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C1. Introduction 
(1.1) In which language are you submitting your response? 

Select from: 
☑ English 

(1.2) Select the currency used for all financial information disclosed throughout your response. 

Select from: 
☑ USD 

(1.3) Provide an overview and introduction to your organization. 

(1.3.2) Organization type 

Select from: 
☑ Publicly traded organization  

(1.3.3) Description of organization 

Interface, Inc., (NASDAQ: TILE) is a global flooring solutions company and sustainability leader, offering an integrated portfolio of carpet tile and resilient flooring products that includes Interface® carpet tile and luxury 
vinyl tile (LVT), nora® rubber flooring, and FLOR® premium area rugs for commercial and residential spaces. A leader in sustainability, Interface has a goal to become a carbon negative enterprise by 2040. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(1.4) State the end date of the year for which you are reporting data. For emissions data, indicate whether you will be providing emissions data for past reporting years.   

 

End date of reporting year Alignment of this reporting period with your financial 
reporting period 

Indicate if you are providing emissions data for past 
reporting years 

 12/31/2024 Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select from: 
☑ No 

[Fixed row] 

(1.4.1) What is your organization’s annual revenue for the reporting period? 
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1315658000 

(1.5) Provide details on your reporting boundary. 

 

Is your reporting boundary for your CDP disclosure the same as that used in your financial statements? 

 Select from: 
☑ Yes 

[Fixed row] 

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

ISIN code - bond 

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier 

US458665AS53 

ISIN code - equity 

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier 

US4586653044 

CUSIP number 



4 

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier 

458665304 

Ticker symbol 

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier 

TILE 

SEDOL code 

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier 

B86V808 US 

LEI number 

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier 

549300VXZWQOIDFPU355 
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D-U-N-S number 

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier 

06-453-9372 

Other unique identifier 

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier? 

Select from: 
☑ No 
[Add row] 
 

(1.7) Select the countries/areas in which you operate.   

Select all that apply 

☑ China ☑ France 

☑ India ☑ Sweden 

☑ Japan ☑ Austria 

☑ Spain ☑ Belgium 

☑ Canada ☑ Germany 

☑ Ireland ☑ Switzerland 

☑ Thailand ☑ Republic of Korea 

☑ Australia ☑ Hong Kong SAR, China 

☑ Singapore ☑ United Arab Emirates 

☑ Netherlands ☑ United States of America 

☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland  

(1.24) Has your organization mapped its value chain?   

(1.24.1) Value chain mapped 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have mapped or are currently in the process of mapping our value chain 
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(1.24.2) Value chain stages covered in mapping 

Select all that apply 

☑ Upstream value chain 

(1.24.3) Highest supplier tier mapped 

Select from: 
☑ Tier 1 suppliers 

(1.24.4) Highest supplier tier known but not mapped 

Select from: 
☑ Tier 2 suppliers 

(1.24.7) Description of mapping process and coverage 

Supplier Carbon Ambitions process summary: Interface has undertaken a sustainability performance assessment process for our upstream suppliers which make up 80% of Interface's spend. Interface's global 
Sustainability and Procurement teams assessed and graded our key suppliers based on a scale between 1 and 8 (8 being best), here are the scale details: 1) Does not calculate CO2 emissions, 2) Plans to Calculate & 
Disclose CO2 emissions, 3) Plans to establish a reduction plan, 4) Reduction plan without target, 5) Reduction Target, 6) Science Based Targets, 7) Net Zero commitment, 8) Net Zero Achievement. The grading 
process was inspired by the many learnings gathered through participation in a variety of Scope 3 conferences and workshops, chief among them the Scope 3 Peer Group events in London and Chicago 
(https://www.scope3peergroup.com/meet). Once the grading process was completed the team initiated formal discussions with said key suppliers where findings were shared and to agree sustainability performance 
improvement plans (where needed). This activity has been extremely valuable for objectively assessing the key suppliers’ sustainability maturity level (the grading), aligning it with our own using the same evaluation 
criteria, and identifying how their current initiatives contribute to advancing overall sustainability performance. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(1.24.1) Have you mapped where in your direct operations or elsewhere in your value chain plastics are produced, commercialized, used, and/or disposed of?  

 

Plastics mapping Value chain stages covered in mapping 

 Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have mapped or are currently in the process of mapping plastics in our 
value chain 

Select all that apply 

☑ Upstream value chain 

☑ Downstream value chain 

[Fixed row] 
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C2. Identification, assessment, and management of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities 
(2.1) How does your organization define short-, medium-, and long-term time horizons in relation to the identification, assessment, and management of your environmental 
dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities? 

Short-term  

(2.1.1) From (years) 

0 

(2.1.3) To (years) 

1 

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning  

Aligned with our financial reporting period. 

Medium-term 

(2.1.1) From (years) 

2 

(2.1.3) To (years) 

5 

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning  

Aligned with our strategic planning period and CSRD reporting definitions 

Long-term 

(2.1.1) From (years) 

6 

(2.1.2) Is your long-term time horizon open ended? 



8 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(2.1.3) To (years) 

10 

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning  

Aligned with CSRD reporting definitions 
[Fixed row] 
 

(2.2) Does your organization have a process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental dependencies and/or impacts? 

 

Process in place Dependencies and/or impacts evaluated in this process 

 Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select from: 
☑ Both dependencies and impacts 

[Fixed row] 

(2.2.1) Does your organization have a process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental risks and/or opportunities? 

 

Process in place Risks and/or opportunities evaluated in this process Is this process informed by the dependencies and/or 
impacts process? 

 Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select from: 
☑ Both risks and opportunities 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

[Fixed row] 

(2.2.2) Provide details of your organization’s process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and/or opportunities. 
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Row 1 

(2.2.2.1) Environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(2.2.2.2) Indicate which of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities are covered by the process for this environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Dependencies 

☑ Impacts 

☑ Risks 

(2.2.2.3) Value chain stages covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Direct operations 

☑ Upstream value chain 

(2.2.2.4) Coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Partial 

(2.2.2.5) Supplier tiers covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Tier 1 suppliers 

(2.2.2.7) Type of assessment 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative and quantitative 

(2.2.2.8) Frequency of assessment 

Select from: 
☑ Not defined 

(2.2.2.9) Time horizons covered 
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Select all that apply 

☑ Short-term 

☑ Medium-term 

☑ Long-term 

(2.2.2.10) Integration of risk management process 

Select from: 
☑ A specific environmental risk management process 

(2.2.2.11) Location-specificity used 

Select all that apply 

☑ Site-specific 

(2.2.2.12) Tools and methods used 

Commercially/publicly available tools 

☑ Other commercially/publicly available tools, please specify :Climanomics 
 
International methodologies and standards 

☑ Other international methodologies and standards, please specify :IEA World Energy Outlook 
 
Databases 

☑ Nation-specific databases, tools, or standards 
 
Other 
☑ External consultants 

☑ Scenario analysis 
 

(2.2.2.13) Risk types and criteria considered 

Acute physical 
☑ Cyclones, hurricanes, typhoons 

☑ Drought 
☑ Flood (coastal, fluvial, pluvial, ground water) 
☑ Wildfires 
 
Chronic physical 
☑ Heat stress 

☑ Water stress 
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Policy 

☑ Carbon pricing mechanisms 

☑ Changes to national legislation 
 

(2.2.2.14) Partners and stakeholders considered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Employees 

☑ Suppliers 

(2.2.2.15) Has this process changed since the previous reporting year? 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(2.2.2.16) Further details of process 

As part of our commitment to sustainability and risk management, our organization assessed the potential impacts of physical climate risks (such as extreme weather events and rising temperatures) and policy 
transition risks (such as regulatory changes aimed at reducing carbon emissions) on our global operations. This assessment was crucial to ensure resilience in our operations and alignment with long-term business 
objectives, particularly in the context of our science-based targets and carbon-negative goals. We worked with external consultants with expertise in this area to conduct a robust risk assessment. This assessment 
would identify and evaluate climate-related risks (both physical and policy-related) to integrate findings into the company's strategic planning and decision-making processes. Interface provided details on our physical 
assets and those of our key suppliers, covering around 80% of emissions from our supply chain and 100% of our assets. Additionally, we provided details on our Scope 1, Scope 2, and Scope 3 emissions downstream, 
along with growth target and emission reduction targets to assess our policy risk. Our consultant then conducted a thorough review of existing operations and assets to identify vulnerabilities to physical climate risks, 
such as flooding, wildfires, water stress, and extreme heat based on two climate change scenarios. For policy risk, our consultant evaluated the risk of policy action to encourage a low-carbon transition in direct 
operations or upstream supply chain through mechanisms such as carbon taxes, carbon pricing mechanisms, and fees related to compliance with regulation, including three policy scenarios. We have quantitatively and 
qualitatively reviewed these risks based on their potential impact on our operations, financial performance, and strategic objectives, considering short-term, medium-term, and long-term time horizons. The defined risks 
were integrated into the company's overall risk management and strategic planning processes. The implementation of this process resulted in a comprehensive understanding of our physical climate risks and policy 
transition risks. Overall, the physical risk to our assets is defined as low risk and we have low policy risk exposure compared to our peer set. We will continue to proactively mitigate risks, leading to enhanced resilience, 
regulatory compliance, and sustained business continuity. 

Row 2 

(2.2.2.1) Environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

☑ Plastics 

☑ Biodiversity 

(2.2.2.2) Indicate which of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities are covered by the process for this environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Dependencies 
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☑ Impacts 

☑ Risks 

☑ Opportunities 

(2.2.2.3) Value chain stages covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Direct operations 

☑ Upstream value chain 

☑ Downstream value chain 

☑ End of life management 

(2.2.2.4) Coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Full 

(2.2.2.5) Supplier tiers covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Tier 1 suppliers 

(2.2.2.7) Type of assessment 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative and quantitative 

(2.2.2.8) Frequency of assessment 

Select from: 
☑ More than once a year 

(2.2.2.9) Time horizons covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Short-term 

☑ Medium-term 

☑ Long-term 

(2.2.2.10) Integration of risk management process 

Select from: 
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☑ A specific environmental risk management process 

(2.2.2.11) Location-specificity used 

Select all that apply 

☑ National 

(2.2.2.12) Tools and methods used 

Commercially/publicly available tools 

☑ Other commercially/publicly available tools, please specify :LCA for Experts 
 
International methodologies and standards 

☑ Environmental Impact Assessment 
☑ Life Cycle Assessment 
 
Databases 

☑ Nation-specific databases, tools, or standards 

☑ Other databases, please specify :Sphera environmental datasets 
 
Other 
☑ Desk-based research 

☑ Internal company methods 

☑ Partner and stakeholder consultation/analysis 
 

(2.2.2.13) Risk types and criteria considered 

Chronic physical 
☑ Change in land-use 
 
Policy 

☑ Lack of mature certification and sustainability standards 
 
Reputation 

☑ Negative press coverage related to support of projects or activities with negative impacts on the environment (e.g. GHG emissions, deforestation & conversion, water stress) 
 
Technology 

☑ Transition to reusable products ☑ Transition to lower emissions technology and products 

☑ Transition to recyclable plastic products ☑ Transition to water intensive, low carbon energy sources 

☑ Transition to increasing recycled content  

☑ Transition to increasing renewable content  

☑ Data access/availability or monitoring systems  
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(2.2.2.14) Partners and stakeholders considered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Customers 

☑ Employees 

☑ Investors 

☑ Regulators 

☑ Suppliers 

(2.2.2.15) Has this process changed since the previous reporting year? 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(2.2.2.16) Further details of process 

Interface is committed to sustainability and the circular economy, which requires a deep understanding of the environmental impacts and risks associated with our products throughout their life cycles. On a frequent 
basis (more than annually), we assess these impacts to identify opportunities for reducing our carbon footprint, ensuring resource efficiency, and mitigating risks related to supply chain dependencies and available 
technology. We have a robust Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) process that enables us to evaluate the environmental impacts of our products from raw material extraction through manufacturing, distribution, use, and 
end-of-life. The primary goal is to use LCA to identify hotspots where we have the greatest opportunity to reduce environmental impacts and opportunities for innovation in sustainable design, as well as to identify risks 
throughout our products’ life cycles and their dependencies and impacts on nature. Interface has an internal team of LCA specialists who continuously monitor environmental impacts of its products. The LCA team uses 
a worldwide leading, professional life cycle assessment (LCA) software suite called LCA FE to analyze in depth product sustainability performance. Throughout the year, if any change in raw materials use or processes 
occurs, the resulting environmental impact change is accounted for in our LCA software. At the end of each year, the impact of our products (cradle to cradle) is formally calculated and third party verified. Having full 
visibility of our product emissions allows the LCA team to work with other internal stakeholders (such as new product development, R&D and sustainability departments) and external stakeholders (such as our key Tier 
1 suppliers) to work towards emissions improvements. Full visibility allows also to better monitor materials and their potential detrimental environmental effects (i.e. risk). Interface also issues third party validated 
Environmental Product Declarations for most of its products where environmental impacts of said products are made publicly available. The LCA process provides Interface with a clear understanding of the 
environmental risks and dependencies associated with our products, enabling us to proactively address these issues. As a result, we have been able to reduce our carbon footprint, enhance resource efficiency, and 
ensure compliance with emerging regulations. Moreover, LCA has informed our innovation in product design, leading to more sustainable and resilient offerings that align with our mission of creating a positive impact 
on the environment. 

Row 3 

(2.2.2.1) Environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

☑ Plastics 

☑ Biodiversity 

(2.2.2.2) Indicate which of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities are covered by the process for this environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Impacts 

☑ Risks 
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☑ Opportunities 

(2.2.2.3) Value chain stages covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Direct operations 

☑ Upstream value chain 

☑ Downstream value chain 

☑ End of life management 

(2.2.2.4) Coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Full 

(2.2.2.5) Supplier tiers covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Tier 1 suppliers 

(2.2.2.7) Type of assessment 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative only 

(2.2.2.8) Frequency of assessment 

Select from: 
☑ As important matters arise 

(2.2.2.9) Time horizons covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Short-term 

☑ Medium-term 

☑ Long-term 

(2.2.2.10) Integration of risk management process 

Select from: 
☑ A specific environmental risk management process 
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(2.2.2.11) Location-specificity used 

Select all that apply 

☑ Site-specific 

☑ National 

(2.2.2.12) Tools and methods used 

Other 
☑ Desk-based research 

☑ External consultants 

☑ Materiality assessment 
 

(2.2.2.13) Risk types and criteria considered 

Acute physical 
☑ Drought ☑ Cyclones, hurricanes, typhoons 

☑ Tornado ☑ Heavy precipitation (rain, hail, snow/ice) 
☑ Wildfires ☑ Flood (coastal, fluvial, pluvial, ground water) 
☑ Heat waves ☑ Storm (including blizzards, dust, and sandstorms) 
☑ Pollution incident  
 
Chronic physical 
☑ Heat stress 

☑ Water stress 

☑ Change in land-use 

☑ Increased ecosystem vulnerability 

☑ Increased severity of extreme weather events 

☑ Leaching of hazardous substances from plastics 

☑ Changing temperature (air, freshwater, marine water) 
☑ Increased levels of macro or microplastic leakage to air, soil, freshwater and/or marine bodies 
 
Policy 

☑ Carbon pricing mechanisms 

☑ Changes to national legislation 
 
Market 
☑ Availability and/or increased cost of certified sustainable material 
☑ Availability and/or increased cost of raw materials 

☑ Availability and/or increased cost of recycled or renewable content 
☑ Changing customer behavior 
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☑ Uncertainty in the market signals 
 
Reputation 

☑ Impact on human health 

☑ Increased partner and stakeholder concern and partner and stakeholder negative feedback 

☑ Negative press coverage related to support of projects or activities with negative impacts on the environment (e.g. GHG emissions, deforestation & conversion, water stress) 
☑ Stigmatization of sector 
 
Technology 

☑ Transition to reusable products 

☑ Transition to recyclable plastic products 

☑ Transition to increasing renewable content 
☑ Transition to increasing recycled content 
☑ Transition to lower emissions technology and products 
 
Liability 

☑ Exposure to litigation 

☑ Non-compliance with regulations 
 

(2.2.2.14) Partners and stakeholders considered 

Select all that apply 

☑ NGOs ☑ Regulators 

☑ Customers ☑ Local communities 

☑ Employees ☑ Indigenous peoples 

☑ Investors  

☑ Suppliers  

(2.2.2.15) Has this process changed since the previous reporting year? 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(2.2.2.16) Further details of process 

Interface conducted a Double Materiality Assessment with support from a third-party consultant to assess our impacts, risks and opportunities across our full value chain and identify the most material topics to our 
global organization. This was the first time that we have conducted such a materiality assessment and we plan to conduct a full reassessment every three years or earlier as important matters or organization changes 
may arise. We conducted this assessment on a global basis, incorporating all of our site-level operations around the world along with relevant regional and national considerations. This assessment involved multiple 
stakeholders across our global business and the perspective of external users of sustainability reporting. We used a five point scale for assessing the scale, scope, irremediability and likelihood of all identified impacts. 
Similarly, a five point scale was used to assess the magnitude and likelihood of all financial effects on a qualitative basis. This assessment will be used as a guide for prioritizing our strategic goals and investments and 
for proactively addressing risks and opportunities. The Double Materiality Assessment was conducted in according to the European Sustainability Reporting Standards as provided by EFRAG in preparation for our 
upcoming CSRD disclosure. 
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Row 4 

(2.2.2.1) Environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(2.2.2.2) Indicate which of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities are covered by the process for this environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Risks 

(2.2.2.3) Value chain stages covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Direct operations 

☑ Upstream value chain 

(2.2.2.4) Coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Full 

(2.2.2.5) Supplier tiers covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Tier 1 suppliers 

(2.2.2.7) Type of assessment 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative only 

(2.2.2.8) Frequency of assessment 

Select from: 
☑ More than once a year 

(2.2.2.9) Time horizons covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Short-term 
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☑ Medium-term 

☑ Long-term 

(2.2.2.10) Integration of risk management process 

Select from: 
☑ Integrated into multi-disciplinary organization-wide risk management process 

(2.2.2.11) Location-specificity used 

Select all that apply 

☑ Site-specific 

☑ Local 
☑ Sub-national 
☑ National 

(2.2.2.12) Tools and methods used 

Enterprise Risk Management 
☑ COSO Enterprise Risk Management Framework 

☑ Enterprise Risk Management 
☑ Risk models 
 

(2.2.2.13) Risk types and criteria considered 

Acute physical 
☑ Tornado 
 
Policy 

☑ Carbon pricing mechanisms 

☑ Changes to international law and bilateral agreements 

☑ Changes to national legislation 

☑ Lack of mature certification and sustainability standards 
 
Market 
☑ Availability and/or increased cost of certified sustainable material 
☑ Availability and/or increased cost of raw materials 

☑ Changing customer behavior 
 
Reputation 

☑ Increased partner and stakeholder concern and partner and stakeholder negative feedback 

☑ Negative press coverage related to support of projects or activities with negative impacts on the environment (e.g. GHG emissions, deforestation & conversion, water stress) 
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Technology 

☑ Transition to lower emissions technology and products 
 
Liability 

☑ Exposure to litigation 

☑ Non-compliance with regulations 
 

(2.2.2.14) Partners and stakeholders considered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Customers 

☑ Employees 

☑ Investors 

☑ Regulators 

☑ Suppliers 

(2.2.2.15) Has this process changed since the previous reporting year? 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(2.2.2.16) Further details of process 

The Board recognizes the critical importance of effectively managing risks within Interface. To this end, we have established a robust Enterprise Risk Management (ERM) program aligned with the framework defined by 
the Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission (COSO). This program is tailored to our unique risk profile and is designed to identify, assess, address, monitor, and report on significant risks 
across our operations, including financial, operational, compliance, and reputational risks. Integral to our ERM approach is an annual cross-functional survey conducted by the risk committee, gathering insights from our 
top global leaders and the Board of Directors to evaluate the likelihood, impact, and velocity of potential risks, including emerging ones. A dedicated Risk Committee, comprised of executive officers and senior 
managers, oversees Enterprise Risk Management, with the Chief Audit Executive handling administration. The committee conducts this oversight in accordance with the authority delegated by the Board of Directors 
through the Audit Committee Charter. Quarterly meetings of the management risk committee monitor identified risks and their mitigation strategies, with quarterly reporting provided to the Audit Committee on significant 
developments and key program elements. 
[Add row] 
 

(2.2.7) Are the interconnections between environmental dependencies, impacts, risks and/or opportunities assessed? 

