environmental effects that occur when human activities
produce reactive nitrogen compounds such as ammonia

Fertiliser — A substance (either organic or synthetic) that is and nitrogen oxides from fertilisers and energy production.

added to land or soil to increase its productivity. Synthetic

fertilisers are derived from mineral or fossil fuel extraction.

ERF
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Glossary

Nitrogen cycle — The natural cycling of nitrogen through the Phosphorus fertiliser — Originates from phosphate rock, a
Earth’s atmosphere, biosphere and geosphere. This cycle sedimentary deposit that has accumulated over millions
MRZSPZIW ZEVMSYW TVSGIWWIW MR G P YoH/RERKTHsVoxMStcated WitiEaxit¥] & Brcally sulphuric
EQQSRM¥“WGEXMSR RMXVMYGEXMSR ER Hcitl tRpgvodn¢dpriasiaotdd-Baed[ferili&ets. The
convert nitrogen into different chemical forms. biogeochemical boundary includes phosphorus, which
MW E “LURMXI VIWSYVGI [LSWI SZIVYWI MW
Accounts for approximately 25% of global fertiliser
production.*

Nitrogen fertiliser — Human-made fertiliser derived from
ammonia and used primarily in the form of urea or
ammonium nitrate. Produced using fossil fuels through an
energy-intensive industrial process that converts nitrogen Planetary boundaries — Geophysical limits to the processes

gas from the atmosphere into ammonia (see Haber— that regulate the stability and resilience of the Earth’s
Bosch process). Accounts for approximately 59% of global systems. According to the Stockholm Resilience Centre,
fertiliser production. # Also referred to as synthetic or the current framework consists of nine biophysical
inorganic. processes, and the boundaries for each represent a

WGMIRXMYGEPP] FEWIH ,WEJI... PIZIP SJ
boundaries collectively represent the limits of the “safe
operating space for humanity”. 3

2MXVSKIR %AROBUBdROr industrial process that
causes free nitrogen (N,), which is a relatively inert
gas plentiful in air, to combine chemically with other

elements to form more reactive nitrogen compounds Planetary Health Diet — A diet recommended by the EAT-

such as ammonia, nitrates or nitrites. Human activities, Lancet Commission which is rich in plants, grains, fruits,

such as making fertilisers and burning fossil fuels, have vegetables, nuts and legumes, with moderate amounts
WMKRM¥%“ZGERXP] EPXIVIH XLI EQSYRX SIS\ VAWVRMMHEBKIRERR XLEX -X MW HIWMKRI
Earth’s ecosystems. According to some estimates, by health outcomes and reduce environmental impacts and

XLl EQSYRX SJ RMXVSKIR %\IH F] LY REX\ENGXMWZMEM HVZ{GIMPRGMIW SJ QSWX G°
INGIIH XLEX %\IH F] QMGV3FMEP TVSGIWwappligd globally for different populations and different

) . ) ) contexts.*
Nitrogen surplus — The difference between nitrogen inputs

and nitrogen removed from a system. It is an indicator Polluter pays principle — The ‘polluter pays’ principle is the
of the potential nitrogen losses from agriculture to the notion that those who produce pollution should bear the
environment.?* costs of managing it to prevent damage to human health

or the environment, rather than the harms being borne by
2MXVSKIR YWI I%GMIRGAVIEKIR YWI I%2GMI fﬁgaubﬁig_aa

XLl EKVM JSSH WIWXIQ MW HI“ZRIH EW XLI UYERXMX] SJ JSSH
(except seafood) divided by total input of new nitrogen Potassium fertiliser — Made mainly from natural mineral salts
W]RXLIXMG ERH FMSPSKMGEP ¥%\EXMS Rmined underground or extracted from lakes. Accounts for

) ] ] approximately 17% of global fertiliser production. *
Nitrous oxide (N ,0)— A potent greenhouse gas, 273 times

more effective than carbon dioxide at trapping heat in the Safe operating space — An Earth system state that enables

earth’s atmosphere on a 100-year timescale (GWP100)? humanity to develop and thrive for generations to come.
Emitted from industrial processes, fuel combustion and, The safe operating space ensures that crucial Earth
most commonly, agricultural soils treated with manure and system processes remain within boundaries that support
synthetic nitrogen fertilisers. global stability, resilience and life-support functions.
NPK — Stands for nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P) and Sulphate « 7YPTLEXI MW HI“4RIH EW ER MRSVK
potassium (K). They are the three primary nutrients and sulphuric acid products are used in the production of
needed for plant growth and form the basis of industrial fertilisers. *®

agricultural fertilisers. # _ B _ _ B
Synthetic fertiliser — See inorganic fertiliser .

Nutrient — Chemical elements such as nitrogen, phosphorus
and potassium that improve growth and productiveness of
plants.?

9 V I-EA nitrogenous compound made from ammonia and
carbon dioxide, used for nitrogen fertilisers. *

Nutrient pollution — The process whereby too many nutrients, gv|E %QQSRME 2MXAIEXd feBilse produced
mainly nitrogen and phosphorus, are added to bodies of by combining urea, nitric acid and ammonia — with a nitrogen
water, causing excessive growth of algae.” content in a typical range of 28-32%.%

J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWX$8S]IH X



Introduction: The nitrogen crisis Is a crisis of
the corporate food system

The use of nitrogen fertilisers in agricultural production — Globally, agriculture accounts for 650,000 deaths (or 20%
the main source of nitrogen emissions to the environment of mortality related to poor air quality). This is largely due to
— has caused such severe pollution that the “safe operating  nitrogen pollution from fertilisers. ** In addition, the massive
WTEGI% XLVIWLSPH JSV RMXVSKIR H Ilwseldisynthetit hittoed Galls&PiQfuelling industrial
Environment Institute in its groundbreaking planetary meat and dairy production, impeding the necessary dietary
boundaries framework has been breached. transition called for by the EAT-Lancet Commission and

WGMIRXM¥%“G FSHMIW XLI [SVPH SZIV
The 2025 EAT-Lancet Commission on healthy, just and

sustainable food systems estimates that the nitrogen If no action is taken, the world’s population will continue
surplus must be halved and agricultural nitrogen inputs to suffer the effects of unsustainable food systems which
must be cut by more than one-third within the next 25 underpin unhealthy diets, causing many avoidable diseases
years to avoid catastrophic impacts on the integrity of and approximately 15 million avoidable deaths a year.*?

the planet’s life-supporting systems and the global food These effects will be distributed unequally, with some
system. Its report puts the food system boundary @ for populations — particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa, India,

nitrogen surplus at 57 teragrammes (57 million metric tons)  and parts of South and central America — far less able to
per year. However, it currently stands at 119 teragrammes access the nutrition they need than wealthier populations

(119 million metric tons) *® — in other words, over double in high-income countries.*® Not only that, without deliberate
what it should be. To achieve a level of 57 teragrammes MRXIVZIRXMSR XLI WMKRM¥%“GERX ERH [N
(Tg) surplus nitrogen, the nitrogen surplus will need to impacts of food systems will continue to worsen,

decline by 3% per year to 2050. This means that agricultural potentially irreversibly, with devastating consequences.
nitrogen inputs will need to be reduced to 134 Tg per year
from their current level of 233 Tg per year, a 42% reduction  Food systems are the single largest driver of environmental
by 2050.*° degradation, above all other areas of human activity.
The Stockholm Resilience Centre’s seminal Planetary
sMXL WYGL WMKRMY“GERX GYXW MR RMXSWSFRHEWWYWTPWBNQ HBWMO HIZRIW E "WEJI !
agricultural nitrogen inputs needed to return to within for humanity within the Earth system by identifying nine
TPERIXEV] FSYRHEVMIW 1% GMIRG] M RcfitisazdrrRiroMreRaVpradesEsIthph iPdisrupted, could
RSX WY%GI -RWXIEH KPSFEP RMXVSKeé& td iveXavsPIe aNanged. X Bhid 025<edit®R, which

will need to reduce year-on-year until 2050 — that is to was updated for the EAT-Lancet report, shows that

say, nitrogen fertiliser producers will need to shrink their food is the “single largest cause of planetary boundaries

collective global output. XVERWKVIWWMSRW HVMZMRK XLI XVERW
breached boundaries”: land system change, biosphere

On current trends and without regulatory intervention, the MRXIKVMX] JVIWL[EXIV GLERKI FMSKISG

targets recommended by the EATL.ancet Commission will nitrogen and phosphorus pollution, and climate change

be impossible to achieve: according to the UN Food and (see Figure 0.%

Agriculture Organization (FAO), agricultural use of synthetic
nitrogen fertilisers grew by 40% from 2010 to 2020.%°

a  The EAT-Lancet Commission proposes the food system boundary for surplus nitrogen be equal to the planetary boundary because most sources of nitrogen
are attributed to food systems (e.g. agriculture, aquaculture and wastewater).

6t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXVS]IH XLI RMXVSKIR G]J]GPI ERH LS[ XS



Introduction: The nitrogen crisis is a crisis of the corporate food system

Figure 1: Status of food system pressures across all nine planetary boundaries
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Introduction: The nitrogen crisis is a crisis of the corporate food system

If action is taken to implement the EAT-Lancet’s
Commission’s comprehensive recommendations, the global
food system can transform to provide access to good,
nutritious food for all, within planetary boundaries. This is the
Planetary Health Diet (PHD) — low in animal-sourced protein,

LI HMWVYTXMSR XS XLI RMXVSKIR G]GPI |

introduction of nitrogen fertilisers which creates an excess
of nitrogen, polluting local environments and putting the
natural nitrogen cycle out of kilter. *® This has happened
in several parts of the world, including Asia, Europe and

VMGL MR TPERXW ERH %I\MFPI XS HMJNoNH RiXeritE RikhX$éVereEcBndedbénbeX ¥nivhividan and

The urgency of implementing the EAT-Lancet Commission’s
recommendations at pace cannot be understated, because,

even if implemented, the world would “barely [...] return to the

safe space for freshwater use and climate”, and worse, the
biogeochemical boundary would still be transgressed albeit
with “substantially reduced pressure”.

Nitrogen makes up 78% of the earth’s atmosphere and is a
crucial building block for life. The natural cycling of nitrogen
through the Earth’s atmosphere, biosphere, and geosphere

environmental health (see section ‘The fertiliser corporations
TVS¥X [LMPI [I| Abétiker kéy]source of nitrogen
pollution is animal manure. Together, nitrogen fertilisers and
animal manure are the biggest source of nitrogen pollution
to the environment and account for three-quarters of total
anthropogenic nitrous oxide (N,0) emissions in the last
decade, driving climate change and ozone depletion* The
gains from reducing nitrogen fertilisers — mitigating climate
change, reducing ozone depletion and reducing pressure on

XLI RMXVSKIR G]GPI « EVI XLIVIIJSVI WMKR

MRZSPZIW ZEVMSYW TVSGIWWIW MRGPYHMRK RMXVSKIR ¥»#?\EXMSR

EQQSRM¥“GEXMSR RMXVMY“WGEXMSR ER

convert nitrogen into different chemical forms.

Figure 2: Nitrogen and the nitrogen cycle*’
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Figure 3: EAT-Lancet Commission’s proposed trajectory
and associated annual and decadal rate of change for
nitrogen surplus to 2050%°
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In Part 1 of this report, we identify the nitrogen corporations
that dominate the global nitrogen fertiliser market and

broke the nitrogen cycle. In Part 2, we analyse six tried-and-
tested tactics used by the nitrogen fertiliser corporations

to cement their hegemony in the food system, all of

which closely resemble those deployed by the oil and

gas or tobacco industries. This leads us to conclude in

Part 3 that meaningful steps to rein in nitrogen fertiliser
output will not come from the nitrogen industry itself,

but from governments. We therefore put forward four
recommendations to political leaders for urgent, decisive
and ambitious action to rein in the nitrogen fertiliser
corporations, for healthy, just and sustainable food systems.

,S[ JIIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXVS]IH XLI RMXVSKIR G]GPI ERH LS[ XS



Part 1: It’s time to shine a spotlight on the
nitrogen fertiliser corporations

The nitrogen fertiliser industry is lucrative,
concentrated and growing

The use of fertilisers to support plant growth has a long The widespread production and use of nitrogen fertilisers

history, ranging from enriching soil with organic matter such after the Second World War was to radically transform

EW GSQTSWX SV QERYVI SV YWMRK RMEKR\ESMGY PXMRIK ESKIXWIKEMXL GVST L]FVMH
convert atmospheric nitrogen into a usable form by crops. ** the use of chemical pesticides, nitrogen fertilisers powered

This method led to a natural limit of available nitrogen in the Green Revolution. This lead to a dramatic increase in crop
agriculture — and created a ceiling for crop yields. But the yield and much greater global food security (see Image 3 for
discovery of the Haber—Bosch process in the 1910s was an example of promotion of nitrogen fertilisers to farmers).

to smash through that ceiling (see Annex I: Haber-Bosch
process) by enabling the creation of human-made or
synthetic nitrogen fertiliser, which we refer to simply as
nitrogen fertilisers in this report. *2

Iae 1: Tractor sg?reading fertiliser ‘_“““\Q\\.\ L_,\-
= LTERIMMSRE

Image 3: Fertiliser promotion to farmers in the 1950s %
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Image 2: Bags of fertiliser
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J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWX9S]IH X



Part 1: It's time to shine a spotlight on the nitrogen fertiliser corporations

The moment in the 1970s when industrial-scale production Image 4: *IVXMPMWIV FIMRK ETTPMIH XS %IP
SJ RMXVSKIR WYVTEWWIH REXYVEP RM ' ! " T

understood as a turning point in agriculture — the moment
when agriculture became an industrial process and farming
became agribusiness.* While previously the challenge T
LEH FIIR RMXVSKIR HI4ZGMIRG] ERH PSIE
surplus became the new concern, creating a host of
environmental and health problems.

The Center for International Environmental Law (CIEL)
estimates that in the period between 1961 and 2023, global
production and use of nitrogen fertilisers grew at least
ninefold from 12.9 million tonnes (Mt) in 1961 to 120 Mt 43 ;
iN2023.% 8LIWI EVI XLI %KYVIW [I YWI XLV ks
report. Industry data suggest even greater volumes: the
International Fertilizer Association estimates that nitrogen
production was 163 Mt in 2023, and it projects a 5% growth
rate to 2025, to over 171 Mt.%® The growth of the industry -
shows no sign of abating. Source: Shutterstock

Today, nitrogen fertilisers account for nearly 60% of

commercial fertilisers produced globally. 3 (see Table 1). Nitrogen fertilisers are used worldwide. Asia is the world’s
This report focuses on nitrogen fertilisers: while the largest fertiliser market, accounting for 58% of global
mining of phosphorus and potassium come with their own nitrogen consumption in 2023, two-thirds of which went to
considerable environmental impact, nitrogen fertilisers China and India> Europe accounts for 15%, North America
are particularly harmful due to their reliance on fossil 13% and Latin America 10%, while the whole continent
fuels, nitrogen pollution at use and the disruption to the of Africa accounts for less than 5% of global nitrogen
nitrogen cycle. consumption. %

Nitrogen fertilisers include many different types of products, The type of nitrogen fertiliser also varies worldwide. Urea is
sometimes mixed with other nutrients such as sulphur, the most used fertiliser in warmer climates; UAN (a liquid
phosphorus or potassium in varying proportions ( see Table fertiliser containing urea and ammonium nitrate) is mainly
Al in Annex l). Urea is the main nitrogen fertiliser product, used in North America; while nitrates are mainly used in
containing 46% nitrogen; other common nitrogen products Europe. In the US ammonia is also used as a direct source of
include ammonium nitrate and calcium nitrate. 5 nitrogen in agriculture.

