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DISCLOSURE INSIGHT ACTION

CO0. Introduction

CO0.1

(C0.1) Give a general description and introduction to your organization.
Eramet transforms the Earth’s mineral resources to provide sustainable and responsible solutions to the growth of the industry and to the challenges of the energy transition. It
employees are committed to this through their civic and contributory approach in all the countries where the mining and metallurgical group is present. Manganese, nickel,
mineral sands, lithium, and cobalt: Eramet recovers and develops metals that are essential to the construction of a more sustainable world. As a privileged partner of its

industrial clients, the Group contributes to making robust and resistant infrastructures and constructions, more efficient means of mobility, safer health tools and more
efficient telecommunications devices.

Fully committed to the era of metals, Eramet's ambition is to become a reference for the responsible transformation of the Earth’s mineral resources for living well together.

Eramet employs more than 9,000 people in 20 countries, with a turnover of € 5.0 billion in 2022.

The closing of the sale of Erasteel in June 2023 marked the finalisation of Eramet's repositioning in its core businesses, following on from the sale of Aubert & Duval at end-
April 2023, and enables the Group to fully focus on its development in critical metals for the energy transition.

C0.2

(C0.2) State the start and end date of the year for which you are reporting data and indicate whether you will be providing emissions data for past reporting
years.

Reporting year

Start date
January 1 2022

End date
December 31 2022

Indicate if you are providing emissions data for past reporting years
Yes

Select the number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 1 emissions data for
2 years

Select the number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 2 emissions data for
2 years

Select the number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 3 emissions data for
2 years

C0.3

(C0.3) Select the countries/areas in which you operate.
China
France
Gabon
New Caledonia
Norway
Senegal
Sweden
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
United States of America

C0.4

(C0.4) Select the currency used for all financial information disclosed throughout your response.
EUR
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C0.5

(C0.5) Select the option that describes the reporting boundary for which climate-related impacts on your business are being reported. Note that this option should
align with your chosen approach for consolidating your GHG inventory.
Financial control

C-MMO0.7

(C-MMO.7) Which part of the metals and mining value chain does your organization operate in?
Row 1

Mining
Nickel

Other non-ferrous metal mining, please specify (Manganese, Mineral sands)
Processing metals
Nickel

Other non-ferrous metals, please specify (Manganese, Titanium dioxide, Superalloys, Titanium alloys, Aluminium alloys)

C0.8

(C0.8) Does your organization have an ISIN code or another unique identifier (e.g., Ticker, CUSIP, etc.)?

Indicate whether you are able to provide a unique identifier for your organization Provide your unique identifier
Yes, an ISIN code

FR0000131757

C1. Governance

C141

(C1.1) Is there board-level oversight of climate-related issues within your organization?
Yes

Cl.1a

(C1.1a) Identify the position(s) (do not include any names) of the individual(s) on the board with responsibility for climate-related issues.

Position of individual or committee Responsi ies for climate-related issues

Board-level committee Define the new roadmap and objectives associated, in charge of the follow up and the review of Eramet's KPls
Chief Executive Officer (CEO) Review and management of climate strategy
Board Chair

Eramet's climate targets approval
Director on board

Analysis of the Group’s CSR roadmap and of its implementation

C1.1b
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(C1.1b) Provide further details on the board’s oversight of climate-related issues.

Frequency with which

climate-related issues

Governance
mechanisms into

Scope of | Please explain

which climate-related
issues are integrated

are a scheduled
agenda item

Scheduled — some Reviewing and guiding | <Not Group’s progress analysis in carbon emission reduction, e.g., the resilience and development of the sustainable business model.
meetings annual budgets Applicabl
Overseeing major e>
capital expenditures
Reviewing and guiding
strategy
Scheduled — all Overseeing the setting | <Not The CSR and Strategy Committee gathered 4 times in 2022. It has defined the new roadmap and objectives associated. The Committee is also in
meetings of corporate targets Applicabl | charge of the follow up and the review of Eramet's KPIs. The committee met several times to review and validate the roadmap. The explanation of the
Monitoring progress e> roadmap and the follow-up of the action plan is reported annually in Eramet's annual report in the CSR Engagement section.
towards corporate
targets
Scheduled — some Reviewing and guiding | <Not The Audit, Risks and Ethics Committee ensures that climate topics are integrated into Eramet's risk mapping and therefore in the management of
meetings the risk management Applicabl | risks. The Audit, Risks and Ethics Committee is composed of 6 members. The Committee gathered 7 times in 2022 to review and follow the strategy
process e> to manage and mitigate the risks. The follow-up of the action plan and the actions that have been settled are reported annually in Eramet's annual
report in the Risks section.
C1.1d

(C1.1d) Does your organization have at least one board member with competence on climate-related issues?

Primary reason for
no board-level
competence on
climate-related
issues

Explain why your organization does not have at least
one board member with competence on climate-
related issues and any plans to address board-level
competence in the future

Board member(s) | Criteria used to assess competence of board member(s) on climate-related issues
have competence
on climate-related

issues

Row | Yes The Board is composed of 18 members. In those 18 board members, 10 are part of the CSR &

1 Strategy Committee including the President of the Board. These 10 persons are in charge of the
climate-related issues in the company. Two board members have, through their professional practice,
in-depth skills on climate-related issues.

<Not Applicable> <Not Applicable>

C1.2

(C1.2) Provide the highest management-level position(s) or committee(s) with responsibility for climate-related issues.

Position or committee
Other, please specify (Executive Committee)

Climate-related responsibilities of this position

Managing major capital and/or operational expenditures related to low-carbon products or services (including R&D)
Monitoring progress against climate-related corporate targets

Managing value chain engagement on climate-related issues

Coverage of responsibilities
<Not Applicable>

Reporting line
Reports to the board directly

Frequency of reporting to the board on climate-related issues via this reporting line
Half-yearly

Please explain

The Executive Committee (Comex) is made up of the Chair and Chief Executive Officer, the Chief Operating Officer, the Executive Vice-President Human Resources,
Health and Security, the Chief Financial Officer in charge of procurement and IT, the Chief Sustainability and External Affairs Officer in charge of corporate affairs and
communication, the Chief Development Officer in charge of Strategy, Innovation and Business Development, and the General Counsel.

The Executive Committee reviews half-yearly the progress of the commitments made under CSR roadmap, including value chain engagement & corporate targets.

Position or committee
Chief Sustainability Officer (CSO)

Climate-related responsibilities of this position
Setting climate-related corporate targets
Monitoring progress against climate-related corporate targets

Coverage of responsibilities
<Not Applicable>

Reporting line
CEO reporting line

Frequency of reporting to the board on climate-related issues via this reporting line
Quarterly

Please explain
The Chief Sustainability Officer, as President of the CSR Steering Committee, monitors progress against climate-related corporate targets and generates proposals and
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initiatives for the Group, with the aim of continuously improving its CSR approach.

Position or committee
Other C-Suite Officer, please specify (Chief Development Officer)

Climate-related responsibilities of this position

Managing major capital and/or operational expenditures related to low-carbon products or services (including R&D)

Integrating climate-related issues into the strategy

Coverage of responsibilities
<Not Applicable>

Reporting line
CEO reporting line

Frequency of reporting to the board on climate-related issues via this reporting line
Quarterly

Please explain

Reporting on the progress of the key strategic initiatives within the climate transition plan. Preparing strategic decisions allowing to execute the plan (allocation of financial

resources, partnerships, long term contractual commitments, investments...)

Position or committee
Other, please specify (Decarbonization director)

Climate-related responsibilities of this position
Developing a climate transition plan

Implementing a climate transition plan

Integrating climate-related issues into the strategy
Conducting climate-related scenario analysis

Setting climate-related corporate targets

Managing value chain engagement on climate-related issues

Coverage of responsibilities
<Not Applicable>

Reporting line
Other, please specify (Chief Development Officer)

Frequency of reporting to the board on climate-related issues via this reporting line
Quarterly

Please explain

A decarbonization director was appointed in April 2023 to steer the decarbonization program, containing all the decarbonization projects the company is developing.

Position or committee
Environment/ Sustainability manager

Climate-related responsibilities of this position
Managing value chain engagement on climate-related issues

Other, please specify (Provide support to the Central Technical Office and Central Decarbonization Office)

Coverage of responsibilities
<Not Applicable>

Reporting line
Corporate Sustainability/CSR reporting line

Frequency of reporting to the board on climate-related issues via this reporting line
Quarterly

Please explain

Environment department provides methodological support to the Central Technical Office and Central Decarbonization Office teams in their Group decarbonization
initiatives. Environment department supports the decarbonization and climate resilience actions of our upstream and downstream value chains. Environment department is
in charge of analyses and action plans relating to adaptation to climate change, and to define and coordinate awareness-raising and training initiatives for Group employees

on these subjects.

C1.3

(C1.3) Do you provide incentives for the management of climate-related issues, including the attainment of targets?

Row 1| Yes Approximately 10% of the CEO and COMEX members bonus are linked to CSR-related targets (including CO2 intensity target).

C1.3a
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(C1.3a) Provide further details on the incentives provided for the management of climate-related issues (do not include the names of individuals).

Entitled to incentive
Corporate executive team

Type of incentive
Monetary reward

Incentive(s)
Bonus - % of salary

Performance indicator(s)
Achievement of a climate-related target

Incentive plan(s) this incentive is linked to
Short-Term Incentive Plan

Further details of incentive(s)
Annual variable remuneration : Approximately 10% of the CEO and corporate executive team members bonus are linked to CSR-related targets (including CO2 intensity
target expressed in tCO2 per ton outgoing).

Long-term remuneration scheme : Scheme for the Chair and Chief Executive Officer, which is identical to the scheme for the Group’s key executives and managers, is
based exclusively on intrinsic and extrinsic financial performance criteria, and CSR criteria. The CSR performance conditions for 2023 (20 % of the share grant) is based on
Eramet Group’s CSR performance over three years(i.e. the level of achievement of the Group’s CSR roadmap, which is based on 13 indicators that can be broken down
into 15 objectives that must be achieved, mainly covering the following areas: reduction of atmospheric emissions and CO2 emissions, safety, training and commitment of
employees, diversity, energy transition, respect for human rights, respect for the environment and biodiversity, responsible procurement etc.

Explain how this incentive contributes to the implementation of your organization’s climate commitments and/or climate transition plan
This incentive contributes to :

- Maintain the Group’s climate performance

- Demonstrating the importance of the climate change within the Group ;

- The attention paid to achieve climate-related targets.

C2. Risks and opportunities

c21

(C2.1) Does your organization have a process for identifying, assessing, and responding to climate-related risks and opportunities?
Yes

C2.1a

(C2.1a) How does your organization define short-, medium- and long-term time horizons?

From Comment
(years) (years)

Short- Given the nature of the Group's main activities (mining and metal processing), Eramet considers horizons to be "short term" if below 2 years, "medium-term" if between 2 and 8
term years, and "long term" when beyond 8 years.
Medium- 2 8 Given the nature of the Group's main activities (mining and metal processing), Eramet considers horizons to be "short term" if below 2 years, "medium-term" if between 2 and 8
term years, and "long term" when beyond 8 years.
Long-term 8 15 Given the nature of the Group's main activities (mining and metal processing), Eramet considers horizons to be "short term" if below 2 years, "medium-term" if between 2 and 8

years, and "long term" when beyond 8 years.

C2.1b
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(C2.1b) How does your organization define substantive financial or strategic impact on your business?
® Substantive financial impact definition

A substantive financial impact on our business is defined in our risk management process as an event whose potential financial impact on the company can reach 3% of
EBITDA which approximately corresponds to a value of €30m or more. A climate-related significant risk such as the physical impacts of climate change has been added to the
group risk analysis. The main risk factors to which the Group is exposed due to its business model and the activities it performs are identified in the Group’s 2022 risk map,
which was presented to the Audit, Risks and Ethics Committee in December 2022 and is available on the Group 2022 Universal Registered Document (see Eramet Group
website).
® Quantifiable indicator used

From a financial perspective, Eramet calculates a financial reporting materiality threshold. This threshold is fixed at 3 % of EBITDA. Based on the 2022 EBITDA, a risk is
considered as such if the potential financial impact on the company can reach €36m (= 3 % x 1200 (EBITDA 2022)) or more.

At the Group level, climate change will lead to higher taxes on energy, and greater difficulty to access financing for certain investments. Attracting young talents within the
Group could be more difficult, the younger generations being more concerned by climate-related issues and wishing to invest in companies that are strongly committed to the
subject. At present, it is difficult to assess the consequences more accurately. We are developing our transition risks analysis to include quantitative indicators (such as
impacts on our reputation, access to finances and lack of attractiveness) and hope to have this process finalised within the next 2 years

c2.2

(C2.2) Describe your process(es) for identifying, assessing and responding to climate-related risks and opportunities.

Value chain stage(s) covered
Direct operations

Risk management process
Integrated into multi-disciplinary company-wide risk management process

Frequency of assessment
Annually

Time horizon(s) covered
Short-term
Medium-term

Description of process

(i) Identification : A global risk mapping is performed at Eramet group level every year. The main risk factors to which the Group is exposed due to its business model and
the activities it performs are identified in the Group’s 2022 risk map, which was presented to the Audit, Risks and Ethics Committee in December 2022 and is available on
the Group 2022 Universal Registered Document (see Eramet Group website). Eramet also follows the emerging regulation especially when related to carbon as our
activities are carbon intensive. A dedicated person has been recruited in 2023.

(i) Assessment : A dedicated Climate-related risk section has been added to the Group Risk map. Impacts of climate change in terms of physical risks, regulatory risks, and
energy costs, are studied. Eramet reviews the transition risks for each branch and each category of product. The Group also reviews the physical risks for each plant in all
the countries where Eramet has activities. Physical risks review consists of characterizing sensitivity of existing processes and infrastructures to 8 selected climatic hazards.
Then these sensitivities are crossed with predictable variation by 2050 of a list of physical consequences of climatic hazards. We consider to do so RCP8.5 scenario.

(iii) Response : Following this assessment, a mitigation action plan is under-development for sites and physical consequences leading to highest levels of risks. More
broadly, we ensure that the internal price of carbon, which makes it possible to opt for the least-emitting technological solutions, is correctly applied in the company's various
activities. Eramet has chosen in its new projects to opt for the least-emitting technology when an alternative presents itself (hydrometallurgical rather than pyrometallurgical
way, for example).

Value chain stage(s) covered
Downstream

Risk management process
Integrated into multi-disciplinary company-wide risk management process

Frequency of assessment
Annually

Time horizon(s) covered
Short-term
Medium-term

Description of process
(i) Identification & (ii) assessment : Eramet performs a yearly review on climate issues with its business managers in order to identify potential climate opportunities that
arise from day-to-day activities. This is especially the case when identifying our customers’ growing demand for low-carbon products.