(2.2.7.1) Interconnections between environmental dependencies, impacts, risks and/or opportunities assessed 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(2.2.7.2) Description of how interconnections are assessed 
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Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) provides a comprehensive framework to evaluate the interconnections between environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities associated with our products. 
Dependencies: LCA allows us to identify key resources that our products depend on, such as energy and raw materials. For instance, a product that relies heavily on a scarce or environmentally sensitive resource, like 
virgin plastic or specific minerals, can pose a significant dependency risk. Understanding these dependencies helps us prioritize sourcing strategies that reduce reliance on finite resources, such as using recycled 
materials or renewable energy. Impacts: The LCA process quantifies the environmental impacts associated with each stage of the product’s life cycle. These impacts are directly related to the resources we depend on; 
for example, the extraction and processing of raw materials often result in significant emissions and resource depletion. By understanding these impacts, we can target specific areas for improvement, such as reducing 
emissions through more efficient manufacturing processes or purchasing lower-impact raw materials. Risks: LCA also highlights the risks associated with environmental dependencies and impacts. For example, 
products that are resource-intensive may face risks related to resource scarcity, price volatility, or stricter environmental regulations. Additionally, products with high carbon footprints may be vulnerable to future carbon 
pricing mechanisms or shifting market preferences toward low-carbon alternatives. By identifying these risks, we can develop strategies to mitigate them, such as diversifying our material sources, improving energy 
efficiency, or redesigning products to reduce their environmental impact. Opportunities: Finally, LCA uncovers opportunities for innovation and competitive advantage. By assessing the full life cycle of our products, we 
can identify opportunities to create more sustainable products, such as by using recycled or bio-based materials, designing for product longevity, or enhancing recyclability. These opportunities not only reduce 
environmental impact but also resonate with customers who value sustainability, thereby creating new market opportunities and strengthening our brand reputation. Interconnections: The interconnections between 
these elements are key to our sustainability strategy. For example, reducing our dependency on virgin materials not only mitigates resource scarcity risks but also decreases our carbon footprint and opens up 
opportunities for using more sustainable materials. Similarly, addressing the environmental impacts of our products can reduce regulatory risks and enhance our ability to meet customer demands for sustainable 
products. By viewing these elements as interconnected rather than isolated, we can develop holistic strategies that drive both environmental and business performance. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(2.3) Have you identified priority locations across your value chain? 

(2.3.1) Identification of priority locations 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have identified priority locations 

(2.3.2) Value chain stages where priority locations have been identified 

Select all that apply 

☑ Direct operations 

☑ Upstream value chain 

(2.3.3) Types of priority locations identified 

Sensitive locations 

☑ Areas important for biodiversity 

☑ Areas of limited water availability, flooding, and/or poor quality of water 
☑ Areas of importance for ecosystem service provision 

☑ Other sensitive location, please specify :We analyze whether there are Indigenous Lands or Community Lands, biodiversity areas, water stress zones, or hotspots exist within 50 km, plus the Ecosystem Integrity Index 
and business impact relevance. 
 

(2.3.4) Description of process to identify priority locations 

Sites are ranked from 1-5 with 1 being highest priority and 5 being lowest priority. Higher priority sites should be focused on for a deeper dive assessment into how organization activities at the location are impacting 
nature. Ranking: 1. Site is within 5 km of Ramsar, Emerald Network, Natura 2000, or US protected site 2. Site is within 5 km of both a Biodiversity Hotspot AND Critical Habitat 3. Site has a 100% overlap with Likely 
Critical Habitat or a Biodiversity Hotspot 4. Site is within 5 km of Likely or Potential Critical Habitat or Biodiversity Hotspot but does not overlap 100% 5. Site is not within 5 km proximity of any reportable area important 
to biodiversity. 
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(2.3.5) Will you be disclosing a list/spatial map of priority locations? 

Select from: 
☑ No, we have a list/geospatial map of priority locations, but we will not be disclosing it 
[Fixed row] 
 

(2.4) How does your organization define substantive effects on your organization? 

Risks 

(2.4.1) Type of definition 

Select all that apply 

☑ Qualitative  

(2.4.6) Metrics considered in definition  

Select all that apply 

☑ Likelihood of effect occurring  
☑ Other, please specify  :Scale and Scope 

(2.4.7) Application of definition   

Impacts are assessed based on Scale (how grave the impact could be), Scope (how widespread the impact could be) and Likelihood (how likely the event is to occur, ranging from rare to almost certain/actual). 

Opportunities 

(2.4.1) Type of definition 

Select all that apply 

☑ Qualitative  

(2.4.6) Metrics considered in definition  

Select all that apply 

☑ Likelihood of effect occurring  
☑ Other, please specify  :Scale and Scope 

(2.4.7) Application of definition   

Impacts are assessed based on Scale (how beneficial the impact could be), Scope (how widespread the impact could be) and Likelihood (how likely the event is to occur, ranging from Rare to almost certain/actual). 
[Add row] 
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C3. Disclosure of risks and opportunities 
(3.1) Have you identified any environmental risks which have had a substantive effect on your organization in the reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive 
effect on your organization in the future? 

 

 Environmental risks identified  

Climate change Select from: 
☑ Yes, both in direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain 

Plastics Select from: 
☑ Yes, both in direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain 

[Fixed row] 

(3.1.1) Provide details of the environmental risks identified which have had a substantive effect on your organization in the reporting year, or are anticipated to have a 
substantive effect on your organization in the future. 

Climate change 

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier  

Select from: 
☑ Risk1 

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver 

Chronic physical 
☑ Heat stress 
 

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs 

Select from: 
☑ Direct operations  
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(3.1.1.6)  Country/area where the risk occurs 

Select all that apply 

☑ China ☑ France 

☑ India ☑ Sweden 

☑ Japan ☑ Austria 

☑ Spain ☑ Belgium 

☑ Canada ☑ Germany 

☑ Ireland ☑ Switzerland 

☑ Thailand ☑ Republic of Korea 

☑ Australia ☑ Hong Kong SAR, China 

☑ Singapore ☑ United Arab Emirates 

☑ Netherlands ☑ United States of America 

☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland  

(3.1.1.9)  Organization-specific description of risk  

We assessed physical climate risks associated with heat stress present significant challenges that could impact our operations and financial performance. As global temperatures rise, heat stress can lead to several 
key financial impacts: 1. HVAC Degradation: Increased Wear and Tear: Prolonged exposure to higher temperatures accelerates the degradation of HVAC systems, leading to more frequent maintenance, repairs, and 
early replacement of equipment. This not only increases operational costs but also can disrupt production schedules, potentially impacting our ability to meet customer demands. 2. Employee Productivity: Reduced 
Efficiency: Heat stress can directly affect employee productivity by creating uncomfortable working conditions, leading to decreased concentration, fatigue, and slower work rates. 3. Cooling Costs: Rising Energy 
Expenses: As temperatures increase, the demand for cooling to maintain comfortable and safe indoor environments escalates. This results in higher energy consumption and associated costs, particularly in regions 
with extreme temperature variations. These rising costs can have a direct impact on our operating margins, necessitating the implementation of energy-efficient cooling solutions and renewable energy sources. Overall, 
heat stress was assessed as posing the highest relative physical climate risk to Interface, with potential financial impacts stemming from HVAC degradation, reduced employee productivity, and increased cooling costs. 

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk  

Select from: 
☑ Increased capital expenditures 

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization  

Select all that apply 

☑ Short-term  
☑ Medium-term 

☑ Long-term 

☑ The risk has already had a substantive effect on our organization in the reporting year  

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon  

Select from: 
☑ Virtually certain 
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(3.1.1.14)  Magnitude 

Select from: 
☑ Low  

(3.1.1.15) Effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization in the reporting year  

In the reporting year, the physical climate risk associated with heat stress had a limited impact on Interface's financial position. While heat stress poses a potential long-term risk, the immediate financial effects during 
this reporting period were contained. Financial Performance: We experienced only minimal increases in energy costs due to increased cooling. This increase in operational costs did not materially affect our overall 
operating margins. Additionally, there were no material impacts on production efficiency or employee productivity in the reporting period as our existing facility infrastructure, including recent enhancements, were 
sufficient to manage the heat stress conditions. Cash Flows: We invested in energy-efficient HVAC upgrades in our US manufacturing facility to provide comfortable working conditions for our employees in Georgia 
where rising temperatures can often result in extreme heat conditions. These upgrades resulted in $775k capital expenditure in 2024. In summary, while heat stress is a recognized physical climate risk for Interface, its 
impact on the financial position, financial performance, and cash flows during the reporting year was minimal. We continue to monitor and plan for future climate risks to ensure long-term resilience and sustainability. 

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization in the selected future time horizons 

Situation: Interface recognized the need to assess the physical climate risk associated with heat stress from 2025 to 2090, as rising global temperatures could have significant implications for our operations and 
financial health. Given the potential long-term impacts on HVAC systems, employee productivity, and cooling costs, we sought to understand how these risks could affect our financial position, performance, and cash 
flows over time. Task: The task was to conduct a comprehensive assessment of heat stress risk under two climate scenarios: SSP1, representing a sustainable, low-emission scenario, and SSP5, representing a fossil-
fuel-intensive, high-emission scenario. The goal was to quantify the anticipated financial impact of these risks, particularly focusing on insured assets, to inform strategic planning and risk management. Action: Interface 
undertook a detailed scenario analysis, projecting the heat stress risk from 2025 to 2090. We evaluated how each scenario would impact our financial metrics, focusing on the total insured asset risk. For 2030, the 
analysis revealed that under the SSP1 scenario, the risk to insured assets was estimated at $14.7 million annually in 2030, reflecting a low-risk to our business. Under this scenario, the risk increases slightly each 
decade to 2070 to a maximum risk of about $18 million annually, before decreasing to about $17 million by 2090. Under the SSP5 scenario, the risk remained qualified as low risk but projected a slightly higher financial 
value at $15.9 million annually. The risk under this scenario does increase in a near linear way over time, reaching $48 million by the year 2090. This analysis also considered the broader implications for operational 
costs, such as cooling expenses and potential productivity losses. Result: The scenario analysis provided critical insights into the future financial implications of heat stress. It showed that while the risk remains low in 
2030, the trajectory varies significantly between scenarios. Under SSP5, the risk increases substantially over time, potentially leading to higher future costs and greater strain on cash flows. Conversely, the SSP1 
scenario suggests a more stable risk profile with minimal increases. These findings are being integrated into Interface’s long-term financial planning, enabling us to proactively manage and mitigate the anticipated 
effects on our financial position, performance, and cash flows as we move towards 2090. 

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(3.1.1.18) Financial effect figure in the reporting year (currency) 

775000 

(3.1.1.19)  Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term – minimum (currency)  

1000000 

(3.1.1.20)  Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term – maximum (currency) 

12000000 
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(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term – minimum (currency) 

48000000 

(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term – maximum (currency)  

52000000 

(3.1.1.23) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term – minimum (currency)  

75000000 

(3.1.1.24) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term – maximum (currency)  

85000000 

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure 

Short-term (0-1 years): Based on our current infrastructure, we do not anticipate significant financial impacts of heat stress on our business in the short-term. On the low-end, this would be around $1 million and based 
on our climate risk assessment could be up to $12 million. Medium-term (2-5 years): Based on our climate risk assessment, we can anticipate an average risk of $12 million per year based on the SSP1 scenario ($48 
million over 4 years) and a an average risk of $13 million per year based on the SSP5 scenario ($52 million over 4 years). Long-term (6-10 years): Based on our climate risk assessment, we can anticipate an average 
risk of $15 million per year based on the SSP1 scenario ($75 million over 5 years) and a an average risk of $17 million per year based on the SSP5 scenario ($85 million over 5 years). 

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk 

Infrastructure, technology and spending  
☑ Increase environment-related capital expenditure  
 

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk  

8000000 

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation  

We have $775,000 invested in HVAC upgrades in one of our biggest facilities in the US in 2024, in addition to the $3.4 million that was invested in 2023. We anticipate we will need to upgrade other systems around the 
world to mitigate heat stress risk along with increased cooling needs. We calculate the response to this risk to be around $8 million over the next 5-7 years. 

(3.1.1.29) Description of response  

We anticipate capital expenditure related to HVAC system around the world to mitigate heat stress. This response is likely to mitigate near-term risks on HVAC degradation and will help us maintain employee 
productivity and in some cases improve productivity where HVAC was not previously provided. Cooling costs are expected to rise with increased use of cooling in our facilities and increasing global temperatures. 

Plastics 
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(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier  

Select from: 
☑ Risk1 

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver 

Technology 

☑ Transition to reusable products 
 

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs 

Select from: 
☑ End-of-life management  

(3.1.1.6)  Country/area where the risk occurs 

Select all that apply 

☑ China ☑ France 

☑ India ☑ Sweden 

☑ Japan ☑ Austria 

☑ Spain ☑ Belgium 

☑ Canada ☑ Germany 

☑ Ireland ☑ Switzerland 

☑ Thailand ☑ Republic of Korea 

☑ Australia ☑ Hong Kong SAR, China 

☑ Singapore ☑ United Arab Emirates 

☑ Netherlands ☑ United States of America 

☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland  

(3.1.1.9)  Organization-specific description of risk  

Future legislation and customer driven demand for broader circular economy thinking coupled with efforts to hit internal environmental targets will require increased efforts in extending operational life, recovery, and 
recycling content of Interface's products that contain plastic. The risk spans throughout the LCA (life cycle assessment) of our products (from design to end of life) and thus the entirety of our operations. 

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk  

Select from: 
☑ Increased direct costs 

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization  
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Select all that apply 

☑ Medium-term 

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon  

Select from: 
☑ About as likely as not  

(3.1.1.14)  Magnitude 

Select from: 
☑ Medium-high 

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization in the selected future time horizons 

In order to expand the circular economy for flooring, Interface is increasing the recycling of our flooring products and developing a market for flooring reuse. These strategies carry both risks and opportunities which will 
impact the organization’s financial position, financial performance, and cash flows over various future time horizons. In the short term, Interface may need to invest in new technologies, processes, and infrastructure to 
support the reuse and recycling of flooring products. These capital expenditures would impact the company’s cash flows. In addition, transitioning to a reuse model may increase operational costs due to the need for 
research and development, product redesign for circularity, and the development of reverse logistics systems. These increased costs, if not offset by immediate savings, may reduce profit margins in the short term. We 
believe that in the medium- and long-term, these investments would further improve Interface's position as a leader in sustainable practices and attract environmentally conscious customers, leading to increased 
revenue. The corresponding revenue growth should offset the capital investments and increased direct operational costs, resulting in a positive impact on financial performance. 

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk 

Policies and plans   
☑ Develop a circular economy plan 
 

(3.1.1.29) Description of response  

Interface has continued work on the development of a circular economy plan by focusing on designing products that prioritize longevity, reuse, and recyclability. This approach is central to reducing waste and 
minimizing the environmental impact of our flooring products. Components to this plan include reevaluating product design, material sourcing, reverse logistics, partnerships and collaborations, and evaluation of circular 
economy business models. Through these initiatives, Interface is laying the foundation for a circular economy, driving innovation while reducing environmental impact. 

Climate change 

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier  

Select from: 
☑ Risk2 

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver 
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Policy 

☑ Carbon pricing mechanisms 
 

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs 

Select from: 
☑ Upstream value chain   

(3.1.1.6)  Country/area where the risk occurs 

Select all that apply 

☑ China ☑ Canada 

☑ India ☑ France 

☑ Italy ☑ Poland 

☑ Japan ☑ Sweden 

☑ Spain ☑ Austria 

☑ Belgium ☑ Singapore 

☑ Germany ☑ Netherlands 

☑ Ireland ☑ Switzerland 

☑ Thailand ☑ Republic of Korea 

☑ Australia ☑ Hong Kong SAR, China 

☑ United Arab Emirates  

☑ United States of America  

☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland  

(3.1.1.9)  Organization-specific description of risk  

At Interface, transitional climate risks associated with carbon pricing mechanisms present challenges, particularly through our upstream value chain. As governments and regulatory bodies increasingly implement 
carbon pricing to incentivize emission reductions, the cost of carbon-intensive activities is expected to rise. A number of Interface's suppliers operate in regions where carbon pricing is either in place or anticipated. As 
these suppliers incur higher costs to purchase carbon credits or pay carbon taxes, they are likely to pass these costs onto Interface through increased prices for raw materials and components. This can lead to higher 
input costs for our products, potentially squeezing profit margins if not managed effectively. In response to these risks, Interface is actively engaging with suppliers to explore options to shift towards lower-carbon 
materials and processes. This proactive approach helps mitigate financial impacts while advancing our sustainability goals. 

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk  

Select from: 
☑ Increased production costs     

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization  

Select all that apply 

☑ Short-term  
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☑ Medium-term 

☑ Long-term 

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon  

Select from: 
☑ Likely 

(3.1.1.14)  Magnitude 

Select from: 
☑ Low  

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization in the selected future time horizons 

Situation: Interface recognized the importance of assessing the transitional climate risk associated with carbon pricing mechanisms from 2025 to 2040. As carbon pricing policies become more widespread and 
stringent, understanding how these policies, if legislatively adopted and fully implemented, might impact our financial position, performance, and cash flows is important for long-term planning. Task: The task was to 
evaluate the financial implications of carbon pricing on our direct costs and upstream value chain under different scenarios, specifically the IEA STEP scenario (low price), the IEA APS scenario (moderate price), and 
the IEA Net Zero 2050 scenario (high price). The objective was to quantify the anticipated costs and risks associated with carbon pricing and determine how these might evolve over time, impacting key financial 
metrics. Action: Interface partnered with an external consultant to conduct a detailed scenario analysis to assess the carbon pricing risk. The analysis quantified the potential annual financial exposure to our direct 
operations and within our upstream value chain if all policies were fully adopted and implemented to achieve the specified climate scenario, and assuming that our emissions grew in line with anticipated revenue 
growth. It was estimated that the total carbon pricing risk to our business could range from $8 million (low price scenario) to $12 million (high price scenario) per year, with the estimated pass through costs from our 
value chain vastly outweighing the potential direct cost increases. This risk is considered to be relatively low as it represents less than 1% of our total operating costs, and we would expect to pass these costs through 
to our customers in our selling prices. Result: The scenario analysis provided valuable insights into the financial risks posed by carbon pricing mechanisms. The annual risk is not insignificant, but we would expect to be 
able to pass these costs through to our customers in our selling prices. In addition, the analysis did not include the impact of any planned and anticipated emissions reductions, so we would expect our exposure to 
decrease significantly over the medium- to long-term as we move closer to our 2040 carbon-negative goal. This analysis underscores the importance of ongoing efforts to reduce carbon intensity in our supply chain. By 
proactively addressing these risks, Interface is better positioned to reduce these potential costs and protect profit margins. 

