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The last few months have seen a flurry of actions by countries aiming to capture more economic activity 
within their borders, including in relation to the mid- and downstream of mineral value chains.  The U.S. 
has announced an investigation that could lead to tariffs on processed mineral imports.  In response to 
U.S. tariffs on other imports, China has restricted rare earth mineral exports.  The EU has announced the 
first tranche of strategic mineral processing projects in Europe that will receive support under its Critical 
Raw Materials Act.  Given the flurry of activity, a casual observer may get the impression that these 
government policy actions around mineral value chains are new and only the result of recently increasing 
trade conflicts.  But they are also the latest in a series of actions by various countries aimed at establishing 
or strengthening their position within mineral value chains.  
 
To support policymaking on mineral value addition in mineral-producing countries, including to provide a 
better understanding of the competitive landscape, we have surveyed the policies that governments have 
adopted in recent years.  We have focused on the copper, lithium and nickel value chains and identified 
123 policies adopted by different countries up to April 2025 that target these value chains (see below for 
further details on our methodology.)  
 
High-Income Countries are Using More Tools to Support Mineral Value Addition 
 
High-income mineral-producing countries—including Australia, Canada, European Union (EU) member 
states and the U.S.—have adopted considerably more value addition policies than low- and middle-income 
countries.  The average high-income producer country has introduced five policies during the surveyed 
period, while the average middle-income country (excluding China) has introduced two policies and the 
average low-income country has introduced only one.  China’s policy toolkit is difficult to fully assess due 
to information challenges, but the country has implemented active industrial policies to support its mineral 
value chains since the 1980s.  High-income non-producing countries have also been active in the past five 
years.  Countries such as France, Germany, Japan, South Korea and the U.K. have introduced an average of 
five policies in the past five years.  
 
While counting policies has limitations, this greater activity by high-income countries reflects the multi-
pronged strategies that many are pursuing.  Most policy instruments can be broadly categorized as 
restrictions and penalties, incentives or enablers (for more on the different categories of policies see here.) 
During the period under consideration, high-income countries and China predominantly used incentives 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/fact-sheets/2025/04/fact-sheet-president-donald-j-trump-ensures-national-security-and-economic-resilience-through-section-232-actions-on-processed-critical-minerals-and-derivative-products/
https://www.reuters.com/world/china-hits-back-us-tariffs-with-rare-earth-export-controls-2025-04-04/
https://single-market-economy.ec.europa.eu/sectors/raw-materials/areas-specific-interest/critical-raw-materials/strategic-projects-under-crma/selected-projects_en
https://www.oxfordenergy.org/wpcms/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/CE7-Chinas-rare-earths-dominance-and-policy-responses.pdf
https://resourcegovernance.org/publications/six-keys-unlocking-equitable-value-addition-mining
https://resourcegovernance.org/publications/six-keys-unlocking-equitable-value-addition-mining
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and enablers (though, as noted above, China introduced export restrictions for several minerals other than 
copper, lithium and nickel.) 
 
Many of these high-income country policies involve the use of public funds to, among other things:  
provide direct financial support to value addition facilities in the form of grants, concessional loans, 
subsidies and sovereign guarantees; invest in energy and transport infrastructure; establish training 
programs to fill skills gaps; invest in research and development to encourage innovations that could 
provide a competitive advantage; and stockpile mineral supplies to ensure adequate supply for the 
country’s mid- and downstream industries.  For example, the U.S. has provided concessional loans to 
several domestic projects including USD 700 million to a planned lithium refinery, the EU Commission has 
committed funding of EUR 1.8 billion over the next two years to support European battery manufacturers 
and Canada has set up a Critical Minerals Infrastructure Fund of CAD 1.5 billion to support projects across 
the value chain.  While we have not counted partnerships as policies, partnerships between high-income 
countries have also been used to channel public funds to processing projects. 
 
Figure 1 
Copper, Lithium and Nickel Value Chain Policies Introduced by Countries of Different Income Status 
 

 
 

Note: For more on the categories of policies see NRGI, Six Keys to Unlocking Equitable Value Addition, 2024.  
 
Source: Authors calculations based on IEA Policies and Measures Database, the OECD Inventory of Export Restrictions on 
Industrial Raw Materials, the New Industrial Policy Observatory and the authors’ own research. 