Table 1: The Big 3 fertilisers: nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium

Synthetic Nitrogen (N) fertilisers Phosphorus (P) fertilisers Potassium (K) fertilisers

59% of global fertiliser production®? 25% of global fertiliser production®® 17% of global fertiliser production™
Produced using fossil fuels through Originate from phosphate rock, Made mainly from natural mineral

an energy-intensive industrial process  a sedimentary deposit that has salts mined underground or extracted
that converts nitrogen gas from the accumulated over millions of years. from lakes.

atmosphere into ammonia. 3-5% of This is treated with acid, typically

global annual natural gas consumption  sulphuric acid, to produce phosphorus-
is used to produce nitrogen fertiliser.®®  based fertilisers.

10t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXVS]IH XLI RMXVSKIR G]GPI ERH LS[ X¢



Part 1: It's time to shine a spotlight on the nitrogen fertiliser corporations

Regardless of the type of product used, there is no doubt
that the nitrogen fertiliser industry is big business: nitrogen
fertilisers are applied to agricultural land in vast quantities
around the world, and the nitrogen fertiliser industry predicts

By shining the spotlight on nitrogen fertiliser corporations,
we seek to apply the same scrutiny to these companies
as has been directed towards the tobacco and fossil fuel
industries over the past 60 years.

WMKRM¥%“GERX KVS[XL MR MXW GETEGMX]

The nitrogen fertiliser industry, much like other agribusiness
sectors, has a long industry of mergers and acquisitions
over the years®® Today, a dozen or so corporations dominate
the global market (see Figures 4-7 below) The top three
producers — CF Industries, Yara International and Nutrien —
have long histories, with the founding of their predecessor
companies — Central Farmers Fertilizer Company, Norsk
Hydro and W.S. Clark and Royster — stretching back to

the 1940s, 1900s and 1870s respectively (see Annex ).
Together these three nitrogen fertiliser giants account for
over one-third (34.6%) of global nitrogen fertiliser production,
raking in nearly $40 billion in revenue from their sales of
nitrogen fertilisers in 2022 (see Methodology, Table M1)

But remarkably little is known about this industry which is
foundational to global food production, and most people,
including policy makers, would struggle to name the key
nitrogen fertiliser corporations. With their identity largely
unknown, they have hitherto escaped scrutiny and have not
been held to account for the environmental and social harms
they cause. We aim to change that.

Figure4: '* -RHYWXVMIW TVS¥PI

Several factors complicate our task. First, publicly available
information on the sector, including market data and key

corporate players, is complex, patchy and inconsistent.

For example, companies may operate across multiple

fertiliser segments, not just nitrogen. They may also produce
precursors to nitrogen fertiliser such as ammonia, some

of which may go to other industrial uses. In addition, the

proportion of revenue from nitrogen fertiliser compared to

other products is not always disclosed in company reports.
Comparable year-to-year data is not always available. This

muddies the waters and means that it is impossible to
GEXIKSVMGEPP] WXEXI XLEX XLI GSVTSVEX
FVMI¥%RK EVI XLI PEVKIWX RMXVSKIR JIVXM
,S[1ZIV [I LEZI MHIRXMYIH XLI XLVII PEVKIW
E LMKL HIKVII SJ G S Riguté¢$sR,G hnd/¥ bind

[ EVI EPWS GSRYHIRX XLEX XLI SXLIV IPIZI
TV S %eélFigure 7) are some of the world’s largest players,

many with production sites in different locations and global

distribution, even if the list may not be exhaustive. More

information on methodology and data limitations can be

found in the ‘Methodology’ section

CF Industries:The world’s largest producer of nitrogen fertiliser

Headquarters: Northbrook, lllinois, USA
Nitrogen fertiliser production (2024):

Total revenue from nitrogen fertiliser (2024):  $5.4 billion®®

12.5 million tons (excluding ammonia)

WCE

CF Industries operates the world’s largest ammonia production factory in Donaldsonville, Louisiana, and sells nitrogen
fertiliser products across North America, South America, Europe and Australia.®®

CF Industries lists its common shares on the New York Stock Exchange. Its largest shareholders include multinational
investment companies Vanguard, Blackrock and State Street.””

How it started: CF Industries was originally Central Farmers Fertilizer Company, founded in 1946 by nine farm
cooperatives in the Midwest region of the United States.” The company started to produce nitrogen fertiliser a decade
later, and in 1970 changed its name to CF Industries’? Since 2005, CF Industries has been a publicly traded corporation,
acquiring additional facilities and expanding its nitrogen production capacity.

Nitrogen: CF Industries uses the Haber—Bosch process to produce ammonia which it sells directly, as well as using it to
produce granular urea and urea ammonium nitrate solution (UAN), and non-fertiliser products including diesel exhaust
%Y MH "{TF Industries operates 16 ammonia plants across North America, with a total average capacity of 10.4

million tons per year.”

JZWLEYWXIH )EVXL
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Part 1: It's time to shine a spotlight on the nitrogen fertiliser corporations

Figure5: =EVE -RXIVREXMSREP TVS¥PI

Yara International: Europe’s largest fertiliser company and nitrogen producer,

and the world’s largest trader and shipper of ammonia

Headquarters: Oslo, Norway
Nitrogen fertiliser production (2024): 19.4 million tons (((
Total revenue from nitrogen fertiliser (2024): $12.1 billion™ m

Yara operates 26 production plants supplying fertiliser to 140 countries, and sells its fertiliser YARA
products through over 10,000 branded retail outlets across the world. ™

Its largest shareholder is the Norwegian government, which controls over 40% of Yara through shares held by the Ministry
of Trade, Industry and Fisheries, and by Norway’s Government Pension Fund’

How it started: =EVE [EW IWXEFPMWLIH MR EW 2SVWO ,]HVS -XW %“UVWX JEGXSV] MI
fertiliser, and introduced NPK fertiliser production in 1938.8* 2SVWO ,]JHVS IWXEFPMWLIH MXW “%VWX EQC
MR ERH [IRX SR XS I\TERH MXW TV S HyYaxdé-sRrgeddmINGrek INydrs P QGO & |

FIGEQI ER MRHITIRHIRX GSQTER] PMWXIH SR XLI 3WPS 7XSGO )\GEERKI RS[ STI

Nitrogen: Yara sources the majority of its ammonia through its own production using the Haber—Bosch process, and the
rest from third party suppliers. ® Yara manufactures several products directly from ammonia, and also uses it to produce
nitrates, NPK, nitric acid and urea, which are used to create additional fertiliser products.® Yara produced 8.1 million tons
of ammonia in 2024, and set a target to increase this to 8.6 million tons in 2025. %

Figure6: 2YXVMIR TVS¥%PI

Nutrien: The world’s largest fertiliser producer, and the third-largest producer of

nitrogen fertiliser

Headquarters: Saskatoon, Canada

o
Nitrogen fertiliser production (2024): 10.7 million tons®’ ‘\'u tr ’ en

Total revenue from nitrogen fertiliser (2024):  $4.3 billion®®

Nutrien operates a global network of production, distribution and retail, selling its fertiliser products and services in over
50 countries.®

Nutrien lists its common shares on the New York and Toronto Stock Exchanges, with its largest shares held by the Royal
Bank of Canada, Blackrock and Vanguard?®

How it started: Nutrien was formed in 2016 through the merger of two major Canadian fertiliser companies: PotashCorp
and Agrium.” Valued at $36 billion USD post-merger, the company has since acquired Brazilian fertiliser company Casa do
Adubo, increasing its expansion into South America.*

Nitrogen: Nutrien produces nitrogen at nine facilities across Canada, the United States and Trinidad > Its core products
include ammonia- and urea-based fertilisers, as well as a product called Environmentally Smart Nitrogen (ESN), which it
GPEMQW LIPTW XS MQTVSZI R'MXnNeS KasRanvamvilial s@bhidpBopuction capacity of 7.3 million tons. *°
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Part 1: It's time to shine a spotlight on the nitrogen fertiliser corporations

Figure 7: Other major nitrogen fertiliser players

Company 'SQTER] 4VSYPI Production of 61ZIRYI 97
nitrogen fertilisers

ACRON

«s EuUrROCHEM

Fertiglobe

Grue,a
aZoTY

l' Ko c Hw

FERTILIZER

oc, Global

Headquarters: Moscow, Russia

Acron Group describes itself as “a major mineral
fertiliser producer in Russia and globally”, and
manufactures a range of nitrogen fertiliser products
including ammonia, urea, AN and NPK?

Headquarters: Zug, Switzerland

EuroChem claims to be one of only three fertiliser
companies globally which produces nitrogen,
phosphate and potash.®® It operates several nitrogen
production plants, including in Russia and Belgium.®

EuroChem was founded by Russian billionaire Andrey
Melnichenko, who was placed under European
sanctions in 2022 following Russia’s invasion of
Ukraine 1%

Headquarters: Abu Dhabi, UAE

Fertiglobe claims to be the largest producer of nitrogen
fertilisers in the Middle East and North Africa (MENA)
region, and the largest exporter of urea and ammonia
(combined) by sea in the world.*®

Fertiglobe was founded in 2019 by the Abu Dhabi
National Oil Company (ADNOC) and OCI Global, and is
now majority owned by ADNOC®

Headquarters: Tarnéw, Poland

Grupa Azoty claims to be the second-largest producer
of nitrogen and compound fertilisers in the EU.**
Originally founded by the President of Poland in 1927,
it is majority owned by the Polish Treasury which holds
a 33% stake in the company**°

Headquarters: Wichita, Kansas, United States

Koch Fertilizer began producing ammonia in 1968 and
now distributes more than 12 million tons of fertilisers

every year™*

Koch Fertilizer is part of Koch Inc, an American
multinational conglomerate and the second-largest
private company in the United States after Cargill **°

Headquarters: Amsterdam, Netherlands

OCI Global is one of Europe’s largest producers
and distributors of ammonia and nitrogen fertiliser,
operating multiple production facilities across the
Netherlands and the United States!*®

JZWLEYWXIH )EVXL

2024:

2.8 million metric
tons ammonia, 2.1
million metric tons
urea”

2024;

6.2 million metric
tons nitrogen
fertilisers 2

2024

3.7 million

tons ammonia,
4.3 million metric
tons urea”

November 2023
(one month):
282,000 metric
tons nitrogen
fertilisers **

January 2024
(one month):
199,000 metric
tons nitrogen
fertilisers 2

Not given

2024;

4.8 million metric
tons ammonia
and methanol
combined**’

Total revenue
2024:
$2.1 billion®®

Total revenue
2021:
$10.2 billion**

Revenue

from nitrogen
fertiliser 2021
$3.5 billion***

Total revenue
2024:
$2.0 billion®®

Total revenue
2024:
$3.5 billion*

Not given

Total revenue
2024:
$4.1 billion*®

Revenue
from nitrogen
fertiliser 2024
$3.2 billion*°
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Part 1: It's time to shine a spotlight on the nitrogen fertiliser corporations

Company 'SQTER] 4VSYPI Production of 61ZIRYI 97
nitrogen fertilisers

Headquarters: Horlivka, Ukraine 2024: Not given
OSTCHEM describes itself as a leading global 1.8 million metric
producer and exporter of nitrogen fertiliser, ranking tons nitrogen

third and fourth for its nitrate and ammonia production  fertilisers e

capacities respectively.*>> OSTCHEM is part of the
OSTCHEM Ukrainian conglomerate Group DF, a leading European
: investor in the chemical industry. *2*

Headquarters: Moscow, Russia 2024 Total revenue
PhosAgro describes itself as one of the world's leading ~ 2-6 million metric 2024 "
phosphate-fertiliser companies, but also operates ton.s.nltrogl:);:n $6.3 billion

s one of Russia’s largest production facilities for NPK, fertilisers

.. o
<> PHOSAGRO ammonia and ammonium nitrate. 1%

PhosAgro’s founder Andrey Guryev resigned as CEO
in 2022, following his inclusion in the EU’s sanctions
list. *2*

Headquarters: Jakarta, Indonesia 2024: Total revenue

PT Pupuk Indonesia (Persero) claims to be the largest ~ 11.6 ”_1""0” metric  2024: N
RMXVSKIR FEWIH JIVXMPMWIV TVSHQMS NORER oo w ME-ABiGMYic X L1
» P U P U K  Middle East and North Africa.*®’ It operates 14 urea fertilisers
“¢ INDONESIA i
. @ 0o comeany plants, 13 ammonia plants and 18 NPK plants across

Indonesia, and distributes fertiliser across Indonesia
and worldwide.*?®

It is part of the state-owned Pupuk Indonesia Group

Headquarters: Jubail Industrial City, Saudi Arabia 2024: Total revenue
SABIC Agri-Nutrients describes itself as a leading T I

5 | global fertiliser producer, and manufactures a range of ton_s.nltro?jn $2.9 billion
fertiliser products including ammonia and urea, as well ~ fertilisers

as phosphate.**

Formerly the Saudi Arabian Fertilizer Company
(SAFCO), it was established by the Saudi Arabian
government in 1965, and is now majority owned by the
Saudi chemical manufacturing company SABIC.'#

Headquarters: Moscow, Russia Not given Not given

Uralchem claims to be one of the world’s largest
producers and exporters of nitrogen, potash and
complex fertiliser, as well as Russia’s biggest
producer and supplier of ammonium nitrate. **¢ It
has a production capacity of over 3 million tonnes of
ammonia, 3 million tonnes of ammonium nitrate, and
1.2 million tonnes of urea.™”

% URALCHEM As of February 2023 its parent company, the Uralchem
Group, owned 93.94% of the shares of TogliattiAzot

XSKIXLIV [MXL MXWglatiARdMIEX | W
petrochemicals company which produces a range of
fertiliser products including ammonia and urea. **° It
operates the world’s largest ammonia transportation
pipeline — linking ammonia manufactured in Togliatti
with the Ukrainian port of Odessa (now closed, and
partially damaged as a result of Russia’s invasion of
Ukraine) 1
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Part 1: It's time to shine a spotlight on the nitrogen fertiliser corporations

SU-"$'"AE"STATAS 2 AYIASE A2 A

These costs come from what scientists have coined the

“Nitrogen pollution is one of the most pressing ‘nitrogen cascade’, which describes the chain of negative

pollution issues facing humanity, threatening our effects that occur when excess nitrogen is unleashed

environment, health, climate and ecosystems.” into the environment.** These range from air pollution to

accelerated climate change, biodiversity loss, depletion

SJ WXVEXSWTLIVMG S*"SRI EGMHMY“1GEXMSE
(see Figure 8, Box 1 and Image b

United Nations Environment Programme 2024

;LMPI XLI FYWMRIWW SJ RMXVSKIR TVSHYGXMSR MW LMKLP] TVS%“XEFPI
for the state or private owners of these corporations, the

billions they make from their products come at a heavy cost

to society.