(i) Assessment : Eramet needs to make sure its products may answer this new emerging concern. Our carbon intensity target allows us to work toward products with lower
carbon content.

(iii) Response : Eramet’s manganese activity through Norwegian and French manganese alloy smelting plants produces manganese alloys with very low emission factor,
and for some of them, the lowest level of emission of the world. This was demonstrated by CRU’s study carried out in 2021 for FFF.

Value chain stage(s) covered
Downstream
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Risk management process
A specific climate-related risk management process

Frequency of assessment
Every three years or more

Time horizon(s) covered
Medium-term
Long-term

Description of process

(i) Identification : Scenario-based analyses are a powerful tool for managing this chapter of strategic thinking and design. It entails a forward-looking review, projecting
Eramet’s current activity onto various possible worlds, in order to assess the consequences on our business. This approach is efficient for building a comprehensive model
of the complex changes and the interactions between them, which helps define the transformations caused by climate change.

(i) Assessment : The Group conducted this first analysis in 2018 in collaboration with a domain-specific expert consultant. Two scenarios modelling a transition to a low-
carbon society, compatible with the 2°C target of the Paris Agreement, were selected :

* The IEA 2°C scenario with CO2 capture/storage (CCS — Carbon Capture Storage) as a benchmark;

« A variant of this first scenario, more cautious on the hypotheses of an improvement in energy efficiency and of CCS deployment kinetics.

(iii) Response : The main outcome of this scenario is that Eramet metals, in particular nickel, lithium, manganese and alloys, are metals that are critical to the development
of energy transition technologies and essential for climate change management. This translates into a favourable outlook for changes in demand between now and
2030.This growth is driven in particular by lithium-ion batteries (which use nickel) to store electricity. Indeed, the quantity of nickel required in 2030 should increase by a
factor of more than 3 compared to 2020, illustrating the significant role played by batteries as a demand growth driver. Lithium is an essential metal in the production of
lithium- ion batteries being used in electric mobility, among other things, and demand is expected to multiply approximately eightfold by 2030 (from what it was in 2020).
These results underscore the resilience of demand for these metals in the IEA’s “2°C with CCS” transition scenario and the relevance of the Group’s current and future
metals to address the requirements of the energy and low carbon transition.

Value chain stage(s) covered
Direct operations

Risk management process
A specific climate-related risk management process

Frequency of assessment
Annually

Time horizon(s) covered
Short-term

Medium-term

Long-term

Description of process

(i) Identification : European and Norwegian plants, representing approximately 25% of the Group's scopes 1 & 2 emissions, are subject to the European Union Emissions
Trading Scheme (EU ETS), which entails increased financial risk due to the uncertainties inherent in the long-term quotas market, as well as uncertainties related to legal
mechanisms that may evolve and be adopted in the future. Eramet also follows the emerging regulation especially when related to carbon as our activities are carbon-
intensive

(i) Assessment : Eramet has an internal process to closely monitor the evolution of the carbon market.

(iii) Response :The Group is preparing for the potential emergence of a higher carbon tax by experimenting with an internal price for its investment projects, and for the
evaluation of its strategic options, on the basis of an internal price. This price of €30 per tonne of CO2 has been raised in 2021 to €100 per tonne of CO2 for long-term
investments to reflect the carbon tax and quotas market recent developments worldwide.

The provision is applicable to the investment projects developed in all the geographic areas where Eramet is present, including those where there is no carbon quota
system. The consequence of this choice is to prioritise lower-carbon emitting technological solutions and contribute to improving the awareness of climate change among all
Eramet employees.

For instance, Eramet has implemented the internal price of CO2 for a solar farm and a battery project (21 MW) in Senegal to produce renewable electricity instead of
utilising a fuel oil-fired power plant. The investment metrics of the project are improved due to the internal carbon price. This approach has been selected even though
Senegal has not implemented a CO2 tax system.

Value chain stage(s) covered
Direct operations

Upstream

Downstream

Risk management process
A specific climate-related risk management process

Frequency of assessment
Annually

Time horizon(s) covered
Short-term

Medium-term

Long-term

Description of process

(i) Identification & (ii) assessment : Eramet performs a yearly review on climate issues with its business managers in order to identify potential climate-related risks that
arise from day-to-day activities. For instance, as part of addressing unseasonal and severe wet weather from the La Nina weather cycle in New Caledonia, we had to
understand the potential impacts of increasing frequency and duration of intense rains and what measures should be taken to adapt. We are currently working with our
insurance companies to better estimate the impact of potential future extreme weathers on our activities.
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(iii) Response : Our infrastructures are nevertheless hurricane proof and we modified our ore supply chain to make sure the continuity of operation of our furnaces is

granted.

C2.2a

(C2.2a) Which risk types are considered in your organization's climate-related risk assessments?

Relevance

&
inclusion

Current Relevant,
regulation | always
included

Emerging | Relevant,
regulation | always
included

Technology | Relevant,
always
included

Legal Relevant,
always
included

Market Relevant,
always
included

Reputation | Relevant,

always

included
Acute Relevant,
physical always

included

Chronic Relevant,
physical always
included

c23

Please explain

European and Norwegian plants, representing approximately 25% of the Group's scopes 1 & 2 emissions, are subject to the European Union Emissions Trading Scheme (EU ETS).
At the Group level, climate change will lead to higher taxes on energy, and greater difficulty of access to financing for certain investments. At present, it is difficult to assess the
consequences more accurately.

There is currently no globally applicable carbon market or price, only fragmented and uncoordinated regional systems. The Group is preparing for the potential emergence of such a global
market by experimenting with an internal standard price for its investment projects, the evaluation of its strategic options, on the basis of 100 EUR per tonne of CO2 (EUA price was very
close to €80/tonne during winter early 2022). This internal price of carbon was raised to €100/tonne in 2021 to better take into account the potential financial impacts of the emerging
regulation and to reorient our current investments towards low carbon projects and initiatives. This value reflects a belief that global capital markets are moving towards a long-term carbon
price that is higher than the European regional spot price at the end of 2022. The consequence of this choice, throughout the entire Group and independently of the regions with an
established carbon market and price, is a shift towards technological solutions that emit less carbon. In addition, the implementation of this policy of applying an internal Group carbon price
helps to raise awareness of the climate challenge among all of Eramet's employees.

Eramet pays attention to opportunities offered especially by the different national stimulus plans. In 2022, several applications were filed, in order to consider an acceleration of the Group’s
investments around the reduction of its emissions or its energy consumption. The Group’s Energy department has added staff and been organised to enable more systematic requests for
this aid.

Transition risk arises from a variety of technological and market responses to the challenges posed by climate change and the transition to a lower-carbon economy; these are often
interconnected with the policy and regulatory risks discussed separately, with more ambitious emissions reduction targets or GHG regulations likely to accelerate the adoption of lower
emissions technologies. The substitution of existing technologies with lower emissions options, particularly in the electricity and transport sectors, has the potential to reduce the demand
for fossil fuel products. The development of low emissions technologies also presents an enormous opportunity for Eramet. Our metal alloys, products have application applications in a
variety of low emissions products in energy generation and transport, for example, electric vehicles, and energy storage, which are likely to see tremendous growth driven by technology
technological developments. Likewise, lithium and nickel are critical raw materials for batteries, with battery producers expected to match electric vehicle growth rates. Carbon Capture and
Storage (CCS) is another key technology that offers future opportunities for Eramet as it has the potential to play a pivotal role in decarbonizing industrial processes such as Manganese
and Alloys production. Technology developments also have the potential to impact our operations, with the potential requirement for increased capital expenditure or investment in research
and development into low emissions technologies. The deployment of low emissions technologies at our operations also presents opportunities to reduce costs and improve productivity.
For example, deploying electric vehicles at our sites has the potential to lower operating costs, as well as to reduce worker exposure to diesel particulate matter.

Non-physical risks are related to various political, legal, technological and commercial issues affected by the challenges of climate change and the transition to a less carbon-intensive
economy. For example, to avoid disclosure / market communications-related litigation risks, we need to demonstrate how climate change has been taken into account and embedded into
our activities.

Eramet aims to consider the impacts of climate change in its strategic roadmap. The Group recognises that the world could react in different ways to combat climate change.

Two scenarios modelling a transition to a low-carbon society, compatible with the 2°C target of the Paris Agreement, were selected:

« The IEA 2°C scenario with CO2 capture/storage (CCS — Carbon Capture Storage) as a benchmark;

« A variant of this first scenario, more cautious on the hypotheses of an improvement in energy efficiency and of CCS deployment kinetics.

In 2018, a business impact analysis was conducted to quantify the change in demand for metals needed for the energy transition and this assessment is continuously updated. These
scenarios highlight, for example, the criticality of certain metals produced by the Group and their unique role in the energy transition, which helped to guide the Group’s strategy, namely
lithium and nickel (often associated with cobalt). The risk is not having secured the metal sources to meet the growing demand.

Producing critical metals needed for energy transition is a source of pride for employees, as well as a significantly positive branding for the company.

Frequent publications are released on the market for such purposes.

There is a risk of association of Eramet’s high carbon-emission energy-intensive activities with climate change. We have performed a benchmark of the carbon content of our products to
demonstrate our efforts and results on this topic. Attracting young talents within the Group could be more difficult, the younger generations being more concerned by climate-related issues
and wishing to invest in companies that are strongly committed to the subject.

In 2021 Eramet developed a study using the OCARA methodology, with a time horizon of 2050 and covering all sites, in operation and planned. This analysis highlighted 10 industrial sites
of the Metals & Mining Division that are more specifically exposed to physical risks related to climate change, such as extreme climatic phenomena, increase in average temperature,
heavy precipitation or water stress. In the coming years, Eramet will continue the exercise with the aim of creating mitigation plans for the sites with highest level of exposure.

In 2022, we experienced anormal intensity of rains, both in new Caledonia and Gabon which affected our production but increased our ability to use hydro power electricity. Those climatic
hazards seem to follow a trend predicted by our preliminary climate change risk assessment.

Risks related to the physical impacts of climate change are also analysed considering continuous and progressive changes. Specifically, through:
« rising sea levels;

« gradual increase in rainfall;

« gradual decrease in rainfall;

« gradual increase in temperature.

Climate changes are defined by taking into account the RCP8.5 high-emission trajectory and forecasted situation in 2050. Every operation site, plant or office of Eramet is screened in that
process. The Group used the OCARA methodology (Operational Climate Adaptation & Resilience Assessment) developed by the consulting firm Carbone 4. OCARA aims to create the
benchmark for analysing the resilience of companies to the impacts of climate change physical risks. It allows companies to question their vulnerabilities, identify points of vigilance and
then implement climate resilience actions.

In the coming years, Eramet will continue and detail this analysis on the perimeter of the sites identified as the most exposed. This review will clarifiy the existing means of mitigation and
identify the complementary action plans to be considered.

Eramet is conscious of the particularly close horizon of first consequences of these phenomena, some of which are already visible. Indeed, New Caledonia and Gabon faced specifically
high level of rain falls in 2022 due to La Nina weather cycle, which appear to be a chronical trend in last years. The Group has decided to consequently adapt its risk analysis to explicitly
include these direct impacts of climate modifications on its activity as from 2020.

According to the Aqueduct Water Risk Atlas (developed by the World Resources Institute — WRI), there are currently no production sites in a catchment area with high water stress risk —
i.e. with a >40% ratio of total water intake to renewable and available water supply, as defined by the WRI.

The study has also helped to project the effects of global warming. By 2040, there will be four sites located in catchment areas with high water stress levels (the GCO site in Senegal and
the Dunkirk site in France).

In anticipation of the future scarcity of water resources, Eramet is proactive and investing in water recycling systems and rainwater recovery systems on its operational sites. Eramet also
takes account of the need to reduce water intensity in all its developing mining projects.
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(C2.3) Have you identified any inherent climate-related risks with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business?
Yes

C2.3a

(C2.3a) Provide details of risks identified with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business.

Identifier
Risk 1

Where in the value chain does the risk driver occur?
Direct operations

Risk type & Primary climate-related risk driver

Acute physical | Other, please specify (Increased severity and frequency of extreme weather events such as extreme heat and drought, on one hand and heavy rains and floods on another hand.)

Primary potential financial impact
Decreased revenues due to reduced production capacity

Climate risk type mapped to traditional financial services industry risk classification
<Not Applicable>

Company-specific description

In 2021 we have conducted a study with the OCARA methodology to better assess the physical risks of our metals and mining sites. We have identified the following
materials impacts that some of Eramet’s sites could face in the coming years considering climate changes:
- Repeated occurrences of large wildfires and pandemics;

- Competition for access to water;

- Electricity blackout, interruption of communication networks;

- Limitation in the ability to import or export critical goods;

- Stock losses and lasting loss of supply;

- Landslide causing inaccessibility or even partial or complete destruction of buildings;

- Decommissioning or destruction of machinery;

- Limitation of our ability for vegetation recovery.

Overall, Eramet's industrial sites present a level of risk below average.

Time horizon
Medium-term

Likelihood
Likely

Magnitude of impact
High

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
Yes, a single figure estimate

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
61411000

Potential financial impact figure — minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure — maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact figure
We estimate that the increased severity and frequency of cyclones may impact around 10% of our mining production in New Caledonia, which approximately equates to
€57m of EBITDA as it affects the ore business in the first instance.

Financial impact = 10 % x 2022 New Caledonia mining production x 105 USD /mt
Financial impact = 10 % x 5 400 kmt x 116 KUSD /kmt
Financial impact = 62 640kUSD = 61 411 kEUR

With 1160 USD / mt : 2022 average price of nickel ore
Exchange rate : 1,02 USD / EUR

Cost of response to risk
26800000

Description of response and explanation of cost calculation
1) Case study:

We estimate that the increased severity and frequency of cyclones may impact around 10% of our mining production capacity in New Caledonia, which approximately
equates to €57m of EBITDA as it affects the laterite ore mining component of the business in the first instance. A process is in place to mitigate the impact of cyclones: the
power of the furnaces of the pyro metallurgical plant (in Doniambo, New Caledonia) is minimised when a cyclone approaches and a section of the oil-fired power plant
supplying the furnaces is isolated. To ensure the continuity of the plant, we have increased the stock of safety fuel oil (+ 25kt) and also increased the nickel ore stockpile
target (+ 150 kt) to ensure continuity of furnace load.