 
 

While low- and middle-income mineral producing countries benefit from access to minerals, their 
generally greater infrastructure constraints and weaker industrial base constitute a disadvantage in 
pursuing mineral value addition.  A supportive policy environment is therefore particularly important for 
such countries.  However, given their greater financial constraints, middle- and low-income countries tend 
to rely on restrictions and penalties, which may require less government spending to implement.  Several 
governments, including Nigeria and Tanzania, have started issuing mining licenses only to companies that 

https://www.iea.org/reports/global-critical-minerals-outlook-2025
https://www.energy.gov/mesc/battery-materials-processing-grants
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/uks-first-large-scale-merchant-lithium-refinery-announced
https://www.reuters.com/markets/commodities/us-energy-dept-finalizes-226-billion-loan-lithium-americas-nevada-mine-2024-10-28/
https://www.iea.org/policies/18004-policy-on-initiatives-for-ensuring-stable-supply-of-critical-minerals
https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-och-lagar/dokument/svensk-forfattningssamling/forordning-20221360-om-kreditgaranti-for-att_sfs-2022-1360/
https://www.canada.ca/en/campaign/critical-minerals-in-canada/canadian-critical-minerals-strategy.html
https://www.industry.gov.au/publications/critical-minerals-strategy-2023-2030/our-focus-areas/6-growing-skilled-workforce
https://www.industry.gov.au/publications/critical-minerals-strategy-2023-2030/our-focus-areas/6-growing-skilled-workforce
https://www.iea.org/policies/8854-32-billion-euros-fund-for-research-and-innovation-in-battery-technology
https://www.iea.org/policies/17940-the-national-program-for-metal-nonferrous-and-rare-stockpiling
https://www.energy.gov/lpo/articles/lpo-announces-conditional-commitment-ioneer-rhyolite-ridge-advance-domestic-production
https://transport.ec.europa.eu/document/download/89b3143e-09b6-4ae6-a826-932b90ed0816_en?filename=Communication%20-%20Action%20Plan.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/en/campaign/critical-minerals-in-canada/federal-support-for-critical-mineral-projects-and-value-chains/critical-minerals-infrastructure-fund1.html
https://www.mining.com/web/arafura-receives-up-to-115m-loan-from-germany/
https://resourcegovernance.org/publications/six-keys-unlocking-equitable-value-addition-mining
https://www.iea.org/policies
https://www.oecd.org/en/topics/sub-issues/export-restrictions-on-critical-raw-materials.html#:%7E:text=The%20aim%20of%20the%20OECD,to%20minerals%2C%20metals%20and%20wood.
https://www.oecd.org/en/topics/sub-issues/export-restrictions-on-critical-raw-materials.html#:%7E:text=The%20aim%20of%20the%20OECD,to%20minerals%2C%20metals%20and%20wood.
https://globaltradealert.org/reports/new-industrial-policy-observatory-nipo
https://www.lafriquedesidees.org/mineraux-critiques-trois-questions-strategiques-pour-les-pays-africains/
https://www.thecitizen.co.tz/tanzania/news/national/tanzania-in-mining-policy-shift-as-it-eyes-more-benefits-4608742
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commit to value addition.  Other governments restrict the export of unprocessed minerals – such as 
Indonesia, Namibia and Zimbabwe – or charge higher taxes on them.  
 
Some low- and middle-income countries also have incentives and enablers in their toolkit.  However, these 
often come in the form of tax incentives or regulatory support rather than financial support.  For example, 
Madagascar offers a lower royalty rate for processed exports, Indonesia applies lower taxes to value 
addition projects and the DRC, Zambia and Tanzania are establishing special economic zones.  The DRC and 
Zambia are also attempting to cooperate on developing a battery value chain.  Colombia and Mexico have 
established, or plan to establish, state-owned enterprises including to develop value chains.    
 
The differences in the policies used by countries of different income status mirror a broader trend of high-
income countries pursuing more active industrial policies that tend to use public funding, while other 
countries rely on trade restrictions.  That said, high-income countries and China are increasingly also 
considering restrictions on technology exports.  For example, the Chinese government is currently 
considering imposing export controls on lithium refining (and cathode) technologies.  
 
The Policy Choice and Cost-Benefit Analysis 
 
This competitive landscape of value addition policies underscores the need for mineral-producing 
countries to adopt clear strategies grounded in robust economic feasibility and cost-benefit analysis to 
develop domestic mid- or downstream activities.  Such analysis is necessary to determine which projects 
are feasible, desirable and a priority, and how the policy approach used to advance them may change that 
calculus.  
 