Figure 8: The cascade of environmental impacts from excess nitrogen ***

ACCELERATED
CLIMATE CHANGE
wnmn MR munm via the production of

Nit Oxid N.O
leading to growing incidences of upper respiratory disease o S e B0

and cancer in humans, including the role of oxidized N in ~ mm "
tropospheric (ground-level) ozone formation . WDNERSITY
’ Degradation of -58% of
l “ sensitive habitats in UK
y
7 i
st ~
/ P N v
pr- / v Y RN ;
- ee
DEPLETION OF
STRATOSPHERIC OZONE

layer via the production of
Nitrous Oxide gas (N,O) \

ACIDIFICATION OF SOILS AND FORESTS
OF NATURAL ECOSYSTEMS

The area of acid-sensitive habitats in the UK
with exceedance of acidity critical loads
was 38.8% (27.253 km?) in 2017

EUTROPHICATION OF
AQUATIC ECOSYSTEMS

and hypoxic “"dead zones™
in the coastal ocean

Source: WWF UK (2021) Nitrogen: Finding the Balance
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Box 1: Dead zones: As horrible as they sound

The excessive use of nitrogen fertilisers causes nutrients to leach into freshwater and ultimately marine systems, leading
to eutrophication. This nutrient leaching leads to algal blooms, which block sunlight and deplete oxygen, creating areas
known as ‘dead zones'***

This can lead to mass mortality events, damaging or destroying local ecosystems. ** This process also produces large

amounts of dead biomass, which is further respired by microbes, releasing carbon dioxide (CO,) and fuelling further

climate change and aquatic oxygen depletion.**® Oxygen depletion results in increased CQ, which exacerbates local ocean
EGMHMWGEAXMSMHMXMSREP SGIER EGMHMY“GEXMSR JYVXLIV GSQTVSQMWIW XLI FI
ecosystems.*®

Image 5: Eutrophication

Source: Shutterstock

This nitrogen cascade has direct and devasting impacts Although a complex exercise, there have been attempts

on human health: the EAT-Lancet Commission states that to quantify these costs. In the UK for example, WWF has
RMXVSKIR TSPPYXMSR JVSQ EKVMGY P XestirateoMhal nitr8gsivp8lItiort Zalude $/£R.B MilHR
people — more than half of humanity — to unclean water, MR “"RERGMEP PSWWIW ERRYEPP] XS [LM(
GSRXEQMREXIH EFSZI WEJI PIZIPW EW stdgg&ihgl £E7.9Xillibn;i8 NoRldconomic costs in the form of

Health Organization.'*® Nitrogen pollution is connected to social, cultural and environmental loss. ***

adverse reproductive effects, cancers, thyroid diseases and
birth defects. **°

16t " t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXVS]IH XLI RMXVSKIR G]GPI ERH LS[ X¢
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Box 2: Breakdown of cost of nitrogen pollution in the UK

Description Amount

JGSRSQMG GSWXW VIJIV XS UYERXMYEF P IEZ5bHIBnGM f=ar PSW W I W

Non-economic costs (refer to social, cultural, or environmental loss) Estimated cost of £10.9 billion per year of
societal costs due to nitrogen pollution in the UK

Description Amount
Agricultural related human health costs £2.4 billion
Biodiversity £4.4 billion
Climate change greenhouse gases (N,0) £1.38 billion
Crop damage via ground level ozone £0.99 hillion
Drinking water contamination via nitrate £0.45 hillion
Energy use in N Fertiliser production £0.87 hillion

Human health effect of UV lights from high-level ozone depletion £0.08 billion

Globally, according to the United Nations Environment NEQTPI SJ INXIVREPMWEXMSR SJ GSWXW ¢
Programme, a staggering $200 billion in losses and socialised losses. And this is just in times of peace: war
damages are incurred yearly as a result of nitrogen pollution  tends to be a boon time for the nitrogen fertiliser industry,

YaKY VW ERH ER STTSVXYRMX] XS VIET JYVXLIV TV

farmers and the public (see Box 3.
8LI JIVXMPMWIV KMERXW EVI KIRIVEXMRK TVMZEXI TVSY“UXW [LMPI
the costs are borne by the public and the planet, a classic

Box 3: How times of war are often a boon time for the nitrogen fertiliser industry

8LI SVMKMRW SJ XLI JIVXMPMWIV M Ridsg-prodvcedsyrthets &iXilisersveRe@ei s @tetmath

SJ XLI VWX [SVPH [EV EW [EVXMQI RIITHW FVSYKLX FVIEOXLVSY KLIWARERtUG/L I QMW X
SR XLI MRHYWXV]..W JSVXYRIW VIQEMR HIITP] MRXIV[SZIR [MXL GSR¥2-2MGX EW M>
GSR2MGX *IVXMPMWIV GSQTERMIW EPWS TVSHYGI ERH HMWXVMFYXI|I GLIQMGEPYV
explosives and propellants.**®

8LIVI EVI QYPXMTPI INEQTPIW SJ JIVXMPMWIV GSQTERMIW SMPMRK XLI GSKW SJ C
2SV[E] MR XLI 7IGSRH ;SVPH ;EV 2SVWO ,]JHVS TVIHIGIWWSY GSQTER] XS =EVE T
aluminium to the Nazi regime to be used in the German Luftwaffe’s aircraft. *>¢

2MXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW GER EPWS TVS%X JVSQ TVMGI| WLSGOW H
of their products or strategically restricting supply to push up prices.

-R XLI ]JIEV 6YWWME MRZEHIH 90VEMRI XLl GSWX SJ VE[ QEXIVMEPW WTIGM
GSQTERMIW VIETIH IRSVQ S YWrhHeweverdiaen 3 of theSG2X abfuntries saw their fertiliser costs rise by

189% in 2021 and 288% in 2022 compared with 2020 According to the Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy (IATP),

FIX[IIR ERH XLl GSQFMRIH TVSY%XW SJ XLI PEVKIWX JIVXMPMWIV GSQTERM
under $13 billion to over $57 billion.**°

Similarly, the Energy & Climate Intelligence Unit (ECIU) estimates that fertiliser company (Yara, CF Industries, Origin
JRXIVTVMWI 40' TVSY%XW PIETX MR VIPEXMZI XS [LIR VIGSVH KEW TVM(
all-time high.**® The most commonly used fertiliser, ammonium nitrate, was £719 per tonne in 2022, compared to £217

per tonne in 2020."* 2SV[IKMER JIVXMPMWIV KMERX =EVE..W )YVSTIER HMZMWMSR EPSRI
compared to £123 million in 2020, with CF Industries making a gross margin of £1.28 billion on ammonia production in

2022, compared to £133 million in 2020.

J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXYS]IH X
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To these direct impacts of the nitrogen fertiliser industry
must be added the indirect impacts caused by the industry’s imports come from Russia and Belarus. Since last

reliance.on ::oszil fl.:)els:fW:thbn:trogen ;‘ertiliser prcr)]ducltion year, Russia has imposed a 10% export tax on those!
accounting for 3-5% of global natural gas use, the nitrogen ~AE“8 A AAESd E—SE-_"AeS [A31"

and fossil fuel industries ° are intrinsically linked and share
the same interests.*®® They must therefore both be held to
account for the warming induced by industrial, fossil fuel Yara International, as stated during a roundtable
driven agriculture. discussion at the European Parliament

“Europe is a net importer of fertilisers. 40% of

war in Ukraine.”

With nitrogen fertilisers foundational to industrial agriculture

much in the same way as oil and gas is foundational to the With such a heavy price to society, it is remarkable that the

economy as a whole, reliance on nitrogen fertilisers is fertiliser corporations have maintained their social license

shaping geopolitical relationships and funding the war XS STIVEXI 8LMW MW TEVXP] E JYRGXMSR
efforts of hostile nations ( see Box 4. power they wield and the deployment of a range of tactics,

which are described in the following section.

3pS—E$$3USKIAASSLAREBEAS AR-SE-"SU3AS, A$sLL"E

Russia is a major producer and supplier of nitrogen-based fertilisers — as of August 2025, it produced more than 20% of
the world’s fertiliser and supplied around 25% of the EU's fertiliser imports.*®* Its global market share is expected to increase
to 25% by 2030°° and its production capacity could increase by 30% by 20301

Major Russian producers of nitrogen fertiliser include Acron Group, EuroChem, PhosAgro and Uralchem. While EuroChem
transferred its headquarters from Moscow to Zug, Switzerland in 2015, the others remain headquartered in Moscow. *¢

While Western nations introduced a raft of sanctions on Russian businesses and private citizens (including fertiliser

company executives) in the wake of the 2022 invasion of Ukraine, Russian fertiliser companies continued to supply their

products without restrictions, increasing the wealth of several key individuals with close links to Russian fertiliser giants. A

joint statement by the EU, United States and United Kingdom governments in November 2022 stated that: We have always

been clear that the target of our sanctions is Russia’s war machine and not the food or fertiliser sectors " and called on “our

global partners, and on the actors, industries and services involved in agricultural trade [...]XS FVMRK 90VEMRMER ERH
food and fertiliser to meet acute demand ; and to continue to advance the accessibility of food to all”. *%®

In 2025, the European Commission adopted a proposal to impose tariffs on a number of agricultural products from Russia
and Belarus, as well as on certain nitrogen-based fertilisers!®® The UK introduced additional import duties for nitrogenous
fertilisers from Russia and Belarus as of July 2025.*7

Direct contributions to the war in Ukraine:

»  Two factories run by EuroChem supply chemicals to Sverdlov, a massive munitions facility in Dzerzhinsk which is
XLl SRP] WMKRM¥%“GERX 6YWWMER QERYJEGXYVIV SJ XLI TPEWXMG IYTPSWMZIW
EuroChem’s Nevinnomysskiy Nitrogen plant in southwest Russia has sent at least 38,000 metric tons of acetic acid
to Sverdlov during the Ukraine war. A second EuroChem facility, Novomoskovskiy Nitrogen, sent nearly 5,000 metric
XSRW SJ RMXVMG EGMH XS 7ZIVHPSZ MR XLI WEQI TIVMSH %GGSVHMRK XS 61Y)
VIZMI[IH F] ER NTPSWMZIW I\TIVX XSRW SJ RMXVMG EGMH GSYPH FI YWIH X
500,000 large-calibre artillery shells.

9VEP Grogded the same munitions facility, Sverdlov, with more than 27,000 metric tons of ammonium nitrate.
%QQSRMYQ RMXVEXI MW YWIH XS QEOI ,1< ERH 6(< ERH MW EPWS QM\IH [MXL 8
Uralchem also supplied 6,000 metric tons of nitric acid from its nitrogen fertiliser plant in Berezniki to Sverdlov. *™

b While the focus in this report is on multinational fertiliser companies, it's important to acknowledge that global oil and gas majors, which produce fossil
JIIHWXSGOW JSV EKVSGLIQMGEPW EW [IPP EW XLI JSWWMP JYIPW XLEX TS[IV JIVXMPMWIV TVSHYGXMS
fertilisers. Foodrise is informed by and recommends consulting excellent research and analysis on the fossil fuel industry’s role in driving fertiliser production
by CIEL and Les Amis de la Terre (see references section).
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Part 2: Nitrogen fertiliser corporations use the_
~sA-'18$"-,TAEAR$¥%8sSR~33a$E3S$Y

The EAT-Lancet 'SQQMWWMSR INTPMGMXP] M HM-Xahée! QonBnisiansS MéskKdconomists agree that the

control and concentration as a threat to people’s agency PMOIPMLSSH SJ %VQW INIVGMWMRK QEVOI.
[MXLMR JSSH WIWXIQW "'SRGIRXVEXIH X%VIQXST GETYECMXIWESSRXVSP Yantas SJ X
raise prices for seeds, fertiliser, grain, or packaged foods we have shown, the top three alone control 34.6% of global
MQTEGXW TISTPI..W EGGIWW XS JSSH Erftidgen Rettiligdp@duetign MQ his p8vEHhelps explain

they can and cannot consume™’* and “The high degree how nitrogen fertiliser companies have shaped the policy

of corporate concentration across food systems remains agenda to their advantage. Aware for many years of the

an intractable governance issue.”*”® Corporate power deep and widespread harms caused by their products, the
undermines public interests and is wielded through tactics nitrogen fertiliser corporations have nonetheless continued

WYGL EW HMVIGXP] PSFFIMRK KSZIVRQ IlRi¥n&3d5-MsHd?, WicreAsihG ot Non R & -on-year. While
WGMIRXMY2G WXYHMIW XLEX EPMKR [M XlackoSruityRrhdd vable@ By Quaiheds! 6 Ehrive while the
interests, disseminating misinformation aimed at discrediting harms mount up, evidence also suggests that the nitrogen
MRHITIRHIRX WGMIRXM¥G IZMHIRGI S Vidhiises Jiahid Rale Takekr B pbGe dui M the télbacco or oil
partnerships to shape discourse in ways that reinforce their and gas industry playbooks.
legitimacy and market power, '

Over the years, nitrogen fertiliser corporations have ignored,

As highlighted in the previous section, the global nitrogen HI%IGXIH ERH HMWXVEGXIH MR XLMW WIG
fertiliser industry has undergone a series of mergers and have masterfully deployed six tried-and-tested tactics to
acquisitions over the past century which have resulted in TVSXIGX XLIMV FYWMRIWW ERH KVS[XL XL

E JI[ PEVKI #¥VQW HSQMREXMRK XLI QEVOIX %GGSVHMRK XS XLI

Tactic 1: Ignore science, ignore policy

Long before the seminal Planetary Boundaries framework, ordinate international programmes for integrated pest control
» 183

scientists were sounding the alarm about the devastating and reduction of the harmful effects of agro-chemicals”.
consequences of excess nitrogen in the environment.
These were noted as far back as the 1800s but became a
pressing issue with the mass production and use of nitrogen  Image6: (IEH YaWL MR OEOI )VMI
fertilisers during the Green Revolution ™ : - e

-R XLI PEXI W VITSVXW VWX GEQI S
Europe undergoing eutrophication; coastal eutrophication was
reported in Moriches Bay, New York, in the 1950sand became

a persistent national scourge over the following decades. **°

By the late 1960s, Lake Erie was declared “dead” due to
eutrophication caused by industrial pollution and nutrient -
VYR SJJ JVSQ EKVMGYPXYVEP JIV X&P M
Image 6)."®' Many other water bodies suffered the same fate,
resulting in such environmental disasters as the huge Gulf of
Mexico Dead Zone.

By the time of the landmark 1972 United Nations Conference
on the Human Environment in Stockholm, the environmental
impacts of fertiliser use were well documented and

recognised. At the conference, “The environmental effects

of pesticides and fertilisers were mentioned by several
speakers, some of whom urged the development of safe and
cheap alternatives to those pesticides and fertilisers that had
been found to be harmful”.*®¥> 8LI %LUREP VITSVX VIG
that governments and multilateral bodies “strengthen and co-  Source: Shutterstock
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Evidence of excess nitrogen’s harms further expanded after
the 1970s, culminating in the landmark 1997 academic study
on Human Alteration of the Global Nitrogen Cycle®® This

2ZMXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW YWI XLI LEVQJYP MRHYWXV] TPE]F

nitrogen balance,” noting that “Every year, an estimated
US$200 billion worth of reactive nitrogen is now lost into the
environment, where it degrades our soils, pollutes our air and

HIXEMPIH LS[ LYQER EGXMZMXMIW WT I GddéssGHe Bitdad b¥/ dektizoheé'| dhdvtakid aigR Hlooms in

fossil fuel combustion had nearly doubled the rate of nitrogen

our waterways”.*®

MRTYX MRXS XLI KPSFEP RMXVSKIR G]GPI ERH MHIRXM¥*4IH RMXVSKIR EW

a global environmental pollutant on a par with CO,,.