2) Explanation of how the figure provided in column 'Cost of response to risk' was calculated:
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The cost of the response to risk, which is non-recurring, corresponds to the total value of the additional fuel oil and ore stock (based on its market value):
Cost of response to risk = fuel oil stock cost + ore stock cost

Cost of response to risk = 25 kt * $400 USD/mt + 150 kt * 116 USD /mt

Cost of response to risk = USD 10,0 m + USD 17,4 m

Cost of response to risk = USD 27,4 m

Cost of response to risk = EUR 26,8 m

With $ 400 USD/mt : 2022 average cost of fuel oil
116 USD / mt : 2022 average price of nickel ore
Exchange rate : 1,02 USD / EUR

Comment
NA

Identifier
Risk 2

Where in the value chain does the risk driver occur?
Direct operations

Risk type & Primary climate-related risk driver

Emerging regulation Carbon pricing mechanisms

Primary potential financial impact
Increased direct costs

Climate risk type mapped to traditional financial services industry risk classification
<Not Applicable>

Company-specific description

In Europe, the increasing scope and level of carbon taxation may affect the cost of our products from Norwegian and French plants subject to the ETS. The EU ETS in 2021
revealed a level of carbon price not seen for nearly a decade. From 2019, new carbon taxes have been put in place in South Africa, where we buy manganese ore, and in
Argentina, where we have a lithium mining project and in Indonesia where we have a Ni pig iron site and are considering a Ni intermediate product project. The Government
of Gabon has a project to create a carbon tax in that country. Its terms of application are not yet known. It is likely that other new carbon tax systems will emerge in
countries in which Eramet operates.

Time horizon
Long-term

Likelihood
More likely than not

Magnitude of impact

High

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
Yes, an estimated range

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure — minimum (currency)
204100000

Potential financial impact figure — maximum (currency)
364700000

Explanation of financial impact figure
The financial impact figure is based on the projection in 2035 of CO2 emissions without any reduction initiative and on IEA CO2 prices projections. The cost compared to
today is estimated between m€ 204-365.

Calculation explanation :
Cost = Current CO2 Eramet’s emission by country x 2035 CO2 prices in regions where Eramet operates, by scenario

With :

- Current CO2 Eramet’s emission by country : as disclosed in part C7.2

- 2035 CO2 price : assumptions based on carbon cost forecasts for 2030 and 2040 made by the IEA “World Energy Model” according to “announced pledges” and
“sustainable development” IEA’s scenarios ; 2035 CO2 price = average (2030 CO2 price ; 2040 CO2)

Announced Pledges CO2 prices by 2035 :

- Advanced economies with net zero pledges : 145 USD/t

- China: 62,5 USD/t

- Emerging market and developing economies with net zero pledges : 75 USD / t
Sustainable development CO2 prices by 2035 :

- Advanced economies with net zero pledges : 120 USD/t

- Other selected emerging market and developing economies : 17,5 USD/t
Exchange rate : 1,02 USD / EUR

Each country in which Eramet operates is associated with a geographical area (Advanced economies, emerging market, etc).

Minimum corresponds to 2035 IEA “Announced pledges” scenario CO2 prices
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Maximum corresponds to 2035 IEA “Sustainable development” scenario CO2 prices

Cost of response to risk
500000000

Description of response and explanation of cost calculation

On a like-for-like basis with 2019, Eramet seeks to achieve a -40% reduction in the Group’s (scopes 1 and 2) carbon emissions by 2035 compared to 2019. This target
requires activating all available levers, including those still at the stage of research and development or first pilot schemes: carbon capture & storage (CCS), bio-reducers,
electrical mining machinery and others. The implementation of these levers will generate investment costs or operational expenses.

The initial assessment is that achievement of this target will require investing in emission reduction projects translating into a direct CAPEX of around € 500 million between
2023 and 2035. This figure assumes that there would also be substantial additional indirect investment by Eramet service partners in infrastructure to facilitate this outcome.

The final costs and split of direct Eramet and indirect third-party investments remain subject to ongoing technical and economic study to further optimize the implementation
of Eramet emission reduction projects. Emissions targets are also systematically factored-in at the core of the engineering of the process, and the power sourcing, for each
new production project to achieve best in class emission outcome from the outset.

Comment
NA

Identifier
Risk 3

Where in the value chain does the risk driver occur?
Direct operations

Risk type & Primary climate-related risk driver

Market Other, please specify (Increased financing costs)

Primary potential financial impact
Increased direct costs

Climate risk type mapped to traditional financial services industry risk classification
<Not Applicable>

Company-specific description
In July 2023, Eramet had 3 financial products, part of the cost of which is indexed to the achievement of climate-related targets. :

1) Revolving credit facility: In June 2022, the Group refinanced the revolving credit facility, increasing it to €935 million with a maturity of five years. Two of the Group’s
decarbonisation CSR indicators were integrated into the agreement :

- A Scope 1 & 2 GHG emissions intensity target (expressed in tCO2 / t of product outgoging) from 2022 to 2028

- A Suppliers and Customers Emissions Target (express in % of suppliers and customers commiteed) in 2025

A RDV Clause (no later than in December 2025) will enable to shift, if doable, to absolute targets. Otherwise SPTs will remain linear interpolations of the intensity target (of
2030).

2) Sustainability-Linked bonds : In May 2023, Eramet emitted 500 M€ of sustainability linked-bond aligned with the Sustainability-Linked Financing Framework which is
available on the website of the Company. The Bonds are linked to two sustainability performance targets which are (i) the reduction by 35 per cent. of the annual Scope 1
and Scope 2 greenhouse gas emissions intensity of the Eramet Group on 31 December 2025 compared to such emissions in 2019 and (ii) the increase to 67% of the share
(by emissions) of its suppliers and its customers having decarbonisation targets consistent with the well-below 2° Celsius scenario of the Paris Agreement, on 31 December
2025. Under such sustainability-linked instruments, Eramet intends to tie the coupon rate, margin rate or premium to the achievement or failure to achieve the following
SPTs

- SPT 1: Reduce absolute scope 1 and 2 GHG emissions by 40% by 2035 vs 2019;

-SPT 2: Reduce scope 1 and 2 GHG emissions intensity by 35% by 2025 and 40% by 2030 vs 2019; and

-SPT 3: Increase the share of suppliers and customers by emissions, having decarbonization targets consistent with the well-below 2°C scenario of the Paris agreement, to
67% by 2025

3) Term loan : On 31 January 2023, Eramet renewed and extended the term loan for an amount of €480 million with a pool ofbanks. The new floating-rate loan matures in
January 2027 and can be amortised as of January 2025. €270 million of this loan has been drawn down, mainly to refinance the outstanding amount of the old loan.
Applicable margin is linked to 2 climate-related targets (S1 +S2 GHG emissions intensity target & a Suppliers and Customers Emissions Target)

Time horizon
Medium-term

Likelihood
More likely than not

Magnitude of impact
Low

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
Yes, an estimated range

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure — minimum (currency)
9700000

Potential financial impact figure — maximum (currency)
15200000

Explanation of financial impact figure
1) Revolving credit facility (RCF) :
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If Scope 1 & 2 GHG emissions intensity targets are not reached, the margin of the facility increases by +0.10%.
Yearly cost of not achieving CO2 intensity performance is 0.10 % x Amount drawn within the falicility framework

The maximum annual cost of not reaching the intensity target is €935,000 (= 395,000,000 x 0.10 %) . Minimum cost is 327 000 € in case of non-drawing of the facility.
Over 7 years (maximum maturity of the (RCF), min cost is 2.95 M€ and max 6.5M€.

2) Sustainability linked-bond :

If Scope 1 & 2 GHG emissions intensity targets are not reached, the margin of the bond increases by 0.25 % in 2027 & 2028. If Scope 3 target is not reached in end-2025,
the margin of the bond increases by 0.25 % in 2027 & 2028.

Coupon = 500 M€

Cost per target not reached = 2 years x 0,25 % x 500 000 000 = 2,5 M€ / target not reached

If targets S1 + S2 & S3 are not reached, total costs = 5 M€ (= 2.50 M€ x 2)

3) Term loan : If Scope 1 & 2 GHG emissions intensity targets are not reached, the margin of the facility increases by +0.10%, as for Scope 3 target . Cost if targets are not
reached is 1.8 M€ until 2028.

Total costs from 2023 to 2028 :
Max = 6.5 M€ + 5.0 M€ + 1.8 M€ = 15.2 M€
Min = 2.95 M€ + 5.0 M€ + 1.8 M€ = 9.7 M€

Cost of response to risk
0

Description of response and explanation of cost calculation

Achieving emission intesntiy target will require activating all available levers, including:

> Short and medium term levers, such as:

o Use of renewable energy in its operation and sourcing of CO2 free power for pyrometallurgy operations (e.g., solar plant at Grande Céte in Senegal; securing energy
from wind farms in Tysvaer and Buhei, Norway and the installation of a solar energy unit at its facility in Les Ancizes, France.)

o Introduction of new mobility solution (e.g., electric trucks, use of electric conveyors) on mining operations

o Replacing oil-fired plants at its Doniambo, New Caledonia facility with an offshore LNG power plant

> Breakthrough innovations to production processes, most of them still at the research and development stage or first pilots and expect to materialize after 2025:

o Use of bio reductant and hydrogen to decarbonize its pyrometallurgical production process, that rely of fossil coal. Eramet launched in 2021 a pilot projects in Norway for
the production of manganese and titanium slag, respectively replacing carbon materials with bio carbon (produced from biomass and wood waste) and hydrogen. Carbon
Capture & Storage, including the capture of the CO2 produced by metallurgical furnaces and its deep underground storage.

Cost of response to risk : No estimation due to the uncertainty of major actions costs (such as LNG conversion in New Caledonia).

Comment

C24

(C2.4) Have you identified any climate-related opportunities with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business?

Yes

C2.4a

CDP

(C2.4a) Provide details of opportunities identified with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business.

Identifier
Opp1

Where in the value chain does the opportunity occur?
Downstream

Opportunity type
Markets

Primary climate-related opportunity driver
Access to new markets

Primary potential financial impact
Increased revenues resulting from increased demand for products and services

Company-specific description
CENTENARIO PROJECT: ERAMET LITHIUM PROJECT LOCATED IN ARGENTINA

Eramet has defined part of its development strategy on the metals involved in the transition to a climate-neutral economy, mainly lithium, nickel salts and cobalt salts.
The development of batteries will lead to very strong growth in demand for certain critical metals. For instance, the demand for lithium is expected to increase 8-fold by
2030, for pure nickel salts threefold and for cobalt threefold.

It is clear that securing access to critical metal resources will be a key challenge for all European players involved in the battery manufacturing supply chain. For Eramet,
access to these critical natural resources is a structural competitive advantage. Eramet is the only European player to have secured significant resources of critical metals in
this fast-growing market and has positioned itself as a key supplier, particularly via the Eramet deposit in Argentina.

In 2012, Eramet discovered the Centenario-Ratones deposit, located at an altitude of 3,800 metres in the province of Salta in the north-west of Argentina. With Chile and
Bolivia, this country forms part of the “lithium triangle”, which, according to the USGS (United States Institute of Geological Studies), represents more than half of the world’s
lithium resources. Since April 2014, the Group has held mining rights to this salt flat, which extends over more than 500 square kilometres. It contains very substantial

Page 12 of 104



CDP

drainable resources, estimated at nearly 10 million tonnes of lithium carbonate

equivalent (LCE). The project developed by Eramet consists of extracting brine from the salar and processing it into battery-grade lithium carbonate, with the aim of
producing 24,000 tonnes per year of LCE. The project is based on a high-performance direct extraction process that uses a solid active ingredient developed by Eramet
Ideas, Eramet’s R&D centre, in association with IFPEN, the French Institute of Oil and New Energies. The project also has a strong ESG performance, particularly given the
quality of relationships forged with local communities during the project preparation phase. Eramet’s process also represents a benefit in terms of the use of water
resources compared with projects based on a conventional extraction process. All of Eramet’s CSR standards will be applied to the activity.

Time horizon
Short-term

Likelihood
Virtually certain

Magnitude of impact
High

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
Yes, a single figure estimate

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
185000000

Potential financial impact figure — minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure — maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact figure

The competitiveness of the process developed by Eramet places it in the first quartile of the lithium industry’s cash cost curve. Estimated EBITDA with an annual production
of 24,000 tonnes of lithium (LCE), after ramp-up, should reach around $200 million per year (= € 185 m) based on the last long-term price consensus (Cost insurance freight
- CIF LT price consensus of $12,900/t LCE).

Cost to realize opportunity
510000000

Strategy to realize opportunity and explanation of cost calculation

In view of very strong growth in demand for lithium, a critical metal for the energy transition, which is a strategic development area for Eramet, the Group decided in
November 2021 to start construction of the lithium production plant in Argentina, having mothballed the project in April 2020 due to the health crisis. The restart of the project
was achieved through the signing

of a partnership agreement with the Chinese steel group Tsingshan, with which Eramet has successfully developed nickel production in Weda Bay, Indonesia. Eramet has

a majority share of 50.1% in the project and will manage it from an operational standpoint. Production will be sold by each of the two shareholders up to their share of the
capital on the basis of an off- take contract (trading) under commercial market conditions.

The amount of the investment to finalise the construction of the plant was revalued at $550 million in early 2022 (= € 510 m), including:

ethe initially estimated $400 million, of which $375 million financed by Tsingshan and $25 million by Eramet;

ean additional $150 million, mainly due to the sharp rise in equipment and freight prices, financed by Eramet and Tsingshan pro rata to their shareholdings, namely
50.1%/49.9% respectively.

Construction of the plant started in April 2022, with a view to coming on stream in the first quarter of 2024. The first tonnes of lithium carbonate will be produced in 2024, in
a market that is expected to remain under high tension. Nominal capacity is expected to be reached in mid-2025. With this project, Eramet will become the first European
company to develop large-scale sustainable lithium production, based on an efficient process developed by its own R&D centre.

Comment
NA

Identifier
Opp2

Where in the value chain does the opportunity occur?
Upstream

Opportunity type
Resource efficiency

Primary climate-related opportunity driver
Use of recycling

Primary potential financial impact
Increased revenues resulting from increased demand for products and services

Company-specific description
LI-ION BATTERY RECYCLING PROJECT: RELIEVE PROJECT

Recycling of li-ion batteries is currently a key lever for the sustainability of electric mobility which is dependent on the ability to reuse and recycle batteries and their different
compounds. Disruptive projects are necessary to develop this industry with all the benefits of a truly circular-economy approach, by offsetting the negative externalities of
batteries production, while providing the value chain with new metals supplied from this urban mine. The ReLieVe project developed by Eramet offers a technologically
sound response at industrial scale to this major bottleneck to the development of electric vehicles in Europe. It will contribute significantly to the European objectives by
retailing in Europe the metals needed for EV batteries.

On the strength of the technical maturity achieved over several years of research and development, Eramet has decided to launch industrialization studies in early 2022 to
develop an integrated recycling solution covering the entire value chain from the dismantling of batteries to the production of nickel, cobalt and lithium salts suitable for the
manufacture of new batteries.