For countries without a clear comparative advantage, some policies are likely to be insufficient to 
encourage value addition and may come at significant cost.  Export restrictions on raw commodities, for 
example, have rarely succeeded in increasing domestic processing—except in contexts where key success 
factors, such as market power, are already present.  More often, such measures have led to a decline in 
mining activity, as illustrated by Indonesia’s contrasting experience with nickel and bauxite export 
restrictions.  
 
Incentives are likely to be more effective if sufficiently high to make projects commercially viable.  However, 
particularly for countries with constrained public finances, some incentives may carry opportunity costs 
that outweigh the potential benefits of value addition.  For example, NRGI analysis found that Ghana’s 
pursuit of a lithium refinery could cost around $500 million in foregone government revenue from the 
corresponding lithium mining project.  
 
Some enabling measures, such as infrastructure investment, also involve trade-offs—but design choices 
matter.  For instance, shared use infrastructure may raise costs but still improve the cost-benefit calculus. 
That said, not all enablers carry significant costs.  Implementing effective regulatory frameworks for mid- 
and downstream industries to manage environmental, social and corruption risks will be important for 
attracting investment.  Regional cooperation, though not without challenges, can also improve the 
conditions for value addition. 

https://www.iea.org/policies/16084-prohibition-of-the-export-of-nickel-ore
https://www.reuters.com/markets/commodities/namibia-bans-export-unprocessed-critical-minerals-2023-06-08/
https://www.mining.com/web/zimbabwe-orders-lithium-miners-to-submit-refinery-plans-by-march-2024/
https://legalinfo.mn/mn/edtl/16389997472991
https://www.a-mla.org/en/country/pdf/2248
https://mandalaconsulting.id/insights/downstreaming-nickel-industry-in-indonesia
https://www.uneca.org/stories/zambia-and-drc-to-implement-an-innovative-transboundary-battery-and-electric-vehicle-special
https://www.thecitizen.co.tz/tanzania/news/national/tanzania-in-mining-policy-shift-as-it-eyes-more-benefits-4608742
https://www.uneca.org/stories/zambia-and-drc-to-implement-an-innovative-transboundary-battery-and-electric-vehicle-special
https://www.iea.org/policies/17705-resolution-to-adopt-a-new-national-mining-policy
https://www.iea.org/policies/17060-decree-by-which-the-decentralised-public-body-lithium-for-mexico-is-created
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/twec.13608
https://merics.org/en/report/keeping-value-chains-home
https://www.hsfkramer.com/notes/mining/2025-posts/chinas-mofcom-proposes-to-restrict-batteries-related-technologies
https://resourcegovernance.org/publications/refining-strategy-economics-lithium-value-addition-ghana
https://www.iisd.org/system/files/publications/igf-guidance-for-governments-local-content.pdf
https://www.iisd.org/system/files/publications/igf-guidance-for-governments-local-content.pdf
https://resourcegovernance.org/articles/raw-or-refined-does-commodity-processing-help-resource-dependent-countries-diversify
https://www.csis.org/analysis/diversifying-investment-indonesias-mining-sector
https://resourcegovernance.org/publications/refining-strategy-economics-lithium-value-addition-ghana
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/leveraging-mining-related-infrastructure-investments-development-rails-port-power-water-and
https://www.boell.de/en/2023/11/15/value-addition-context-mineral-processing
https://pwyp.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/PWYP-transition-minerals-research-Draft-V4.pdf


Leading Economies’ Industrial Policies Risk Reinforcing Inequities                                                  

 
bayes-cid.com | June 2025 |               Commodity Insights Digest 

 

31 

As governments work to identify and take advantage of strategic opportunities to move along the value 
chain, they must account for the impact of the policy approach on the costs and benefits of value addition 
and recalibrate as necessary.  In cases where the short-term costs are high and long-term benefits are likely 
limited, a government may better use its finite political capital, time or money on other ways that citizens 
can benefit from their mineral wealth (for example, taxation of mining projects or supporting local 
companies to supply goods and services to them.)   
 
Beneficial Value Addition in Low- and Middle-Income Countries Should Receive External Support 
 
Under current conditions, most low- and middle-income countries will struggle to meaningfully reduce the 
inequities in copper, lithium and nickel value chains.  China’s dominance of existing activity, along with the 
industrial base and infrastructure already in place in high-income countries, gives both a substantial head 
start in establishing new mid- and downstream activities. 
 