The United Nations Environment Programme’s (UNEP) 2014
Year Bookhighlighted the importance of excess reactive
nitrogen in the environment;**® four years later, UNEP's

MR %2 Y IRoflid1s R Emerging Issues of Environmental
Concernreport for 2018/19 stated that the Year BooKs
conclusions were alarming, “not just because of the

The evidence of nitrogen fertiliser disrupting the nitrogen

cycle is as irrefutable as the evidence that burning fossil

magnitude and complexity of nitrogen pollution, but also

because so little progress has been made in reducing

it”.2% UNEP’s Acting Executive Director, Joyce Msuya,
characterised the development of nitrogen fertilisers as
“the beginning of our long-term interference with the Earth’s

fuels is warming the climate. And the response to this
evidence by nitrogen fertiliser companies has been much
the same as the response of the oil and gas industry:
MKRSVI XLI WGMIRGI
regardless of impacts on the integrity of life-supporting
planetary systems.

;LIR XLI VWX 4PERIXEV] &SYRHEV] EWWIV
2009, nitrogen fertiliser corporations produced 98.6 million
metric tons of fertilisers. *® Six years later, with the second
assessment, this had gone up to 120.9 million.**

Figure 9: How the Nitrogen fertiliser corporations continued to increase production despite warnings from scientists %
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With extensive evidence of harm and no sign of it abating, MRHYWXV] XS MQTVSZI TVSHYGX I%4GMIRG
policy makers have sought to rein in nitrogen pollution since car manufacturers have been required to improve their fuel
the last decades of the 20" century. | %2 G M I B @Yt nutrient emissions remain persistently
high.*** Canada for its part has set a national emission
The European Union, which is “beyond the safe operating reduction target of 30% below 2020 levels from fertilisers
space for nutrients” has taken a raft of measures to regulate by 2030, committing to “work with fertiliser manufacturers,
nutrient emissions since the 1990s (see Box 5 — but these farmers, provinces and territories, to develop an approach to

have failed to contain the problem.*** China has also begun ~ meet it”.**® However, Canada’s direct emissions associated
XS XEOI WXITW XS EHHVIWW MXW ~LMWWt8 SyktiRichirdganvfS tilider lqipkcedon have irgrased
synthetic nitrogen fertilisers, but has yet to identify the right by approximately 60% since 2005 and are projected to keep
mixture of policies. ** In the United States, there have been  increasing.'*

calls for measures to force the synthetic nitrogen fertiliser

J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXYS]IH X
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3p$~Ees 1A% s-$Z-"3-$"-"E"SsE" 0 "ASE3SA"'ISSE"$-TEA™~"-

-RXIRWMY“GEXMSR SJ EKVMGYPXYVI PEVKIP] HVMZIR F] YRWYWXEMREFPI MRTY X
TSPPYXMSR EGVSWW )YVSTI [MXL HIXVMQIRXEP 1JJFG20%1 datR skdwSthbvinzory WM X] ERH
than 30% of surface waters, 14% of groundwater and 80% of marine waters in the EU are negatively affected by excess
nutrients. %

In the 1990s, indiscriminate use of fertilisers by farmers and concerns about nitrogen run-off led to the EU Nitrates
Directive (1991) which is nested under the Water Framework Directive (2000). These set rules for agricultural practices
to limit the loss of nutrients to water, including limiting livestock intensity requiring member states to develop policies to
reduce nitrogen and phosphorus emissions from farming, along with monitoring nutrient levels in water bodies. *%92%

National governments are asked to designate sensitive zones known as Nitrate Vulnerable Zones (NVZs). Within these
areas, protection measures such as capping the use of nitrogen-based fertiliser must be adopted to mitigate the risk of
contamination. ?°* Denmark was a frontrunner, reducing both its nitrogen fertiliser and manure usage between 1990 and
2011 through a series of policies in conjunction with monitoring and enforcement. 2 Use of nitrogen fertiliser was nearly
halved and manure use reduced by approximately 79> Even so, Danish agricultural production remained relatively
stable during that time. 2%

However, the Nitrates Directive has failed to deliver the requisite reductions in synthetic nitrogen fertiliser and the
European Commission reports that improvement of nitrate pollution has stalled in the past decade. 2°°2%

The European Environmental Bureau (EEB) states that “implementation and enforcement of the Nitrates Directive is far
from satisfactory and, instead of directing measures to the root causes of pollution, derogations have been granted to
the most livestock-intense countries and regions”. ?°” According to EEB, an important step towards remedying this would
be for the European Commission to develop an Integrated Nutrient Management Action Plan to set out the path for how
the EU should meet its already agreed targets to cut nutrient losses in half by 20302

These national and regional efforts are nested within e 9RMXIH 2EXMSRW )RZMVSRQIRX %WWIQF

multilateral and global initiatives to tackle nitrogen pollution Sustainable Nitrogen Management is a resolution

that have developed since the 1972 Stockholm conference. adopted by representatives from 193 countries in 2022.%*

In the last decade, three notable international agreements It encourages Member States to accelerate efforts to

and conventions have been adopted: WMKRMY“GERXP] VIHYGI RMXVSKIR [EWXI

beyond through the improvement of “sustainable nitrogen

e The Colombo Declaration on Sustainable Nitrogen management” and also encourages Member States to
Management was signed by 15 countries at the 2019 share information on national action plans “as available,
launch of the UN Global Campaign on Sustainable according to national circumstances”. %3

Nitrogen Management in Colombo, Sri Lanka?*®
Signatories committed to developing and implementing National and international initiatives, targets, action plans,

comprehensive policies on sustainable nitrogen policies and legislation all clearly acknowledge the nitrogen

management as well as developing national roadmaps crisis and the imperative to act on it, without delay. They all

for sustainable nitrogen management, with an ambition share something else in common: none of them have worked

to halve nitrogen waste by 2030.%° and the nitrogen crisis continues to worsen. This is because
all efforts to date fail to address the root cause of nitrogen

¢ The Kunming—Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework pollution: the fact that the global dozen nitrogen fertiliser

was adopted at the Convention on Biological Diversity's corporations continue to fuel overproduction and overuse

15th Conference of the Parties in 2022. Target 7 aims of synthetic nitrogen fertilisers. Meeting nitrogen reduction

to reduce pollution from excess nutrients, including goals would require reverting this growth trend. But, since

nitrogen, by at least 50% by 2030?** the nitrogen industry has not been adequately reined in by

governments, the nitrogen corporations have simply ignored
international targets and declarations and ploughed on with
business-as-usual.

22t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXVS]IH XLI RMXVSKIR G]J]GPI ERH LS[ Xt



4EV X 2ZMXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW YWI XLI LEVQJY

Tactic 2: Shift responsibility to others

Unable to refute the undeniable evidence of the harm solution sought by policy makers, and on farmers’ side. For

their products cause, nitrogen fertiliser companies have example, on its website, Yara addresses farmers directly,

sought to present themselves as a partner to governments’ WXEXMRK XLEX "-QTVSZMRK RMXVSKIR JI
and policy makers’ endeavours to address nitrogen [E] ISYV JEVQ GER FIGSQI QSVI TVSHYGX

pollution. One of the main ways they have done this is by WYWXEMREFPI% &IXXIV WXMPP ,WIPPMR
HI%2ZIGXMRK VIWTSRWMFMPMX] JSV XL |wh&l&/r@wreehur direawnS-khiaRis St Kitogen fertiliser

their customers —i.e., farmers — and then offering to help corporations, not farmers. Yara sells its N-Sensor, a
XLIQ YWI XLIMV TVSHYGXW QSVI VIWT &&wtvheunted, igaGtivhe RvArRbleE&dinitrogen sensor
sustainably. This approach is strikingly similar to the oil to measure and adjust the crop nitrogen requirement as
and gas companies’ enthusiastic embrace of the notion XLI JIVXMPMWIV WTVIEHIV T’EWadoW EGVS
of ‘carbon footprints’ which unfairly shifted responsibility has a partnership with American agricultural machinery
for the emissions impacts of the use of oil and gas from “WVQ .SLR (IlVvl [LIVIF] JEVQIVW EVI EFPI
corporations to individuals. development of their crops and nitrogen uptake, using

Yara’'s own online platform.?*® This data is then shared
By touting the potential to reduce nitrogen pollution with John Deere to develop a farmer work plan that syncs
XLVSYKL QSVI I%GMIRX YWI SJ XLIMV WkhSlbhvi Gecksy machiheR,MXdodKIbBking farmers into
fertiliser corporations get to appear both to be part of the business contracts with both corporations. !¢

Image 7: Yara N-Sensor

Source: Wikimedia Commons
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For its part, Nutrien has developed its 4R’ programme for
farmers. The ‘Rs’ stand for right source, right rate, right
XMQI ERH VMKLX TPEGI

and are hard to reliably estimate. NUE values have to be
interpreted in relation to productivity (nitrogen output) and

-X SJJIVW JE\hidoyeWsiEplys R.E.RIG MiffieRenbeR&WESK N iBiput and N

XS "MQTVSZI ]SYV RMXVSKIR I%GMIRG putpX)’ SYKL GVEJXMRK E 6

plan and reducing emissions as a result.?*’

As for OCI Global, it offers some planning and educational
apps to farmers, stating on its website that “farmer
education is essential to ensure nitrogen fertiliser
application is optimised for both production and
environmental protection” — implying that nitrogen pollution
is the fault of poorly trained farmers, that it will be solved
through training, and that they are keen to be part of the
solution through offering said training. %8

The EAT-Lancet Commission quotes a study which put the

global NUE average at 0.48 whereas the United Nations
Environment Programme estimated the average to be 0.20

(in 2018).%* #¢ What these estimates mean is that only 48%

XS e PIWW XLER LEPJ XS SRI %4JXL « SJ
introduced for food production is transformed into food.

Some 52% to 80% is wasted to the environment. In other

words, more than half, and up to 80% of nitrogen fertiliser

inputs cause harm, and less than half and as little as 20%,

creates value. Starkly put, this means that nitrogen fertiliser

LMW IKVIKMSYW GPEMQ HI%IGXW VIWGSRWINBWIWERW EW XODIREB MKISKIIR VS %X MR

crisis away from the corporations. It also distracts from

the fact that the way nitrogen fertiliser is applied at a farm
level makes no difference to nitrogen pollution overall

if corporations continue to produce and supply it at the
same or higher rate. OCI Global shows no signs of slowing
its output and the company reported an 11% year-on-

year increase in revenue for its continued operations

MR XLI 4VWX LEPJ SJ
2024.7*° Meanwhile, Yara plans to continue increasing its
production, setting an ammonia production target of 8.6
Mt for 2025, compared with 8.1 Mt produced in 2024, %°
All nitrogen fertiliser corporations reviewed for this report
state they intend to increase their shareholder value —
couched, for example, as delivering “superior value” and

GSQTEVIH [M

a product that is up to 80% pollution, with as little as 20%
serving its intended use for crop growth.

“Considering the whole food chain, only around 20
per cent of the (reactive) nitrogen added in farming
ends up in human food. This implies that a worrying

80 per cent is wasted as pollution.”

United Nations Environment Programme, 2018%’

And yet the nitrogen fertiliser corporations continue
to blame nitrogen pollution on farmers, all the while
knowingly selling them a product that is largely wasted.

“long term” value for Nutrien.??* 8LIWI1 KVS[XL ERH MUSré&sponse to the European Commission’s public

EQFMXMSRW GSR¥%“WVQ XLEX XLI

R M XV S ¢ohBultatidhroMdoivhaaltl, Yard states\Hak ReaiR W ...

[%GMIRG] MRMXMEXMZIW EMQ XS HMWnUEBXrdeRdentiaM l.[JRd te&ll cropg DX aurh humans,

than reduce nitrogen pollution.

Nitrogen fertiliser companies’ attempts to evade
responsibility for their impacts are all the more shocking
as huge volumes of nitrogen fertiliser do not serve their
MRXIRHIH TYVTSWI
29)

MW MRWXVYGXMZI LIVI

input of new nitrogen, including synthetic and biological

Y\ E X8 EEstimates of the NUE of the food system vary

in different regions of the world and for different crops,

24t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL

guarantee quality yields and to ensure soil fertility in

the long run. They are not per se a source of diffuse soll
pollution; it only happens when plant nutrients are not
applied according to good practice and to the needs of the
crops”.?®

8LI GSRGITX SJ 2MXVSKIR 9WI )% GMIRG]
8LI 29) SUHEKKVRIEMRXYVI MW H[MRIHIEVQIVW XS M
as the quantity of food (except seafood) divided by the total

of nitrogen fertiliser application while being in the business

of primarily selling excess nitrogen pollution goes beyond
HI2IGXMRK VIWTSRWMFMPMX] ERH KVIIR]
startling act of deception.
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Tactic 3: Lobby to capture

Much like the oil and gas industry, nitrogen fertiliser
corporations are committed to stave off any government

2ZMXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW YWI XLI LEVQJY

corporations lobby government and public institutions
directly or through industry bodies such as Fertilizers

MRXIVZIRXMSR XLEX GSYPH GYVXEMP >Xuidde/thHe FautiNe& InstivitecoRthle Miéidational Fertilizer

They spend considerable resources lobbying, to shape
policy and regulatory environments in their favour. Individual

Association (see Box 6.

Box 6: Major Fertilizer Industry Associations

Fertilizers Europe: Fertilizers Europe (FE) is a trade group which represents the interests of the
majority of mineral fertiliser manufacturers in the EU including Grupa Azoty, Yara and OCI Global®*®

The Fertilizer Institute: The Fertilizer Institute is one of the key lobby groups for the US fertiliser
industry. It represents every segment of the fertiliser supply chain, and its members include
EuroChem, Nutrien, Yara, CF Industries and SABIC.**°

International Fertilizer Association: The International Fertilizer Association is a global body which
has approximately 400 members (including Koch Industries, Yara and Sabi) and accounts for
approximately 70% of world mineral fertiliser production. #**

The resources involved in the nitrogen fertiliser’s industry
lobbying efforts are considerable. We found that in 2023,
major nitrogen fertiliser companies spent $4.1 million on
lobbying the US, and €3.05 million lobbying the EU, for

a total (in USD) of over $7.5 million?* In the same year,
industry bodies Fertilizers Europe and The Fertilizer Institute
spent $1.7 million and €0.7 million lobbying the US and EU
respectively — for a total (in USD) of over $2.5 million.?*®
Combined, these fertiliser companies and industry groups
combined spent at least $5.8 million lobbying the US and
€3.75 million lobbying the EU in 2023 — for a total (in USD) of
over $10 million.?*

With such large budgets at their disposal, nitrogen fertiliser
corporations are very comfortable in the corridors of powers:
Grupa Azoty has met the European Commission at least

8 times since 2020, while Yara has met the Commission

at least 40 times in that same time period. ?** In addition

to these meetings, the corporations and their industry
groups are assiduous respondents to consultations on new
strategies and proposed legislation.

We reviewed the consultation responses of fertiliser
industry lobby groups and individual corporations to several
progressive EU policy initiatives, including the ‘Farm to Fork’
Strategy, the EU Green Deal, the Nitrates Directive and the
EU Soil Health law proposal — and found that the nitrogen
fertiliser industry consistently opposes any government

JZWLEYWXIH )EVXL

interventions that could help tackle the environmental
and climate crises. Some common themes emerge in the
industry’s approach to consultations.