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(3.1.1.19)  Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term – minimum (currency)  

8000000 

(3.1.1.20)  Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term – maximum (currency) 

12000000 

(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term – minimum (currency) 

32000000 
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(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term – maximum (currency)  

48000000 

(3.1.1.23) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term – minimum (currency)  

40000000 

(3.1.1.24) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term – maximum (currency)  

60000000 

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure 

All financial figures assume that carbon pricing mechanisms are fully adopted and implemented to achieve the specified climate scenarios and that costs impacting our suppliers would result in pass-through costs to our 
business. We would expect to pass these cost increases to our customers via increased selling prices. Short-term (0-1 years): Based on the climate risk assessment that we conducted, the transition risk associated 
with carbon pricing mechanisms could result in $8 million to $12 million in cost, including pass-through costs from our suppliers. Medium-term (2-5 years): Assuming that we do not implement any planned and 
anticipated emissions reductions in our climate transition plan and our emissions grow in line with revenue, we expect these costs to remain at 8 million to $12 million per year, resulting in $32 million to $40 million of 
additional costs over the four year period. Long-term (6-10 years): Assuming that we do not implement any planned and anticipated emissions reductions and achieve our climate transition plan, we expect these costs 
to remain at $8 million to $12 million per year in the long-term, resulting in $40 million to $60 million of additional costs over the five year period. 

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk 

Engagement 
☑ Engage with suppliers 
 

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk  

10000000 

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation  

Interface has announced it is "all in" on carbon reduction and will be dedicating budget that was previously spent on carbon offsets to carbon reductions, both within our operations and with our value chain. We expect 
to spend on average $1 million annually for the next ten years on projects connected to our upstream value chain to decrease our carbon impact and therefore our carbon pricing risk upstream. 

(3.1.1.29) Description of response  

We anticipate raw material price increases related to carbon pricing mechanisms in the near term and are responding by working with our upstream value chain to lower the carbon footprint associated with our products 
and in the supply chain. As we continue to decrease the carbon intensity of our upstream value chain, we expect to be less impacted by carbon pricing mechanisms. 
[Add row] 
 

(3.1.2) Provide the amount and proportion of your financial metrics from the reporting year that are vulnerable to the substantive effects of environmental risks. 
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Climate change 

(3.1.2.1)  Financial metric  

Select from: 
☑ Assets 

(3.1.2.2) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in 1.2) 

0 

(3.1.2.3) % of total financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Less than 1% 

(3.1.2.4)  Amount of financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in 1.2)  

31000000 

(3.1.2.5)  % of total financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ 1-10%  

(3.1.2.7)  Explanation of financial figures 

Interface engaged a third-party to assess the physical risk to our global footprint of owned and leased facilities. Using scenario analysis, two climate scenarios were used to predict potential exposure. The two scenarios 
included a low emission scenario consistent with the goals of the Paris Agreement: SSP1-2.6, as well as a high emission scenario: SSP5-8.5. Based on the high emission scenario, in the next decade Interface risks an 
average annual loss of 31 million to our assets, with risk exposure increasing over time due to the increased potential and severity of climate impacts. Based on our current insured asset value in 2024, the high-end of 
this risk represents approximately 1.5% of Interface's insured asset value, resulting in a low- risk situation. It is expected that the majority of the cost associated with these risks of potential losses would be recovered 
through insurance. 

Climate change 

(3.1.2.1)  Financial metric  

Select from: 
☑ OPEX 

(3.1.2.2) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in 1.2) 

8000000 
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(3.1.2.3) % of total financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Less than 1% 

(3.1.2.4)  Amount of financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in 1.2)  

0 

(3.1.2.5)  % of total financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Less than 1%  

(3.1.2.7)  Explanation of financial figures 

Interface engaged a third-party to assess our transition risk related to policy risk exposure. Using scenario analysis, three carbon pricing scenarios were used to predict potential exposure. The three scenarios included 
a low price using the IEA STEPS Scenario at 2.4 degree C based on current policies, a moderate price using the IEA APS Scenario at 1.7 degree C based on committed policies, and a high price using IEA NZE 
Scenario at 1.5 degree C and required policies to meet that scenario. Based on the high price scenario, if all required policies to meet the 1.5 degree scenario are implemented and the costs associated with those 
policies are reflected in our direct expenses or passed to us through suppliers, Interface could be exposed to $8-12 million of annual risk (representing 0.7% - 1% of our total operating expenses in the near-term). 
[Add row] 
 

(3.5) Are any of your operations or activities regulated by a carbon pricing system (i.e. ETS, Cap & Trade or Carbon Tax)? 

Select from: 
☑ No, and we do not anticipate being regulated in the next three years 

(3.6) Have you identified any environmental opportunities which have had a substantive effect on your organization in the reporting year, or are anticipated to have a 
substantive effect on your organization in the future? 

 

Environmental opportunities identified 

Climate change Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have identified opportunities, and some/all are being realized 

[Fixed row] 
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(3.6.1) Provide details of the environmental opportunities identified which have had a substantive effect on your organization in the reporting year, or are anticipated to 
have a substantive effect on your organization in the future. 

Climate change 

(3.6.1.1) Opportunity identifier 

Select from: 
☑ Opp1 

(3.6.1.3) Opportunity type and primary environmental opportunity driver 

Products and services  
☑ Increased sales of existing products and services 
 

(3.6.1.4) Value chain stage where the opportunity occurs 

Select from: 
☑ Downstream value chain 

(3.6.1.5) Country/area where the opportunity occurs 

Select all that apply 

☑ China ☑ France 

☑ India ☑ Sweden 

☑ Japan ☑ Austria 

☑ Spain ☑ Belgium 

☑ Canada ☑ Germany 

☑ Ireland ☑ Switzerland 

☑ Thailand ☑ Republic of Korea 

☑ Australia ☑ Hong Kong SAR, China 

☑ Singapore ☑ United Arab Emirates 

☑ Netherlands ☑ United States of America 

☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland  

(3.6.1.8) Organization specific description 

For Interface, the opportunity associated with increased sales of existing low-carbon carpet tile products on CQuest backings is significant as market demand for sustainable products continues to grow. CQuest 
backings, designed to store more carbon than they emit, align with the increasing customer preference for low-carbon solutions in the built environment. Key Financial Effect: The primary financial impact of this 
opportunity comes from increased revenues driven by heightened demand for low-carbon products. As businesses, institutions, and governments intensify their focus on reducing carbon footprints, Interface's carpet tile 
products with CQuest backings offer a compelling value proposition. In response to this growing demand, Interface is poised to capture a larger market share, driving higher sales and expanding its customer base. 
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Additionally, the reputation of Interface as a leader in sustainability can further enhance brand loyalty and attract new customers, translating to sustained revenue growth and long-term financial stability. This opportunity 
is integral to Interface's strategy to align business success with environmental responsibility, supporting both profitability and the company's carbon-negative goals. 

(3.6.1.9) Primary financial effect of the opportunity 

Select from: 
☑ Increased revenues resulting from increased demand for products and services  

(3.6.1.10) Time horizon over which the opportunity is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization 

Select all that apply 

☑ Short-term 

☑ Medium-term 

☑ Long-term 

☑ The opportunity has already had a substantive effect on our organization in the reporting year 

(3.6.1.11) Likelihood of the opportunity having an effect within the anticipated time horizon 

Select from: 
☑ Virtually certain (99–100%) 

(3.6.1.12) Magnitude 

Select from: 
☑ Medium 

(3.6.1.13) Effect of the opportunity on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization in the reporting period 

In the reporting year, Interface saw increased sales of low-carbon carpet tile products on CQuest backings with continued signs of future growth. Financial Position: CQuest backed carpet tile products are a growing 
proportion of our carpet tile portfolio, making up nearly 100% of our EMEA carpet tile sales and an increased proportion of our Americas carpet tile sales in 2024. This continued portfolio shift and increasing demand 
positions Interface to further expand our CQuest product collections and sales going forward. Financial Performance: CQuest backed carpet tile products exceeded sales of carpet tile on alternative backings in the 
reporting year. This is a strong indication that customers are prioritizing low-carbon products and the demand for low-carbon solutions continues to rise. Cash Flows: Cash Flows increased from the increased sales of 
CQuest backed carpet tile products in the reporting year. In addition, there were no significant capital expenditures associated with these products in 2024 as the manufacturing investments to support production in 
Europe and the Americas were completed in previous years. Interface anticipates that as the adoption of low-carbon products grows, the resulting cash flow improvements will become more pronounced, supporting 
reinvestment and further innovation. 

(3.6.1.14) Anticipated effect of the opportunity on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization in the selected future time horizons 

Situation: Interface has an opportunity to expand the sales of its existing low-carbon carpet tile products on CQuest backings, driven by a growing demand for sustainable products in the market. As customers 
increasingly prioritize low-carbon solutions, Interface sees potential for this trend to positively influence its financial position, financial performance, and cash flows. Task: The task was to assess the potential impact of 
this opportunity on Interface's financial health, including its market share, profitability, and cash flow management, while also ensuring that the company could capitalize on this trend to reinforce its long-term 
sustainability and growth objectives. Action: Interface has scaled up the production of its carpet tile with CQuest backings, with conversion of our European operations to CQuest backings and increasing volume of 
CQuest backing production in the US. This involved strategic investments in innovation, optimizing the supply chain to meet anticipated demand, and aligning the company’s offerings with the sustainability goals of its 
customers. By doing so, Interface aims to grow its market share, enhance profitability, and generate stronger cash flows. Result: The anticipated effect of these actions is expected to be positive across multiple financial 
metrics. The company’s financial position is expected to strengthen, with increased revenue and market share as the market for sustainable products grows. Financial performance is projected to improve through 
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increased revenue and profitability, driven by higher sales of carpet tile with CQuest backings. Resulting increases in operating cash flows will allow for further investment in product development, innovation, and market 
expansion, ultimately supporting Interface's long-term growth and carbon-negative goals. 

(3.6.1.15) Are you able to quantify the financial effects of the opportunity? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(3.6.1.16) Financial effect figure in the reporting year (currency) 

24000000 

(3.6.1.17) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term - minimum (currency) 

12000000 

(3.6.1.18) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term – maximum (currency) 

25000000 

(3.6.1.19) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term - minimum (currency) 

50000000 

(3.6.1.20) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term - maximum (currency) 

100000000 

(3.6.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term - minimum (currency) 

75000000 

(3.6.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term – maximum (currency) 

170000000 

(3.6.1.23) Explanation of financial effect figures 

We have fully converted our European carpet manufacturing to carbon negative backing. Manufacturing of carpet in the US is also transitioning to carbon negative backing. We believe the demand and utilization of 
modular carpet with low carbon footprints will continue to grow in corporate office and non-corporate office market segments, and we are using our considerable skills and experience with designing, producing and 
marketing modular products that make us a market leader in the corporate office market segment to support and facilitate our penetration into more noncorporate office market segments around the world. Although we 
cannot measure the exact impact of low-carbon products on our sales, as carbon is only one of the factors a customer may consider, with our carpet product portfolio shift to increased carbon negative backing, 
combined with the increase in customer preference for low carbon products, we estimate the sales opportunity for these products to outpace the market and grow 4-7% per year over the next decade. Short-term (0-1 
year): We estimate sales of our carpet tile with CQuest backings to grow 4-7%, an anticipated minimum of $12 million and maximum of $25 million in the year. Medium-term (2-5 years): We estimate sales of our carpet 
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tile with CQuest backings to continue to grow 4-7% over this period, for an anticipated minimum of $12 million and maximum of $27 million per year with total financial effect of $50 - $100 million over the 4-year period. 
Long-term (6-10 years): We estimate sales of our carpet tile with CQuest backings to continue to grow 4-7% over this period, for an anticipated minimum of $14 million and maximum of $38 million per year with total 
financial effect of $75 - $170 million over the 5-year period. 

(3.6.1.24) Cost to realize opportunity 

80000000 

(3.6.1.25) Explanation of cost calculation 

The 80 million figure represents capital expenditures spent in prior years for required equipment and building modifications. There were no significant costs associated with this opportunity in the reporting year. 

(3.6.1.26) Strategy to realize opportunity 

Situation: Interface recognized the growing concern among customers regarding the environmental impact of their operations and the products they use. To address this demand and reinforce its leadership in 
sustainability, Interface sought to innovate within its product offerings, particularly in carpet tile backings. In 2020, Interface introduced its new CQuest backings for carpet tile products. Task: The task was to develop a 
new generation of carpet tile backings that would not only meet the performance standards expected by customers but also align with Interface’s sustainability goals by reducing the carbon footprint of the products. 
Action: Interface introduced the CQuest backings, guided by materials science and inspired by nature's carbon-storing abilities. The new backings incorporated bio-based materials and increased recycled content, 
resulting in products that, when measured on a stand-alone basis, are net carbon negative. Three variations were introduced: CQuestGB: An evolution of the GlasBacRE backing, featuring post-consumer recycled 
content, bio-based additives, and pre-consumer recycled materials. CQuestBio: A non-vinyl bio-composite backing made with bio-based and recycled fillers. CQuestBioX: Similar to CQuestBio but with a higher 
concentration of carbon-negative materials. Result: The introduction of CQuest backings has strengthened Interface’s position as a leader in sustainability, enhancing its brand and providing a competitive edge in the 
market. The company’s deep commitment to sustainability, particularly within the “green building” movement and related environmental certification programs, resonates with customers globally, making Interface’s 
products more appealing to environmentally conscious buyers. This strategic initiative not only aligns with Interface’s long-term environmental goals but also responds to market demand, reinforcing customer loyalty 
and attracting new prospects. 

Climate change 

(3.6.1.1) Opportunity identifier 

Select from: 
☑ Opp2 

(3.6.1.3) Opportunity type and primary environmental opportunity driver 

 Markets  
☑ Improved supply chain engagement 
 

(3.6.1.4) Value chain stage where the opportunity occurs 

Select from: 
☑ Upstream value chain  

(3.6.1.5) Country/area where the opportunity occurs 
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Select all that apply 

☑ China ☑ Australia 

☑ Italy ☑ Netherlands 

☑ Poland ☑ Republic of Korea 

☑ Belgium ☑ United States of America 

☑ Germany  

(3.6.1.8) Organization specific description 

At Interface, the health of people and the planet are foundational to our approach to materials. When it comes to green chemistry, we design our products and processes to reduce or eliminate environmentally 
hazardous substances. Across the globe, Interface is evaluating materials and processes that will deliver beautifully designed products with lower carbon footprints and with the ability to be recycled at the end of their 
life. A crucial component to achieving this is substituting fossil fuel based materials with recycled and bio-based materials. Because of Interface's long history with having sustainability as a top priority, we are further in 
our sustainability journey than most competitors in the market and have identified initiatives to provide our most sustainable products at a competitive price in the future. The combined annual carbon savings of our 
identified initiatives for reducing our products carbon footprint totals by between 26,000 to 96,000 metric tonnes of CO2e over the next 5-10 years. 

(3.6.1.9) Primary financial effect of the opportunity 

Select from: 
☑ Reduced direct costs  

(3.6.1.10) Time horizon over which the opportunity is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization 

Select all that apply 

☑ Long-term 

(3.6.1.11) Likelihood of the opportunity having an effect within the anticipated time horizon 

Select from: 
☑ Likely (66–100%)  

(3.6.1.12) Magnitude 

Select from: 
☑ Low 

(3.6.1.14) Anticipated effect of the opportunity on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization in the selected future time horizons 

Situation: Interface has an opportunity to enhance supply chain engagement, particularly focusing on increasing the use of recycled materials. This strategic move is aimed at reducing the reliance on virgin materials, 
which are more environmentally taxing and we expect will be increasingly taxed and regulated. Task: The goal is to strengthen relationships with suppliers and encourage the use of recycled materials that can be 
integrated in Interface's products. There is the opportunity to build resilience in our supply chain and to lower direct material costs in the long term, thereby improving Interface's financial metrics while advancing the 
company’s sustainability objectives. Action: Interface has implemented a series of initiatives to engage its supply chain more deeply, including establishing strong relationships with suppliers who prioritize recycled 
materials and providing support to suppliers who are early on their sustainability journeys and want to improve the carbon impacts of their products. Interface also focused on integrating these materials into its product 
lines without compromising quality or performance. Result: We anticipate that these actions will have a positive influence on Interface’s financial position, financial performance, and cash flows over time, as well as its 
financial resilience. As the use of recycled materials increases, Interface is likely to see a reduction in direct material costs, strengthening its financial position and margins by lowering overall production expenses. 
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Additionally, the improved cash flows resulting from lower material costs will provide Interface with greater flexibility to reinvest in other strategic initiatives, support innovation, and further its sustainability goals. The 
long-term financial benefits align with Interface's commitment to creating a more sustainable and cost-efficient business model. 

(3.6.1.15) Are you able to quantify the financial effects of the opportunity? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(3.6.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term - minimum (currency) 

5000000 

(3.6.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term – maximum (currency) 

6000000 

(3.6.1.23) Explanation of financial effect figures 

Increased usage of recycled raw materials in selected products will generate significant carbon savings and estimated cost savings of 500,000-600,000 per year over the next 10 years. Assuming that these material 
changes are fully implemented within the next 10 years, we expect to generate savings that total between 5,000,000-6,000,000 before 2035. 

(3.6.1.24) Cost to realize opportunity 

0 

(3.6.1.25) Explanation of cost calculation 

We anticipate availability of cost-neutral material substitutions or a portfolio in which certain materials may cost less and others may cost more, but net out to cost neutrality or cost savings in the long-term. 

(3.6.1.26) Strategy to realize opportunity 

Situation: Interface has long prioritized sustainability, fostering strong relationships within its supply chain to support these goals. Recognizing the environmental and financial benefits of reducing carbon footprints in 
product manufacturing, Interface sought to introduce raw materials with lower carbon footprints into its production processes. Task: The task is to leverage these established supply chain relationships to evaluate and 
implement the use of more sustainable raw materials, aiming for material substitutions that would be cost-neutral while advancing Interface’s sustainability objectives. Action: Interface has introduced recycled 
alternatives to several virgin petrochemical polymers used in US carpet production and lower impact fillers in our rubber flooring production in the past year. The company remains committed to using raw materials and 
production technologies that minimize environmental impact and reduce reliance on petrochemicals. Result: The integration of lower carbon footprint materials into Interface’s products has reinforced the company’s 
sustainability leadership while maintaining cost-effectiveness. These actions have not only supported Interface's environmental goals but also ensured that its products remain competitive in the market. By continuing to 
prioritize sustainable material choices and efficient production methods, Interface is positioned to reduce its environmental impact further, maintain strong supplier relationships, and ensure long-term financial stability 
through cost-effective sustainability practices. 
[Add row] 
 

(3.6.2) Provide the amount and proportion of your financial metrics in the reporting year that are aligned with the substantive effects of environmental opportunities. 