Depending on the outcome of this pre-industrial phase, Eramet and its partners may decide to build a lithium-ion battery recycling plant in France by 2024 to produce black

mass, a metal concentrate (nickel, cobalt, manganese, lithium and graphite) suitable for hydrometallurgical refining.
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As for the refining steps, Eramet starts the construction of a pre-industrial demonstrator within its research and innovation centre, an essential step to pave the way for the
commercial phase. This demonstrator will optimize the efficiency of the recycling process and will address the requirements of future customers and partners by drawing on
the Group’s expertise in metals extraction process engineering and its operational expertise in hydrometallurgy.

Time horizon
Medium-term

Likelihood
More likely than not

Magnitude of impact
Medium-low

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
Yes, an estimated range

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure — minimum (currency)
40000000

Potential financial impact figure — maximum (currency)
60000000

Explanation of financial impact figure
The financial impact of the project is highly dependent on the market prices of the recovered metals, but also on the cost of access to the raw material (end-of-life batteries
and manufacturing scrap).

Turnover = Plant capacity * % of metals recovered * % of metal concentration * Metal prices
EBITDA = Turnover - COGS - Other variable costs — Fixed costs
EBITDA = from € 40 m to € 60 m

The estimate provided is thus preliminary by nature. It takes into account:

- The long time to market such project (~ 10 years) which is related to the long life-time of batteries placed on the market. Such batteries can only be recovered and
recycled after their normal operational life time. Therefore the recycling market will only pick-up in 5 to 10 years' time.

- Assumptions made on metal prices for Lithium, Nickel, Cobalt, which is very difficult to firm-up for a potential start of operations in 5 to 10 years' time; (Ni at ~$16/kg, Co at
~$44/kg and LCE at ~$12/kg ).

- An average plant capacity corresponding to 50 kt/year (10% to 20% of the European li-ion battery recycling market by 2030)

- Assumptions made on metal recoveries, which are complicated to firm-up at this early stage of the R&D of the processes involved, typically in the range of 80% to 95%
depending on metals and process choices.

Cost to realize opportunity
225000000

Strategy to realize opportunity and explanation of cost calculation
Detail of the cost to realize opportunity :

- Demo Plant : 15 m€

- Feasability studies : 10 m€

- Industrial facility : 200 m€

--> TOTAL : 200 + 15 + 10 = 225 m€

The project started its industrialization phase in January 2022, with all detailed engineering and technical studies, permitting actions and environmental impact assessments
ongoing. ReLieVe is targeting the construction of a first-of-a-kind closed-loop recycling plant in Dunkirk (France) located in the new French battery cluster, with a planned
production start date by 2025 for upstream and 2026/27 for downstream, for an estimated total investment of circa 225 m€.

The project was awarded the Innovation Fund in July 2022 and as such will benefit from financial support from the European Union.

The ReLieVe project will pursue the following key strategic objectives:

« To deploy the first-of-a-kind integrated recycling plant in Europe to enable the circularity of strategic metals for the European battery industry.

« To provide a high-capacity / high-yield recycling solution to meet present and future requirements of the European regulation.

« To support the European transition to a low-carbon economy

« To contribute to Eramet’s roadmap to consolidate its position of an energy transition champion in Europe and become the reference partner for the development of the
recycling industry.

Comment

The ReLieVe project is highly mature thanks to a multi-year robust R&D & piloting program of more than 10 years within Eramet Research & Innovation Center in France.
The project combines:

- Best-in-class technologies available with tailor-made hydrometallurgical processes to deliver an innovative first-of-a-kind recycling facility and ready to cope with the
expected growth of market needs.

- Lowest carbon footprint with the avoidance of 4.1M ton of CO2 over its first 10 years of operations.

- High recovery yields to achieve long-term profitability and comply with upcoming regulations on batteries. The project has been designed to meet the European
requirements of future battery regulation in terms of recycling efficiency and material recovery targets.

- Low environmental impact in line with the circular economy approach adopted by Eramet.

- Battery grade specifications for our end-products to directly feed the European battery manufacturing value chain.

Identifier
Opp4

Where in the value chain does the opportunity occur?
Downstream

Opportunity type
Markets
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Primary climate-related opportunity driver
Access to new markets

Primary potential financial impact
Increased revenues through access to new and emerging markets

Company-specific description

Together with the German chemical group BASF, Eramet plans to develop a hydrometallurgical project to produce battery-grade nickel-cobalt (“MHP”, an intermediate
product in mixed hydroxide form) from lateritic ore extracted from Weda Bay. This intermediate product can be refined and then used for the electric vehicle battery market.
Sonic Bay would be 51% owned by Eramet and

49% by BASF. The plant project is centred around three high-pressure acid leaching (HPAL) lines and will be located in Weda Bay. The HPAL process consists of placing
low-grade nickel ore

and sulphuric acid in an autoclave. A chemical reaction at high pressure and high temperature in the autoclave causes the oxidised ore to dissolve and produces a solution
of nickel and cobalt. Iron, which represents 80% of the ore, re-precipitates in the form of oxides and constitutes the process waste to be treated and stored responsibly
(tailings). The nickel and cobalt contained in the solution are then precipitated and recovered through various steps of chemical and physical treatment (neutralisation,
precipitation, decantation), in the form of a nickel-cobalt intermediate product (MHP: Mixed Hydroxide Precipitate) to be used as a raw material for electric vehicle batteries.
The supply of nickel ore will be secured from the Weda Bay deposit, allowing the Sonic Bay project to access resources locally and at competitive market prices. This
project will allow BASF to have access to a secure source of around 60,000 tonnes of nickel and around 6,000 tonnes of cobalt per year (in MHP content).

Time horizon
Medium-term

Likelihood
More likely than not

Magnitude of impact
Medium

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure — minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure — maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact figure
Eramet and BASF don't disclose financial impact figure.

Cost to realize opportunity
0

Strategy to realize opportunity and explanation of cost calculation
Eramet and BASF don't disclose project costs.

The Eramet & BASF social and environmental standards will be integrated into the design of the project, and will constitute several differentiating elements compared with
other HPAL projects:

- Dry stacking for the tailings : The responsible dry-stacking method is used for the treatment of tailings stored in heaps, which are then rehabilitated and revegetated, and
includes prior separation of the manganese content. The project has chosen not to use the deep-sea tailings placement method, which consists of discharging mining waste
into the ocean at depth, nor the liquid tailings dam method, which is risky in a seismic zone such as Indonesia.

-Minimisation of CO2 emissions :The project has made a commitment not to use coal for electricity generation. Clean energy sources (solar energy) will also be phased in
over a period of five to six years after the start-up of the plant.

-Full compliance with EU rules on responsible procurement : The mining resources supplied to the HPAL plant are exploited according to internationally recognised social
and environmental standards. The PT Weda Bay mine is currently preparing to obtain IRMA (Initiative for Responsible Mining Assurance) certification.

The final investment decision is likely to be made in the second half of 2023. Production is currently expected to start in 2026. Furthermore, the Group is continuing to
explore and study opportunities for deposits of lateritic nickel, particularly in Indonesia.

Comment
NA

Identifier
Opp5

Where in the value chain does the opportunity occur?
Direct operations

Opportunity type
Markets

Primary climate-related opportunity driver
Access to new markets

Primary potential financial impact
Increased revenues resulting from increased demand for products and services

Company-specific description

Most of Eramet manganese plants are located in countries with very low carbon electricity mix (Norway, France, Gabon). In a world where a high carbon price would be
applied in every country, Eramet’s production cost would be less impacted than competitors and its products would become more competitive. This would result in a strong
competitive advantage, even if not being perceived by the market yet.

Time horizon
Long-term
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Likelihood
Likely

Magnitude of impact
Medium

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
Yes, a single figure estimate

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
224000000

Potential financial impact figure — minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure — maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact figure

Eramet’s manganese activity through Norwegian, French and Gabonese (Complexe Métallurgique de Moanda) plants have one of the lowest emission factors in the entire
manganese industry (about 1,4 tCO2/t in average for the sites of Eramet Norway, Dunkerque and Complexe Métallurgique de Moanda).

A benchmark led by Alloy Consult established that, for the alloys production mix of Eramet, the average emission factor of the market would be about 4,85 tCO2/t.

If the carbon price were to be 100€/t worldwide, the competitive advantage for Eramet sites would be (4,85-1,40) x 100 = 345 €/t.

If we take the 2022 production of the low-carbon footprint sites of the Fe and Si manganese of Eramet, about 500 kt/year, the competitive advantage would be 500 kt * 345
€/t = 224 M€.

Cost to realize opportunity
0

Strategy to realize opportunity and explanation of cost calculation
60% of Eramet's manganese plants are located in France and Norway which have a very low carbon electricity mix. Therefore, Eramet's manganese products have already
a very low carbon footprint compared to its competitors. Thus, there is no additional cost to realise this opportunity.

Comment
NA

C3. Business Strategy

C3.1

(C3.1) Does your organization’s strategy include a climate transition plan that aligns with a 1.5°C world?
Row 1

Climate transition plan
No, but our strategy has been influenced by climate-related risks and opportunities, and we are developing a climate transition plan within two years

Publicly available climate transition plan
<Not Applicable>

Mechanism by which feedback is collected from shareholders on your climate transition plan
<Not Applicable>

Description of feedback mechanism
<Not Applicable>

Frequency of feedback collection
<Not Applicable>

Attach any relevant documents which detail your climate transition plan (optional)
<Not Applicable>

Explain why your organization does not have a climate transition plan that aligns with a 1.5°C world and any plans to develop one in the future
Transition plan below 2°C :

Eramet has defined a climate transition plans that it considers aligned with a WB2D (well-below 2 degrees) scenario. Some of the decarbonization levers it contains are
using bio-reductants in ore reduction, the development of CCS in partnership with other players, the establishment of renewable electricity purchases and production
coupled with the electrification of mines, and substituting natural gas for heavy fuel oil in electricity production.

In light of Eramet’s core mining and metals operations, the company is in the process of assessing whether it can possibly elaborate a climate transition plan aligned with a
1.5°C world. Eramet keeps undertaking thorough assessments of its scope 1, 2 and 3 emissions. These assessments underlined that the main sources of emissions are
pyrometallurgical activity and ore reduction. Based on these categories of emissions, we establish, review and keep track of our progress against our climate objectives. We
have judged it essential to pursue this analysis to establish the foundations of both a robust and feasible 1.5°C transition plan that will follow the guidelines elaborated by
CDP’s technical note about climate transition plans. To date, our analysis is focusing on whether most of the solutions to decarbonize our emissions will become economic
within this decade (2020-2030) and at which scale we will be able to implement them. Solutions investigated for inclusion in a potential 1.5°C climate transition plan are
switching to biofuels or synfuels or sustainable drivetrains for scope 1 and 2 emissions, enhancing cooperation with raw materials suppliers such as cement, steel and lime.
We aim to finalise and publish our transition plan within the next two years as indicated above.

Explain why climate-related risks and opportunities have not influenced your strategy
<Not Applicable>
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C3.2

(C3.2) Does your organization use climate-related scenario analysis to inform its strategy?

Use of climate-related scenario Primary reason why your organization does not use climate-related | Explain why your organization does not use climate-related scenario analysis to
analysis to inform strategy scenario analysis to inform its strategy inform its strategy and any plans to use it in the future

Row | Yes, qualitative and quantitative <Not Applicable> <Not Applicable>
1

C3.2a

(C3.2a) Provide details of your organization’s use of climate-related scenario analysis.

Climate- Scenario |Temperature | Parameters, assumptions, analytical choices
related analysis |alignment of

scenario coverage |scenario

Physical | RCP || Facility <Not Physical risks review is based on the OCARA method developed by Carbone 4. This consists of characterizing sensitivity to 8 selected climatic aspects of every

climate 8.5 Applicable> | infrastructure and process in Eramet, including logistics to provide strategic raw material and to deliver final products to main clients. Then these sensitivities are crossed
with predictable variations of selected climatic aspects by 2050 considering the RCP8.5 scenario. Following this assessment, a mitigation action plan is under development
for sites identified as having a high level of risk. Eramet also follows the emerging regulation especially when related to carbon as our activities are carbon-intensive.

scenarios

Transition | IEA | Company- <Not Eramet aims to take into account the impacts of climate change in its strategic roadmap. The Group recognises that the world could react in different ways to combat
scenarios | 208 || wide Applicable> | climate change. Two scenarios modelling a transition to a low-carbon society, compatible with the 2°C target of the Paris Agreement, were selected:
« The IEA 2°C scenario with CO2 capture/storage (CCS - Carbon Capture Storage) as a benchmark;
« A variant of this first scenario, more cautious on the hypotheses of an improvement in energy efficiency and of CCS deployment kinetics. In 2018, a business impact
analysis was conducted to quantify the change in demand for metals needed for the energy transition and this assessment has been updated in 2020. These scenarios
highlight, for example, the criticality of certain metals produced by the Group and their unique role in the energy transition, which helped to guide the Group’s strategy,
namely lithium and nickel (often associated with cobalt). The risk is not having secured the metal sources to meet the growing demand.

C3.2b

(C3.2b) Provide details of the focal questions your organization seeks to address by using climate-related scenario analysis, and summarize the results with
respect to these questions.

Row 1

Focal questions
Focal question 1 = What metals will the world of tomorrow need ?
Focal question 2 = What metallurgical extraction techniques will be used in tomorrow's world ?
Focal question 3 = What would be the physical impacts and consequences of the climate change on the company ?

Results of the climate-related scenario analysis with respect to the focal questions
Focal question 1

Launched in 2018, the Group’s in-depth strategic and managerial transformation programme has enabled it to reposition itself competitively in the Mining and Metals sector,
in a rapidly changing environment, to create value over the long term. The worst performing assets were therefore repositioned. The Group’s strategy is now based on two
areas: growing metals for global economic development and developing critical metals for the energy transition.

The second component involves the expansion of the portfolio into metals for the energy transition. These markets are experiencing very strong growth, driven by the
exponential demand for metals used for electrification (electric vehicles in particular) and thus contributing to the decarbonisation of world economies.

These include:

« lithium, with the restart of the Centenario project announced by Eramet in November 2022, commercial operation expected in march-2024;

« Development in the production of nickel and cobalt for batteries, thanks to the Sonic Bay project, from the Weda Bay deposit and in partnership with BASF;
« Lithium-ion battery recycling project.

Focal question 2

Conventional metallurgical extraction processes require a large amount of energy and carbon, and in particular electricity. However, if the development of renewable
production capacities or bioreductants were not as rapid as expected, pyrometallurgy activities could become incompatible with the Group's low-carbon strategy. Thus, for 2
main projects in development (SonicBay and Relieve projects), Eramet has chosen to use a less energy-consuming by resorting to hydrometallurgy rather than
pyrometallurgy, unlike its main competitors.