First, the industry is keen to appear constructive,

positioning itself as the expert in the room, ready to

provide solutions to policy makers — provided that is, that
the nitrogen fertiliser corporations do not need to change
their business in any way. In its response to the ‘Farm to
Fork’ strategy for example, Fertilizers Europe is happy to
“strongly recommend” that the EU Commission “aim at
further reducing nutrient losses in the EU” — but only “instead
of setting arbitrary reduction targets for fertilizers”. 2*® This
creates the impression that Fertilizers Europe is seeking to
advance the Commission’s agenda — while the use of the
word “arbitrary” implies that policy proposals are best left

to the experts in the room — themselves. And as experts,
they are ready to put forward interventions of their own: “a
XEVKIX SJ MRGVIEWMRK XLI 2MXVSKIR 9WI
EU by 10% by 2030” knowing only too well that such a target
will not, as we have seen, meaningfully reduce nitrogen
use.?" Or they readily commit to concepts such as “the
realisation of the Circular Economy”.?*® All these consultation
responses serve the purpose of making the industry look like
it is advising policy makers in good faith to help them craft
effective legislative proposals — when in reality, the industry
GSRWMWXIRXP] HI2ZIGXW JVSQ TVSTSWEP\
business.

,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWX¥S]IH XI
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Second, the industry pretends it is already acting on the
issues policy makers are seeking to address through

policy or regulation . Trade bodies acknowledge theirs is a
polluting industry — but say they’ve cracked it. For example,
in its response to the EU Green Deal consultation Fertilizers
Europe assures that the European fertiliser industry

has already “evolved into a global leader on sustainable
developments”.?* Grupa Azoty states that the EU fertiliser

2MXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW YWI XLI LEVQJYP MRHYWXV] TPE]F

states that plant nutrients are not “per se a source of diffuse
soil pollution; it only happens when plant nutrients are not
applied according to good practice and to the needs of the
crops” — and that nitrogen pollution will therefore be solved
through “optimised fertilisation”, that is to say by farmers,
rather than fertiliser corporations. 2** Grupa Azoty calls for
“a greater focus on improving regulation and knowledge
exchange in the agricultural community”. >*® According to

TVSHYGIVW LEZI "EPVIEH] QEHI WM K R Mfegr@idseReEmBasiBsXtheMne sXyM SR cahBot and does not

lowering their greenhouse gas emissions”.?*° The message
is clear: we are not the problem here. In the context of

XLMW WTIGM¥»2@G GSRWYPXEXMSR XLMW*MVERWRBXLWRBEEPWYOMBV XLISMVEXMPMW IV

proposed carbon border adjustment mechanism, which
would present a cost to global competitors. If the fertiliser
industry is able to show that it is taking steps to tackle its
environmental impacts, this implies that it can self-regulate
and that there is no need for further policy or regulatory
intervention. In fact, Grupa Azoty is explicit on this point,
when — despite reams of evidence on the nitrate pollution
of water — it boldly states in its response to the Nitrates
Directive consultation that “the impact of applicable
VIKYPEXMSRW MW WY3%GMIRX %o

Third, even if the nitrogen fertiliser industry is willing

to recognise the need to address nitrogen pollution,

it consistently makes the case for business-as-usual

citing uncertainty, data inconsistency or methodological
complexities . In its response to the soil health consultation
JSV I\EQTPI
standardized framework” and cautions against “one-sizes-

need to change.

acknowledge the concerns of policy makers, it seeks to
block action through invoking the TINA doctrine : There is
No Alternative. This is why Fertilizers Europe reminds policy
makers in its response to the EU Green Deal consultation
that its activities are “of paramount socio-economic and thus
political importance”, implying that any efforts to restrict

the industry would be at governments’ own peril.?*’ If all

IPWI JEMPW XLI MRHYWXV] MW RSX EZIVW

with platitudes or irrefutable facts. It is in that vein that Yara
reminds us in its Nitrates Directive consultation response
that “Nutrients, such as nitrogen, are essential for food
production”, 248

So far, the fertiliser industry’s efforts appear to have paid
off: progress on curbing the overuse of nitrogen fertilisers
has been blocked and the growth of the industry has

=EVE HIGVMIW XLI "PEGO SdntBu¥d GridhaRel.Mbe GUEEP Rafm to Fork’ strategy can

best be described as a missed opportunity — or a success

“XW EPP ERH SRI SYX EPP?3hexneldage S H BPagribisines%and the trade associations that represent it.

is clear: any change in the nitrogen fertiliser industry, even if
deemed desirable or necessary by policy makers, is simply
too complex, too risky, too onerous to entertain. The safer
bet is to stick with business-as-usual.

Fourth, in its consultation responses, the nitrogen fertiliser
industry presents itself as the voice of famers, pretending
it's on their side — while, in reality, as seen in the previous
section, it shifts blame to farmers and puts the onus on
them to change their behaviour. In its consultation response
to the ‘Farm to Fork’ strategy, Fertilizers Europe urges
policy makers not to adopt measures that “would condemn
countries in Central and Eastern Europe to have suboptimal
agriculture forever”.?* Yara states in its response to the
Nitrates Directive consultation that “the way forward should
be on promoting and incentivising best practices and
reducing farm-level bureaucracy”.*** At the same time, Yara

26t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL

One of the central pillars of the European Green Deal under

XLI VWX 4VIWMHIRG] SJ 9VWYPE ZSR HIV

contained a target to reduce nutrient losses from both
organic and mineral fertilisers by at least 50% by 2030, while
ensuring no deterioration in soil fertility. Meeting this target
would have led to a projected reduction in fertiliser use of

at least 20% by 2030. Regrettably, this wording does not
appear in the EU Vision for Agriculture and Food, published
in February 2025 — following intense corporate lobbying to
water down the EU’s ambitions to drive a transition to a more
sustainable food system.

Nitrogen fertiliser companies’ lobbying activities extend well
beyond the EU. Our research shows that company executives
EVI
summits (see Box 7).
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Box 7: Nitrogen fertiliser lobbyists turn out in force at COP30

;LMPI XLI PSFFIMRK SJ XLI SMP ERH KEW MRHYWXV] LEW FIIR [IPP HSGYQIRXIH
the fertiliser industry on international climate negotiations.

We analysed participation at every United Nations climate summit since COP26 in 2021, and found that lobbyists from
major nitrogen fertiliser companies have attended every single one. Our analysis found that 17 were in attendance at
COP30 in Brazil — that's more than triple the number of lobbyists compared with COP26.2#°

Even more concerningly, every single representative from the nitrogen fertiliser industry participated in COP30 as a
country delegate.?®® Compared with the ‘observer’ badges typically granted to NGOs, country badges offer greater access
ERH TS[IV XS MR%YIRGI XLI RIKSXMEXMSRW

COP28 in Dubai maintains the record for the industry’s biggest turnout, with 48 representatives from eight major
nitrogen fertiliser producers: EuroChem, Fertiglobe, Nutrien, OCI Global, PhosAgro, Pupuk Indonesia, Uralchem and Yara
International.?**

LMW SYXRYQFIVIH XLI MRHMZMHYEP S%GMEP HIPIKEXMSRW SJ 2EYVY 'SSO
7SYXL 4EGM%G WQEPP MWPERH HIZIPSTMRK WXEXIW INNTIVMIRGMRK ®SQI SJ XLI

While fewer fertiliser lobbyists attended COP30, the contingent was dominated by three major nitrogen producers: Pupuk
Indonesia, Uralchem and Yara International®? Yara has maintained a consistent presence over the years, with Bernhard
Mauritz Stormyr, its Vice President of Sustainability Governance, attending every climate summit since COP26%*

The continued presence of these lobbyists enables them to control the narrative around nitrogen fertiliser, and to water
HS[R MR¥“YIRGI ERH SFWXVYGX TSPMG] GLERKI

The fertiliser industry continues to escape meaningful
regulation, having convinced regulators, despite all evidence

to the contrary, that fertilisers are “essential and safe”. 2*°

Tactic 4. Shape public discourse, research, education

In addition to lobbying governments and international In addition to conference sponsorships, CF Industries, Yara
institutions to shape policy in their favour and evade and Nutrien are sponsors of the Ammonia Energy Association
regulation that might restrict their activities, nitrogen fertiliser * E RSR TVS¥#“%tX SVKERMWEXMSR XLEX "TVSC
corporations aim to cement their social legitimacy and use of ammonia in a sustainable economy” — and sit on
licence to operate in other, arguably more insidious, ways. the Association's board.?* Yara and CF Industries are also

founding partners in the IFA's Sustainable Fertilizer Academy,
The three largest nitrogen fertiliser giants are regular which was established in 2022 as a “global learning platform

conference sponsors. For example, all three sponsored the to support the transition toward more sustainable and

2025 World Fertilizer Conference in Chicago, which purports  responsible fertiliser systems”. *° These endeavours purport

to be “the most important business and networking event to promote sustainability. In reality, they push the fertiliser

for the global fertilizer industry”. %® Among other global MRHYWXV]..W GSQQIVGMEP EKIRHE « E GPE
conferences, Yara is a gold tier sponsor of the European

Hydrogen Week Expo and Conference 2026, whose stated The three nitrogen fertiliser giants also spend considerable

aim is to “advance this clean technology [...] and achieve a sums to support — or shape — the research agenda. Nutrien

carbon-neutral future”.?®” This sponsorship entitles Yara to for example was a top-tier sponsor of the 2024 Canadian

put forward a speaker for a panel discussion at the event's Society of Soil Science conference, which “encourages soil
High-Level Policy Conference?® Sponsorship money talks: scientists to think about how we can safeguard the vital

funding these events is about setting the agenda and resource of soil into the future”.®* % RH FI]SRH WTIGM ¥%(
shaping the terms of the debate about the industry. sponsorship of academic conferences, Nutrien has a

J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXY¥YS]IH XI



4EV X

long history of donating considerable sums to academic
institutions. In 2020, it contributed $10 million to Colorado
State University’s College of Agricultural Sciences, to
“support innovative research in sustainable agriculture”. * A
newly remodelled building at the College has been renamed
the Nutrien Agricultural Sciences Building.®® In February
2025, Nutrien announced a $15 million donation to the

2MXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW YWI XLI LEVQJYP MRHYWXV] TPE]F

University of Saskatchewan, to be used to establish the
Nutrien Centre for Sustainable and Digital Agriculture 2

In total, Nutrien will have invested over $50 million dollars in
the university, ensuring, in its own words, a future employee
“pipeline” — or graduates schooled only in synthetic, fertiliser-
reliant, fossil fuel agriculture. 2°®

Box 8: Nitrogen fertiliser industry funded research

In October 2025, Yara Clean Ammonia, a subsidiary of Yara International, co-funded (alongside the Research Council of
Norway, Equinor and others) a research paper published in Nature: ‘Uncertain climate effects of anthropogenic reactive

nitrogen’.?%®

This was in response to a study published in July 2024: ‘Global net climate effects of anthropogenic reactive nitrogen’. %’

In response to the original study, the paper co-funded by Yara states: “Gong et al. reported a net negative direct radiative

forcing (RF) of Nr in the year 2019 relative to the year 1850. We argue that their estimates and associated uncertainties of
MRHMZMHYEP 2V GPMQEXI 1JJIGXW QSWX RSXEFP] EIVSWSP S/ASRI ERH®QitKJ.ER| 6*
uncertainty, the paper concludes: “A range of models are needed to quantify the climate effects of anthropogenic Nr”. 2*°

It is striking that the paper concludes with a call for further research and modelling, which is reminiscent of the calls

for further research from the oil and gas industry over the years, delaying the case for climate action on the basis the
science was not ‘settled’. Academic exchange is healthy and necessary, to test evidence and progress research agendas,
but industry-backed research which overstates uncertainty and appears to favour inaction must be understood for what

it is: a clear delay tactic.

The shaping of minds starts early. In February 2025,
Nutrien announced a $100,000 sponsorship to develop a
crop-growing themed role-playing exhibit at the Children’s
Museum of Northern Colorado.?”® The museum’s Executive
Director described how “children will grow and harvest play-
ready crops, simulating a ‘farm kid’ experience”.?”* While
sponsorship of a children’s museum may sound laudable,

it is also ensuring the younger generation is exposed to

SUS*E"e$"6$HA3E"

As the harmful effects of the nitrogen crisis become
impossible to deny, and policy makers set targets for
reducing nitrogen emissions and pollution, fertiliser
companies want to look like they’re taking action —
especially as they stand to pocket public money.

Greenhouse gases are emitted in vast quantities during both
the production and the use of nitrogen fertilisers. Nitrogen
fertiliser contributes approximately 2% of global greenhouse
gas emissions. More than 38% of fossil fertiliser emissions
come from its production alone, which is highly energy-
MRXIRWMZI
up the rest.?”? Nitrous oxide, the greenhouse gas released

28t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL

and therefore normalises the type of food production that
requires Nutrien’s products. The sponsorship appears

even more nefarious when one considers that this same
younger generation will need to contend in adulthood with
the consequences of a nitrogen cycle that has been broken
by the overuse of synthetic fertilisers, including those
produced by Nutrien.

A$ s§8ASA3EIE™3-A

F] RMXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIVW [LIR ETTPMIH >
times as powerful as CO, (see Annex V).

The production of nitrogen fertilisers also requires large
amounts of fossil fuel as a feedstock — 70% of all nitrogen
fertiliser is made from fossil gas (and nearly all the rest
from coal). ?”® An estimated 4% of the world’s gas supply in
2020 was used to make ammonia, which is the precursor
to nitrogen fertilisers (approximately 70% of the ammonia
produced globally is earmarked for fertiliser $).2"

[MXL %IPH IQMWWMSRW E Rtts WideE ROMEPEMIMERIMCBIRh En@sbdRdintensity

of nitrogen fertiliser production is critical if the Paris climate

,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXVS]IH XLI RMXVSKIR G]JGPI ERH LS[ X¢
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2ZMXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW YWI XLI LEVQJY

targets are to be met — or at least to slow the pace of
emissions and global heating. And while targets and policies
to reduce nitrogen production at source have hitherto been
lacking, there are targets, policy and regulatory action on
emissions. Therefore, the nitrogen fertiliser corporations
must appear to be on decarbonisation pathways. Yara, for
example, is proud to state that it intends to “drive the green

up green hydrogen would be very energy-intensive and put
WMKRM%“ZGERX TVIWWYVI SR VIRI[EFPIW MR
supply, as well as presenting serious challenges for storage

and transport. For either type of hydrogen, given its low

density, compressing or liquefying it for transport requires a
WMKRM¥%“GERX EQ%YRX SJ IRIVK]

WLMJIX ?+A F] TVSHYGMRK EQQSRME [M Xralluitibk, R Mhah@Gd®exies)—pStduarly in the those of

emissions”.?”® SABIC for its part states it intends to “establish
a foothold in the evolving low-carbon ammonia sector”. 2%
And OCI claims to be “reducing the embedded carbon
footprint of nitrogen fertilizers by using alternative feedstocks

and carbon capture and storage”.*’”

These claims are based on the industry’s purported pursuit of
blue and green hydrogen to produce ammonia. Blue hydrogen
is produced mainly from natural gas and therefore remains
fossil fuel based. Carbon capture and storage (CCS) is used to
reduce carbon dioxide emissions from the production process,
but it doesn’t avoid the creation of greenhouse gases.?”®

“Blue’ hydrogen is a marketing scam, pure and
simple. [...] The best any plant has done for net CO
capture is 25% to 30%, and that’s before the very

potent methane [leaks].