Climate change 
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(3.6.2.1) Financial metric 

Select from: 
☑ Revenue 

(3.6.2.2) Amount of financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in 1.2) 

295000000 

(3.6.2.3) % of total financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ 21-30% 

(3.6.2.4) Explanation of financial figures 

Carpet sales represent only a part of Interface's overall revenue, but over the last couple of years we have taken measurable action to drastically reduce its product carbon footprint. In our carpet manufacturing, 
Interface has fully converted production in Europe and partially converted production in the Americas to carbon negative backing (CQuest). In reporting year 2024, the estimated sales of our carpet tile products with 
CQuest backings ($295 million) accounted for 23% of our total revenue. Based on adoption forecasts from the business and the mix of products in our portfolio, we expect the percentage of revenue for these products 
to increase slightly by 2025 (representing approximately 23% of our revenue) and grow to up to 28% of our total revenue by 2030. Adoption of these products aligns with our climate transition plans in line with the Paris 
Agreement. 
[Add row] 
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C4. Governance 
(4.1) Does your organization have a board of directors or an equivalent governing body? 

(4.1.1) Board of directors or equivalent governing body 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(4.1.2) Frequency with which the board or equivalent meets 

Select from: 
☑ Quarterly  

(4.1.3) Types of directors your board or equivalent is comprised of 

Select all that apply 

☑ Executive directors or equivalent  
☑ Non-executive directors or equivalent  
☑ Independent non-executive directors or equivalent  

(4.1.4) Board diversity and inclusion policy 

Select from: 
☑ No 
[Fixed row] 
 

(4.1.1) Is there board-level oversight of environmental issues within your organization? 

Climate change 

(4.1.1.1) Board-level oversight of this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Biodiversity 

(4.1.1.1) Board-level oversight of this environmental issue 
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Select from: 
☑ No, and we do not plan to within the next two years 

(4.1.1.2) Primary reason for no board-level oversight of this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Not an immediate strategic priority 

(4.1.1.3)  Explain why your organization does not have board-level oversight of this environmental issue 

Interface has not identified any material impacts or risks associated with biodiversity. If this issue becomes material, we will reassess the need for board-level oversight. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(4.1.2) Identify the positions (do not include any names) of the individuals or committees on the board with accountability for environmental issues and provide details of 
the board’s oversight of environmental issues. 

Climate change 

(4.1.2.1) Positions of individuals or committees with accountability for this environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Board chair 
☑ Chief Executive Officer (CEO) 
☑ Board-level committee 

(4.1.2.2) Positions’ accountability for this environmental issue is outlined in policies applicable to the board 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(4.1.2.3) Policies which outline the positions’ accountability for this environmental issue 

Select all that apply 

☑ Other policy applicable to the board, please specify :Board Innovation & Sustainability Committee Charter and Board Nominating & Governance Committee Charter 

(4.1.2.4) Frequency with which this environmental issue is a scheduled agenda item 

Select from: 
☑ Scheduled agenda item in every board meeting (standing agenda item) 

(4.1.2.5) Governance mechanisms into which this environmental issue is integrated 
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Select all that apply 

☑ Reviewing and guiding annual budgets ☑ Monitoring the implementation of the business strategy 

☑ Overseeing the setting of corporate targets ☑ Monitoring the implementation of a climate transition plan 

☑ Monitoring progress towards corporate targets ☑ Overseeing and guiding acquisitions, mergers, and divestitures 

☑ Reviewing and guiding innovation/R&D priorities ☑ Monitoring compliance with corporate policies and/or commitments 

☑ Overseeing and guiding major capital expenditures ☑ Overseeing and guiding the development of a climate transition plan 

☑ Reviewing and guiding the assessment process for dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities 

(4.1.2.7) Please explain 

The Board of Directors reviews and approves the company's annual budget, including capital expenditures, on an annual basis. As part of this annual process, the Board also reviews and monitors progress towards the 
company's annual operating plan and business strategy, which includes climate goals and strategies. The Board is also responsible for overseeing and advising on acquisitions, mergers and divestitures. The Board 
Innovation & Sustainability Committee is responsible for reviewing and providing guidance on innovation and sustainability strategies, providing recommendations on the innovation pipeline, and evaluating emerging 
technologies, processes and developments. This includes reviewing and assessing the company's R&D strategy and investments along with the risks associated with these investments. In addition, this board 
committee monitors progress towards achieving the company's key sustainability goals including climate targets and other activities in the company's climate transition plan. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(4.2) Does your organization’s board have competency on environmental issues?  

Climate change 

(4.2.1) Board-level competency on this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(4.2.2) Mechanisms to maintain an environmentally competent board 

Select all that apply 

☑ Consulting regularly with an internal, permanent, subject-expert working group 

☑ Integrating knowledge of environmental issues into board nominating process 
[Fixed row] 
 

(4.3) Is there management-level responsibility for environmental issues within your organization? 

Climate change 

(4.3.1) Management-level responsibility for this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 
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 Biodiversity 

(4.3.1) Management-level responsibility for this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ No, but we plan to within the next two years 

(4.3.2) Primary reason for no management-level responsibility for environmental issues 

Select from: 
☑ Not an immediate strategic priority 

(4.3.3) Explain why your organization does not have management-level responsibility for environmental issues 

Interface has not identified any material impacts or risks associated with biodiversity. If this issue becomes material, we will reassess the need for management-level oversight. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(4.3.1) Provide the highest senior management-level positions or committees with responsibility for environmental issues (do not include the names of individuals). 

Climate change 

(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility 

Executive level 
☑ Chief Executive Officer (CEO) 
 

(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position 

Policies, commitments, and targets  
☑ Monitoring compliance with corporate environmental policies and/or commitments 
 
Strategy and financial planning 

☑ Developing a business strategy which considers environmental issues 

☑ Managing acquisitions, mergers, and divestitures related to environmental issues 

☑ Managing major capital and/or operational expenditures relating to environmental issues 
 

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line 

Select from: 
☑ Reports to the board directly 
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(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues 

Select from: 
☑ Annually 

(4.3.1.6) Please explain 

The CEO is responsible for developing our business strategy, including our climate strategy. This is included in our Annual Operating Plan and medium-term Strategic Plan which are presented to the Board on an 
annual basis. All acquisitions, mergers and divestitures are also managed by the CEO in coordination with the Board. 

Climate change 

(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility 

Executive level 
☑ Chief Sustainability Officer (CSO) 
 

(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position 

Dependencies, impacts, risks and opportunities 

☑ Managing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities  
 
Engagement  
☑ Managing public policy engagement related to environmental issues 
 
Policies, commitments, and targets  
☑ Monitoring compliance with corporate environmental policies and/or commitments 

☑ Measuring progress towards environmental corporate targets 

☑ Measuring progress towards environmental science-based targets 

☑ Setting corporate environmental policies and/or commitments 

☑ Setting corporate environmental targets 
 
Strategy and financial planning 

☑ Developing a climate transition plan 

☑ Implementing a climate transition plan 

☑ Managing annual budgets related to environmental issues 

☑ Implementing the business strategy related to environmental issues 

☑ Developing a business strategy which considers environmental issues 

☑ Managing major capital and/or operational expenditures relating to environmental issues 

☑ Managing priorities related to innovation/low-environmental impact products or services (including R&D) 
 



47 

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line 

Select from: 
☑ Reports to the Chief Executive Officer (CEO)  

(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues 

Select from: 
☑ Quarterly 

(4.3.1.6) Please explain 

Our Chief Innovation & Sustainability Officer is responsible for our global climate strategy, including developing our climate transition plan, setting targets and managing the associated budgets and expenditures. He is 
also responsible for R&D, Design and Product Development, managing innovation and low-carbon product development. 

Climate change 

(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility 

Committee 

☑ Risk committee 
 

(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position 

Dependencies, impacts, risks and opportunities 

☑ Assessing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities  
 

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line 

Select from: 
☑ Reports to the board directly 

(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues 

Select from: 
☑ Quarterly 

(4.3.1.6) Please explain 

Our Risk Committee oversees our Enterprise Risk Management program and is responsible for identifying, assessing, addressing and monitoring risks and opportunities across our global operations, including climate-
related risks. The Risk Committee reports to the Board Audit Committee on a quarterly basis. 



48 

[Add row] 
 

(4.5) Do you provide monetary incentives for the management of environmental issues, including the attainment of targets? 

Climate change 

(4.5.1) Provision of monetary incentives related to this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(4.5.2) % of total C-suite and board-level monetary incentives linked to the management of this environmental issue 

0 

(4.5.3) Please explain 

At our nora manufacturing facility, employees are incentivized to contribute ideas for process improvements that translate into carbon and/or financial savings. Employees are eligible to receive a portion of the net 
annual savings for any project that has calculable financial savings. We are also exploring additional opportunities to provide monetary incentives to employees at various levels of the organization for the management 
of activities related to our impact on climate change. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(4.5.1) Provide further details on the monetary incentives provided for the management of environmental issues (do not include the names of individuals). 

Climate change 

(4.5.1.1) Position entitled to monetary incentive 

Facility/Unit/Site management 
☑ Other facility/unit/site manager, please specify :All employees at our nora manufacturing facility in Weinheim, Germany 
 

(4.5.1.2) Incentives 

Select all that apply 

☑ Other, please specify :A portion of net annual savings for any project that has a calculable financial savings. 

(4.5.1.3) Performance metrics 

Targets 

☑ Progress towards environmental targets  
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(4.5.1.4) Incentive plan the incentives are linked to 

Select from: 
☑ The incentives are not linked to an incentive plan, or equivalent (e.g. discretionary bonus in the reporting year) 

(4.5.1.5) Further details of incentives 

This incentive is intended to drive both employee engagement and measurable progress on our environmental goals and targets. 

(4.5.1.6) How the position’s incentives contribute to the achievement of your environmental commitments and/or climate transition plan 

This incentive provides employees additional motivation and engagement in our environmental goals and targets where they are incentivized to directly contribute to progress. 
[Add row] 
 

(4.6) Does your organization have an environmental policy that addresses environmental issues? 

 

Does your organization have any environmental policies? 

 Select from: 
☑ Yes 

[Fixed row] 

(4.6.1) Provide details of your environmental policies. 

Row 1 

(4.6.1.1) Environmental issues covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

☑ Biodiversity 

(4.6.1.2) Level of coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide 
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(4.6.1.3) Value chain stages covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Direct operations  
☑ Upstream value chain  
☑ Downstream value chain  

(4.6.1.4) Explain the coverage 

Interface's Environmental Policy Statement describes our historical and continued commitment to the environment. Specifically covered within this policy are: compliance with environmental laws and regulations, 
environmental management in operations, carbon footprint and energy consumption, water consumption and discharge, biodiversity and ecosystem protection, pollution prevention, waste management, material choice 
and sustainable procurement, customer health and safety, sustainable product use and consumption, end-of-life management, product transparency, and stakeholder collaboration. The policy is organization-wide and 
covers direct operations, upstream value chain, and downstream value chain where applicable. Grievance mechanisms and governance are included. Additionally, Interface has internally documented our 
environmental policy implementation, which includes specific time-bound performance and impact objectives to meet goals in our priority areas (climate change and circular economy), a scope of implementation, and 
resources for implementation. 

(4.6.1.5) Environmental policy content 

Environmental commitments 

☑ Commitment to a circular economy strategy  
☑ Commitment to comply with regulations and mandatory standards  
☑ Commitment to take environmental action beyond regulatory compliance 

☑ Commitment to stakeholder engagement and capacity building on environmental issues  
 
Climate-specific commitments 

☑ Commitment to 100% renewable energy 

☑ Commitment to net-zero emissions 
 

(4.6.1.6) Indicate whether your environmental policy is in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals 

Select all that apply 

☑ Yes, in line with the Paris Agreement  

(4.6.1.7) Public availability 

Select from: 
☑ Publicly available 

(4.6.1.8) Attach the policy 

Interface-Environmental-Policy-Statement-and- Implementation.pdf 
[Add row] 
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(4.10) Are you a signatory or member of any environmental collaborative frameworks or initiatives?  

(4.10.1) Are you a signatory or member of any environmental collaborative frameworks or initiatives? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(4.10.2) Collaborative framework or initiative  

Select all that apply 

☑ RE100  ☑ Other, please specify :American Center for Lifecycle Assessment (ACLCA), Building Transparency, Carpet 
America Recovery Effort (CARE), Living Future, Materials & Embodied Carbon Leaders' Alliance, Scope 3 Peer Group, Sustainable Purchasing Leadership Council 
☑ UN Global Compact  

☑ The Climate Pledge  

☑ We Mean Business    

☑ Science-Based Targets Initiative (SBTi)    

(4.10.3) Describe your organization’s role within each framework or initiative 

Interface is a member or signatory to each of the organizations identified and often engages in additional capacities including board membership, committee participation and research projects. Our memberships with 
RE100, SBTi, The Climate Pledge, and the UN Global Compact include commitments that align with stringent climate-related commitments. Interface employees are board and/or committee members for the ACLCA, 
the Sustainable Purchasing Leadership Council and the Scope 3 Peer Group. In 2024, Interface collaborated with We Mean Business on a Business Action Checklist that provides near-term guidance for companies on 
moving from fossil fuels to clean energy solutions. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(4.11) In the reporting year, did your organization engage in activities that could directly or indirectly influence policy, law, or regulation that may (positively or negatively) 
impact the environment? 

(4.11.1) External engagement activities that could directly or indirectly influence policy, law, or regulation that may impact the environment 

Select all that apply 

☑ Yes, we engaged indirectly through, and/or provided financial or in-kind support to a trade association or other intermediary organization or individual whose activities could influence policy, law, or regulation 

(4.11.2) Indicate whether your organization has a public commitment or position statement to conduct your engagement activities in line with global environmental treaties 
or policy goals 

Select from: 
☑ No, but we plan to have one in the next two years 

(4.11.5) Indicate whether your organization is registered on a transparency register 

Select from: 
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☑ No 

(4.11.8) Describe the process your organization has in place to ensure that your external engagement activities are consistent with your environmental commitments 
and/or transition plan 

At Interface, we have a process to ensure that our external engagement activities align with our environmental commitments and transition plan, particularly when influencing policy, law, or regulation. This process is 
designed to maintain consistency, transparency, and integrity in our advocacy efforts. 1. Internal Alignment: Before engaging in any external activities, we collaborate across departments—including sustainability, legal, 
and public affairs—to ensure alignment with our environmental goals and commitments. 2. Transparency: In all advocacy efforts, we communicate our environmental stance clearly, emphasizing our commitment to 
reducing our carbon footprint and promoting sustainable practices. This process ensures that Interface’s external engagements are consistent with our environmental commitments, supporting our mission to drive 
meaningful change in policy and practice for a sustainable future. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(4.11.2) Provide details of your indirect engagement on policy, law, or regulation that may (positively or negatively) impact the environment through trade associations or 
other intermediary organizations or individuals in the reporting year. 

Row 1 

(4.11.2.1) Type of indirect engagement 

Select from: 
☑ Indirect engagement via a trade association 

(4.11.2.4) Trade association 

North America 

☑ Other trade association in North America, please specify :ASID - American Society of Interior Designers 
 

(4.11.2.5) Environmental issues relevant to the policies, laws, or regulations on which the organization or individual has taken a position 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(4.11.2.6) Indicate whether your organization’s position is consistent with the organization or individual you engage with 

Select from: 
☑ Consistent 

(4.11.2.7) Indicate whether your organization attempted to influence the organization or individual’s position in the reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ No, we did not attempt to influence their position 
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(4.11.2.8) Describe how your organization’s position is consistent with or differs from the organization or individual’s position, and any actions taken to influence their 
position 

American Society of Interior Designers (ASID), US - advocates for policies that support the value of interior design and sustainable practices within the built environment. ASID has committed to design for climate, 
health, and equity through the cross-organizational Interior Design Pledge for Positive Impact. ASID's Government and Public Affairs team work to influence building codes, sustainability standards, and other 
regulations that impact interior design through state-level legislature and chapter-level grassroots advocacy campaigns. 

(4.11.2.9) Funding figure your organization provided to this organization or individual in the reporting year (currency) 

20000 

(4.11.2.10) Describe the aim of this funding and how it could influence policy, law or regulation that may impact the environment 

By aligning with ASID, Interface seeks to foster greater awareness and adoption of environmentally responsible materials, products, and methods among interior designers, architects, and other industry professionals. 
Influence on Policy, Law, or Regulation: Advocacy for Sustainable Standards: Through this partnership, Interface can help advocate for stricter environmental standards in design and construction. ASID has a strong 
voice in the industry, and by influencing their initiatives, Interface can contribute to the push for more sustainable building codes, material regulations, and design practices at both local and national levels. Promotion of 
Green Certifications: Funding ASID can also help elevate the importance of green certifications, such as LEED or WELL, within the industry. By emphasizing these certifications, Interface and ASID can encourage the 
adoption of policies that incentivize or mandate sustainable design in public and private projects. Education and Awareness: Through educational programs and resources supported by ASID, Interface can help ensure 
that upcoming interior designers are well-versed in sustainable practices, potentially leading to a broader cultural shift in the industry towards sustainability, which could, in turn, influence future environmental 
regulations and standards. 

(4.11.2.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement is aligned with global environmental treaties or policy goals 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned 

(4.11.2.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization’s engagement on policy, law or regulation 

Select all that apply 

☑ Paris Agreement  

Row 2 

(4.11.2.1) Type of indirect engagement 

Select from: 
☑ Indirect engagement via a trade association 

(4.11.2.4) Trade association 

North America 

☑ Other trade association in North America, please specify :CEBA - Clean Energy Buyer's Association 
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(4.11.2.5) Environmental issues relevant to the policies, laws, or regulations on which the organization or individual has taken a position 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(4.11.2.6) Indicate whether your organization’s position is consistent with the organization or individual you engage with 

Select from: 
☑ Consistent 

(4.11.2.7) Indicate whether your organization attempted to influence the organization or individual’s position in the reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ No, we did not attempt to influence their position 

(4.11.2.8) Describe how your organization’s position is consistent with or differs from the organization or individual’s position, and any actions taken to influence their 
position 

The Clean Energy Buyer's Association (CEBA) has been leading the green energy transition since 2014. CEBA actively promotes and advocates for accessible expansion of green energy across the United States. 
With over 400 members, CEBA represents one-fifth of the Fortune 500 and $20 trillion in market capitalization. Through the advocacy for a greener energy grid, CEBA is leading the way to decarbonize global supply 
chains. 

(4.11.2.9) Funding figure your organization provided to this organization or individual in the reporting year (currency) 

5000 

(4.11.2.10) Describe the aim of this funding and how it could influence policy, law or regulation that may impact the environment 

By supporting Clean Energy Buyer's Association (CEBA), Interface aims to drive systemic change by empowering businesses that prioritize sustainability and by influencing policy development that supports a robust 
energy grid, renewable energy, and reduced carbon emissions. CEBA actively lobbies for the expansion of green energy in United States policy. By being a member of CEBA, Interface contributes to efforts that could 
lead to new regulations promoting the decarbonization of the U.S. energy grid and shape climate and energy policies. CEBA's influence on climate policy discussions helps ensure that the interests of green businesses 
are considered in regulatory frameworks. This could result in stronger incentives for renewable energy adoption, carbon reduction, and sustainable practices, which aligns with Interface’s environmental goals. This 
strategic funding helps Interface align with broader policy goals that could shape the future of sustainable business practices, potentially leading to significant cross-sector, positive environmental impacts. 

