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Description of measure 
We find that targeted action is needed to address particular policy instruments and farmer conditions 

that might bring about the nutrient abatement targets in most effective ways. 

In this regard transfer of technological innovations and mutual learning among farmers across several 

BSR countries could be one of the effective and relatively cost efficient measures that could help to 

disseminate and adopt nutrient abatement sensitive technologies for less price and at the same time 

save spending in other cost categories. 

For example establishing cross country farmer mutual learning groups, cross visits, demonstration 

activities, collaboration with researchers, advisors and technology companies in disseminating and 

introducing new technologies (e.g. injection manure spreading) may be an effective approach.  

Activity:  
Agriculture  

Pressure: 
Input of phosphorous 

Input of nitrogen 

State: 
Nutrients 

Extent of impact: 
Will help reduce the gross nutrient balance of nitrogen and phosphorus, i.e. the difference between 

input and output of nutrients 

Effectiveness of measure 
Many farmers continue to rely on fertilizers companies for advice on use and application. Information, 

advice and mutual learning can help shift farmers to more efficient use, saving money on mineral 

fertilizers and making better use of nutrients in manure and organic fertilizers. 

Capacity building is potentially an effective and flexible instrument; as it is farm and farmer specific and 

often implemented to complement other instruments it is difficult to attribute  a specific effect to 

capacity building as such (Aronsson & Johnsson, 2017). According to (Pihlajamäki & Tynkkynen, 2011) 

lacking awareness of eutrophication and different national aspirations vary across the BSR. Traditionally 

DK, SE and FI have been regarded as ‘forerunners’ when it comes to combating eutrophication, whereas 

the Eastern parts of the region have been less active. Although this gap seems to have narrowed, it 

persists in some of the new EU-MS and RU with regards to awareness (Drangert et al., 2017). 

Capacity building is an important foundation for a successful implementation of a long range of policy 

measures. However, assessing the impact of such educational interventions is often challenging because 

effects may be slow to materialize and difficult to attribute to the specific intervention (Taylor et al., 

2012). Based on case studies in DE, LV, PL, EE and NO, Fammler et al. (2018) argue that a hindrance to 

policy acceptance is that most farmers within the BSR are unaware of the need to fulfil water protection 

requirements, as they do not always know the effects of the policies, their practices and reasons behind. 

Nordin and Höjgård (2017) find that extension service positively influence nutrient utilization due to 

better land management practices thereby decreasing the nutrient surplus. 
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The SE “greppa näringen” programme (catch the nutrients) provides free advice to farmers, and 

experiences suggest an effect of 1,9 kg N/ha. However, effects are likely higher for countries with more 

inefficient nutrient management practices.  

Cost, cost-effectiveness of measure: 
The SE “greppa näringen” programme costs the government around 440 million SEK per year (Smith, 

2016). 

Feasibility: 
- 

Follow-up of measure: 
- 

Background material: 
- 
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