Robert Howarth, Professor of ecology and
environmental biology at Cornell University*”®

Green hydrogen is made by using clean electricity from
renewable energy sources, such as solar or wind power,
to electrolyse water. Electrolysers use an electrochemical
reaction to split water into its components of hydrogen
and oxygen, emitting no carbon dioxide in the process.
Green hydrogen currently makes up a small percentage
of overall hydrogen, because production is expensive. As
such, it must be reserved as a priority for sectors which
have fewer alternatives, such as steel making.®* Scaling

280

the Global Majority — the renewable energy plants needed

to produce green hydrogen are built on agricultural land,

destroying jobs in small-scale farming and threatening

biodiversity in these areas. In Namibia, South Africa and

Maghreb, large renewable energy projects producing green

hydrogen have been described as ‘green neocolonialism’ by

local activists, as local agricultural land, water and energy
VIWSYVGIW EVI QSRSTSPMWIH JSV XLI FIRI
countries, depriving local populations of their basic needs. 2%

In summary, while both blue and green hydrogen are put
forward as promising approaches to decarbonise nitrogen
fertiliser production, there are numerous challenges
associated with their deployment at scale and it remains the
case that almost all (98%) synthetic nitrogen fertiliser is made
from fossil fuel. 224

Not only are blue and green ammonia a false solution to the

nitrogen fertiliser industry’s emissions problem, they are also a

false solution to the wrong problem . The scaled-up use of blue

or green hydrogen will not address the central issue associated

with the overproduction and overuse of nitrogen fertilisers,

REQIP] XLI IRZMVSRQIRXEP RMXVSKIR WYVT
greenhouse gas emissions generated during the use phase.

Despite this, many policy makers have bought into the green
and blue hydrogen hype as a solution to fertilisers’ fossil

fuel problem, and have channelled considerable funds in the
form of loans and subsidies to support the development of
‘clean’ hydrogen projects and ‘low-carbon’ nitrogen fertilisers
(see Box 9.

Box 9: EU support for ‘clean hydrogen’ and ‘low carbon’ nitrogen fertilisers

In 2022, the European Investment Bank, the lending arm of the European Union, lent €53 million to Iberdrola Green
Hydrogen, a Spanish company, to fund a green hydrogen plant to supply the fertiliser industry?®® In 2025, it also lent
€116 million to a fertiliser plant in Paraguay.**® This money will go towards the construction and operation of a ‘low
carbon’ fertiliser plant producing 260,000 tonnes of Calcium Ammonium Nitrate (CAN) fertiliser. According to the project
objectives: “The purpose is to demonstrate the possibility to implement a production process fully powered by renewable
energy in one of the most carbon-intensive industrial sectors, the production of nitrogen fertiliser.” 2%

In 2025, the European Commission’s Innovation Fund granted over €75 million to a project that aims to become Europe’s
VWX MRHYWXVMEP EQQSRME TPERX IRXMVIP] ¥Thi Enjeet isScRondinRef By rettilherid,V S K I R
a Spanish company that works on green hydrogen, crop nutrition and low-carbon ammonia among other things.?®® The

ammonia produced from this facility will be used in fertilisers. 2

JWLEYWXIH )EVXL
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Governments’ enthusiasm for blue and green hydrogen For the nitrogen fertiliser corporations, the channelling of

is a boon time for the nitrogen fertiliser corporations. public funds in their direction must be understood primarily

Indeed, it enables them both to clean their image — if EW E TVS“WX IRLERGMRK EHHMXMSREP VIZ
not their business — while cashing in on generous public an opportunity to develop and scale less emissions-intense
subsidies and expanding into new markets on their so- production. This is apparent in the way nitrogen fertiliser

called decarbonisation pathway.?** In the last four years corporations have discreetly exited certain projects when

alone for example, Yara and partners received subsidies opportunities for better returns lay elsewhere (see Box 10).

to develop green hydrogen plans to the tune of AUD$42.5
million (US$27.6 million) from the Australian government
and NOK 283.25 million (US$28 million) from Norway'’s state

enterprise Enova 2%

Box 10: Yara and BASF Exit from the Gulf of Mexico

In June 2023, Yara and German chemical giant BASF announced, with much fanfare that they planned to build a “low

carbon blue ammonia production facility” in the US Gulf Coast Region, where carbon dioxide (CQ) generated from the

production process would be captured and permanently stored in the ground.?** The plant would have total capacity of
QMPPMSR XS QMPPMSR XSRW TIV JIEV ERH FIRIYX JVS QaraRstirkateditB® 6 1HY G X

IRA tax credits, including $85 per tonne of CQ stored, would represent about $150 in tax credit per tonne of ammonia

produced; Reuters quoted Magnus Krogh Ankarstrand, president of the Yara Clean Ammonia subsidiary, as saying that

“U.S. taxpayers would effectively subsidise removing CO, from ammonia which is then exported for European use.”**

Both companies already operate in the region, with an ammonia plant at BASF’s site in Freeport, Texas. According to
investigative news outlet ProPublica, people living in Freeport face an incremental lifetime cancer risk of “1 in 450 or 22
times the EPA's acceptable risk” due to the pollution emitted by the surrounding industry. >’

The blue ammonia site was meant to supply fuel for the region’s maritime transport. However, the two partners chose
to “scrap the project” in August 2025 due to “growing uncertainty”, but without fully explaining the nature of that
uncertainty.>®

In the only other details provided, Yara claimed the decision was prompted by the companies’ focus on initiatives seen
as bringing “the highest potential to achieve their respective value creation goals”.>*° This suggests the decision was a
GSQQIVGMEP SRI VEXLIV XLER SRI MR¥%“YIRGIH F] IRZMVSRQIRXEP SV LIEPXL GS

The decision to cancel the blue hydrogen project in the US Gulf was met with a 4.8% increase in Yara's shares”

While the nitrogen fertiliser corporations claim to have made  But the nitrogen fertiliser corporations prefer to ignore this
progress in reducing emissions, substantial emissions still inconvenient truth, ramping up production even as they cash
occur following application of nitrogen fertilisers. So even if in on climate subsidies.

green and blue hydrogen were to live up to their hype, they

would not prevent the cascade of destruction that comes

when vast amounts of human-made nitrogen are used on

%IPHW ERH YRPIEWLIH MRXS XLI IRZMVSRQIRX
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‘Tactic 6: All the while, double down on dubious claims

As we have seen, the nitrogen fertiliser corporations are no  These claims are extremely useful for the nitrogen fertiliser
WXVERKIVW XS YWMRK HI%IGXMSR ER hdbsivasihel &eXHdrS B axXgBe AhHihsiXa XHalléhye
growth agenda. But this is not always enough, and at times, to the nitrogen fertiliser industry suddenly sounds like a

the industry’s tactics are best described as deception. vote for hunger and famine. And while the widespread use

This is an industry that unleashed the nitrogen cascade of nitrogen fertilisers may indeed have helped to secure

of destruction, and yet Yara states that part of its mission food security in the early days of the Green Revolution, the

is to “protect the planet”. It further has an ambition to context today is fundamentally different: as seen, we are

“positively impact nature in the value chain: soil health, now living outside the planetary safe operating space for
biodiversity, water, air quality, and land-use change™® This  humanity. Today, production and use of nitrogen fertiliser

is the industry that has caused the transgression of the make it harder and harder — not easier — to produce food,
biogeochemical planetary boundary — and yet PhosAgro F] JYVXLIVMRK GPMQEXI FVIEOHS[R WSM

states that it strives “to create (our) fertilisers in a safe and water pollution.
environmentally friendly way, ensuring sustainable growth
in agricultural production worldwide”. 3> A nitrogen fertiliser ~ The claim that nitrogen fertilisers feed the world simply does

industry that ‘positively impacts nature’ or ‘sustainably not withstand scrutiny. We need to consider what crops are

grows’ is simply not possible: scientists know this, being grown using nitrogen fertiliser, and for whom.

policy makers know this, nitrogen fertiliser corporations

know this, and yet they choose to boldly peddle these Corn is the primary US feed grain, accounting for more than

deceptive statements. 95 percent of total feed grain production and use. It has
become the largest consumer of nitrogen fertiliser, driven by

But the boldest deception of all is the nitrogen fertiliser animal feed and bioethanol production. *'° Almost two-thirds

industry’s claim that ‘it feeds the world’. The nitrogen (64%) of US corn production are used for animal feed™* x

fertiliser corporations all make a version of this claim.

SABIC claims to “support nutritional needs through In Europe, cultivation of wheat and other cereals like barley

MRGVIEWIH EKVMGYPXYVEP TVS#¥Y G X Mdnate Sitdoges Gse. NeBriy tWoRhirt%of the EU’s cereals

EuroChem claims to “help farmers put food on tables are used for animal feed.®*? x

for more than 350 million around the world”. *** Pupuk
Indonesia states that it is “Committed to Ensuring Food
Security in Indonesia”.**® OCI states that “The world relies
on nitrogen fertilizers to grow crops and feed 4 billion
people”.*® Nutrien’s tagline is “Feeding the Future” and it
refers to “the global challenge of feeding nearly 10 billion Mark A. Sutton, NERC Centre for Ecology and
people by 2050”3 |t states: “The necessity of nitrogen for Hydrology, and Hans van Grinsven, PBL Netherlands
crop yield supports a strong and growing demand source Environmental Assessment Agency***
for nitrogen fertilizers.” *® Yara tell us that it was “founded
in 1905 to solve the emerging famine in Europe” and that its
mission is to “responsibly feed the world”. **° Both the livestock and the nitrogen fertiliser industries have
grown massively since the 1960s (see Figure 10.

“The primary use of N in crops [...Jis not directly to
feed people: 80% of the N harvest in European cropy
provides feeds to support livestock”

Figure 10: Meat, Dairy and Fertiliser Production (1961-2021)%*

Meat 70.57 million tonnes 351.28 million tonnes
Dairy 344.17 million tonnes 940.39 million tonnes
Nitrogen fertiliser production 12.94 million tonnes 120.21 million tonnes

J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXS8S]IH X
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Image 8: Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation

Source: Shutterstock

The relationship between the growth of the livestock and The nitrogen fertiliser industry is best understood as a key
nitrogen fertiliser industry should be understood as causal: player in the animal-industrial complex and the connecting
the nitrogen fertiliser corporations produce animal feed point between two highly damaging industries: the fossil
that services the livestock industry. The nitrogen fertiliser fuel industry, which supplies the nitrogen fertiliser industry
corporations are therefore the enablers of one of the most with the natural gas required for fertiliser manufacture, and
HIWXVYGXMZI MRHYWXVMIW MR XLI [SVtReHiveStetk idusginy, th weh\ ddpplediiee G dedwvX with
and well-documented adverse impacts on biodiversity, nitrogen. Nitrogen fertiliser corporations do not feed the
soil depletion, climate change and public health. And to [SVPH XLI] JEMP MX

the effects of nitrogen use to grow animal feed must be
added the effects of manure produced by livestock — thus
compounding the disruption caused to the nitrogen cycle by
the nitrogen fertiliser corporations.

32t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXVS]IH XLI RMXVSKIR G]JGPI ERH LS[ X¢



Part 3: Ambitious political leadership is required
to address the nitrogen crisis

In addition to corporate interests, the EAT-Lancet intent on business-as-usual, political leadership is
'SQQMWWMSR MHIRXMYIH ERSXLIV GV MEddetaeR neédedfiM fast Xn8 dradidredudtions in human-
NYWX ERH WYWXEMREFPI JSSH W]W X | QMAdE htiegany BoGiNseRexXpacBuhpresb@Hdur asks to
leadership”.3*® All too often, governments have capitulated political leaders to turn the tide on the nitrogen crisis .

to corporate power. And with nitrogen fertiliser corporations

‘Ask 1: Drive the shift to the Planetary Health Diet

'A~+TSETAS8§$S, @ AA~6esE~3-$5-.$ The EAT—L.ancet Commisgion on healthy, just and'
management [...] can reduce nutrient losses to sustainable food systems is the most comprehensive and
the environment and improve NUE, with some LSP MW_XMG WGMIRXMY:G TET'Y 1ZIV TVSHY
" eA"SA".$ $5-.$—""iRS-"TEASES S trar.lsfcrmatlon. vaernments r.u.eed no further evidence for
action, and Foodrise urges political leaders to adopt and
adapt the Commission’s eight solutions and 23 actions ( see
Annex V, Figure A3 as a blueprint for national approaches
XS JSSH WIJWXIQ XVERWJSVQEXMSR [MXLS
instance, political leaders must develop national action
The EAT-Lancet Commission on healthy, just and plans, based on the Commission’s recommendations, to shift
sustainable food systems *° national diets towards a regionally and culturally appropriate
Planetary Health Diet (PHD).

Keeping nitrogen and phosphorus within boundary

conditions remains a challenge if greater attention
is not given to food system losses arising from food
consumption.”

Image 9: The Planetary Health Diet (PHD) emphasises plant-based foods including fruits, vegetables, seeds and legumes

Source: Shutterstock

J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWX8S]IH XI



Part 3: Ambitious political leadership is required to address the nitrogen crisis

These should include changes in tax and subsidy regimes
to make PHD-aligned foods more affordable than foods
that are not, non-price interventions such as advertising,
changes in public procurement policies to drive healthy and
sustainable foods in schools and other institutions, and
measures to reduce food waste from farm to fork. 3

These dietary transition measures are also de facto
reduction measures for nitrogen surplus and nitrogen

Lower livestock numbers require lower volumes of feed
crops and thus less nitrogen fertiliser, and less manure,
reducing the overall nitrogen surplus. The 5% annual
reduction of red meat production until 2050 envisaged by
the EAT-Lancet Commission is therefore both a target that
supports reduced global meat consumption in line with the
PHD and a target to drive the reduction of nitrogen surplus —
both in the form of manure and nitrogen fertiliser. 3'#

fertiliser. Indeed, [MXL WMKRM¥“1GERX ZSPY QIWG8/2rrities keadersRiVox Yhe Hiéfary transition to the PHD

fertiliser production at the service of intensive animal
agriculture, one of the most impactful interventions to reduce
nitrogen fertiliser use is to curb the livestock industry’s
demand for animal feed crops grown using nitrogen fertiliser.

and on food waste prevention is therefore also leadership
on the nitrogen crisis: the urgency and necessity of the
dietary transition cannot be understated .

Ask 2: Listen to farmers, not to agribusiness

As the EAT-Lancet Commission states, “addressing the
structural imbalances between producers and dominant
agricultural corporations is essential” and policy makers
ought to “ensure producers have enhanced governance over
production inputs”. 33 These are necessary, but highly
ambitious interventions, given the inherent power dynamic
between agribusiness corporations and smaller-scale
producers.