(4.11.2.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement is aligned with global environmental treaties or policy goals 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned 

(4.11.2.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization’s engagement on policy, law or regulation 

Select all that apply 

☑ Paris Agreement  
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Row 3 

(4.11.2.1) Type of indirect engagement 

Select from: 
☑ Indirect engagement via a trade association 

(4.11.2.4) Trade association 

Europe 

☑ Other trade association in Europe, please specify :Ecopreneur (European Sustainable Business Federation) 
 

(4.11.2.5) Environmental issues relevant to the policies, laws, or regulations on which the organization or individual has taken a position 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(4.11.2.6) Indicate whether your organization’s position is consistent with the organization or individual you engage with 

Select from: 
☑ Consistent 

(4.11.2.7) Indicate whether your organization attempted to influence the organization or individual’s position in the reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ No, we did not attempt to influence their position 

(4.11.2.8) Describe how your organization’s position is consistent with or differs from the organization or individual’s position, and any actions taken to influence their 
position 

Ecopreneur (European Sustainable Business Federation), EU - Ecopreneur advocates for European policies that support sustainable business practices and climate action, influencing policy at the regional level. 

(4.11.2.9) Funding figure your organization provided to this organization or individual in the reporting year (currency) 

5455 

(4.11.2.10) Describe the aim of this funding and how it could influence policy, law or regulation that may impact the environment 

By supporting Ecopreneur, Interface aims to drive systemic change by empowering businesses that prioritize sustainability and by influencing policy development that supports a circular economy, renewable energy, 
and reduced carbon emissions. Influence on Policy, Law, or Regulation: Advocacy for Circular Economy: Ecopreneur actively lobbies for the adoption of circular economy principles in European policy. By funding 
Ecopreneur, Interface contributes to efforts that could lead to new regulations promoting the reuse, recycling, and reduction of waste across industries, directly impacting environmental legislation. Shaping Climate and 
Energy Policies: Ecopreneur's influence on climate policy discussions helps ensure that the interests of green businesses are considered in regulatory frameworks. This could result in stronger incentives for renewable 
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energy adoption, carbon reduction, and sustainable practices, which aligns with Interface’s environmental goals. Supporting Sustainable Business Growth: By backing Ecopreneur, Interface helps foster a business 
environment that rewards sustainability. This can lead to the creation of policies that support green innovation, provide financial incentives for sustainable business models, and ensure that environmental considerations 
are embedded in economic regulations. This strategic funding helps Interface align with broader policy goals that could shape the future of sustainable business practices, potentially leading to significant positive 
environmental impacts. 

(4.11.2.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement is aligned with global environmental treaties or policy goals 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned 

(4.11.2.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization’s engagement on policy, law or regulation 

Select all that apply 

☑ Paris Agreement  
[Add row] 
 

(4.12) Have you published information about your organization’s response to environmental issues for this reporting year in places other than your CDP response? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(4.12.1) Provide details on the information published about your organization’s response to environmental issues for this reporting year in places other than your CDP 
response. Please attach the publication. 

Row 1 

(4.12.1.1) Publication 

Select from: 
☑ In mainstream reports, in line with environmental disclosure standards or frameworks 

(4.12.1.2) Standard or framework the report is in line with 

Select all that apply 

☑ GRI 
☑ TCFD 

(4.12.1.3) Environmental issues covered in publication 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

☑ Water 
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☑ Biodiversity 

(4.12.1.4) Status of the publication 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(4.12.1.5) Content elements 

Select all that apply 

☑ Strategy ☑ Value chain engagement 
☑ Governance ☑ Dependencies & Impacts  
☑ Emission targets   

☑ Emissions figures   

☑ Risks & Opportunities  

(4.12.1.6) Page/section reference 

11-13, 15-16, 20-23, 27, 29-31, 33 

(4.12.1.7)  Attach the relevant publication 

Interface-2024-IMPACT-REPORT.pdf 

(4.12.1.8) Comment  

Interface's 2024 Impact Report highlights the company's progress toward its mission to be carbon negative by 2040. The report details the company's overall carbon footprint reductions and progress towards 2030 
science-based targets compared to its 2019 baseline. It emphasizes Interface's advancements in creating carbon-negative products, improving energy efficiency, and increasing the use of renewable energy. It 
highlights the company's commitment to the circular economy, with significant strides in product design for recyclability and material reuse. It outlines the ongoing efforts to engage suppliers and stakeholders in 
achieving broader sustainability goals. In addition, the report describes its commitment avoiding negative impacts on biodiversity and preventing deforestation. It also describes our commitment to responsible water 
management and conservation and discloses key water use metrics. 
[Add row] 
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C5. Business strategy 
(5.1) Does your organization use scenario analysis to identify environmental outcomes? 

Climate change 

(5.1.1)  Use of scenario analysis 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(5.1.2)  Frequency of analysis  

Select from: 
☑ Every two years 
[Fixed row] 
 

(5.1.1) Provide details of the scenarios used in your organization’s scenario analysis.   

Climate change 

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used 

Climate transition scenarios 

☑ IEA NZE 2050 
 

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative and quantitative 

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide    

(5.1.1.5)  Risk types considered in scenario   

Select all that apply 
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☑ Policy 

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario   

Select from: 
☑ 1.5°C or lower   

(5.1.1.7) Reference year 

2023 

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ 2025 

☑ 2030 

☑ 2040 

☑ 2050 

(5.1.1.9)  Driving forces in scenario 

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts   
☑ Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)   
 
Regulators, legal and policy regimes   
☑ Global regulation 

☑ Level of action (from local to global)  
☑ Global targets 

☑ Methodologies and expectations for science-based targets  
 

(5.1.1.10)  Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario  

The IEA NZE 2050 scenario assumes rapid deployment of clean technologies, global cooperation, significant behavioral changes, and robust policy implementation to achieve net-zero emissions by 2050. Key 
uncertainties include the pace of technological breakthroughs, economic stability, political commitment, and social acceptance. The scenario is constrained by the need for massive infrastructure investments, availability 
of critical resources, ensuring equity in the transition, and the ambitious timeframe. Delays, political shifts, or resource limitations could significantly impact the pathway to net-zero. 

(5.1.1.11)  Rationale for choice of scenario 

Interface used the IEA NZE 2050 scenario to understand policy risk because it provides a comprehensive and globally recognized framework for analyzing how future climate policies might evolve. The scenario outlines 
a pathway to achieving net-zero emissions by 2050, which involves significant policy shifts, such as stricter carbon regulations, increased support for renewable energy, and the phasing out of fossil fuels. By using the 
IEA NZE assessment, Interface can better anticipate the types of policies that governments may implement to meet climate targets. This helps the company evaluate how these policies could impact its operations, 
supply chains, and market dynamics. For example, Interface can assess the potential risks of increased carbon pricing, regulatory changes in key markets, and the need for accelerated investment in clean 
technologies. Furthermore, the IEA NZE scenario provides a benchmark for Interface to align its sustainability strategy with global climate goals, ensuring that the company is not only compliant with emerging 
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regulations but also positioned as a leader in the transition to a low-carbon economy. With Interface's aggressive goal to be carbon negative by 2040, this scenario is closest aligned to our climate transition plan. This 
proactive approach helps Interface mitigate policy risks and seize opportunities in a rapidly changing regulatory landscape. 

Climate change 

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used 

Physical climate scenarios 

☑ RCP 8.5 
 

(5.1.1.2)  Scenario used    SSPs used in conjunction with scenario   

Select from: 
☑ SSP5 

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative and quantitative 

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide    

(5.1.1.5)  Risk types considered in scenario   

Select all that apply 

☑ Acute physical 
☑ Chronic physical 

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario   

Select from: 
☑ 4.0ºC and above    

(5.1.1.7) Reference year 

2023 

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered 
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Select all that apply 

☑ 2025 ☑ 2070 

☑ 2030 ☑ 2080 

☑ 2040 ☑ 2090 

☑ 2050  

☑ 2060  

(5.1.1.9)  Driving forces in scenario 

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts   
☑ Changes to the state of nature 

☑ Number of ecosystems impacted 

☑ Changes in ecosystem services provision 

☑ Speed of change (to state of nature and/or ecosystem services)   
☑ Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)   
 
Direct interaction with climate 

☑ On asset values, on the corporate   
 

(5.1.1.10)  Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario  

The SSP5 (Shared Socioeconomic Pathway 5) scenario assumes there is a low level of mitigation in which total greenhouse gas emissions triple by 2075 and global average temperatures rise by 3.3-5.7 degrees C. It 
assumes minimal environmental regulation and strong reliance on carbon-intensive energy, with delayed climate action. Uncertainties include the feasibility of sustaining high economic growth alongside increasing 
environmental degradation and the risk of severe climate impacts due to delayed mitigation. Constraints include the scenario’s dependency on continued availability of fossil fuels, potential geopolitical conflicts over 
resources, and the eventual necessity of drastic emissions reductions, which could be economically and socially disruptive. 

(5.1.1.11)  Rationale for choice of scenario 

Interface chose the SSP5 assessment to understand physical climate risk because it provides insights into a high-growth, fossil-fuel-dependent world with delayed climate action. By examining SSP5, Interface can 
evaluate potential risks associated with severe climate impacts, such as increased frequency of extreme weather events and rising sea levels, which could affect supply chains, infrastructure, and operations. This 
scenario helps Interface prepare for worst-case physical risks under a business-as-usual trajectory, informing strategies to enhance resilience and adapt to potential severe climate conditions if global mitigation efforts 
lag. 

Climate change 

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used 

Physical climate scenarios 

☑ RCP 2.6 
 

(5.1.1.2)  Scenario used    SSPs used in conjunction with scenario   
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Select from: 
☑ SSP1 

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative and quantitative 

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide    

(5.1.1.5)  Risk types considered in scenario   

Select all that apply 

☑ Acute physical 
☑ Chronic physical 

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario   

Select from: 
☑ 1.6ºC - 1.9ºC   

(5.1.1.7) Reference year 

2023 

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ 2025 ☑ 2070 

☑ 2030 ☑ 2080 

☑ 2040 ☑ 2090 

☑ 2050  

☑ 2060  

(5.1.1.9)  Driving forces in scenario 

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts   
☑ Changes to the state of nature 

☑ Number of ecosystems impacted 
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☑ Changes in ecosystem services provision 

☑ Speed of change (to state of nature and/or ecosystem services)   
☑ Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)   
 
Direct interaction with climate 

☑ On asset values, on the corporate   
 

(5.1.1.10)  Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario  

The SSP1 (Shared Socioeconomic Pathway 1) scenario assumes there is an aggressive mitigation scenario in which total greenhouse gas emissions reduce to net zero by 2050 and global average temperatures rise 
by 1.3-2.4 by 2100, consistent with the goals of the Paris Agreement. This scenario assumes sustainable development pathway with rapid progress in clean technologies, strong climate policies, and global cooperation. 
It envisions significant investments in renewable energy, reduced inequality, and a shift toward sustainable consumption. Uncertainties include the feasibility of achieving rapid technological advancements and broad 
policy adoption, potential economic disruptions, and varying levels of international collaboration. Constraints involve the need for substantial and immediate investments in clean technologies, the challenge of balancing 
economic growth with sustainability goals, and the potential for uneven policy implementation across different regions. 

(5.1.1.11)  Rationale for choice of scenario 

Interface chose the SSP1 assessment to understand physical climate risk because it represents a scenario with proactive climate action and sustainable development, aligned with Interface's goals and climate 
transition plan, as well as the Paris Agreement. SSP1 provides a framework for evaluating risks in a world where significant investments in clean technologies and strong climate policies lead to lower greenhouse gas 
emissions and more resilient infrastructure. By using SSP1, Interface can assess potential physical risks under a scenario with effective climate mitigation, helping to identify how their operations might fare under 
improved environmental conditions and more robust climate adaptation strategies. This understanding supports long-term planning and resilience in a context of progressive climate action. 

Climate change 

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used 

Climate transition scenarios 

☑ IEA APS 
 

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative and quantitative 

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide    

(5.1.1.5)  Risk types considered in scenario   

Select all that apply 
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☑ Policy 

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario   

Select from: 
☑ 1.6ºC - 1.9ºC   

(5.1.1.7) Reference year 

2023 

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ 2025 

☑ 2030 

☑ 2040 

☑ 2050 

(5.1.1.9)  Driving forces in scenario 

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts   
☑ Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)   
 
Regulators, legal and policy regimes   
☑ Global regulation 

☑ Level of action (from local to global)  
☑ Global targets 

☑ Methodologies and expectations for science-based targets  
 

(5.1.1.10)  Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario  

The IEA Announced Pledges Scenario (APS) assumes all nations meet their stated climate pledges, including net-zero targets and interim commitments. It presumes continued technological advancements, policy 
implementation, and global cooperation. Uncertainties include the gap between pledged and implemented policies, technological feasibility, and potential economic disruptions. The scenario is constrained by the 
current level of ambition, potential delays in policy enactment, and varying national capabilities. If countries fail to fulfill their pledges or if technological progress lags, the APS could fall short of limiting global 
temperature rise to 1.5°C. 

(5.1.1.11)  Rationale for choice of scenario 

Interface used the IEA APS assessment to understand policy risk because it reflects the likely impact of climate policies based on actual government pledges, offering a realistic view of the regulatory landscape. By 
analyzing the APS, Interface can anticipate policy developments aligned with national commitments, assess potential risks related to carbon pricing, energy regulations, and material sourcing, and prepare for varying 
levels of policy stringency across regions. The APS helps Interface align its strategy with expected regulations, mitigate compliance risks, and identify opportunities in markets moving toward stricter climate policies. 
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Climate change 

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used 

Climate transition scenarios 

☑ IEA STEPS (previously IEA NPS)   
 

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario 

Select from: 
☑ Qualitative and quantitative 

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide    

(5.1.1.5)  Risk types considered in scenario   

Select all that apply 

☑ Policy 

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario   

Select from: 
☑ 2.0ºC - 2.4ºC 

(5.1.1.7) Reference year 

2023 

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ 2025 

☑ 2030 

☑ 2040 

☑ 2050 

(5.1.1.9)  Driving forces in scenario 
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Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts   
☑ Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)   
 
Regulators, legal and policy regimes   
☑ Global regulation 

☑ Level of action (from local to global)  
☑ Global targets 

☑ Methodologies and expectations for science-based targets  
 

(5.1.1.10)  Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario  

The IEA Stated Policies Scenario (STEPS) assumes that current policies and announced plans are implemented as they stand, reflecting a conservative view of the future energy landscape. It assumes no additional 
climate ambitions beyond existing commitments. Uncertainties include the reliability of policy implementation, potential economic shifts, and geopolitical factors that could alter energy strategies. The scenario is 
constrained by the slow pace of policy enactment, limited technological advancements, and existing infrastructure lock-ins. STEPS likely leads to higher emissions than required for 1.5°C targets, emphasizing the gap 
between current actions and needed climate progress. 

(5.1.1.11)  Rationale for choice of scenario 

Interface used the IEA STEPS assessment to understand policy risk because it offers a baseline scenario reflecting current and stated policies, providing a conservative and realistic outlook on future regulations. By 
analyzing STEPS, Interface can evaluate risks related to the likely pace of policy implementation, identify potential regulatory gaps, and prepare for a future where climate actions may not accelerate quickly enough to 
meet global targets. This scenario helps Interface assess the minimum level of policy-driven changes it needs to plan for, ensuring resilience in its operations and sustainability strategy even under less ambitious 
regulatory conditions. 
[Add row] 
 

(5.1.2) Provide details of the outcomes of your organization’s scenario analysis.  

Climate change 

(5.1.2.1) Business processes influenced by your analysis of the reported scenarios  

Select all that apply 

☑ Risk and opportunities identification, assessment and management  
☑ Strategy and financial planning 

☑ Resilience of business model and strategy 

☑ Capacity building  
☑ Target setting and transition planning 

(5.1.2.2)  Coverage of analysis 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide 
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(5.1.2.3) Summarize the outcomes of the scenario analysis and any implications for other environmental issues  

In Interface's scenario analysis, we conducted a comprehensive assessment of both policy and physical climate risks using several established frameworks. The analysis covered the IEA STEPS, IEA APS, and IEA 
NZE 2050 scenarios for policy risk, as well as the SSP5 and SSP1 scenarios for physical climate risk. Policy Risk Analysis: Under all three policy scenarios (IEA STEPS, IEA APS, and IEA NZE 2050) Interface's policy 
risk was determined to be comparably low to our peers. Our aggressive sustainability goals and decades of investments to reduce our carbon footprint position us well to adapt to stricter regulations, giving us a 
competitive advantage in a decarbonizing economy. Physical Climate Risk Analysis: SSP5: In this high-growth, fossil-fuel-intensive scenario, Interface identified low physical climate risk overall for our owned and 
leased assets, though we acknowledged that extreme weather events and environmental degradation could pose challenges. Our resilience strategies and adaptive measures mitigate these risks effectively. Key 
supplier locations comprising about 80% of our supplier carbon impacts were also assessed to have low relative risk overall with a few sites having moderate to high water stress risk. These insights are crucial for 
managing our supply chain and ensuring continuity under varying climate conditions. SSP1: This sustainable development scenario also showed low physical climate risk for Interface. The strong climate action 
assumed in SSP1 aligns with our sustainability initiatives, reducing our vulnerability to physical climate impacts. Strategic and Operational Outcomes: Risk and Opportunity Management: The scenario analysis informs 
our risk management strategies, allowing us to proactively address potential vulnerabilities and capitalize on opportunities in both policy and physical contexts. Strategic and Financial Planning: This analysis is integral 
to our long-term planning, helping us ensure we align our financial strategies with expected policy developments and physical risks, ensuring our business model remains resilient. Target Setting and Transition 
Planning: The insights gained ensure we are aligned in our sustainability targets and transition plans, ensuring they are robust under various future scenarios. Resilience and Strategy: The low risks identified in both 
policy and physical assessments underscore the resilience of our business model. We are well-prepared to navigate the evolving climate landscape, maintaining our leadership in sustainability. Capacity Building: The 
findings are also being used to enhance internal capacity, equipping our teams with the knowledge and tools needed to effectively manage climate-related risks and drive innovation in sustainability. Overall, the 
scenario analysis confirms Interface's strong positioning to manage climate risks and capitalize on opportunities, ensuring long-term business resilience and success. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(5.2) Does your organization’s strategy include a climate transition plan?  