We have chosen the 2 scenarios in C3.2a because they allow us to analyse the effects of climate change on several of our business units, the timeframe used matches our
capital planning and investment plans and goes beyond the lifetime of most of our existing assets.

Focal question 3

In 2021 Eramet developed a study using the OCARA methodology, with a time horizon of 2050 and covering all sites, in operation and planned. This analysis highlighted 10
industrial sites of the Metals & Mining Division that are more specifically exposed to physical risks related to climate change, such as extreme climatic phenomena, increase

in average temperature, heavy precipitation or water stress. In the coming years, Eramet will continue the exercise with the aim of creating mitigation plans for the sites with
highest level of exposure.

In 2022, we experienced anormal intensity of rains, both in new Caledonia and Gabon which affected our production but increased our ability to use hydro power electricity.
Those climatic hazards seem to follow a trend predicted by our preliminary climate change risk assessment.
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C3.3

(C3.3) Describe where and how climate-related risks and opportunities have influenced your strategy.

Have climate-related Description of influence
risks and opportunities

influenced your
strategy in this area?

Products | Yes As an emissive industry on one hand but also a contributor to the development of low-carbon technologies on the other, Eramet’s alignment with the transition to a
and decarbonated economy carries as many risks as opportunities for its business.
services Scenario-based analyses analysis is a powerful tool for managing this chapter of strategic reflection. It entails a forward-looking review, projecting Eramet’s current activity

onto various possible worlds, in order to assess the consequences on the business. This approach is efficient for building a comprehensive model of the complex changes
and the interactions between them, which is helpful for defining the transformations caused by climate change.

The Group conducted this analysis in 2018 in collaboration with a domain-specific expert consultant. An update was made in 2020. As a result, Eramet’s activity is necessary
for the development of low carbon technologies and essential for developing and creating responsible metal sectors involving all critical energy transition stakeholders.

The outlook for the demand for metals produced by Eramet is favourable by 2030 in the IEA’s 2°C scenario. Thus, Eramet needs to access to these natural resources as it is
a structural competitive advantage.

Eramet is the only European player to have secured significant resources of critical metals in this fast-growing market and has positioned itself as a key supplier, particularly
via:

- the Eramet lithium deposit in Argentina

- the diversification of Weda Bay (Indonesia) towards products for EV batteries

- Li-on batteries recycling R&D program

Supply Yes We are currently developing several projects to drive the transition such as providing raw materials for the electric mobility. Securing access to critical metal resources will be
chain a key challenge for all European players involved in the battery manufacturing supply chain. It can be either from primary raw material or through secondary materials

and/or originating from li-ion battery recycling.

value Eramet's strategy is to be able to deliver these critical materials from primary sources as well as from recycled li-ion batteries for the next decades (2030 and beyond).

chain Itis the purpose of the ReLieVe project (which stands for Recycling of Li-ion batteries for Electric Vehicles), which is a collaborative research and innovation project whose

goal is to develop an innovative process for recycling lithium-ion batteries used in electric vehicles in a closed loop. The idea is also to produce these new batteries in Europe
and to build an industrial sector integrated from end to end —from the collection and dismantlement of the batteries at the end of their useful life, to the direct recycling of their
components into the production of new electrode materials.

RelLieVe is developing a large-scale version of an innovative, "closed-loop" process for recycling lithium-ion batteries. In contrast to more conventional processes, this one will
recycle metals while retaining their physical and chemical qualities, so that they may be directly reused in the design of a new lithium-ion battery cathode. From an
environmental perspective, the challenge is two-fold: first, to develop a process that has the smallest possible environmental impact—and carbon impact, in particular—and
second, to maximise the number of lithium-ion components that can be recycled.

Investment | Yes We are currently developing several projects to drive the transition such as providing raw materials for the electric mobility. Securing access to critical metal resources will be
in R&D a key challenge for all European players involved in the battery manufacturing supply chain. It can be either from primary raw material or through secondary materials
originating from li-ion battery recycling.
Eramet's strategy is to be able to deliver these critical materials from primary sources as well as from recycled li-ion batteries for the next decades (2030 and beyond).
Itis the purpose of the ReLieVe project (which stands for Recycling of Li-ion batteries for Electric Vehicles), which is a collaborative research and innovation project whose
goal is to develop an innovative process for recycling lithium-ion batteries used in electric vehicles in a closed loop. The idea is also to produce these new batteries in Europe
and to build an industrial sector integrated from end to end —from the collection and dismantlement of the batteries at the end of their useful life, to the direct recycling of their
components into the production of new electrode materials.
ReLieVe is developing a large-scale version of an innovative, "closed-loop” process for recycling lithium-ion batteries. In contrast to more conventional processes, this one will
recycle metals while retaining their physical and chemical qualities, so that they may be directly reused in the design of a new lithium-ion battery cathode. From an
environmental perspective, the challenge is two-fold: first, to develop a process that has the smallest possible environmental impact—and carbon impact, in particular—and
second, to maximise the number of lithium-ion components that can be recycled.

Operations  Yes In order to reinforce and improve the reliability of the operational deployment of the decarbonization strategy, the Group has decided to establish an efficient method of
operation between the sites and the Corporate functions.

Four types of interlocutors have been defined:

e the Central Technical Office is responsible of the Decarbonized Mine Project and provides support to the site technical team

e the decarbonization office which works with the Business Units to accelerate the decarbonisation of the energy intensive metallurgical plants ;

e site management, whose main role is to manage an energy management system based on the principles of the ISO 50001 standard and to allocate resources that are
suited to the challenges of each site. Division management is also involved in providing support;

o the sites’ energy correspondents network, locally in charge of coordinating the continuous improvementof energy and climate performances.

At the end of 2022, all sites of the Mining & metals Division (excluding two non-core activities, SETRAG whose activity is the transport of people and goods by train in Gabon
and the power plant in New Caledonia had implemented an ISO 50001 certified energy management system which covers nearly 80% of the Group's 2022 emissions.
At the end of 2022, 100% of the mining facilities have been certified with the ISO 14001 standard.

C3.4

CDP
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C3.5

(C3.4) Describe where and how climate-related risks and opportunities have influenced your financial planning.

Financial

planning
elements
that have
been
influenced

Revenues
Direct costs
Capital
expenditures
Acquisitions
and
divestments
Assets

Description of influence

Our strategic planning is reviewed every year. We analyse Eramet's different businesses with a 10-year horizon timeframe. The strategic planning is then declined in an operational plan at each
business unit level with a 5-year horizon and a financial planning is elaborated following the declination of the strategic plan for each business unit.

We take into account our climate scenarios for the elaboration of the business unit’s financial planning. Our climate scenarios showed that the energy transition will require the electrification of
transportation. This electrification relies heavily on batteries, which will lead to very strong growth in demand for certain critical metals by 2030 such as lithium (x8), pure nickel (x3) or cobalt (x3).
On top of maintaining its strong position in nickel mines assets, Eramet develops its lithium mines assets to anticipate the market growth and create additional revenues until 2030 and beyond.
Thus, Eramet decided to secure its access to lithium through mines near Salta in Argentina — a mining licence was granted in 2019. The construction of the Centenario lithium plant started in
early 2022. Eramet is also working on a project in Alsace, France, to recover lithium from water stable in a geothermal source before this water will be used to generate electricity or heat. In
addition, our R&D led to the development of a new process for producing battery-quality lithium carbonate. The extraction process developed by Eramet achieves a 90% yield over a processing
period of just a few days. By comparison, the traditional evaporation process route delivers less than 50% yield in 18 months.

In December 2021, the ReLieVe program was successfully completed: several test campaigns conducted on a laboratory scale and then on a pilot scale at the Group's innovation centre,
Eramet Ideas, made it possible to recover all the valuable elements - nickel, cobalt, lithium and manganese - with very high levels of efficiency and to transform them into new battery-grade
metals.

Finally, in late 2020 Eramet announced a specific partnership with BASF to conduct the PFS (Prefeasibility study) of its nickel-cobalt deposit in Indonesia (owned in JV) in order to produce
specific nickel and cobalt salts for electric vehicles batteries. A reconnaissance mission was organised in July 2021, which allowed to approve the choice of the site. The detailed preliminary
design stage has begun in early 2022.

Eramet committed to an SBT target to reduce its Scope 1+2 CO2 emissions by 40% in 2035 compared to the 2019 base year and to influence its suppliers to reduce decrease their CO2
emissions, which will have an impact on the financial planning of Eramet (Capex, Opex, risks analysis). The impact of the SBT roadmap has been integrated into the strategic plan of the Group
through a dedicated chapter on decarbonisation.

The initial assessment is that achievement of this target will require investing in emission reduction projects translating into a direct CAPEX of around € 500 million between 2023 and 2035. This
figure assumes that there
would also be substantial additional indirect investment by Eramet service partners in infrastructure to facilitate this outcome.

The final costs and split of direct Eramet and indirect third-party investments remain subject to ongoing technical and economic study to further optimize the implementation of Eramet emission
reduction projects. Emissions targets are also systematically factored-in at the core of the engineering of the process, and the power sourcing, for each new production project to achieve best in
class emission outcome from the outset.

(C3.5) In your organization’s financial accounting, do you identify spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s climate transition?

. transition

Row | Yes, we identify alignment with a sustainable finance taxonomy At both the company and activity level

1

Identification of spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s climate |Indicate the level at which you identify the alignment of your spending/revenue with a sustainable finance
taxonomy

C3.5a

CDP

(C3.5a) Quantify the percentage share of your spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s climate transition.

Financial Metric
CAPEX

Type of alignment being reported for this financial metric
Alignment with a sustainable finance taxonomy

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
Other, please specify

Objective under which alignment is being reported
Climate change mitigation

Amount of selected financial metric that is aligned in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
152902000

Percentage share of selected financial metric aligned in the reporting year (%)
27

Percentage share of selected financial metric planned to align in 2025 (%)

0

Percentage share of selected financial metric planned to align in 2030 (%)

0

Describe the methodology used to identify spending/revenue that is aligned
Capex cashed out during 2022 for the construction of the lithium Centenario plant.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Percentage share of selected financial metric planned to align in 2025 and 2030 are not communicated.
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C3.5b

(C3.5b) Quantify the percentage share of your spending/revenue that was associated with eligible and aligned activities under the sustainable finance taxonomy
in the reporting year.

Economic activity
Electricity generation using solar photovoltaic technology

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
1078868

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.19

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.19

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
Activity enabling mitigation

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the
data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
Yes

Details of technical screening criteria analysis
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Substantial contribution to climate change mitigation

Do no significant harm requirements met
Yes

Details of do no significant harm analysis
Electricity generation using solar photovoltaic technology

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
Yes

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Freight rail transport

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
Turnover

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
63556

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
1

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The Green Taxonomy regulation is still being developed as the European Commission has yet to publish the texts on the four environmental objectives. According to the
analysis of the published texts of the Green Taxonomy, only the Gabonese rail transport activity of Setrag for which an assessment criterion has been published is identified
as eligible under climate change. The lithium mining and beneficiation activity located in Argentina, which is expected to start in 2024, will also be considered as a
taxonomy eligible activity. The mining and primary ore processing activities are not considered as taxonomy eligible activities.

Technical screening criteria met
No

CDP Page 21 of 104



Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Manufacture of batteries

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
152902000

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
27.58

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the
data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.
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Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Manufacture of other low carbon technologies

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
1055368

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.18

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the
data was directly identifiable.
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For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Electricity generation from hydropower

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
93800

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.02

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.
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The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the

data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection

with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Construction, extension and operation of waste water collection and treatment

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
12875760

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
2.22

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>
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Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by

individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the

data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection

with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Renewal of waste water collection and treatment

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
1749814

Taxonomy-eligible but not alignhed CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.3

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Page 26 of 104



CDP

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by

individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the

data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection

with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Freight rail transport

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
60893911

Taxonomy-eligible but not alighed CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
10.49

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>
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Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the
data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Infrastructure for rail transport

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
221993

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.04

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>
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Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the
data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Installation, maintenance and repair of energy efficiency equipment

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
60970

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.01

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>
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Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the
data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Installation, maintenance and repair of instruments and devices for measuring, regulation and controlling energy performance of buildings

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
494781

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.09

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>
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Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the
data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

Economic activity
Acquisition and ownership of buildings

Taxonomy under which information is being reported
EU Taxonomy for Sustainable Activities

Taxonomy Alignment
Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned

Financial metric(s)
CAPEX

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomye-aligned turnover from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned turnover from this activity as % of total turnover in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned CAPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
691575

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned CAPEX associated with this activity as % of total CAPEX in the reporting year
0.12

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>
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Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity as % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change mitigation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-aligned OPEX from this activity that substantially contributed to climate change adaptation as a % of total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity in the reporting year (unit currency as selected in C0.4)
<Not Applicable>

Taxonomy-eligible but not aligned OPEX associated with this activity as % total OPEX in the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

Type(s) of substantial contribution
<Not Applicable>

Calculation methodology and supporting information

The concept of “eligible CapEX” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by
individual measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the
data was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

Technical screening criteria met
No

Details of technical screening criteria analysis

Do no significant harm requirements met
No

Details of do no significant harm analysis

Minimum safeguards compliance requirements met
No

Details of minimum safeguards compliance analysis

C3.5¢
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(C3.5¢) Provide any additional contextual and/or verification/assurance information relevant to your organization’s taxonomy alignment.

The Green Taxonomy regulation is still being developed as the European Commission has yet to publish the texts on the four environmental objectives. According to the
analysis of the published texts of the Green Taxonomy, only the Gabonese rail transport activity of Setrag for which an assessment criterion has been published is identified
as eligible under climate change. The lithium mining and beneficiation activity located in Argentina, which is expected to start in 2024, will also be considered as a taxonomy
eligible activity. The mining and primary ore processing activities are not considered as taxonomy eligible activities.

In point of fact:

® Ferroalloy production activities are classified under NACE code C24.10, which is mentioned explicitly in the two annexes on climate targets. However, the production of
manganese and nickel alloys and titanium dioxide is not considered an eligible activity. That said, there is no reason it may not one day join iron, steel and aluminium
production activities, which are already eligible and aligned activities. The primary ore processing activity accounted for around 59% of the Group’s total turnover in 2022.

® Mining activities, including energy transition metals, are not considered to be taxonomy-eligible for the climate change indicators, as their contribution has been deemed
insignificant for these indicators. Things may evolve on this front in the light of current and future work on the other indicators. They accounted for around 40% of total turnover
in 2022.

It should be noted that a significant proportion of Eramet’s current and planned activities contribute to the energy transition (lithium, nickel, cobalt and manganese), so it could
be argued that these contribute to the fight against climate change. They include, in particular, production of nickel, cobalt and lithium for making batteries and mobile devices
and for storing energy.