As most synthetic nitrogen fertilisers are reliant on fossil
fuels and require industrial processes in their manufacture,
their widespread use robs farmers of their agency and

autonomy. Research by CAFOD has shown that interventions

from international institutions such as the World Bank, that
purport to support agriculture in the Global South have
focused almost exclusively on enabling small-scale farmers
to buy hybrid seeds and chemical fertilisers, systematically

overlooking the importance of seed systems. This locks
farmers into an industrial agricultural model reliant on
chemical inputs to activate hybrid seeds, rather than
promoting diverse seed systems — particularly local varieties
— adapted to their needs and local contexts. ***

Furthermore, as farmers become increasingly dependent
on nitrogen fertilisers, they become vulnerable to price
volatilities. The major spikes in fertiliser prices seen

in 2021-2022 only mildly impacted commercial crop

TVSHYGIVW FYX WIZIVIP] LEVQIH TVS¥%XEI

in Sub-Saharan Africa®? In Africa, with a situation where the

MRXVSHYGXMSR SJ RMXVSKIR JIVXMPMW I\

and eroded farmers’ agency and national food sovereignty,
there has been growing resistance to the techniques of the
Green Revolution that are being foisted on the continent by
corporations and big American philanthropy (see Box 11J).

Box 11: Africa’s Green Revolution turns sour

Since the early 2000s, the use of synthetic fertilisers in African agriculture has grown, promoted as a key part of the
“African Green Revolution”**® In 2006, the Abuja Declaration led African Union member states to aim for an average
fertiliser use of 50 kilograms per hectare. ** Following this, at least ten African countries began spending large shares of
their agricultural budgets on subsidising synthetic fertilisers. %

A major force behind the promotion of synthetic fertiliser use in Africa has been the Alliance for a Green Revolution in
Africa (AGRA)3?* Founded by the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation and the Rockefeller Foundation, AGRA continues
to work closely with African governments and multinational agricultural corporations, including Norwegian nitrogen

fertiliser giant Yara.®*

Research shows that AGRA's promotion of synthetic fertilisers is failing to produce the anticipated results: in 10 out of
13 AGRA member countries, the number of undernourished people increased by a total of over 30 million, from a total of
100.5 million between 2004—2006 to a total of 131.3 million between 2016-2018. 3%

34t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL
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Part 3: Ambitious political leadership is required to address the nitrogen crisis

Box 11: Africa’s Green Revolution turns sour (continued)

In 2024, the Alliance for Food Sovereignty in Africa (AFSA) — a coalition of 41 African civil society organizations
representing over 200 million stakeholders including smallholder farmers, pastoralists, indigenous peoples, and
agroecological entrepreneurs — called for revision of the African Union’s proposed 10-year Fertilizer and Soil Health
Action Plan 2023—-2033. AFSA was critical of the Plan’s strong emphasis on the extensive use of mineral fertilisers,
hybrid seeds and agrochemicals, which are “a continuation of outdated and potentially harmful practices”. 3%°

“The proposed 10-year plan exacerbates economic strains by increasing dependency on expensive impor
fertilizers, enriching a handful of fertilizer companies while African farmers face soaring costs. This
"e3.3 708" 1~585-¢"F1-,"AASATA$sS~"AL8s"  $ULATSATERSE-SE$~"-"6E

than it aids the smallholder farmers of Africa.”
Alliance for Food Sovereignty in Africa (AFSAJ*®

In late 2025, AFSA issued a damning verdict on the Alliance for a Green Revolution in Africa (AGRA), stating that it had
TMZSXIH E[E] JVSQ [SVOMRK HMVIGXP] [MXL JEVQIVW ERH MW MRWXIEH JSGYWM
policy — not just nationally, but across the African continent. ®*

“For over 15 years, AGRA has promised a productivity revolution for African farmers through its Green
Revolution model: hybrid seeds, chemical fertilisers, and increased private sector involvement. But after
~"8§873-A$"-$'1-,7-"$s-,$R"sAA$3'$¢6°8, 8D 8$"-E"AQ -E"3-Aés-1-""ASA
E-"$%A3-"A",$~"-"6EA$-sB " $'s"8" ,$E3$-sE"A"s§ A ¢

Alliance for Food Sovereignty in Africa (AFSA)*

Globally, the most famous movement of resistance is
perhaps La Via Campesina — founded in 1992, it is an
international alliance bringing together millions of

agricultural workers to advocate for agroecology and the
promotion of food sovereignty. *** La Via Campesina has long
opposed the growth and use of chemical fertilisers. ***

“We oppose chemical fertilisers and educate against
GMOs that cause health problems whose side
"8TeEA$-s-TTAES i $d"$%LATTAS-SE
encourage the use of natural fertilisers like manure
1835

and grass.

Cosma Bulu, a women leader of Mtandao wa Vikundi
vya Wakulima (MVIWATA), a Via Campesina member
group from Tanzania

The Nyéléni process — named for legendary Malian peasant

chemical fertilisers as part of its broader stance against
industrial and corporate-controlled food systems.

While the corporate lobbyists have had the ears of policy
makers, agricultural workers and civil society organisations
around the world have been striving for decades to counter
the power of agribusiness and resist the introduction of
nitrogen fertilisers.

't is striking that the 3rd Nyéléni Global Forum met just

weeks ahead of the launch of the EAT-Lancet's Commission

report. The work of these movements should be understood

EW GSQTPIQIRXEV] XS XLI 'SQQMWWMSR...|
endeavours: they are advancing the tried-and-tested

solutions on the ground that can deliver justice in the food

system.

The EAT-Lancet Commission calls for “transparency in
PSFFIMRK% FYX XVERWTEVIREREPSRI [MF

[SQER W]QFSPMAMRK JSSH WIPJ WY %G Méor@hentdtake BctidirtS Enatite the shift to the Planetary

movement-led initiative to advance food sovereignty
and climate justice. **° It fundamentally rejects the use of

JZWLEYWXIH )EVXL

Health Diet and reduce the nitrogen surplus, it is imperative
that they listen to farmers and not to corporate lobbyists.
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Part 3: Ambitious political leadership is required to address the nitrogen crisis

‘Ask 3: Redouble international cooperation for

As we have seen, the nitrogen crisis is a crisis of the food
system, and Foodrise therefore calls on political leaders to
lead on the transition to the Planetary Health Diet — both

to improve people’s health, but also to reduce the nitrogen
surplus. Action to reduce the nitrogen surplus is therefore
‘nested’ within national food system action ( see Ask 1). But
given the global consequences of the nitrogen surplus, which
extend far beyond national borders, effective mechanisms
for international cooperation to achieve nitrogen reduction
must also be developed. The disruption to the nitrogen cycle
is a global problem on a par with issues such as climate
change or ozone depletion but, so far, global cooperation

to tackle nitrogen has not been commensurate with the
scale of the challenge. Foodrise calls on political leaders to
develop the mechanisms for concerted, cooperative global
action on nitrogen.

International policy makers have much to build on: the
Colombo Declaration, the Kunming—Montreal Global

Biodiversity Framework, the United Nations Environment
Assembly resolution 5/2 ( see Part 2, Tactic ). But these
global initiatives must be a starting point only, as while
ambitious aims were set — including the target of reducing
pollution from excess nutrients, including nitrogen, by at
least 50% by 2030 under the Convention for Biological

Diversity®® « XLIWI EKVIIQIRXW LEZI EPP FIIR
LEZI WMKRM¥“GERX HEXE |

EVI ZSPYRXEV]
have the funding that they need. What is more, they focus
on improving management, rather than reducing production
volumes, and little has been done to implement them.

National efforts to rein in nitrogen emissions have been a
mixed bag. Sri Lanka’s poorly planned intervention to reduce
nitrogen use was a failed experiment but one that holds
valuable lessons for designing and implementing successful
nitrogen reduction policies (see Box 12. Other countries
have had more success.

Box 12: Sri Lanka’s drastic nitrogen fertiliser experiment

In Sri Lanka, following through on a 2019 election campaign promise to transition the country’s farmers to organic
agriculture over a ten-year period, President Rajapaksa placed an immediate nationwide ban on fertiliser and pesticide
imports on 27 April 2021, and ordered the country’s two million farmers to go organic. **° It was a drastic transition that
proved disastrous, and the government revoked the fertiliser ban just seven months later on 24 November.3*

President Rajapaksa’s reasoning for the ban was three-fold: saving on foreign currency reserves ($400 million a year
spent on synthetic fertiliser), reduced agrochemical use to counter adverse health and environmental impacts and,

thirdly, a strategic decision to shift food production away from industrialised farming practices towards traditional
approaches using organic inputs.3** Tea production, which is Sri Lanka’s biggest cash crop for export, fell by 18% and rice
production dropped by 20% in the six months after the ban was implemented (causing the country to spend $450 million
MR VMGI MQTSVXW [LIVI XLI] LEH SRGI FIIR WIPJ WY3%GMIRX

The 2021 events in Sri Lanka highlight the crucial need for strategic planning when undertaking radical agricultural shifts.
This includes ensuring the agricultural sector’s preparedness, having data for planning and making alternative fertilisers

readily available with long-term supply established.

After the ban, the Sri Lankan Department of Agriculture made recommendations on how to effectively manage a shift
away from agrochemicals, stressing the need to adopt an integrated approach, including a mixture of chemical and
organic fertiliser at the beginning with a phase down of chemical fertilisers. 4

Y
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Part 3: Ambitious political leadership is required to address the nitrogen crisis

Despite weaknesses in the existing international initiatives And with the nitrogen crisis strikingly similar in its gravity and
to tackle nitrogen emissions, governments should develop injustice to ozone depletion or climate change, governments
nitrogen National Action Plans (NAPs), as per the United should seek to replicate successes in international

Nations Environment Assembly (UNEA)'s resolution 5/2 on cooperation in those areas. Some of the critical success
Sustainable Nitrogen Management. But they should also factors in The Montreal Protocol and The Paris Agreement
commit to implementing them. These NAPs must deliver (see Box 13) that could usefully be replicated to tackle

the necessary global nitrogen surplus reduction as per the the nitrogen surplus include the principle of ‘common but

EAT-Lancet VITSVX MR E [E] XLEX MW NYWX MRHW RXIGEKXM HKVIWESRWMFMPMXMIW ... X
XLEX GSYRXVMIW LEZI RSX EPP 1UY E P PRingihg tvaxbound €l heddurablarddmmitments similar to

of nitrogen fertilisers, and that the consequences of the Nationally Determined Contributions under the UNFCCC; and
nitrogen surplus are also unequally felt. the setting aside of funds for technology transfer, and loss
and damage.

Box 13: The Montreal Protocol and the Paris Agreement

The Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer (known as theMontreal Protocol ) is a multilateral
environmental agreement, designed to regulate the production and consumption of nearly 100 human-made chemicals
referred to as ozone-depleting substances (ODS). It was adopted in 1987, and is widely considered the world’s most
successful international environmental treaty. *

9RHIV XLI XVIEX] EPP TEVXMIW LEZI WTIGM¥"“x1G VIWTSRWMFMPMXMIW VIPEXIH XS
of ODS trade, annual reporting of data and more; ‘developing’ and ‘developed’ countries have common but differentiated
responsibilities; all countries have binding, time-targeted, and measurable commitments. **°

-R E QYPXMPEXIVEP JYRH [EW IWXEFPMWLIH XS TVSZMHI “RERGMEP ERH XI(
to the Montreal Protocol. 34

Recent evidence shows that the ozone hole over Antarctica is beginning to repair itself because of efforts under the
Protocol to reduce ozone-depleting substances.*

The Paris Agreement is a legally binding international treaty on climate change, with the goal “to limit the temperature

increase to 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels”**® It was adopted by 195 parties at the UN Climate Change Conference

in20153% -XW MQTPIQIRXEXMSR MW FEWIH SR E %ZI ]JIEV G]GPI SJ MRGVIEWMRKP] [
submit national climate action plans, known as nationally determined contributions (NDCs). *° While countries are

currently off track to achieve its goals, tangible progress has been made since the Paris Agreement was signed.®*

While there are several United Nations and multilateral
initiatives that touch on nitrogen pollution, the global
community does not yet have the mechanisms — in the
form of a legally binding treaty or protocol — that would help
galvanise national efforts within a concerted global effort.
This must change.
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Part 3: Ambitious political leadership is required to address the nitrogen crisis

“A great food transformation is required if the world

is to align with the EAT-Lancet’s vision by 2050. The
‘3 TASA-318,$-30"$~"R3-,$A-%ERS$
and volume in agriculture, to achieving food security

in ways that prioritise diet quality and advance
health, sustainability, and social justice.®*

The EAT-Lancet Commission on Healthy, Sustainable,
and Just Food Systems

Reducing nitrogen surplus requires reducing production of
nitrogen fertilisers, in the context of an industry structured to
KVS[ ERH XS QE\MQMWI MXW TVS%“XW
political leaders show the necessary leadership to rein in,
regulate and shrink the industry.

More ambitious interventions to rein in the industry could
include production quotas or the application of the polluter
pays prinzciple. With regard te the latter, this could take the
form of a nitrogen pollution tax, with the tax applicable to the
harms linked to fertiliser use, as per national Nitrogen Use

)% G M | Ré&e]Part 2, Tactic 3.

3V [MXL XLI MRHYWXV]..W LEVQW GPIEVP]
UY E R X MdédHaR L), it could be a compulsory damage

fund, payable by nitrogen corporations to governments as

part of their terms of business.

And more ambitious interventions still might include
BriedbMved SliEhRsENB9¢ drdpdsEd Ry HARVISIAMCIMI
society and academics to end fossil fuels, applied to
nitrogen fertiliser corporations. These measures include
the establishment of a reparations for climate change, to

&I]SRH VIGSQQIRHEXMSRW XS VIHYGI| Ghg yadvy th&fodsilRi ¥drRogtions most responsible

on policy makers, calls for greater transparency and
strengthening competition frameworks, the EAT- Lancet
Commission does not grapple with interventions to reduce
the size of the nitrogen fertiliser market and of its constituent
corporations.

-R XLI ““4VWX MRWXERGI KSZIVRQIRXW
indirect subsidies to the nitrogen fertiliser industry, including
energy subsidies such as the ones for blue and green
hydrogen projects; subsidies to its client industries in the
animal-industrial complex, such as subsidies to grow animal
feed; and subsidies to its customers, through subsidies to
farmers for nitrogen fertilisers.

for historic and current emissions — similar reparations

could be required from nitrogen fertiliser corporations

as compensation for the dysregulation of the nitrogen

cycle®® 3V MRHIIH VIQSZMRK XLI TVS%X QSX
and gas production through nationalisation of oil and gas
corporations — these proposals could equally apply to

WUSYBHKIW XS XBFAVMNY IGXVERBMEXMSRW XS
shrink nitrogen production in the public interest. 3

-QTPIQIRXMRK MRXIVZIRXMSRW XS WMKRN
JIVXMPMWIV TVSHYGXMSR [SYPH VIUYMVI
barriers. This is the challenge before political leaders, and

Foodrise urges governments to use the full suite of policy

and regulatory interventions to tackle the nitrogen fertiliser
corporations head on.
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Conclusion: Fixing the nitrogen crisis requires
de-corporatising the nitrogen cycle

In this report, Foodrise has shown how the growth in nitrogen  large part because the nitrogen fertiliser corporations have
JIVXMPMWIV TVSHYGXMSR ERH XLI WY Eaputetpubht BolictS yoTaBovBEheir Gusikzs Xavgely
from this, have come at the expense of the integrity of critical  unquestioned and unchallenged, with tacit public support,
planetary systems. The nitrogen fertiliser corporations have public subsidies, and a favourable regulatory and policy

knowingly produced such vast amounts of surplus nitrogen environment. This needs to stop, and the nitrogen cycle must
as to transgress planetary boundaries, putting humanity be de-corporatised, if humanity is to return within its safe
beyond its safe operating space . operating space, with a life-supporting nitrogen cycle, rather

than a destructive nitrogen surplus.
The nitrogen fertiliser industry has done this while seeking
to distract from its environmental and health impacts and At Foodrise, we envisage a food system with fewer animals
peddling myths. Far from feeding the world, the nitrogen being farmed, less nitrogen fertiliser required for animal
fertilisers industry feeds the industrialised food system. The feed and a reduced need for gas extraction for fertiliser
nitrogen crisis is a crisis of the food system, to be solved by manufacture. With the Planetary Health Diet, less land is
transformation of the food system. required for agriculture and more is freed up for nature.