  

(5.2.1) Transition plan    

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have a climate transition plan which aligns with a 1.5°C world 

(5.2.3) Publicly available climate transition plan   

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(5.2.4) Plan explicitly commits to cease all spending on, and revenue generation from, activities that contribute to fossil fuel expansion   

Select from: 
☑ No, and we do not plan to add an explicit commitment within the next two years 

(5.2.6) Explain why your organization does not explicitly commit to cease all spending on and revenue generation from activities that contribute to fossil fuel expansion  

While Interface is deeply committed to sustainability and reducing our carbon footprint, we have not explicitly committed to ceasing all spending on or revenue generation from activities that contribute to fossil fuel 
expansion due to several considerations: Complexity of Supply Chains: Interface operates within complex global supply chains where some indirect involvement with fossil fuels is difficult to avoid, especially in sourcing 
materials or energy for manufacturing. While we prioritize renewable energy, bio-based materials, and renewable and recycled materials, the current market limitations mean some reliance on fossil fuels remains. 
Pragmatic Transition: We are focused on a pragmatic transition to a low-carbon economy. This includes working closely with suppliers and partners to reduce their reliance on fossil fuels over time rather than abruptly 
cutting ties. Such a transition allows us to drive broader industry change by influencing our value chain. Innovation and Adaptation: Our strategy involves investing in innovative technologies and processes that reduce 
fossil fuel dependency. However, some of these innovations require transitional phases where fossil fuel use is still part of the equation as we work towards 100% recycled and renewable alternatives. Economic and 
Operational Viability: A complete and immediate cessation of all activities related to fossil fuels could impact our ability to operate effectively, particularly in regions where renewable energy infrastructure is still 
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developing. We balance our sustainability goals with the need to maintain economic and operational stability. Long-Term Impact: We believe that by remaining engaged in industries and regions that are still fossil fuel-
dependent, we can exert positive influence and advocate for sustainable practices. This approach allows us to be part of the solution, driving change from within rather than disengaging entirely. In summary, while 
Interface is committed to reducing its environmental impact and advancing toward a fossil-free future, a complete cessation of all fossil fuel-related activities is not immediately feasible. Instead, we focus on a 
responsible, phased transition that supports long-term sustainability goals, industry transformation, and operational resilience. 

(5.2.7) Mechanism by which feedback is collected from shareholders on your climate transition plan   

Select from: 
☑ We have a different feedback mechanism in place   

(5.2.8) Description of feedback mechanism   

Shareholders are invited to participate in our Annual Meeting of Shareholders which was most recently held on May 15, 2025. In advance of our Annual Meeting, shareholders are provided with access to our Annual 
Report and Proxy Statement in addition to regularly updated environmental sustainability and climate-related information on our investor website where our climate transition plan is posted. Shareholders are able to 
submit questions and raise matters in advance of our Annual Meeting and at any adjournments of the meeting including matters related to our climate strategy, climate risks and climate transition plan. We also conduct 
an annual shareholder outreach program, where we invite shareholders to discuss issues of concern, such as ESG. 

(5.2.9) Frequency of feedback collection   

Select from: 
☑ Annually   

(5.2.10) Description of key assumptions and dependencies on which the transition plan relies   

Interface's transition plan is built on several key assumptions and dependencies critical to its success. These include: 1. Technological Advancements: The plan assumes ongoing innovations in materials and 
manufacturing processes that will enable further reductions in carbon emissions. For example, Interface relies on the development and adoption of biobased materials and carbon sequestering technologies that can 
store increasing amounts of carbon in products including carpet tile, rubber flooring, and LVT. 2. Supply Chain Collaboration: Interface's ability to meet its targets is dependent on collaboration with suppliers, especially 
for reducing Scope 3 emissions. This includes innovations and improvements in raw materials and manufacturing processes within the supply chain. 3. Market Dynamics: The plan assumes that market conditions will 
continue to favor sustainable products, with increasing demand for low-carbon and circular economy solutions. Interface's commitment to becoming a carbon-negative enterprise is dependent on the market's 
acceptance and support of these initiatives. 4. Financial Investments: Achieving carbon negativity without offsets requires substantial investment in R&D, new technologies, and processes. Interface’s financial health 
and ability to allocate sufficient resources towards these initiatives are critical dependencies. These assumptions underline the importance of ongoing innovation, collaboration, and supportive market to Interface’s 
successful transition to a carbon-negative future by 2040. 

(5.2.11) Description of progress against transition plan disclosed in current or previous reporting period 

Looking in the near-term at our science-based targets, our goals require that we drive reductions over an 11-year period. Five years into our journey to reach our science-based targets, we have already made 
impressive progress – in fact, we have passed the halfway point for each target in less than half of the time. This includes a 30% reduction in our Scope 1 emissions, a 28% reduction in our Scope 2 emissions, a 42% 
reduction in our Scope 3, Category 1 Purchased goods and services emissions, a 76% reduction in our Scope 3, Category 6 Business travel emissions, and a 17% reduction in our Scope 3, Category 7, Employee 
commuting emissions. Our business, like many others, evolved during the global pandemic. Reduced business travel, flexible telecommuting policies and impacts to production volumes drove reductions in emissions 
for a period. At the same time, we have continued to reduce the carbon intensity across carpet tile, LVT, and rubber product categories. We remain focused on continuing to drive emissions reductions in line with our 
science-based targets as our business grows. We continue evaluating new opportunities to reduce our emissions and have ongoing initiatives and early-stage R&D projects across our organization. We believe these 
efforts will support more significant reductions over the next few years. This near-term progress is keeping us on the path as we work toward our long-term 2040 goal to be carbon negative. 

(5.2.12) Attach any relevant documents which detail your climate transition plan (optional)   

Interface_Climate Ambition Summary_FINAL.pdf 
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(5.2.13) Other environmental issues that your climate transition plan considers   

Select all that apply 

☑ No other environmental issue considered   
[Fixed row] 
 

(5.3) Have environmental risks and opportunities affected your strategy and/or financial planning? 

(5.3.1) Environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy and/or financial planning 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, both strategy and financial planning 

(5.3.2) Business areas where environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy 

Select all that apply 

☑ Products and services 

☑ Upstream/downstream value chain 

☑ Investment in R&D 

☑ Operations 
[Fixed row] 
 

(5.3.1) Describe where and how environmental risks and opportunities have affected your strategy. 

Products and services 

(5.3.1.1) Effect type 

Select all that apply 

☑ Risks 

☑ Opportunities 

(5.3.1.2) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected your strategy in this area 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(5.3.1.3) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy in this area 

Interface sees environmental issues mostly as opportunities to improve upon the environmental impact of our products and operations. Interface, in 2024, has decreased its global GHG inventory by 4% against 2023. 
We seek continuous footprint reductions to fulfill our SBTi 2030 target and the 2040 carbon negative/Net Zero target. Strategy on circular thinking and related services is also being updated. 
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Upstream/downstream value chain 

(5.3.1.1) Effect type 

Select all that apply 

☑ Risks 

☑ Opportunities 

(5.3.1.2) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected your strategy in this area 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(5.3.1.3) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy in this area 

To address environmental risk in Interface's upstream value chain Interface has initiated an activity called "Supplier Climate Ambition engagement". For this activity Interface has undertaken a sustainability performance 
assessment process for our upstream suppliers which make up 80% of Interface's spend. Interface's global sustainability and procurement teams assessed and graded our key suppliers based on a scale between 1 
and 8 (8 being best), here are the scale details: 1) Does not calculate CO2 emissions, 2) Plans to Calculate & Disclose CO2 emissions, 3) Plans to establish a reduction plan, 4) Reduction plan without target, 5) 
Reduction Target, 6) Science Based Targets, 7) Net Zero commitment, 8) Net Zero Achievement. The grading process was inspired by the many learnings gathered through participation to a variety of Scope 3 
conferences and workshops, chief among them the Scope 3 Peer Group events in London and Chicago (https://www.scope3peergroup.com/meet). Once the grading process was completed the team initiated formal 
discussions with said key suppliers where findings were shared and discussions started on how Interface could collaborate with suppliers to initiate sustainability performance improvement plans (where needed). We 
are in our second year of these conversations with key suppliers. Downstream value chain risk has triggered activities relating to Circular Economy thinking, biodiversity and social sustainability. We also see opportunity 
in sharing our progress in sustainability with our customers. We evaluate our customers' awareness of carbon impact in the built environment supply chain and drive progress on scope 3 accounting and 
decarbonization within our entire value chain. 

Investment in R&D 

(5.3.1.1) Effect type 

Select all that apply 

☑ Risks 

☑ Opportunities 

(5.3.1.2) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected your strategy in this area 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(5.3.1.3) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy in this area 

R&D is critical to product carbon footprint reduction. Our R&D team continues to explore low carbon footprint materials, including bio-based, recycled and CO2 derived materials. Manufacturing process optimizations 
such as yarn handling optimization activities can drive down emissions as well. Our R&D efforts in these areas are demonstrated in our 4% reduction in GHG emissions in 2024. 

Operations 
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(5.3.1.1) Effect type 

Select all that apply 

☑ Risks 

☑ Opportunities 

(5.3.1.2) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected your strategy in this area 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(5.3.1.3) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy in this area 

Interface's internal emissions target has pushed our global operations teams to decrease GHG emissions through improved manufacturing efficiencies for carpet processing and increased yields for rubber processing. 
These activities contributed to continued year-over-year reduction in Scope 1 and Scope 2 GHG emissions in 2024. 
[Add row] 
 

(5.3.2) Describe where and how environmental risks and opportunities have affected your financial planning. 

Row 1 

(5.3.2.1) Financial planning elements that have been affected 

Select all that apply 

☑ Revenues 

(5.3.2.2) Effect type 

Select all that apply 

☑ Opportunities 

(5.3.2.3) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected these financial planning elements 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(5.3.2.4) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected these financial planning elements 

Interface is focused on continued carbon footprint reductions of our products in order to meet our climate goals and science-based targets. We have some of the lowest carbon footprint flooring products in the industry, 
including carbon-negative carpet tile products (cradle-to-gate). In addition, we include high percentages of recycled and bio-based content in our carpet tile and LVT products. As a result, our products align with green 
building standards and often meet or exceed customer requirements for low carbon products. We anticipate increased customer demand for our products as customers increasingly prioritize low carbon, recycled 
content products in their purchasing decisions. 
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Row 2 

(5.3.2.1) Financial planning elements that have been affected 

Select all that apply 

☑ Direct costs 

(5.3.2.2) Effect type 

Select all that apply 

☑ Opportunities 

(5.3.2.3) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected these financial planning elements 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(5.3.2.4) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected these financial planning elements 

The raw materials that we purchase to produce low carbon products with high recycled content are often priced above the average cost of standard, virgin alternatives, increasing our direct costs. We also purchase 
renewable energy credits (RECs) and guarantees of origin (GOs) to make our electricity purchases renewable, thereby increasing our total energy costs. To balance these increases, we have made investments in 
operational enhancements to improve productivity and efficiency that reduce our operating costs and energy requirements. 

Row 3 

(5.3.2.1) Financial planning elements that have been affected 

Select all that apply 

☑ Capital expenditures 

(5.3.2.2) Effect type 

Select all that apply 

☑ Risks 

☑ Opportunities 

(5.3.2.3) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected these financial planning elements 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(5.3.2.4) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected these financial planning elements 
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We have made significant investments in capital projects to support the production of our carbon negative carpet tiles and make regular investments in facility upgrades and efficiency projects to reduce the energy 
intensity of our manufacturing processes. In addition, we have made investments in air conditioning at our manufacturing facilities in heat stressed areas to keep temperature in our facilities at safe levels for our 
employees. 
[Add row] 
 

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

 

Identification of spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s 
climate transition 

Methodology or framework used to assess alignment with your 
organization’s climate transition 

  Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Other methodology or framework 

[Fixed row] 

(5.4.1) Quantify the amount and percentage share of your spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s climate transition. 

Row 1 

(5.4.1.1) Methodology or framework used to assess alignment 

Select from: 
☑ Other, please specify :Financial effects associated with carbon negative backed products 

(5.4.1.5) Financial metric 

Select from: 
☑ Revenue/Turnover 

(5.4.1.6) Amount of selected financial metric that is aligned in the reporting year (currency) 

295000000 

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

23 

(5.4.1.8) Percentage share of selected financial metric planned to align in 2025 (%) 
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23 

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

28 

(5.4.1.12) Details of the methodology or framework used to assess alignment with your organization’s climate transition 

Interface is committed to reducing the carbon footprint of our products to reduce our impact on climate change and provide low carbon solutions for our customers. The figure above represents total revenue in USD 
from the sale of our carpet tile products with carbon negative backing. The manufacture of these products contributes to meaningful reductions in our Scope 3 emissions, particularly in Category 1 - Purchased Goods 
and Services due to the use of carbon negative raw materials and recycled and bio-based content used in these products. 
[Add row] 
 

(5.10) Does your organization use an internal price on environmental externalities? 

 

Use of internal pricing of environmental externalities Environmental externality priced 

 Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Carbon 

[Fixed row] 

(5.10.1) Provide details of your organization’s internal price on carbon. 

Row 1 

(5.10.1.1) Type of pricing scheme 

Select from: 
☑ Internal fee 

(5.10.1.2) Objectives for implementing internal price 

Select all that apply 

☑ Drive energy efficiency ☑ Influence strategy and/or financial planning 

☑ Drive low-carbon investment ☑ Setting and/or achieving of climate-related policies and targets  
☑ Conduct cost-benefit analysis ☑ Incentivize consideration of climate-related issues in decision making 
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☑ Reduce upstream value chain emissions  

☑ Identify and seize low-carbon opportunities  

(5.10.1.3) Factors considered when determining the price 

Select all that apply 

☑ Cost of required measures to achieve climate-related targets 

☑ Scenario analysis 

(5.10.1.4) Calculation methodology and assumptions made in determining the price 

Interface’s internal carbon fee in 2024 applied to all product-related emissions, which account for over 85% of the company’s total climate impact. To determine the price of the fee, emissions are estimated using the 
previous year’s data, adjusted for anticipated changes in sales and emissions performance. The price is then set based on climate scenario analysis, understanding the potential policy risk if we are not able to address 
our carbon impacts, and considers the projected cost of implementing the emissions reduction measures necessary to meet our science-based and carbon negative targets. These include investments in process 
efficiency, renewable energy, material innovation, and product circularity. The internal carbon fee reflects the future cost of decarbonization and to inform strategic planning and capital allocation. Assumptions used in 
the methodology include the feasibility and timing of technological solutions, inflation-adjusted costs of decarbonization pathways, and emissions reduction forecasts. 

(5.10.1.5) Scopes covered 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 1 ☑ Scope 3, Category 4 - Upstream transportation and distribution 

☑ Scope 2 ☑ Scope 3, Category 9 - Downstream transportation and distribution 

☑ Scope 3, Category 11 - Use of sold products  

☑ Scope 3, Category 1 - Purchased goods and services  

☑ Scope 3, Category 12 - End-of-life treatment of sold products  

(5.10.1.6) Pricing approach used – spatial variance 

Select from: 
☑ Differentiated 

(5.10.1.7) Indicate how and why the price is differentiated 

In tandem with Interface's carbon reduction targets and goals, the internal fee on carbon has added additional pressure to invest in R&D and work with our procurement and supply chain to reduce the carbon impacts of 
our products. Interface's internal carbon pricing differs depending on the product type, such as carpet tile, LVT, and rubber flooring. The internal fee is charged on a quarterly basis based on product type (dollars per 
square meter) and sales volumes (in square meters). Each year the fee is revisited based on the life cycle assessments of the products involved. Lowering the carbon impact of products is therefore incentivized in 
avoided costs. It also changes year-over-year based on updated life cycle assessment and sales data. Our carpet tile products have among the lowest carbon impacts in the industry and our newer-to-market flooring 
categories, LVT and rubber, have reduced their impacts by 46% (since 2019) and 21% (since 2019) respectively. 

(5.10.1.8) Pricing approach used – temporal variance 

Select from: 
☑ Evolutionary 
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(5.10.1.9) Indicate how you expect the price to change over time 

Interface is expecting the price of carbon to increase over time as we get closer to our 2030 science based-targets and as we push further to be carbon negative by 2040. 

(5.10.1.10) Minimum actual price used (currency per metric ton CO2e) 

3 

(5.10.1.11) Maximum actual price used (currency per metric ton CO2e) 

8 

(5.10.1.12) Business decision-making processes the internal price is applied to 

Select all that apply 

☑ Operations ☑ Opportunity management 
☑ Procurement ☑ Value chain engagement 
☑ Product and R&D  

☑ Risk management  

☑ Capital expenditure  

(5.10.1.13) Internal price is mandatory within business decision-making processes 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(5.10.1.14) % total emissions in the reporting year in selected scopes this internal price covers 

100 

(5.10.1.15) Pricing approach is monitored and evaluated to achieve objectives 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(5.10.1.16) Details of how the pricing approach is monitored and evaluated to achieve your objectives 

Each year, we review our pricing approach to ensure we are making progress in line with our targets. Absolute and intensity emissions are considered to to evaluate progress we are making on a product level as well 
as for the company overall. 
[Add row] 
 

(5.11) Do you engage with your value chain on environmental issues?  
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 Engaging with this stakeholder on environmental issues   Environmental issues covered  

Suppliers Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change   

Customers Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change   

Investors and shareholders  Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change   

Other value chain stakeholders Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change   

[Fixed row] 

(5.11.1) Does your organization assess and classify suppliers according to their dependencies and/or impacts on the environment? 

Climate change 

(5.11.1.1)  Assessment of supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment  

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we assess the dependencies and/or impacts of our suppliers  

(5.11.1.2)  Criteria for assessing supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment 

Select all that apply 

☑ Contribution to supplier-related Scope 3 emissions 

☑ Dependence on ecosystem services/environmental assets 

(5.11.1.3)  % Tier 1 suppliers assessed 

Select from: 
☑ 1-25% 

(5.11.1.4) Define a threshold for classifying suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the environment 
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We assess our suppliers based on a number of factors to understand if they have a substantive dependency or impact on the environment including: their contribution to our CO2 emissions per spend, their purchased 
goods emissions contribution by %, their regulatory risk, their carbon maturity as defined by an 8 point scale on their level of disclosure and targets, and their risks related to nature and biodiversity. This helps us 
understand who we need to engage and how we should engage them. 

(5.11.1.5)  % Tier 1 suppliers meeting the threshold for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the environment  

Select from: 
☑ 1-25% 

(5.11.1.6)  Number of Tier 1 suppliers meeting the thresholds for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the environment  

17 
[Fixed row] 
 

(5.11.2) Does your organization prioritize which suppliers to engage with on environmental issues? 

Climate change 

(5.11.2.1)  Supplier engagement prioritization on this environmental issue  

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we prioritize which suppliers to engage with on this environmental issue 

(5.11.2.2) Criteria informing which suppliers are prioritized for engagement on this environmental issue  

Select all that apply 

☑ Material sourcing 

☑ Procurement spend 

☑ Product lifecycle 

☑ Regulatory compliance  
☑ Reputation management  
☑ Business risk mitigation 

☑ Strategic status of suppliers 

☑ Product safety and compliance  
☑ In line with the criteria used to classify suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts relating to climate change 

(5.11.2.4)  Please explain 

We assess our suppliers based on a number of factors to understand if they have a substantive dependency or impact on the environment including: their contribution to our CO2 emissions per spend, their purchased 
goods emissions contribution by %, their regulatory risk, their carbon maturity as defined by an 8 point scale on their level of disclosure and targets, and their risks related to nature and biodiversity. This helps us 
understand who we need to engage and how we should engage them. Interface has undertaken a sustainability performance assessment process for our upstream suppliers which make up 80% of Interface's spend. 
Interface's global Sustainability and Procurement teams assessed and graded our key suppliers based on a scale between 1 and 8 (8 being best), here are the scale details: 1) Does not calculate CO2 emissions, 2) 
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Plans to Calculate & Disclose CO2 emissions, 3) Plans to establish a reduction plan, 4) Reduction plan without target, 5) Reduction Target, 6) Science Based Targets, 7) Net Zero commitment, 8) Net Zero 
Achievement. The grading process was inspired by the many learnings gathered through participation to a variety of Scope 3 conferences and workshops, chief among them the Scope 3 Peer Group events in London 
and Chicago. Once the grading process was completed the team initiated formal discussions with said key suppliers where findings were shared and to agree sustainability performance improvement plans (where 
needed). 
[Fixed row] 
 

(5.11.5) Do your suppliers have to meet environmental requirements as part of your organization’s purchasing process? 