The concept of “eligible CapEx” is not expressly provided for in Article 8, which limits itself to defining the concept of “compliant CapEx”. Eramet has, therefore, defined the
former according to the general consensus, namely as all CapEx directly linked to assets or processes associated with eligible activities, plus CapEx generated by individual
measures taken in connection with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

OpEx has been defined as follows: sustainable OpEx is OpEx linked to assets or processes associated with sustainable activities, plus OpEx included in plans to make
activities sustainable or to expand already sustainable activities. Total OpEx covers the following direct costs that are not capitalised: research and development, building
renovation, short-term rental contracts, maintenance and repair, and any other direct expenses linked to the ongoing maintenance of property, plant and equipment.

The financial data reported for the 2022 financial year were extracted from the consolidation system used to draft the Group’s consolidated financial statements when the data
was directly identifiable.

For CaPex and OpEx, an in-depth analysis was conducted with all Eramet subsidiaries, in order to identify the items generated by individual measures taken in connection
with the eligible activities listed in annexes | and Il of the delegated acts.

This analysis, which was conducted jointly by Eramet’s head office teams and subsidiaries on the CaPex and OpEx identified as eligible, based on data reported in non-
accounting terms, made it possible to determine the share of CaPex and OpEx alignment. The share of Opex eligible for Eramet is 7% (the amount of eligible Opex is 13
million euro out of a total Opex for the Group of 189 million euro), so it is less than 10%. For this reason, the Group uses the opportunity to take advantage of the materiality
exemption.

All data set out in the Taxonomy is aligned with the Group’s financial statements (see Chapter 2 “Consolidated financial statements and company financial statements”,
section “2.1 Consolidated financial statements for the 2022 financial year”).

C4. Targets and performance

C41

(C4.1) Did you have an emissions target that was active in the reporting year?
Absolute target
Intensity target

Cd4.1a

(C4.1a) Provide details of your absolute emissions target(s) and progress made against those targets.

Target reference number
Abs 1

Is this a science-based target?
Yes, and this target has been approved by the Science Based Targets initiative

Target ambition
Well-below 2°C aligned

Year target was set
2020

Target coverage
Company-wide

Scope(s)
Scope 1
Scope 2

Scope 2 accounting method
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Market-based

Scope 3 category(ies)
<Not Applicable>

Base year
2019

Base year Scope 1 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
3708639

Base year Scope 2 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
364263

Base year Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e¢)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)

<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 8: Upstream leased assets emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 10: Processing of sold products emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of sold products emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 13: Downstream leased assets emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 14: Franchises emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 15: Investments emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Other (upstream) emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Other (downstream) emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Total base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e)
4072903

Base year Scope 1 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 1
100

Base year Scope 2 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 2
100

Base year Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 1:

Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods (metric

tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) emissions covered by target as % of total base year

emissions in Scope 3, Category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream

transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>
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Base year Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 5: Waste
generated in operations (metric tons CO2e¢)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel (metric
tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting
(metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 8: Upstream leased assets emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 8: Upstream
leased assets (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3,
Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 10: Processing of sold products emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 10:
Processing of sold products (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold
products (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of sold products emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 12:
End-of-life treatment of sold products (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 13: Downstream leased assets emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 13:
Downstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 14: Franchises emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 14: Franchises (metric tons
CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Category 15: Investments emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 15: Investments (metric tons
CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Other (upstream) emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Other (upstream) (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year Scope 3, Other (downstream) emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Other (downstream) (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3 (in all Scope 3 categories)
<Not Applicable>

Base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes as % of total base year emissions in all selected Scopes
100

Target year
2035

Targeted reduction from base year (%)
40

Total emissions in target year covered by target in all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e) [auto-calculated]

Scope 1 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
3286187

Scope 2 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
258358

Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e¢)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>
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Scope 3, Category 8: Upstream leased assets emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e¢)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e¢)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 10: Processing of sold products emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2¢)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of sold products emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e¢)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 13: Downstream leased assets emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 14: Franchises emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Category 15: Investments emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Other (upstream) emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Scope 3, Other (downstream) emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Total Scope 3 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Total emissions in reporting year covered by target in all selected scopes (metric tons CO2e)
3544545

Does this target cover any land-related emissions?
No, it does not cover any land-related emissions (e.g. non-FLAG SBT)

% of target achieved relative to base year [auto-calculated]

Target status in reporting year
Underway

Please explain target coverage and identify any exclusions
Eramet has developed a Science-Based Target that has been approved by SBT and that is compliant with the WB2C scenario (reduction of absolute CO2e emissions
Scope 1+2 by 40% from a 2019 base year to a 2035 target year). This is a company-wide target and there are no exclusions.

Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year
The main emissions reduction levers are:

@) the development of CCS in partnership with other players

Progress : in 2022, Eramet carried out a feasibility study to build a pilot plant on the Sauda site in Norway to evaluate a process for capturing the carbon dioxide generated
at the site. The Group received a Norwegian government grant to finance this study.

@) using bio-reducers in ore reduction:

Progress : Laboratory and pilot tests have been carried out to replace a significant portion of the carbonaceous materials used in pyro-metallurgical furnaces with pre-
treated bioreducers produced from biomass such as wood waste. During 2022, Eramet continued to work closed with multiple suppliers to develop a product which serves
the company’s needs. The next step will be an industrial trial at a Norwegian site, in the second half of 2023, to confirm the technical feasibility of this innovation;.

e) replacing heavy fuel oil with gas for the production of electricity
@) the establishment of renewable electricity purchases and production coupled with the electrification of mines:

Progress :

i)the installation of a PV solar power plant on the GCO (Senegal) site: Eramet chose to use an operator who will be in charge of building a 21 MWc solar power plant which
will reduce fuel oil consumption to serve the energy needs of the Grande Cote Opérations site. This installation is scheduled to come on stream in 2024;

ii) the project to build a PV solar power plant on the Marietta site : a call for expressions of interest was launched in the last quarter of 2022 to identify the possibility of
installing a photovoltaic solar power plant to serve the electricity needs of the site;;

e)developing the pre-reduction of hydrogen ore alongside bio-reducers.
Progress : at the Tyssedal plant in Norway: The Group is seeking to substitute coal with hydrogen and thus reduce the CO2 emissions of the production process

The initial assessment is that achievement of this target will require investing in emission reduction projects translating into a direct CAPEX of around € 500 million between
2023 and 2035. This figure assumes that there would also be substantial additional indirect investment by Eramet service partners in infrastructure to facilitate this outcome.
The final costs and split of direct Eramet and indirect third-party investments remain subject to ongoing technical and economic study to further optimize the implementation
of Eramet emission reduction projects.

List the emissions reduction initiatives which contributed most to achieving this target
<Not Applicable>
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C4.1b

CDP

(C4.1b) Provide details of your emissions intensity target(s) and progress made against those target(s).

Target reference number
Int 1

Is this a science-based target?
No, but we are reporting another target that is science-based

Target ambition
<Not Applicable>

Year target was set
2018

Target coverage
Company-wide

Scope(s)
Scope 1
Scope 2

Scope 2 accounting method
Market-based

Scope 3 category(ies)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity metric
Metric tons CO2e per metric ton of product

Base year
2018

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 1 (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
0.41

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 2 (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
0.03

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 8: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 10: Processing of sold products (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of sold products (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 13: Downstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 14: Franchises (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Category 15: Investments (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Other (upstream) (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for Scope 3, Other (downstream) (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>
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Intensity figure in base year for total Scope 3 (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in base year for all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
0.44

% of total base year emissions in Scope 1 covered by this Scope 1 intensity figure
99

% of total base year emissions in Scope 2 covered by this Scope 2 intensity figure
99

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services covered by this Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services
intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods covered by this Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) covered by this Scope 3, Category 3:
Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution covered by this Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation
and distribution intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations covered by this Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations
intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel covered by this Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting covered by this Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 8: Upstream leased assets covered by this Scope 3, Category 8: Upstream leased assets intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution covered by this Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream
transportation and distribution intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 10: Processing of sold products covered by this Scope 3, Category 10: Processing of sold products
intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products covered by this Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of sold products covered by this Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of
sold products intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 13: Downstream leased assets covered by this Scope 3, Category 13: Downstream leased assets intensity
figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 14: Franchises covered by this Scope 3, Category 14: Franchises intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Category 15: Investments covered by this Scope 3, Category 15: Investments intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Other (upstream) covered by this Scope 3, Other (upstream) intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3, Other (downstream) covered by this Scope 3, Other (downstream) intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in Scope 3 (in all Scope 3 categories) covered by this total Scope 3 intensity figure
<Not Applicable>

% of total base year emissions in all selected Scopes covered by this intensity figure
99

Target year
2023

Targeted reduction from base year (%)
26

Intensity figure in target year for all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity) [auto-calculated]

% change anticipated in absolute Scope 1+2 emissions
-6

% change anticipated in absolute Scope 3 emissions
0
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Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 1 (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
0.24

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 2 (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
0.02

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e per unit of
activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 8: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 10: Processing of sold products (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of sold products (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 13: Downstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 14: Franchises (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Category 15: Investments (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Other (upstream) (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for Scope 3, Other (downstream) (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for total Scope 3 (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
<Not Applicable>

Intensity figure in reporting year for all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e per unit of activity)
0.26

Does this target cover any land-related emissions?
No, it does not cover any land-related emissions (e.g. non-FLAG SBT)

% of target achieved relative to base year [auto-calculated]

Target status in reporting year
Achieved

Please explain target coverage and identify any exclusions
The CO2 emissions generated by the rail transport activity in Gabon (Setrag company) are not included in this target.

Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

List the emissions reduction initiatives which contributed most to achieving this target

The Group’s carbon intensity has dropped by 40% with respect to 2018. After steadily shrinking for three years, this indicator stabilised in 2022. Thus, the goal of reducing
the

Group’s carbon intensity (-26% by 2023 compared with the 2018 level) has been far exceeded. This improvement was achieved primarily through the development of
mining activities (accounting for 3/4 of the reduction) — which inherently emit less CO2 than pyrometallurgy activities — but also through the implementation of actions to
keep emissions under control (accounting for 1/4 of the

reduction).

C4.2
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(C4.2) Did you have any other climate-related targets that were active in the reporting year?
Other climate-related target(s)

C4.2b

(C4.2b) Provide details of any other climate-related targets, including methane reduction targets.

Target reference number
Oth 4

Year target was set
2020

Target coverage
Other, please specify (Sites with an energy consumption > 200GWh/year)

Target type: absolute or intensity
Absolute

Target type: category & Metric (target numerator if reporting an intensity target)

Energy consumption or efficiency Other, please specify (Quantity of sites certified ISO 50001 (Energy Management System) with an energy consumption > 200GWh/year)

Target denominator (intensity targets only)
<Not Applicable>

Base year
2018

Figure or percentage in base year
5

Target year
2020

Figure or percentage in target year
12

Figure or percentage in reporting year
12

% of target achieved relative to base year [auto-calculated]

Target status in reporting year
Achieved

Is this target part of an emissions target?
No

Is this target part of an overarching initiative?
No, it's not part of an overarching initiative

Please explain target coverage and identify any exclusions
Target coverage : 100 % of the sites with an energy consumption > 200GWh/year and whose activity is the company's core business (i.e excluding power plant)

Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

List the actions which contributed most to achieving this target

Following the creation of the international standard ISO 50001 in 2011, Eramet Norway’s three sites were the first to receive certification in 2012, followed by Comilog
Dunkerque in 2016. In 2019, three other Group sites received certification: the Doniambo plant operated by SLN in New Caledonia, and two Comilog sites in Gabon: the
Moanda Industrial Complex (CIM) and the Direction Ferroviaire et des Installations Portuaires (DFIP — Directorate for Railway and Port Facilities). In 2020, SLN’s five
mining sites obtained certification, followed in 2021 by Eramet Marietta in the United States and GCO in Senegal; and then ETI in Norway in 2021. Finally, in 2022, the
Moanda mine and the Moanda Metallurgy Complex (CMM) received their certification. Thus, at year-end 2022, all the Group’s mining and metallurgy sites were 1ISO 50001
certified.

Target reference number
Oth 2

Year target was set
2020

Target coverage
Company-wide

Target type: absolute or intensity
Intensity

Target type: category & Metric (target numerator if reporting an intensity target)

Land use change hectares restored
Target denominator (intensity targets only)

Other, please specify (Hectares deforested)
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Base year
2019

Figure or percentage in base year
0.85

Target year
2023

Figure or percentage in target year
1

Figure or percentage in reporting year
1.23

% of target achieved relative to base year [auto-calculated]

Target status in reporting year
Achieved

Is this target part of an emissions target?
No, it is not part of an emissions target

Is this target part of an overarching initiative?
No, it's not part of an overarching initiative

Please explain target coverage and identify any exclusions
All mining sites are now continuously rehabilitated. In the Group’s CSR roadmap, Eramet is committed to protecting water resources and speeding up the rehabilitation of its
mining sites by promoting biodiversity, with the aim of achieving a ratio of rehabilitated areas to cleared areas greater than or equal to 1 over the period 2019-2023.

Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

List the actions which contributed most to achieving this target

In New Caledonia, the work includes land reshaping and revegetation operations, the methods and results of which are described in section 5.2.8 “Preservation of
biodiversity” of the URD. Active mines have a rehabilitation master plan which defines the work to be implemented as and when mining operations are carried out. The
master plan is based on numerous technical investigations specific to each site and feedback acquired by SLN in the past 30 years, now compiled in two practical guides,
one dedicated to optimal topsoil management (2015) and the other on the principles and techniques of mining redevelopment (2016).

In Gabon : Revegetation is much easier than in the New Caledonian environment because vegetation recolonisation occurs naturally. Nevertheless, actions have been
undertaken to speed up the process of revegetation and include aspects relating to biodiversity. The challenge of redeveloping the sites is also landscaping with the need to
remodel the tailings stockpiles of a few metres in size created by exploitation. Since 2010, the mining procedure has been revised to incorporate land remodelling as it
evolves.

In Senegal : The particular exploitation mode of this mine, with an enrichment plant moving progressively along the deposit, involves the clearing of vegetation consisting of
grassy and forested strips thinly distributed over the area. The revegetation of the reconstituted dunes at the rear of the mobile mining facilities is a strong expectation of the
resident populations, and also a challenge in the context of rainfall limited to a short rainy season. After consulting the relevant authorities, local populations and their
representatives, a participatory rehabilitation strategy with strong involvement of communities and local authorities was formalised in late 2013.

Rehabilitation results are detailed below in section 5.2.8 “Preservation of biodiversity” of the URD.