This advantage is likely to be further reinforced by the limited effectiveness of penalties and export 
restrictions, especially when compared to the spending-based policies that wealthier countries are 
deploying. 
 
However, accepting inequitable global mineral value chains would be unjust.  It is also not even in the 
interests of high-income countries and China.  Geographic concentration of value chains increases the risk 
of supply chain shocks (as emphasized recently by the IEA), particularly in an environment of increased 
geopolitical competition.  It is also likely to exacerbate public frustration in low- and middle-income 
mineral producers, further increasing the risk of mineral supply disruptions and resulting in less global 
cooperation on supply chain management and other issues such as the climate crisis.  Value addition in 
low- and middle-income countries can reduce costs and emissions from these industries under the right 
conditions, leading to more efficient and greener value chains.  Collaboration can therefore help high-
income countries compete as the world enters a new period of great power politics. 
 
As a result, despite the recent turn inwards of some high-income countries and China, they should provide 
support to low- and middle-income country efforts to develop mid- and downstream mineral-based 
industries, where this aligns with mineral producer countries’ priorities and economic circumstances.  This 
could include financial or technical support, market access or carve-outs for any future technology export 
restrictions.  The EU’s recent designation of two processing projects in low- and middle-income countries—
a Brazilian nickel and cobalt refinery and a Zambian cobalt refinery—as Strategic Projects (under the 
Critical Raw Minerals Act) is an encouraging development.  However, with access to an advisory board on 
financing being the main benefit currently offered to third-country strategic projects, it remains uncertain 
how the EU will support their implementation and secure the necessary public and private funding. 
 
High-income countries and China should also not distort global trade through high levels of financial 
support to their own domestic industries.  Nor should they prevent the reasonable use of industrial policies 
of low- and middle-income countries.  For example, some trade agreements have restricted trading 
partners’ policy space to offer preferential prices to domestic facilities, while high-income country tariff 
escalation on finished goods adds further barriers.  

https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/internationaldevelopment/2025/02/28/go-backward-not-forward-a-plea-for-caution-on-dogmatic-approaches-to-value-addition-for-green-transition-minerals/
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/internationaldevelopment/2025/02/28/go-backward-not-forward-a-plea-for-caution-on-dogmatic-approaches-to-value-addition-for-green-transition-minerals/
https://pwyp.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/PWYP-transition-minerals-research-Draft-V4.pdf
https://www.iea.org/reports/global-critical-minerals-outlook-2025
https://www.iea.org/reports/global-critical-minerals-outlook-2025
https://resourcegovernance.org/publications/triple-win-mining-africa-environment-energy-transition
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/370069323_Downstream_Activities_The_Possibilities_and_the_Realities
https://assets.bbhub.io/professional/sites/24/BNEF-The-Cost-of-Producing-Battery-Precursors-in-the-DRC_FINAL.pdf
https://carnegieendowment.org/posts/2025/04/how-to-advance-us-africa-critical-minerals-partnerships-in-mining-and-geological-sciences?lang=en
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_25_1419
https://www.somo.nl/the-eus-critical-minerals-crusade/
https://www.somo.nl/the-eus-critical-minerals-crusade/
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As holders of a significant share of the world’s mineral reserves, low- and middle-income countries can 
leverage this position to increase their chances of securing external support.  That said, policymakers in 
these countries should recognize that development partners are likely to only support projects that are 
already nearly viable—for example, projects that would proceed with the help of a concessional loan to 
reduce the cost of capital or guaranteed offtake arrangements to increase bankability.  Implementing a 
policy framework that supports viable mineral value addition projects that align with their national 
development plans therefore remains the critical first step for governments of low- and middle-income 
countries. 
 
 

Endnote 
 
This article draws on data from the IEA Policies and Measures Database, the OECD Inventory of Export Restrictions on Industrial 
Raw Materials, the New Industrial Policy Observatory and our own research.  The survey covers 2019 to April 2025 for all 
countries, with a deeper focus on NRGI program countries and other large producers of copper, lithium and nickel from 2010 
onwards.  We have not accounted for policies that are not specific to mineral value chains:  for example, we have not surveyed 
broader industrial policy that applies to several sectors.  We have also only been able to account for different levels of policy 
detail and implementation to a limited extent. 
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