*SSH WIWXIQ XVERWJISVQEXMSR [MPP VIEdKYng hé nittdgenRavtilises EriRikopeBSsulpl tievl G E P

leadership to tackle the greatest barrier to change: the possibility of a post-corporate food system to be replaced
corporate nature of the food system. While the harms of the by one rooted in food sovereignty, equity and the restoration
nitrogen surplus have long been known to scientists and of nature.

policy makers, it has continued to grow, not shrink. This is in

J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWX8S]IH XI



Annexes

Annex 1

Figure Al: The Haber—Bosch process

The main stages in the Haber process

In the Haber process:

1. nitrogen (extracted from the air) and hydrogen (obtained from natural gas are pumped through pipes

2. the pressure of the mixture of gases is increased to 200 atmospheres

3. the pressurised gases are heated to 450°C and passed through a tank containing an iron catalyst

4, XLI VIEGXMSR QM\XYVI MW GSSPIH WS XLEX EQQSRME PMUYI¥%IW ERH GER FI \
5. unreacted nitrogen and hydrogen are recycled

Source: BBC, The Haber process — Making ammoni&®
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Annexes

The table below lists the most common fertilisers, their nutrient content and the technical abbreviation most often used. **

Table Al: Details of main fertilisers

Abbreviation Nutrient content Abbrewauon Nutrient content

Ammonium Nitrate AN 33.5% Nitrogen Diammonium 18 % Nitrogen,
Calcium Ammonium CAN 27% Nitrogen Phosphates 46 % Phosphorus
Nitrate Urea Urea 46 % Nitrogen
Ammonium Nitro ANS 26 % Nitrogen, Urea Ammonium UAN 30 % Nitrogen
Sulphate 14 % Sulphur Nitrate (liquid)
Calcium Nitrate CN 15.5 % Nitrogen NPK 15-15-15 NPK 15 % Nitrogen,
Ammonium Sulphate AS 21 % Nitrogen, 15 % Phosphorus,
24 % Sulphur 15 % Potassium
Monoammonium MAP 11 % Nitrogen, Triple Super Phosphate TSP 48 % Phosphorus
Phosphates 52 % Phosphorus Muriate of Potash MOP 60 % Potassium

Figure A2: Overview of key mergers and acquisitions in the global fertiliser market

Nutrien Ltd (2018)

The Mosaic
Company (2004)

CF Industries
, SPHMRKW

(1971)
T Yara (1905)

\4

Source: Clapp (2025) Titans of Industrial Agriculture. MIT Press, Cambridge
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Annexes

Figure A3: Emissions and pollution from fertiliser production and use *’

Source: CIEL (2023) Fossils, Fertilisers and False Solutions
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Annexes

Figure A4: Solutions and actions proposed by the EAT-Lancet Commission

Source: EAT-Lancet Commission on healthy, just and sustainable food systems — Figure 16
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Methodology

The rationale for naming CF Industries, Yara International and Nutrien as the top three producers of nitrogen fertiliser is
based on the following evidence, taken directly from the fertiliser company websites at the time of writing:

*  CF Industries names itself as “the world’s largest producer of ammonia”, and a “leading global manufacturer or nitrogen
products”. 38

« Yara calls itself “the largest industrial nitrogen company in Europe” and “the world’s leading ammonia provider”. *°

»  Nutrien states that it is “the third-largest nitrogen producer in the world”. **°

We have used the most recent available data (2024) for each of the top three companies to calculate their total manufactured
nitrogen fertiliser product in metric tons. In each case, we excluded any data for non-nitrogen-based fertiliser products:

e *SV '* -RHYWXVMIW [l NGPYHIH XLI VITSVXIH %4KYVI JSV EQQSRME TVSHYGXMS
production, which includes amounts subsequently upgraded into granular urea, UAN and AN. If we had been able to
include its net ammonia production (gross ammonia less ammonia used to produce upgraded fertiliser products), the
total would likely be higher.

e =EVE VITSVXW EQQSRME TVSHYGXMSR ERH “4RMWLIH JIVXMPMWIV TVSHYGXMSI
nitrogen fertiliser products.

2YXVMIR SRP] VITSVXW RIX WEPIW JSV MXW QERYJEGXYVIH TVSHYGXW WS [I L
nitrates and sulphates” as part of its nitrogen fertiliser product line, so we have included these.

Table M1: Nitrogen fertiliser production by the top three companies in 2024

Nitrogen fertiliser product Manufactured in 2024 (metric tons)

CF Industries®"* Granular urea 4.404 million

UAN 6.753 million

AN 1.392 million

TOTAL QMPPMSR
Yara®? Urea 4.593 million

Nitrate 5.941 million

NPK 6.346 million

CN 1.694 million

UAN 0.864 million

TOTAL QMPPMSR
Nutrien Ammonia 2.483 million

Urea and ESN 3.188 million

Solutions, nitrates and sulphates 5.023 million

TOTAL QMPPMSR
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Methodology

The most recent available data for global nitrogen fertiliser production is from 2022. *** Therefore, we have used 2022 data
for each of the top three companies to calculate their percentage contribution to total nitrogen fertiliser production. This
percentage may differ in more recent years.

We applied the same methodology as above to select the data for each company.

;1 XLIR HMZMHIH XLI XSXEP QERYJEGXYVIH TVSHYGX JSV EPP XLVII GSQTERMIW F
JSV ERH QYPXMTPMIH F] XS SFXEMR XLI YaREP TIVGIRXEKI

Table M2: Nitrogen fertiliser production by top three companies as a percentage of total nitrogen fertiliser production in 2022

Nitrogen fertiliser product Manufactured in 2022 (metric tons)

CF Industries®® Granular urea 4.561 million

UAN 6.706 million

AN 1.517 million

TOTAL QMPPMSR
Yara®™® Urea 3.949 million

Nitrate 5.625 million

NPK 6.003 million

CN 1.749 million

UAN 0.738 million

TOTAL QMPPMSR
Nutrien Ammonia 2.715 million

Urea 2.757 million

Solutions, nitrates and sulphates 4.551 million

TOTAL QMPPMSR
TOTAL for CF Industries, Yara and Nutrien (2022) QMPPMSR
TOTAL Global nitrogen fertiliser production (2022) 3 QMPPMSR

Top three as a percentage of global production (2022)
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Methodology

We used the most recent available data (2024) for each of the top three companies to calculate their revenue from nitrogen
JIVXMPMWIV TVSHYGXW -R IEGL GEWI [I YWIH XLI HMWEKKVIKEXIH VIZIRYIl HEXE
nitrogen fertiliser products.

The differences from the above tables are:

e CF Industries reports its revenue from ammonia separately to its other nitrogen fertiliser products, so we were able to
include this in the total.

e Yara reports its revenue from ammonia and urea separately from its other nitrogen fertiliser products, so we were able to
include these in the total.

2YXVMIR MRGPYHIW "3XLIV RMXVSKIR ERH TYVGLEWIH TVSHYGXW% MR MXW RN

Table M3: Fertiliser company revenue from nitrogen in 2024

CF Industries®® Ammonia 1.736 billion

Granular urea 1.600 billion

UAN 1.678 billion

AN 0.419 billion

TOTAL FMPPMSR
Yara®™® Ammonia 1.148 billion

Urea 3.116 billion

Nitrate 2.323 billion

NPK 4.431 billion

CN 0.761 billion

UAN 0.310 billion

TOTAL FMPPMSR
Nutrien 3™ Ammonia 1.232 billion

Urea and ESN 1.480 billion

Solutions, nitrates and sulphates 1.300 bhillion

Other nitrogen and purchased products 0.295 billion

TOTAL FMPPMSR
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Methodology

To align with the data on nitrogen fertiliser production, we have also calculated the total revenue for the top three companies

YWMRK HEXE JVSQ
nitrogen fertiliser products.

We applied the same methodology as above to select the data for each company.

-R IEGL GEWI [I YWIH XLI HMWEKKVIKEXIH VIZIRYlI HEXE F

Table M4: Fertiliser company revenue from nitrogen in 2022

CF Industries®"

Yara®”

Nutrien 3™

TOTAL

Ammonia

Granular urea

UAN

AN

TOTAL

Ammonia

Urea

Nitrate

NPK

CN

UAN

TOTAL

Ammonia

Urea

Solutions, nitrates and sulphatesulphates
Other nitrogen and purchased products

TOTAL

J\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXYS]IH XI

3.090 billion
2.892 billion
3.572 billion
0.845 billion

FMPPMSR

2.756 billion
5.434 billion
4.200 billion
7.010 billion
1.037 billion
0.630 billion

FMPPMSR

2.834 billion
2.037 billion
1.996 hillion
1.181 billion

FMPPMSR
FMPPMSR



Methodology

Each of the top three companies declared a nitrogen-related = Tables M5-M6: Fertiliser company production targets
production target for 2025 in their 2024 report. We have

. ; Company 2024 ammonia 2025 ammonia
compared these targets against the relevant production production (Mt) production target
YKYVI JSV

(Mt)
) ) CF Industries®™ 9.8 10
In the case of CF Industries and Yara, the production target
Yara®® 8.1

stated was for ammonia, and for Nutrien the target stated
was for manufactured sales volume of nitrogen.

Company | 2024 nitrogen | 2025 nitrogen | 2026 nitrogen

manufactured | manufactured | manufactured
In all three cases, the 2025 (and 2026, where Stated) tal’get sales volume sales volume sales volume

“KYVI MW KVIEXIV XLER XLI EGXYEF (Mt) (Mt) (M)
concluded that all three companies intended to increase
production of nitrogen fertilisers.

Nutrien* 10.7 10.7-11.2 11.5-12.0

We sourced the lobbying costs Table M7: Nitrogen fertiliser company lobbying costs (2023)

for fertiliser companies from
OpenSecrets’”” (pertaining to the US)

57 05FFIMRK )5 05FF IRk

and Lobbyfacts.eu®”® (pertaining to the Acron Group No data No data
EU). For consistency, we have used CF Industries $770,000 No data (no longer
2023 data for all companies — this registered as of May 2022)

year was selected as it had the most

) . EuroChem No data No data for 2023
available data across all the major
RMXVSKIR JIVXMPMWIV GS Fertiglobe No data No data
our report. Grupa Azoty No data €300,000
) Koch Fertilizer No data No data
We converted the total EU lobbying ;
costs to USD (using Wise's currency Nutrien $2,280,000 No data
converter) and added this to the total OCI Global $480,000 No data (no longer
97 PSFFIMRK “%KYVI XS SF registered as of May 2022)
“#KYVEJSYV XLI EQSYRX WT OSTCHEM No data No data
nitrogen fertiliser companies on
lobbying in 2023.37 PhosAgro No data No data (no longer
registered as of May 2022)
Pupuk Indonesia No data No data
SABIC $310,000 No data for 2023
Uralchem No data No data
Yara International $240,000 €2,750,000
Total (2023) $4,080,000 €3,050,000
8SXEP MR 97( $4,080,000 $3,529,460
838%0 97( $7,609,460

48t t)\LEYWXIH )EVXL ,S[ JIVXMPMWIV GSVTSVEXMSRW HIWXVS]IH XLI RMXVSKIR G]GPI ERH LS[ X¢



Methodology

We also sourced the lobbying costs for the fertiliser industry groups, Fertilizers Europe and The Fertilizer Institute, from
Lobbyfacts.eu and OpenSecrets respectively.

3RGI EKEMR [I GSRZIVXIH XLI )9 PSFFIMRK %KYVI XS 97( YWMRK ;MWI..W GYVVIR
“KYVI XS SFXEMR E XSXEP Y%KYVI JSV XLI EQSYRX WTIRX F] XLIWI JIVXMPMWIV ME

Table M8: Fertiliser industry group lobbying costs (2023)

Industry Group 97 OSFF]MRK )9 OSFFIMRK

Fertilizers Europe €700,000
The Fertilizer Institute $1,740,439

8SXEP MR 97( $1,740,439 $810,250
838%0 97 ( $2,550,689

*MREPP] [I| GSQFMRIH XLI XSXEPW MR 97( JSV XLI JIVXMPMWIV GSQTERMIW ERH

Table M9: Combined lobbying costs for fertiliser companies and industry groups (2023)

Combined Groups 97 OSFF]MRK )9 OSFFIMRK

Fertiliser companies $4,080,000 $3,529,460
Fertiliser industry groups $1,740,439 $810,250

8SXEP MR 97( $5,820,439 $4,339,710

838%0 97( $10,160,149

The OpenSecrets database states that the total spent by agribusiness on lobbying in 2023 was equal to $180,497,6523%
Dividing our calculated total by this amount gives us a percentage of — leading us to conclude that fertiliser lobbying
made up over 5% of all agribusiness lobbying in the US in 2023.
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Methodology

Table M10: Nitrogen fertiliser industry attendance COP26-COP30

Total nitrogen fertiliser Companies Badge split Percentage of country
company representatives | represented delegation badges

COP26 EuroChem (2) Country delegation (2) 40%
9/ Yara (3) NGO (3)

COP27 6 EuroChem (1) Country delegation (1) 17%
(Egypt) Nutrien (2) NGO (5)

Yara (3)
COP28 48 EuroChem (6) Country delegation (41) 85%
(Dubai) Fertiglobe (4) NGOs (6)

Nutrien (6) Special agencies (1)

OClI (1)

PhosAgro (5)

Pupuk Indonesia (19)
Uralchem (1)

Yara (6)
COP29 30 EuroChem (3) Country delegation (29) 97%
(Azerbaijan) PhosAgro (10) NGO (1)

Pupuk Indonesia (15)
Uralchem (1)

Yara (1)
COP30 17 Pupuk Indonesia (11) Country delegation (17)  100%
(Brazil) Uralchem (1)

Yara (5)

To conduct this data analysis, we considered the major nitrogen fertiliser producers as: Acron Group, CF Industries, EuroChem,
Fertiglobe, Grupa Azoty, Koch Fertilizer, Nutrien, OCI Global, OSTCHEM, PhosAgro, Pupuk Indonesia, SABIC, Uralchem, and Yara
International. These are some of the largest nitrogen fertiliser producers operating globally but is not an exhaustive list.

The data is taken directly from the UNFCCC'’s published lists of participants for each COP*®! In the case of COP30, this was a
provisional list.

To draw our conclusions, we assumed that:

* %R]SRI TVIWIRX EX '34 MW EXXIQTXMRK MR WSQI [E] XS MR%YIRGI XLI TSPMG]

(IPIKEXI..W WIPJ HIGPEVIH E%#PMEXMSRW EVI EGGYVEXI

¢ Members of delegations will represent delegation interests.
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