Target reference number
Oth 3

Year target was set
2020

Target coverage
Company-wide

Target type: absolute or intensity
Absolute

Target type: category & Metric (target numerator if reporting an intensity target)

Waste management metric tons of waste reused

Target denominator (intensity targets only)
<Not Applicable>

Base year
2018

Figure or percentage in base year
0

Target year
2023

Figure or percentage in target year
10000

Figure or percentage in reporting year
184000

% of target achieved relative to base year [auto-calculated]

Target status in reporting year
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Achieved

Is this target part of an emissions target?
No, it is not part of an emissions target

Is this target part of an overarching initiative?
No, it's not part of an overarching initiative

Please explain target coverage and identify any exclusions
Eligible actions are actions that help to enhance waste flows in the waste management hierarchy: re-use > internal or external material recovery (recycling) > energy
recovery. The ideal recovery is primarily material recovery, through re-use, internal recycling or external material recovery.

Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year
<Not Applicable>

List the actions which contributed most to achieving this target
At year-end 2022, the recovery initiatives were continuing on the main deposits.

Particular attention is drawn to the following:

e in New Caledonia, the slag left by SLN’s smelting operations, made into a commercial product known as SLAND, has been redirected into applications involving sand in
the United States. SLAND has also been traded with the Pacific Isles, for use in ballast and the construction industry;

e continuing to look at SLN, the recovery of mining waste and low-grade ores was ramped up, totalling 800,000 tonnes in 2022;

e in Senegal, waste recovery from GCO'’s production, which began in 2019, also reached record levels in 2022, with 36,000 tonnes;

e in France, the recovery of ground granulated blastfurnace slag from Comilog Dunkerque’s operations, for applications in the construction industry, continued and actually
exceeded the set target;

e in Norway, work continues to recover value f rom the silicomanganese slag, made into a commercial product called SiGs (Silica Green Stone). A pilot facility to granulate
the slag has come on stream on the Kvinesdal site.

The cumulative results between 2019 and year-end 2022 are as follows:
e at least 2,311 kt of tailings and so-called incidental low- grade ores recovered, which is already ahead of the target of 2 million tonnes set for the 2018-2023 period; and
e a cumulative total of 184,590 tonnes of waste recovered, far exceeding the initial target of 10,000 tonnes.

Target reference number
Oth 1

Year target was set
2020

Target coverage
Company-wide

Target type: absolute or intensity
Absolute

Target type: category & Metric (target numerator if reporting an intensity target)

Other, please specify Other, please specify (Engagement with suppliers and customers)

Target denominator (intensity targets only)
<Not Applicable>

Base year
2019

Figure or percentage in base year
31

Target year
2025

Figure or percentage in target year
67

Figure or percentage in reporting year
33

% of target achieved relative to base year [auto-calculated]

Target status in reporting year
Underway

Is this target part of an emissions target?
No

Is this target part of an overarching initiative?
Science Based Targets initiative — approved supplier engagement target
Science Based Targets initiative — approved customer engagement target

Please explain target coverage and identify any exclusions
The Roadmap on the Group’s scopes 1 and 2 carbon emissions is accompanied by a qualitative objective to reduce scope 3 emissions: Eramet has committed to
encouraging 67% of its rank-1 value chain, by 2025, to set a target compatible with the Paris agreements and to reduce their own emissions.

At year-end 2022, 33% of the Group’s suppliers and customers had made such a commitment.

Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year
This commitment took the form of a communication sent to the Group’s 600 leading suppliers, asking them to make a commitment on the SBTi (Science-Based Targets
Initiative). In order to systematically ensure that greater account is taken of suppliers’ performance in the selection processes, any call for tender in respect of an amount
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over €500,000 now includes a carbon-related criterion, which bears weight of at least 5%. Also, in 2022, Eramet launched an initiative which aims, firstly, to roll out a
programme to acculturate all employees to the issues surrounding climate change, and secondly, to speed up exchanges with its key partners with a view to committing to a
shared dynamic of reducing greenhouse gas emissions all along the value chain of carbon steel.

List the actions which contributed most to achieving this target
<Not Applicable>

C4.3

(C4.3) Did you have emissions reduction initiatives that were active within the reporting year? Note that this can include those in the planning and/or
implementation phases.
Yes

C4.3a

(C4.3a) Identify the total number of initiatives at each stage of development, and for those in the implementation stages, the estimated CO2e savings.

_ Number of initiatives Total estimated annual CO2e savings in metric tonnes CO2e (only for rows marked *)

Under investigation 10

To be implemented* 2 25013
Implementation commenced* 4 7200
Implemented* 1 300000

Not to be implemented

C4.3b

(C4.3b) Provide details on the initiatives implemented in the reporting year in the table below.

Initiative category & Initiative type

Energy efficiency in production processes Other, please specify (Electricity production from fuel with a lower specific consumption)

Estimated annual CO2e savings (metric tonnes CO2e)
300000

Scope(s) or Scope 3 category(ies) where emissions savings occur
Scope 1

Voluntary/Mandatory
Voluntary

Annual monetary savings (unit currency — as specified in C0.4)
0

Investment required (unit currency — as specified in C0.4)
0

Payback period
No payback

Estimated lifetime of the initiative
3-5 years

Comment

A “temporary docked power plant” solution, aimed at ensuring the continuity of electricity supply to the Donimabo site in the short term, was deployed in late 2022 to replace
old oil-fired power plant. This is an offshore oil-fired power plant with a higher efficiency than the pre-existing plant, which ceased operating completely in February 2023.
The gain in efficiency significantly reduces CO2 emissions in New Caledonia.

C4.3c
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(C4.3c) What methods do you use to drive investment in emissions reduction activities?

ot oomnen e

Internal price on For countries where a carbon valuation mechanism (tax or carbon quota market) is in place, the value of carbon tends to increase over time. Moreover, the development of such initiatives
carbon seems to become more widespread worldwide. In order to anticipate this trend, Eramet, has set an internal price for CO2. This price is set at €50/tonne of CO2 for current investments such
as the replacement of equipment with an expected life < 10 year and €100/tonne for long-term investments such as:
- Capacity increase
- New activities/ greenfield facilities
- Technological breakthrough, with or without a significant increase in capacity (e.g. hydrogen)
- Renewal of equipment with an expected life of more than 10 year. It can be revised if necessary.

Compliance with ERAMET conducts internal and external benchmarks (technologies, best practices). Eramet complies with the minimum energy performance requirements, and in particular those
regulatory applicable in Europe via the BREF.
requirements/standards

C4.5

(C4.5) Do you classify any of your existing goods and/or services as low-carbon products?
Yes

C4.5a

(C4.5a) Provide details of your products and/or services that you classify as low-carbon products.

Level of aggregation
Product or service

Taxonomy used to classify product(s) or service(s) as low-carbon
No taxonomy used to classify product(s) or service(s) as low carbon

Type of product(s) or service(s)

Shipping Cold ironing, alternative maritime power

Description of product(s) or service(s)
Through its Norwegian operations, the Group has been offering since 2021 an electrical connection service to ships parked at the loading docks of the Kvinesdal and Sauda
sites in Norway, thus enabling them to consume low-carbon energy, since it is derived from hydroelectricity rather than heavy fuel oil, to meet their electrical needs.

Have you estimated the avoided emissions of this low-carbon product(s) or service(s)
Yes

Methodology used to calculate avoided emissions
Other, please specify (Own estimation)

Life cycle stage(s) covered for the low-carbon product(s) or services(s)
Use stage

Functional unit used
A shore power facility to supply a ship's electrical needs (2 MW) through a power connection rather than running its generator sets for an hour

Reference product/service or baseline scenario used
Electricity production by ship generators

Life cycle stage(s) covered for the reference product/service or baseline scenario
Use stage

Estimated avoided emissions (metric tons CO2e per functional unit) compared to reference product/service or baseline scenario
1325

Explain your calculation of avoided emissions, including any assumptions
Avoided emissions = Emission generated by the fuel oil consumption for electricity production - Emission generated by the electricity production in Norway.

Assumptions :

- 2 shore power facilities

- 50 boat / year / facilities

- Average boat requirement: 2 MW

- A boat stays at the quay for 8 hours

- Generator efficiency: 30%

- Carbon content of diesel: 270 gCO / kWH PCI

- Carbon content of electricity consumed: 7.2 gCO2/kWh (Norwegian mix)

Revenue generated from low-carbon product(s) or service(s) as % of total revenue in the reporting year
0

Level of aggregation
Product or service

Taxonomy used to classify product(s) or service(s) as low-carbon
No taxonomy used to classify product(s) or service(s) as low carbon

Type of product(s) or service(s)
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Other Other, please specify (Manganese Alloys)

Description of product(s) or service(s)
Low-carbon footprint manganese alloy

Have you estimated the avoided emissions of this low-carbon product(s) or service(s)
Yes

Methodology used to calculate avoided emissions
Other, please specify (Estimation made by CRU)

Life cycle stage(s) covered for the low-carbon product(s) or services(s)
Gate-to-gate

Functional unit used
Ton of manganese alloys

Reference product/service or baseline scenario used

Reference product : Carbon footprint of manganese-alloys produced by industry average in 2019

Life cycle stage(s) covered for the reference product/service or baseline scenario
Gate-to-gate

Estimated avoided emissions (metric tons CO2e per functional unit) compared to reference product/service or baseline scenario

3

Explain your calculation of avoided emissions, including any assumptions

Eramet’'s manganese activity through Norwegian and French plants have one of the lowest emission factors in the entire manganese industry (about 1,5 tCO2/t in average

for these sites).

A benchmark led by Alloy Consult established that the average emission factor of the market is about 4,5 tCO2/ton of maganese-alloy.

Estimated avoided emissions = Estimated avoided emissions per tone [Average global emissions factor of manganese alloys - Average Eramet's emissions factor at

Production (Scope 1 + Scope 2) of Eramet's plants in Norway, France] =[4.5-1.5]

Revenue generated from low-carbon product(s) or service(s) as % of total revenue in the reporting year

25

C5. Emissions methodology

C5.1

(C5.1) Is this your first year of reporting emissions data to CDP?
No

Cb5.1a

Row 1

Has there been a structural change?
No

Name of organization(s) acquired, divested from, or merged with
<Not Applicable>

Details of structural change(s), including completion dates
<Not Applicable>

C5.1b

(C5.1a) Has your organization undergone any structural changes in the reporting year, or are any previous structural changes being accounted for in this
disclosure of emissions data?

(C5.1b) Has your emissions accounting methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition changed in the reporting year?

- Change(s) in methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition? Details of methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition change(s)

Row 1 | Yes, a change in methodology Update of the emissions factors. See below

Ch5.1c
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(C5.1c) Have your organization’s base year emissions and past years’ emissions been recalculated as a result of any changes or errors reported in C5.1a and/or
C5.1b?

Base year recalculation |Scope(s) Base yeal issions recalculation policy, including significance threshold Past years’
recalculated recalculation
No

Row  No, because the impact <Not Previously, the nuance between Scope 2 location-based and Scope 2 market-based was partially understood: thus, some electricity consumption
1 does not meet our Applicable> ' was assigned an emission factor specific to a means of production (such as hydroelectricity in Norway, which is purchased via long-term contracts)
significance threshold whereas guarantees of origin were not purchased.

An in-depth review of our emissions during the previous CDP revealed incorrect emission factors, particularly those used to calculate Scope 2
emissions:

- Before January 1, 2022, the emission factor for electricity consumed in Norway through hydro long-term contract was set 4.0 gCO2/kWh (then
considered as the emission factor for hydroelectricity) while the associated guarantees of origin were not purchased.

In 2022, this emission factor was set at 7.2 gCO2/kWh and corresponds to the Norwegian production mix (factor used in location-based and market-
based).

=> Effect on 2022 emissions (using 2022 electricity consumption of Eramet sites located in Norway ) :2 161 607 MWh x (7,2 — 4) / 1000 = 6 920
tCO2 = 0,2 % of 2022 S1 + S2 emissions

An exhaustive review of our electricity supply contracts has enabled us to establish the applicable market-based factor for each source.

These variation remains below the significance threshold, set at 5%.

C5.2

(C5.2) Provide your base year and base year emissions.
Scope 1

Base year start
January 12018

Base year end
December 31 2018

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
3886331

Comment
NA

Scope 2 (location-based)

Base year start
January 12018

Base year end
December 31 2018

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
244477

Comment
NA

Scope 2 (market-based)

Base year start
January 12018

Base year end
December 31 2018

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
244477

Comment
The location-based result has been used as a proxy since a market-based result cannot be calculated for the base year (2018). However, we now have calculations for both
scope 2.

Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods and services

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
908476

Comment
NA
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Scope 3 category 2: Capital goods

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
484201

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2)

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
652040

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
36430

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 5: Waste generated in operations

Base year start
January 1 2019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
592113

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 6: Business travel

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
36469

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 7: Employee commuting

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
20400

Comment
NA
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Scope 3 category 8: Upstream leased assets

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
9000

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
0

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 10: Processing of sold products

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
7176097

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 11: Use of sold products

Base year start
January 1 2019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
0

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 12: End of life treatment of sold products

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
107245

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 13: Downstream leased assets

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
0

Comment
NA
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Scope 3 category 14: Franchises

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
0

Comment
NA

Scope 3 category 15: Investments

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
427313

Comment
NA

Scope 3: Other (upstream)

Base year start
January 12019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
0

Comment
NA

Scope 3: Other (downstream)

Base year start
January 1 2019

Base year end
December 31 2019

Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)
0

Comment
NA

C5.3

(C5.3) Select the name of the standard, protocol, or methodology you have used to collect activity data and calculate emissions.
Bilan Carbone
The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: A Corporate Accounting and Reporting Standard (Revised Edition)
The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Scope 2 Guidance
The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Corporate Value Chain (Scope 3) Standard

C6. Emissions data

C6.1
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(C6.1) What were your organization’s gross global Scope 1 emissions in metric tons CO2e?
Reporting year

Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)
3286187

Start date
January 1 2022

End date
December 31 2022

Comment
NA

Past year 1

Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)
3321002

Start date
January 1 2021

End date
December 31 2021

Comment
NA

Past year 2

Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)
3667375

Start date
January 12020

End date
December 31 2020

Comment
NA

C6.2

(C6.2) Describe your organization’s approach to reporting Scope 2 emissions.
Row 1

Scope 2, location-based
We are reporting a Scope 2, location-based figure

Scope 2, market-based
We are reporting a Scope 2, market-based figure

Comment
Scope 2, market-based : Residual emissions factors are not used due to the lack of a reliable data source covering all countries of operation of the group.

C6.3
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(C6.3) What were your organization’s gross global Scope 2 emissions in metric tons CO2e?

Reporting year

Scope 2, location-based
602890

Scope 2, market-based (if applicable)
258358

Start date
January 1 2022

End date
December 31 2022

Comment

Residual emissions factors are not used due to the lack of a reliable data source covering all countries of operation of the group.

Past year 1

Scope 2, location-based
552230

Scope 2, market-based (if applicable)
349265

Start date
January 12021

End date
December 31 2021

Comment
NA

Past year 2

Scope 2, location-based
308102

Scope 2, market-based (if applicable)
14680

Start date
January 1 2020

End date
December 31 2020

Comment
NA

Cé6.4

(C6.4) Are there any sources (e.g. facilities, specific GHGs, activities, geographies, etc.) of Scope 1, Scope 2 or Scope 3 emissions that are within your selected

reporting boundary which are not included in your disclosure?
Yes

C6.4a

(C6.4a) Provide details of the sources of Scope 1, Scope 2, or Scope 3 emissions that are within your selected reporting boundary which are not included in your

disclosure.

Source of excluded emissions
Facilities whose activity is limited to distribution

Scope(s) or Scope 3 category(ies)
Scope 1

Scope 2 (location-based)

Scope 2 (market-based)

Relevance of Scope 1 emissions from this source
Emissions are not relevant

Relevance of location-based Scope 2 emissions from this source

Emissions are not relevant

Relevance of market-based Scope 2 emissions from this source

Emissions are not relevant

Relevance of Scope 3 emissions from this source
<Not Applicable>

Date of completion of acquisition or merger
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CDP

<Not Applicable>

Estimated percentage of total Scope 1+2 emissions this excluded source represents
1

Estimated percentage of total Scope 3 emissions this excluded source represents
<Not Applicable>

Explain why this source is excluded
Sites whose activity is limited to the distribution of products are excluded from environmental and energy reporting, because their cumulative impact is less than 0.1% for
the main environmental and energy indicators monitored within the Group.

Explain how you estimated the percentage of emissions this excluded source represents
In 2020, the distribution sites had transmitted energy consumption data, which accounted for less than 0,1% of the Group's emissions for that year.

Source of excluded emissions
Facilities in project

Scope(s) or Scope 3 category(ies)

Scope 1

Scope 2 (location-based)

Scope 2 (market-based)

Scope 3: Purchased goods and services

Scope 3: Capital goods

Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2)
Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution
Scope 3: Waste generated in operations

Scope 3: Business travel

Scope 3: Employee commuting

Scope 3: Upstream leased assets

Scope 3: Downstream transportation and distribution
Scope 3: Processing of sold products

Scope 3: Use of sold products

Scope 3: End-of-life treatment of sold products
Scope 3: Downstream leased assets

Scope 3: Franchises

Scope 3: Investments

Scope 3: Other (upstream)

Scope 3: Other (downstream)

Relevance of Scope 1 emissions from this source
Emissions are not relevant

Relevance of location-based Scope 2 emissions from this source
Emissions are not relevant

Relevance of market-based Scope 2 emissions from this source
Emissions are not relevant

Relevance of Scope 3 emissions from this source
Emissions are not relevant

Date of completion of acquisition or merger
<Not Applicable>

Estimated percentage of total Scope 1+2 emissions this excluded source represents
1

Estimated percentage of total Scope 3 emissions this excluded source represents
1

Explain why this source is excluded

Project facilities have by definition not entered the operating phase. These sites are made up of offices, life bases, and possibly industrial demonstrators to test the
industrial processes that will be implemented. The energy needs of this equipment are by nature very limited. If these projects become operating sites, their energy
consumption and related emissions will then be included in the GHG emissions report.

Explain how you estimated the percentage of emissions this excluded source represents
The main facility in project is Eramine Sudamerica. Eramine is composed of three sites : Centenario (training centre, an on-site reproduction of the industrial plan on a
reduced scale), Salta (office) & Buenos Aires (office).

The different types of energy consumed are electricity for office needs and diesel fuel for electricity production (used to spin pumps and centrifuges).

Centenario’s fuel consumption during 2022 was 2 044 m3, i.e. approximately 6 520 tCO2/year (which represents less than 0.2% of 2022 emissions)

Source of excluded emissions
Refrigerant leaks

Scope(s) or Scope 3 category(ies)
Scope 1

Relevance of Scope 1 emissions from this source
Emissions are not relevant

Relevance of location-based Scope 2 emissions from this source
<Not Applicable>

Relevance of market-based Scope 2 emissions from this source
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<Not Applicable>

Relevance of Scope 3 emissions from this source
<Not Applicable>

Date of completion of acquisition or merger
<Not Applicable>

Estimated percentage of total Scope 1+2 emissions this excluded source represents
1

Estimated percentage of total Scope 3 emissions this excluded source represents
<Not Applicable>

Explain why this source is excluded
Difficulty in counting the number of air conditioning units

Explain how you estimated the percentage of emissions this excluded source represents
The industrial facilities operated by Eramet do not require the production of cold, and therefore the operation of refrigeration units liable to generate refrigerant leaks. Only
offices may require, depending on their geographical location, the operation of air conditioners.

Considering, in the upper case, that each of the 13,400 Eramet employees has an air conditioner assigned to them (which is very far from being the case), and that each air
conditioner unit contains 1,0 kg of refrigerant such as R32, with a leakage rate of 5% / year, refrigerant leaks would only represent 0,012% of the group's GHG emissions.

Calculation :

Emission due to refrigerant leaks = 13,400 employees x 1 unit conditioner / employee x 1,0 kg of R32 / unit conditioner x 675 x 5 %
Emission due to refrigerant leaks = 452 tCO2eq / year

Emission due to refrigerant leaks < 0,015 % x (2021 Scope 1 + Scope 2)

With :

675 = R32 global warming potential

5 % = Annual leakage

C6.5

(C6.5) Account for your organization’s gross global Scope 3 emissions, disclosing and explaining any exclusions.
Purchased goods and services

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
757362

Emissions calculation methodology
Spend-based method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Eramet has a comprehensive spend dataset with purchased goods and services, as well as capital assets spend. Each spend has been split between purchased goods
and services/capital goods/energy / business travel / upstream leased assets and allocated between each entity of Eramet as well as each purchase segment of Eramet to
have a better granularity. 82% of the emissions are calculated with monitory emissions factors coming from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator. 18% of calculated emissions come
from physical emissions factors from ADEME Base Carbone and an LCA database when possible, as physical emissions factors are more accurate.

Capital goods

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
429142

Emissions calculation methodology
Spend-based method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Eramet has a comprehensive spend dataset with purchased goods and services, as well as capital assets spend. Each spend has been split between purchased goods
and services/capital goods/energy / business travel / upstream leased assets and allocated between each entity of Eramet as well as each purchase segment of Eramet to
have a better granularity. 100% of the emissions are calculated with monitory emissions factors coming from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator.

No data come from our suppliers, as this is the internal spend dataset from Eramet, with emissions factors coming from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator, ADEME Base Carbone
and an LCA database.
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Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2)

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e¢)
830924

Emissions calculation methodology
Spend-based method
Fuel-based method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Several cases exist in the calculation:
- Monetary emissions factors coming from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator for 13% of these emissions, as Eramet only had spent data coming from the spend dataset
-for 87% of the the category 3 CO2e emissions, physical data have been used because they provide more accurate results (MWh of electricity, tonnes of coke etc.). The
emissions factors come from ADEME and IEA. A calculator has been built to compute the Scope 3 of electricity, which is the CO2e emissions to generate electricity except
the combustion of fossil fuels and the electricity losses in the grid. To this end, the Scope 3 emissions factors per technology have been taken, and the electricity mix
generation per country, to get the Scope 3 electricity emissions factor for each country where Eramet operates. .

Eramet used its own data from internal data collection IT system Enablon, and emissions factors from ADEME and IEA, as well as the calculator developed for Scope 3
electricity emissions.

Upstream transportation and distribution

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
835820

Emissions calculation methodology
Spend-based method
Distance-based method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Separation between category 4 and 9 is based upon the INCOTERM
Several cases exist in the calculation:
- Monetary emissions factors coming from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator for 2% of the emissions, as Eramet only had spent data coming from the spend dataset
- For 98% of the category 4 CO2e emissions, physical data have been used because they provide more accurate results : distance of routes travelled and tonnes of
products transported . The emissions factors come from ADEME.

Waste generated in operations

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
14774

Emissions calculation methodology
Waste-type-specific method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Eramet reports its tonne of waste generated during processes, meaning 100% of the emissions are based on physical data. The waste has been split to match with ADEME
and LCA database emissions factors. When the waste will be recycled, then an emissions factor of 0 tCO2e has been allocated.

No data come from suppliers, as this is the internal dataset from Eramet, with emissions factors coming from ADEME Base Carbone and an LCA database.
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Business travel

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e¢)
38952

Emissions calculation methodology
Spend-based method
Distance-based method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Eramet has a comprehensive spend dataset with business travel data. Each spend has been split between purchased goods and services / capital goods / energy /
business
travel / upstream leased assets, and allocated each entity of Eramet as well as each pruchase segment of Eramet to have a better granularity. 87% of the emissions use
monitory emission factor from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator. 13% of the emissions are based on the distance and the physical emission factor

No data come from suppliers, as this is the internal spend dataset from Eramet, with emissions factors coming from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator.
Employee commuting

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
12240

Emissions calculation methodology
Average data method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Input from Quantis evaluator directly - select ""Basic Metals and Fabricated Metal™ for the industry type, then select a full year and > 10k employees Assumption to simplify
the calculation: equal distribution between the four business units of Eramet.

No data come from suppliers, as Eramet only used the Quantis Scope 3 evaluator
Upstream leased assets

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
13313

Emissions calculation methodology
Average data method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Eramet has a comprehensive spend dataset with upstream leased assets data. Each spend has been split each entity of Eramet as well as each purchase segment of
Eramet to have a better granularity. The emissions factors come from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator, and they are monetary emissions factors.

No data come from suppliers, as this is the internal spend dataset from Eramet, with emissions factors coming from Quantis Scope 3 evaluator.
Downstream transportation and distribution

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
16376

Emissions calculation methodology
Average data method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
Separation between category 4 and 9 is based upon the INCOTERM
- For 100% of the category 9 CO2e emissions, physical data have been used because they provide more accurate results : distance of routes travelled and tonnes of
products transported . The emissions factors come from ADEME.
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Processing of sold products

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e¢)
11074274

Emissions calculation methodology
Average data method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
0

Please explain
The boundaries used for Eramet's processing of sold products emissions concern only first transformations (such as pyrometallurgy or hydrometallurgy). The second
transformation is out of scope and not considered in the GHG inventory. The rationale is that the bulk of the CO2e emissions arises at the first transformation when reducing
the ore. The conversion of ore into metals consists of transforming the ore oxides into metals which intrinsically generates CO2 in this first conversion step. Moreover, it is
very difficult for Eramet to get data for the second transformation as there are many different ones, and Eramet has several clients. The tonnes of ore sold by Eramet to
external clients are reported internally by Eramet, and the emissions factors used come from an LCA database. 100% of the emissions are calculated with physical
emission factors

No data come from value chain partners as it is difficult to get data from customers.
Use of sold products

Evaluation status
Not relevant, explanation provided

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Emissions calculation methodology
<Not Applicable>

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
<Not Applicable>

Please explain
Eramet has no direct emissions associated with the use of the sold products. We wish to underline that we are not a coal-mining company for which use of sold products
emissions usually represent up to 95% of the total emissions.

End of life treatment of sold products

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
208394

Emissions calculation methodology
Waste-type-specific method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

Please explain
The emissions taken into account here concern waste generated during first and second transformations not done by our company. End-of-life treatment of sold products is
considered out of scope as this is too far away from Eramet's activity, and data are difficult to collect. The volumes considered are those sold by Eramet to customers. The
emissions factors are computed as explained below:
- for each product sold by Eramet, what is the waste (in tonnes and per type of waste) that will be generated during first and second transformations
- Eramet then uses the emissions factors from ADEME and the LCA database on the waste
- Eramet multiplies the two data to get the end-of-life treatment of sold products' CO2e emissions.
100% of the emissions are calculated with physical emission factors

No data from value chain partners as not available, but a small calculator has been built to estimate the CO2e emissions for this category.
Downstream leased assets

Evaluation status
Not relevant, explanation provided

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Emissions calculation methodology
<Not Applicable>

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
<Not Applicable>

Please explain
Our company does not have downstream leased assets.
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Franchises

Evaluation status
Not relevant, explanation provided

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e¢)
<Not Applicable>

Emissions calculation methodology
<Not Applicable>

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
<Not Applicable>

Please explain
Our company does not have franchises.

Investments

Evaluation status
Relevant, calculated

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
956066

Emissions calculation methodology
Supplier-specific method

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
100

Please explain

Eramet has a joint-venture, WeDa Bay, and owns 39% of it. The equity share approach has been chosen. Therefore, the Scope 3 of Eramet category 15 is the Scope 1+2
of this joint-venture. The Scope 1+2 of Weda Bay has been computed, and thanks to this result the Scope 3 category 15 of Eramet has been computed. 100% of the

emissions are calculated with physical emission factors from data obtained from the JV.

Other (upstream)

Evaluation status
Not relevant, explanation provided

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Emissions calculation methodology
<Not Applicable>

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
<Not Applicable>

Please explain
No other upstream emissions have been identified.

Other (downstream)

Evaluation status
Not relevant, explanation provided

Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)
<Not Applicable>

Emissions calculation methodology
<Not Applicable>

Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
<Not Applicable>

Please explain
No other downstream emissions have been identified.

C6.5a

CDP

(C6.5a) Disclose or restate your Scope 3 emissions data for previous years.
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CDP

Past year 1

Start date
January 1 2021

End date
December 31 2021

Scope 3: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e)
776944

Scope 3: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e)
432723

Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e)
845657

Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)
262103

Scope 3: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e)
260722

Scope 3: Business travel (metric tons CO2e)
27640

Scope 3: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e)
20400

Scope 3: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)
10560

Scope 3: Downstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)
0

Scope 3: Processing of sold products (metric tons CO2e)
10984418

Scope 3: Use of sold products (metric tons CO2e)
0

Scope 3: End of life treatment of sold products (metric tons CO2e)
176796

Scope 3: Downstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)
0

Scope 3: Franchises (metric tons CO2e)
0

Scope 3: Investments (metric tons CO2e)
1157987

Scope 3: Other (upstream) (metric tons CO2e)
0

Scope 3: Other (downstream) (metric tons CO2e)
0

Comment
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Past year 2

Start date
January 1 2020

End date
December 31 2020

Scope 3: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e)
790327

Scope 3: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e)
401389

Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e)

889893

Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)
24104

Scope 3: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e)
295129

Scope 3: Business travel (metric tons CO2e)
23660

Scope 3: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e)
20400

Scope 3: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)
7331

Scope 3: Downstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)
0

Scope 3: Processing of sold products (metric tons CO2e)
9531492

Scope