 

Suppliers have to meet specific environmental requirements related to this 
environmental issue as part of the purchasing process 

Policy in place for addressing supplier non-
compliance Comment 

Climate change Select from: 
☑ Yes, environmental requirements related to this environmental 
issue are included in our supplier contracts 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we have a policy in place for 
addressing non-compliance 

Non-comformance with our environmental requirements are 
addressed with appropriate corrective action 

[Fixed row] 

(5.11.6) Provide details of the environmental requirements that suppliers have to meet as part of your organization’s purchasing process, and the compliance measures in 
place. 

Climate change 

(5.11.6.1) Environmental requirement 

Select from: 
☑ Measuring product-level emissions 

(5.11.6.2) Mechanisms for monitoring compliance with this environmental requirement 

Select all that apply 

☑ Certification 

☑ Second-party verification 

☑ Supplier scorecard or rating 

(5.11.6.3) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend required to comply with this environmental requirement 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 
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(5.11.6.4) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend in compliance with this environmental requirement 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 

(5.11.6.7) % tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions attributable to the suppliers required to comply with this environmental requirement 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 

(5.11.6.8) % tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions attributable to the suppliers in compliance with this environmental requirement 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 

(5.11.6.9) Response to supplier non-compliance with this environmental requirement 

Select from: 
☑ Retain and engage 

(5.11.6.10) % of non-compliant suppliers engaged 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 

(5.11.6.11) Procedures to engage non-compliant suppliers 

Select all that apply 

☑ Developing quantifiable, time-bound targets and milestones to bring suppliers back into compliance 

☑ Providing information on appropriate actions that can be taken to address non-compliance 

(5.11.6.12) Comment 

Interface engages with our key suppliers to obtain their product-level emissions, as we have done for decades. Key suppliers are asked to provide product-level emissions so that Interface can understand emissions of 
its products and business more accurately and can work with suppliers to reduce their impacts, therefore reducing our impacts and the impacts of other customers of our suppliers. When a supplier is unable to provide 
product-level emissions initially, we engage with them to provide information and support to address our need for LCA data and set timelines to be brought back to compliance. 
[Add row] 
 

(5.11.7) Provide further details of your organization’s supplier engagement on environmental issues. 

Climate change 
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(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement 

Capacity building 

☑ Support suppliers to set their own environmental commitments across their operations 
 
Information collection 

☑ Collect GHG emissions data at least annually from suppliers 
 
Innovation and collaboration 

☑ Collaborate with suppliers on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services 

☑ Collaborate with suppliers on innovative business models and corporate renewable energy sourcing mechanisms 

☑ Run a campaign to encourage innovation to reduce environmental impacts on products and services 
 

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage 

Select all that apply 

☑ Tier 1 suppliers 

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 

(5.11.7.6) % of tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions covered by engagement 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action 

Interface has undertaken a sustainability performance assessment process for our upstream suppliers which make up 80% of Interface's spend. Interface's global Sustainability and Procurement teams assessed and 
graded our key suppliers based on a scale between 1 and 8 (8 being best), here are the scale details: 1) Does not calculate CO2 emissions, 2) Plans to Calculate & Disclose CO2 emissions, 3) Plans to establish a 
reduction plan, 4) Reduction plan without target, 5) Reduction Target, 6) Science Based Targets, 7) Net Zero commitment, 8) Net Zero Achievement. The grading process was inspired by the many learnings gathered 
through participation to a variety of Scope 3 conferences and workshops, chief among them the Scope 3 Peer Group events in London and Chicago (https://www.scope3peergroup.com/meet). Once the grading process 
was completed the team initiated formal discussions with said key suppliers where findings were shared and to agree sustainability performance improvement plans (where needed). We are at the early stages of this 
engagement, but will be measuring the success of the engagement based on emission reductions achieved with our supply chain partners. Early successes include collaborating with suppliers to develop lower carbon 
footprint raw materials through investment in innovative technology. 
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(5.11.7.10) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers meet an environmental requirement related to this environmental issue 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, please specify the environmental requirement :Calculating Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions 

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 
[Add row] 
 

(5.11.9) Provide details of any environmental engagement activity with other stakeholders in the value chain. 

Climate change 

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder 

Select from: 
☑ Customers 

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement 

Education/Information sharing 

☑ Share information about your products and relevant certification schemes 

☑ Share information on environmental initiatives, progress and achievements 
 
Innovation and collaboration 

☑ Align your organization’s goals to support customers’ targets and ambitions 
 

(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 

(5.11.9.4) % stakeholder-associated scope 3 emissions 

Select from: 
☑ 76-99% 

(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement 
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At Interface, we engage nearly 100% of our customers on climate change by sharing detailed product information, relevant environmental certifications, and our environmental initiatives, progress, and achievements. 
This engagement strategy is driven by: 1. Transparency and Trust: By sharing detailed information about our products in Environmental Product Declarations (EPDs) and certifying our products to stringent certifications 
like Cradle -to -Cradle, Green Label Plus and Blue Angel, we demonstrate our commitment to sustainability and transparency. This builds trust with our customers, reinforcing their confidence in the environmental 
integrity of our products. 2. Educating and Empowering Customers: Providing customers with clear and comprehensive information enables them to make informed decisions that align with their sustainability goals. By 
educating customers on the environmental impacts and certifications of our products, we empower them to choose options that contribute to a healthier planet. We also engage customers in our environmental initiatives 
and sharing our progress and achievements encourages them to become active participants in the journey towards sustainability. 3. Strengthening Relationships: Our commitment to sustainability resonates with our 
customers, many of whom prioritize environmental responsibility in their purchasing decisions. By consistently engaging them with relevant information, we strengthen their loyalty and position Interface as their 
preferred partner in sustainable design and construction. 4. Driving Market Transformation: By engaging our customers, we lead by example in promoting sustainable practices across the industry. Our proactive 
communication on environmental certifications and initiatives helps raise awareness and drive broader market adoption of sustainable products and practices. 5. Supporting Business Growth: As demand for sustainable 
products continues to grow, our comprehensive customer engagement ensures that we meet and exceed market expectations. This not only enhances our competitive edge but also contributes to our business growth 
and long-term success. In summary, engaging our customers in sharing product information, certifications, and environmental achievements is essential to fostering transparency, educating and empowering customers, 
strengthening relationships, driving market transformation, and supporting business growth. 

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success 

Success in engaging our customers with product information, environmental certifications, and sustainability initiatives is measured through a combination of qualitative and quantitative metrics. One way we assess 
effectiveness of this engagement is through sales growth and market share. Monitoring the sales growth of products with environmental certifications can show the effectiveness of our engagement. An increase in sales 
of certified products suggests that customers value the sustainability information we provide. We also measure our market share. Our growth in market share suggests that our engagement is resonating with customers 
and translating into business success. By using these metrics, Interface can comprehensively measure the success of our customer engagement efforts, ensuring that we continue to build strong relationships, drive 
market transformation, and achieve our sustainability goals. In addition, we use a Net Promoter Score (NPS) to gauge customer loyalty. This assessment includes indicators related to our environmental sustainability 
which allows us to understand our customers' perception of our environmental sustainability initiatives. By tracking responses on a quarterly basis, we can follow trends and impacts to see if our actions are resonating 
with our customers. 

Climate change 

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder 

Select from: 
☑ Investors and shareholders 

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement 

Education/Information sharing 

☑ Share information on environmental initiatives, progress and achievements 
 

(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged 

Select from: 
☑ 100% 

(5.11.9.4) % stakeholder-associated scope 3 emissions 

Select from: 
☑ None 
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(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement 

Sustainability and climate action are important aspects of Interface's strategic objectives. We keep our shareholders informed about our strategic goals and objectives and specifically address our climate ambitions and 
opportunities through regular communications. In addition, investors are increasingly interested in the environmental impacts, risks and opportunities affecting companies, including those related to climate change. We 
prioritize keeping all of our stakeholders, including 100% of our shareholders, informed on these matters. We communicate information on our environmental initiatives, progress and achievements specifically to 
investors on our investor website, in our annual Impact Report, on our company website, in our investor presentations, and during our quarterly earnings webcasts where relevant. 

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success 

It is our goal to keep our investors informed on our environmental initiatives, progress and achievements. Successful engagement and transparency with investors should be reflected in strong third-party ESG ratings of 
our organization. We believe our commitment to reducing environmental impact, fostering social responsibility, and upholding robust governance make our stock a strong consideration for ESG and other socially-
responsible investment funds. Increasing the ownership of our stock in these types of investment funds is considered a measure of success. 

Climate change 

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder 

Select from: 
☑ Other value chain stakeholder, please specify :Employees 

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement 

Education/Information sharing 

☑ Run an engagement campaign to educate stakeholders about the environmental impacts about your products, goods and/or services 

☑ Share information on environmental initiatives, progress and achievements 
 
Innovation and collaboration 

☑ Collaborate with stakeholders on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services 
 

(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged 

Select from: 
☑ 51-75% 

(5.11.9.4) % stakeholder-associated scope 3 emissions 

Select from: 
☑ 1-25% 

(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement 

We create educational content for our employees to inform, educate and enlighten them on key sustainability topics. And we regularly share information on our progress and achievements in these areas to bring them 
along on our sustainability journey. Engaging employees in environmental initiatives is vital for fostering a culture of sustainability within the organization. This approach encourages employees to take ownership of the 
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company’s environmental goals, making them feel directly connected to the impact their actions have on these objectives. By regularly updating employees on environmental initiatives, the company highlights the 
importance of sustainability in its overall strategy, reinforcing that these efforts are a priority. This transparency builds trust and motivates employees to contribute actively, knowing that their efforts are recognized and 
valued. Furthermore, sharing successes and challenges creates a sense of collective responsibility and pride, driving employees to participate in or suggest new initiatives. It empowers them to be change agents, both 
in their professional roles and personal lives, leading to innovative ideas and continuous improvement. Engaging employees through communication also fosters collaboration across departments, breaking down silos 
and encouraging a holistic approach to sustainability. It allows for cross-functional innovation opportunities, and the sharing of best practices and lessons learned, enhancing the overall effectiveness of environmental 
programs. Ultimately, informed and engaged employees are more likely to align with the company’s values, driving higher morale, retention, and productivity. By keeping them informed and involved, the company not 
only advances its sustainability agenda but also strengthens its organizational culture and resilience, ensuring long-term success in its environmental goals. 

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success 

Interface shares information on our environmental initiatives, including progress toward our SBTs. Employees are a critical stakeholder in achieving this goal. We have seen reductions in Scope 1 and Scope 2 GHG 
emissions of 30% and 28% respectively against our 2019 baseline. In the same timeframe, we have also seen reductions in emissions from business travel of 76% and from employee commuting of 17%. 
[Add row] 
 

(5.13) Has your organization already implemented any mutually beneficial environmental initiatives due to CDP Supply Chain member engagement? 

(5.13.1) Environmental initiatives implemented due to CDP Supply Chain member engagement  

Select from: 
☑ No, and we do not plan to within the next two years 

(5.13.2) Primary reason for not implementing environmental initiatives  

Select from: 
☑ Not an immediate strategic priority 

(5.13.3) Explain why your organization has not implemented any environmental initiatives   

Interface has not implemented any mutually beneficial environmental initiatives through CDP Supply Chain member engagement because it is not currently an immediate strategic priority. While Interface remains 
committed to sustainability and supply chain transparency, the focus has been on other critical areas, primarily with our suppliers, that directly align with the company's long-term environmental goals. This prioritization 
allows Interface to allocate resources effectively and concentrate on initiatives that have the most significant impact on reducing its carbon footprint and achieving its climate targets. Future engagement with CDP 
Supply Chain members may be considered as strategic priorities evolve. 
[Fixed row] 
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C6. Environmental Performance - Consolidation Approach 
(6.1) Provide details on your chosen consolidation approach for the calculation of environmental performance data. 

Climate change 

(6.1.1) Consolidation approach used 

Select from: 
☑ Operational control 

(6.1.2) Provide the rationale for the choice of consolidation approach 

Interface uses the operational control consolidation approach to maintain consistency across our financial control approach and our environmental data, including our GHG emissions accounting. 

Plastics 

(6.1.1) Consolidation approach used 

Select from: 
☑ Operational control 

(6.1.2) Provide the rationale for the choice of consolidation approach 

Interface uses the operational control consolidation approach to maintain consistency across our financial control approach and our environmental data. 

Biodiversity 

(6.1.1) Consolidation approach used 

Select from: 
☑ Operational control 

(6.1.2) Provide the rationale for the choice of consolidation approach 

Interface uses the operational control consolidation approach to maintain consistency across our financial control approach and our environmental data. 
[Fixed row] 
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C7. Environmental performance - Climate Change 
(7.1) Is this your first year of reporting emissions data to CDP? 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(7.1.1) 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? 

 

Has there been a structural change? 

  Select all that apply 

☑ No 

[Fixed row] 

(7.1.2) 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? 

  Select all that apply 

☑ No 

[Fixed row] 

(7.2) Select the name of the standard, protocol, or methodology you have used to collect activity data and calculate emissions. 

Select all that apply 

☑ IEA CO2 Emissions from Fuel Combustion 

☑ The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Scope 2 Guidance 



88 

☑ US EPA Emissions & Generation Resource Integrated Database (eGRID) 
☑ The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Corporate Value Chain (Scope 3) Standard 

☑ The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: A Corporate Accounting and Reporting Standard (Revised Edition) 
☑ US EPA Center for Corporate Climate Leadership: Direct Emissions from Mobile Combustion Sources 

☑ US EPA Center for Corporate Climate Leadership: Direct Emissions from Stationary Combustion Sources 

☑ Defra Environmental Reporting Guidelines: Including streamlined energy and carbon reporting guidance, 2019 

(7.3) Describe your organization’s approach to reporting Scope 2 emissions. 

 

Scope 2, location-based Scope 2, market-based  Comment 

  Select from: 
☑ We are reporting a Scope 2, location-based 
figure 

Select from: 
☑ We are reporting a Scope 2, market-based 
figure 

We report both location-based and market-based 
figures. 

[Fixed row] 

(7.4) 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? 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(7.5) Provide your base year and base year emissions. 

Scope 1 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

6782 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 
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Scope 1 in our baseline year includes emissions from manufacturing, leased facilities, refrigerants, and vehicles. Utility bills for energy use at each manufacturing locations are collected, including electricity, natural gas, 
propane, steam, diesel, chilled water, and compressed air. Energy use is reported and reviewed on a quarterly basis into a cloud-based system to digitally store our data. The energy data is sorted appropriately 
between Scope 1 and Scope 2, then emission factors are used to calculate the greenhouse gas emissions based on the energy use by energy type. The emission factors come from the EPA, the World Resources 
Institute, IEA, and more as appropriate to their type and location. The calculations for the energy use multiplied by their location-based emission factors provide our Scope 1 and 2 location-based emissions attributed to 
manufacturing. For Scope 1, emissions and reductions from sourcing green gas is accounted for. The process for calculating the leased facility data includes collecting up-to-date real estate information from our 
procurement team, which includes location, subtype (office, showroom, warehouse), and floor area leased. The energy usage for each location is then calculated using the US EIA CBECS and RECS intensity factors, 
which are categorized by subtype, and floor area of the space. The emissions are then calculated using the located-based emission factors for their given location. The calculated emissions represent our leased facility 
Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions. Interface’s mobile emissions come from company car fuel use. Fuel use and/or distance traveled data is collected from the business units. This data is then input into the Greenhouse 
Gas Protocol’s Transport Tool to calculate the total mobile GHG emissions for Interface. Interface has refrigerant emissions from refrigerant recharges that occur at our manufacturing facilities. Refrigerant recharge 
information is tracked at each factory and reported to the Global Sustainability Department on an annual basis. We input the total weight of each refrigerant that was required to be recharged into the Refrigerant GHG 
Inventory Summary worksheet developed for the GHG Protocol Initiative to produce the emissions related to refrigerants lost. 

Scope 2 (location-based)  

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

39820 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Scope 2 in our baseline year includes emissions from manufacturing and leased facilities. Utility bills for energy use at each manufacturing location are collected, including electricity, natural gas, propane, steam, diesel, 
chilled water, and compressed air. Energy use is reported and reviewed on a quarterly basis into a cloud-based system to digitally store our data. The energy data is sorted appropriately between Scope 1 and Scope 2, 
then emission factors are used to calculate the greenhouse gas emissions based on the energy use by energy type. The emission factors come from the EPA, the World Resources Institute, IEA, and more as 
appropriate to their type and location. The calculations for the energy use multiplied by their location-based emission factors provide our Scope 1 and 2 location-based emissions attributed to manufacturing. The 
process for calculating the leased facility data includes collecting up-to-date real estate information from our procurement team, which includes location, subtype (office, showroom, warehouse), and floor area leased. 
The energy usage for each location is then calculated using the US EIA CBECS and RECS intensity factors, which are categorized by subtype, and floor area of the space. The emissions are then calculated using the 
located-based emission factors for their given location. The calculated emissions represent our leased facility Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions. 

Scope 2 (market-based)  

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

8333 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Scope 2 in our baseline year includes emissions from manufacturing and leased facilities. Utility bills for energy use at each manufacturing locations are collected, including electricity, natural gas, propane, steam, 
diesel, chilled water, and compressed air. Energy use is reported and reviewed on a quarterly basis into a cloud-based system to digitally store our data. The energy data is sorted appropriately between Scope 1 and 
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Scope 2, then emission factors are used to calculate the greenhouse gas emissions based on the energy use by energy type. The emission factors come from the EPA, the World Resources Institute, IEA, and more as 
appropriate to their type and location. The calculations for the energy use multiplied by their market-based emission factors provide our Scope 1 and 2 market-based emissions attributed to manufacturing. To calculate 
our market-based emission, we use renewable attributes from renewable instruments (RECs, I-RECs, and GOs), renewable electricity provided by utilities, and self-generated renewable electricity and then calculate 
the remaining energy that is not renewable. The emissions are then based on the remaining energy multiplied by their market-based emission factors, providing our market-based emissions for Scope 1 and 2 for 
manufacturing. The process for calculating the leased facility data includes collecting up-to-date real estate information from our procurement team, which includes location, subtype (office, showroom, warehouse), and 
floor area leased. The energy usage for each location is then calculated using the US EIA CBECS and RECS intensity factors, which are categorized by subtype, and floor area of the space. The emissions are then 
calculated using the market-based emission factors for their given location. The calculated emissions represent our leased facility Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions. 

Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods and services 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

307350 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Per the GHG Protocol, Category 1 includes the extraction, production, and transportation of goods and services purchased or acquired by Interface within the reporting year which are not included in Categories 2-8. We 
calculated the purchased goods impact using the total GHG emissions from the manufacturing life cycle stage of our products, minus the Category 3 and 4 impacts, as well as the Scope 1 and Scope 2 impacts from 
manufacturing. The purchased services impact was estimated using the Quantis tool, a tool developed in alignment with the GHG Protocol for estimating Scope 3 data where direct data is unavailable. Purchased 
services are a portion of our Selling, General, and Administrative (SG&A) expenses and the estimated money spent on various services is used to estimate the emissions from purchased services. The purchased 
goods calculated value plus the purchased services estimated value sums to our total Category 1 impact. 

Scope 3 category 2: Capital goods 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

54000.0 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Interface’s capital goods impact was estimated based on our capital expenditures using the Quantis tool. 

Scope 3 category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2) 

(7.5.1) Base year end 
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12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

12000 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Impacts from fuel- and energy-related activities are included in the manufacturing life cycle stage within our LCA data. Using the methodology detailed for the Quantis tool, Category 3 impacts were calculated using the 
Scope 1 emissions multiplied by 0.25 and Scope 2 emissions multiplied by 0.20. Using our total location-based Scope 1 and Scope 2 data, we calculated the impact for Category 3. As mentioned in the Category 1 
section, this impact is then subtracted from the total manufacturing life cycle stage impact to calculate the purchased goods impact. 

Scope 3 category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

6300 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Impacts from upstream transportation and distribution are also included in the manufacturing life cycle stage within our LCA data. To calculate the portion of the manufacturing impact that should be attributed to 
Category 4, our LCA expert has provided the percentage of the manufacturing impact that upstream transportation and distribution represents. This impact is then subtracted from the total manufacturing life cycle 
impact in calculating the purchased good impact in Category 1. 

Scope 3 category 5: Waste generated in operations 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

1820 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Waste that is generated in manufacturing was accounted for in Category 1 within the manufacturing impact. The remaining waste in operations is from office and other general waste disposal and treatment. The 
amount spent on this waste was estimated and input into the Quantis tool to generate our Category 5 impact. 

Scope 3 category 6: Business travel 
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(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

4600 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

We collected flight mileage for business travel data from some, but not all, of our business units. Note that vehicle business travel was covered in Scope 1 under mobile emissions. Detailed data was available in regions 
with constitute the majority of travel, so other regions may be reasonably estimated as a smaller portion of the total travel. Emissions were calculated based on distance traveled and estimated for the remainder of the 
business, assuming travel trends are consistent for these business units. 

Scope 3 category 7: Employee commuting 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

6300 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

The emissions attributed to employee commuting was estimated in the Quantis tool using the number of employees. 

Scope 3 category 8: Upstream leased assets 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Emissions from our upstream leased assets are included in Scopes 1 and 2. 

Scope 3 category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution 
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(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

17600 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

The transportation and installation life cycle stage impacts in the LCAs cover Category 9 and part of Category 11 within Scope 3. To calculate the portion of the transportation and installation impact that should be 
attributed to Category 9 and Category 11, our LCA expert provided the breakdown of the impact that downstream transportation and distribution and processing (installation) of sold products represent. 

Scope 3 category 10: Processing of sold products 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Not applicable because we sell finished products. 

Scope 3 category 11: Use of sold products 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

177400 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Emissions came from the use-stage environmental impacts of flooring products during installation and building operations, which depend on product cleaning assumptions. 

Scope 3 category 12: End of life treatment of sold products 
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(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

33250 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

The emissions for the end-of-life of sold products came from the end-of-life phase of the life cycle. 

Scope 3 category 13: Downstream leased assets 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Interface does not have downstream leased assets. 

Scope 3 category 14: Franchises 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Interface does not have franchises. 

Scope 3 category 15: Investments 

(7.5.1) Base year end 
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12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

Interface does not have external investments. 

Scope 3: Other (upstream) 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

All relevant Scope 3 emissions are included in the Scope 3 categories. 

Scope 3: Other (downstream) 

(7.5.1) Base year end 

12/31/2019 

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.5.3) Methodological details 

All relevant Scope 3 emissions are included in the Scope 3 categories. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.6) What were your organization’s gross global Scope 1 emissions in metric tons CO2e? 

Reporting year 
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(7.6.1) Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

4777 

(7.6.3) Methodological details 

Scope 1 includes emissions from manufacturing, leased facilities, refrigerants, and vehicles. Utility bills for energy use at each manufacturing location are collected, including electricity, natural gas, propane, steam, 
diesel, chilled water, and compressed air. Energy use is reported and reviewed on a quarterly basis into a cloud-based system, Nasdaq Metrio to digitally store our data. The energy data is sorted appropriately between 
Scope 1 and Scope 2, then emission factors are used to calculate the greenhouse gas emissions based on the energy use by energy type. The emission factors come from the EPA, the World Resources Institute, IEA, 
and more as appropriate to their type and location. The calculations for the energy use multiplied by their location-based emission factors provide our Scope 1 and 2 location-based emissions attributed to 
manufacturing. For Scope 1, emissions and reductions from sourcing green gas is accounted for. The process for calculating the leased facility data includes collecting up-to-date real estate information from our 
procurement team, which includes location, subtype (office, showroom, warehouse), and floor area leased. The energy usage for each location is then calculated using the US EIA CBECS and RECS intensity factors, 
which are categorized by subtype, and floor area of the space. The emissions are then calculated using the located-based emission factors for their given location. The calculated emissions represent our leased facility 
Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions. Interface’s mobile emissions come from company car fuel use. Fuel use and/or distance traveled data is collected from the business units. This data is then input into Metrio in which 
emissions are calculated using emission factors. Interface has refrigerant emissions from refrigerant recharges that occur at our manufacturing facilities and leased facilities. Refrigerant recharge information is tracked 
at each factory and reported to the Global Sustainability Department on an annual basis. Refrigerant emissions for leased facilities are estimated by extrapolating our actual manufacturing refrigerant emissions data. 
We input the total weight of each refrigerant that was required to be recharged into Metrio, and GWP sourced from the latest iteration of IPCC. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.7) What were your organization’s gross global Scope 2 emissions in metric tons CO2e? 

Reporting year 

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

31106 

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

5962 

(7.7.4) Methodological details 

Scope 2 includes emissions from manufacturing, leased facilities, and electric company cars. Utility bills for energy use at each manufacturing location are collected, including electricity, natural gas, propane, steam, 
diesel, chilled water, and compressed air. Energy use is reported and reviewed on a quarterly basis into a cloud-based system to digitally store our data. The energy data is sorted appropriately between Scope 1 and 
Scope 2, then emission factors are used to calculate the greenhouse gas emissions based on the energy use by energy type. The emission factors come from the EPA, the World Resources Institute, IEA, and more as 
appropriate to their type and location. The calculations for the energy use multiplied by their location-based and market-based emission factors provide our Scope 1 and 2 location-based and market-based emissions 
attributed to manufacturing, respectively. To calculate our market-based emission, we use renewable attributes from renewable instruments (RECs, I-RECs, and GOs), renewable electricity provided by utilities, and 
self-generated renewable electricity and then calculate the remaining energy that is not renewable. The emissions are then based on the remaining energy multiplied by their market-based emission factors, providing 
our market-based emissions for Scope 1 and 2 for manufacturing. Interface’s mobile emissions come from company car fuel use. Energy use and/or distance traveled data is collected from the business units. Emission 
factors for electricity in the associated country for the vehicle is used to calculate the total electric mobile GHG emissions for Interface. The process for calculating the leased facility data includes collecting up-to-date 
real estate information from our procurement team, which includes location, subtype (office, showroom, warehouse), and floor area leased. The energy usage for each location is then calculated using the US EIA 
CBECS and RECS intensity factors, which are categorized by subtype, and floor area of the space. The emissions are then calculated using the location-based and market-based emission factors for their given 
location. The calculated emissions represent our leased facility Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions. 
[Fixed row] 
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(7.8) Account for your organization’s gross global Scope 3 emissions, disclosing and explaining any exclusions. 

Purchased goods and services 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

179162 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Supplier-specific method 

☑ Hybrid method 

☑ Spend-based method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

74 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Interface works with suppliers to collect life cycle assessment data based on the materials we purchased for our products. 72% of our purchased goods data by total footprint comes directly from suppliers. We have life 
cycle data for all of our products and have worked over a couple of decades to improve this data by working with our suppliers. Industry average data is used when high quality life cycle data is not available from our 
suppliers. Emissions associated with purchased services are calculated using actual SG&A spend data and EEIO emission factors on an annual basis, bringing our total emissions calculated using data obtained from 
suppliers or value chain partners to 74%. 

Capital goods 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

6199 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 
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Select all that apply 

☑ Average spend-based method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

100 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

We use capital expenditures and EEIO emission factors per monetary value of goods to calculate emissions related to capital goods on an annual basis. 

Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2) 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

9606 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Hybrid method 

☑ Average data method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

96 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

We used activity data including electricity, natural gas, propane, refrigerants, and vehicle use to calculate scope 1 and 2 emissions and then used industry average emission factors to determine category 3 emissions. 

Upstream transportation and distribution 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 
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(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

3825 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Distance-based method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

100 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Life cycle assessment data that factors in mode of transportation, distance, and weight of product is used to calculate transportation impacts of our products, per the product category rule. Well-to-Wheel included. 

Waste generated in operations 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

4785 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Average spend-based method 

☑ Waste-type-specific method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

99 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Waste in operations is tracked based on the materials wasted in production and disposal method. Additional waste from activities, such as general waste from offices, is calculated using cost and the average spend-
based method. 
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Business travel 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

1115 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Average spend-based method 

☑ Distance-based method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

94 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Travel data is primarily collected from Concur and travel agent reports. Information on flight distance and seat class are used to calculate emissions. Additionally, the average spend-based method is used to calculate 
emissions related to hotel stays and the fuel-based method is used to calculate rental car emissions for business travel. 

Employee commuting 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

5257 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Distance-based method 
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(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

61 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Employee commuting is calculated based an internal survey conducted that asked employees their mode for commuting, the frequency (days per week), and fuel for mode of transportation, if applicable. The survey 
was completed by 63% of the AMS employee population, 45% of EMEA, and 79% of APAC. These percentages have been applied to respective regional emissions. 

Upstream leased assets 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Not relevant, explanation provided 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Emissions from our upstream leased assets are included in Scopes 1 and 2. 

Downstream transportation and distribution 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

22475 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Distance-based method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

0 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Life cycle assessment data that uses average distance, and weight of product is used to calculate transportation impacts of our products, per the product category rule. Well-to-Wheel included. 
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Processing of sold products 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Not relevant, explanation provided 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Emissions from installation of products now appropriately allocated to Category 11. 

Use of sold products 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

139645 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Average data method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

0 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Emissions come from the use-stage environmental impacts of flooring products during installation and building operations, which depend on product cleaning assumptions. 

End of life treatment of sold products 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Relevant, calculated 
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(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

10034 

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology 

Select all that apply 

☑ Waste-type-specific method 

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners 

0 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

End-of-life treatment is calculated based on the products and disposal method. 

Downstream leased assets 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Not relevant, explanation provided 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Interface does not have downstream leased assets. 

Franchises 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Not relevant, explanation provided 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Interface does not have franchises. 

Investments 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 
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Select from: 
☑ Not relevant, explanation provided 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

Interface does not have external investments. 

Other (upstream) 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Not relevant, explanation provided 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

All relevant Scope 3 emissions are included in the Scope 3 categories. 

Other (downstream) 

(7.8.1) Evaluation status 

Select from: 
☑ Not relevant, explanation provided 

(7.8.5) Please explain 

All relevant Scope 3 emissions are included in the Scope 3 categories. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.9) Indicate the verification/assurance status that applies to your reported emissions. 

 

Verification/assurance status 

Scope 1 Select from: 
☑ Third-party verification or assurance process in place 
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Verification/assurance status 

Scope 2 (location-based or market-based) Select from: 
☑ Third-party verification or assurance process in place 

Scope 3 Select from: 
☑ Third-party verification or assurance process in place 

[Fixed row] 

(7.9.1) Provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 1  emissions, and attach the relevant statements. 

Row 1 

(7.9.1.1) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.1.2) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.1.3) Type of verification or assurance  

Select from: 
☑ Reasonable assurance 

(7.9.1.4) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.1.5) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.1.6) Relevant standard 



106 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.1.7) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 
[Add row] 
 

(7.9.2) Provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 2 emissions and attach the relevant statements. 

Row 1 

(7.9.2.1) Scope 2 approach 

Select from: 
☑ Scope 2 market-based 

(7.9.2.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.2.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.2.4) Type of verification or assurance  

Select from: 
☑ Reasonable assurance 

(7.9.2.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.2.6) Page/ section reference 

3 

(7.9.2.7) Relevant standard 
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Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.2.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 2 

(7.9.2.1) Scope 2 approach 

Select from: 
☑ Scope 2 location-based 

(7.9.2.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.2.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.2.4) Type of verification or assurance  

Select from: 
☑ Reasonable assurance 

(7.9.2.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.2.6) Page/ section reference 

3 

(7.9.2.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.2.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 
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100 
[Add row] 
 

(7.9.3) Provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 3 emissions and attach the relevant statements. 

Row 1 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: Purchased goods and services 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 
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100 

Row 2 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: Capital goods 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 3 
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(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 4 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 
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☑ Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 5 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: Waste generated in operations 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 
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Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 6 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: Business travel 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 
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Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 7 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: Employee commuting 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 
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Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 8 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: Downstream transportation and distribution 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 
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2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 9 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: Use of sold products 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 
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3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 

Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 

Row 10 

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3: End-of-life treatment of sold products 

(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place 

Select from: 
☑ Annual process 

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Complete 

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance 

Select from: 
☑ Limited assurance 

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement 

2024 Interface GHG Verification Statment.pdf 

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference 

3 

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard 
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Select from: 
☑ ISO14064-3 

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%) 

100 
[Add row] 
 

(7.10) How do your gross global emissions (Scope 1 and 2 combined) for the reporting year compare to those of the previous reporting year? 

Select from: 
☑ Decreased 

(7.10.1) Identify the reasons for any change in your gross global emissions (Scope 1 and 2 combined), and for each of them specify how your emissions compare to the 
previous year. 

Change in renewable energy consumption 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

Renewable energy consumption remained steady at 80% for our operational impact. 

Other emissions reduction activities 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

39 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 
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Select from: 
☑ Decreased 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0.36 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

Due to "other emissions reduction activities" implemented during the year, despite an increase in production, emissions have decreased. Last year 39 tons of CO2e were reduced by our emissions reduction projects, 
and our total Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions in the previous year was 10,778 tCO2e, therefore we arrived at -0.36% through (-39/10,778) * 100 -0.36% (i.e. a 0.36% decrease in emissions). 

Divestment 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

No divestments in 2024. 

Acquisitions 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 
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0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

No acquisitions in 2024. 

Mergers 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

No mergers in 2024. 

Change in output 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

We do not attribute our change in emissions to a change in output. In fact, our output increased while our emissions decreased. 
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Change in methodology 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

We do not attribute our change in emissions to a change in methodology. 

Change in boundary 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

We do not attribute our change in emissions to a change in boundary. 

Change in physical operating conditions 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 
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0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

We do not attribute our change in emissions to a change in physical operating conditions. 

Unidentified 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 
☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

No other reasons for emission changes. 

Other 

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions 

Select from: 



122 

☑ No change 

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage) 

0 

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation 

No other reasons for emission changes. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.10.2) Are your emissions performance calculations in 7.10 and 7.10.1 based on a location-based Scope 2 emissions figure or a market-based Scope 2 emissions figure? 

Select from: 
☑ Market-based 

(7.12) Are carbon dioxide emissions from biogenic carbon relevant to your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.12.1) Provide the emissions from biogenic carbon relevant to your organization in metric tons CO2. 

  

(7.12.1.1) CO2 emissions from biogenic carbon (metric tons CO2) 

0 

(7.12.1.2) Comment 

Interface does not have direct CO2 emissions that occur from sources that are owned or controlled by the company. We do procure biogenic raw materials that store carbon (-19,396 MT CO2e) and renewable gas 
certifications (-8,763 MT CO2e). 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.15) Does your organization break down its Scope 1 emissions by greenhouse gas type? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.15.1) Break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by greenhouse gas type and provide the source of each used global warming potential (GWP). 
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Row 1 

(7.15.1.1) Greenhouse gas 

Select from: 
☑ CO2 

(7.15.1.2) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of CO2e) 

4755 

(7.15.1.3) GWP Reference 

Select from: 
☑ IPCC Fifth Assessment Report (AR5 – 100 year) 

Row 2 

(7.15.1.1) Greenhouse gas 

Select from: 
☑ CH4 

(7.15.1.2) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of CO2e) 

7.1 

(7.15.1.3) GWP Reference 

Select from: 
☑ IPCC Fifth Assessment Report (AR5 – 100 year) 

Row 3 

(7.15.1.1) Greenhouse gas 

Select from: 
☑ N2O 

(7.15.1.2) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of CO2e) 

14.2 
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(7.15.1.3) GWP Reference 

Select from: 
☑ IPCC Fifth Assessment Report (AR5 – 100 year) 
[Add row] 
 

(7.16) Break down your total gross global Scope 1 and 2 emissions by country/area. 

Australia  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

761.4 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

1632.9 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

193.7 

Austria  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

11.4 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

6.3 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

Belgium  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

2.5 
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(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

3.7 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

5.6 

Canada  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

82.7 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

114.4 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

114.4 

China  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

499.5 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

2739.6 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

42.7 

France  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

140.1 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 
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3.8 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

5 

Germany  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

995.6 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

11626.4 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

4408.3 

Hong Kong SAR, China  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0.2 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

1.3 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

1.3 

India  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

3.1 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

28.5 
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(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

28.5 

Ireland  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

2.2 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

7.3 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

28.5 

Japan  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0.2 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

0.9 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

0.9 

Netherlands  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

85.8 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

1643.4 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 
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50.9 

Republic of Korea  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0.3 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

1.8 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

1.8 

Singapore  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

3.4 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

12.9 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

12.9 

Spain  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

6.9 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

10.5 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

24.4 
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Sweden  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

5.1 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

0.4 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

4.3 

Switzerland  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

3.1 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

0.1 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

Thailand  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

1 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

4.4 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

4.4 

United Arab Emirates  
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(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

23.8 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

132.5 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

132.5 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland   

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

78.4 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

331.8 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

93 

United States of America  

(7.16.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

2067.4 

(7.16.2) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) 

12803.6 

(7.16.3) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

825 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.17) Indicate which gross global Scope 1 emissions breakdowns you are able to provide. 
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Select all that apply 

☑ By business division 

☑ By activity 

(7.17.1) Break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by business division. 

 

Business division Scope 1 emissions (metric ton CO2e) 

Row 1 Interface AMS 2150.1 

Row 2 Interface EAAA 2626.5 

[Add row] 

(7.17.3) Break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by business activity. 

 

Activity Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

Row 1 Manufacturing Operations 1900.9 

Row 2 Mobile/Vehicle 2409.4 

Row 3 Leased Facilities 466.3 

[Add row] 

(7.20) Indicate which gross global Scope 2 emissions breakdowns you are able to provide. 

Select all that apply 

☑ By business division 

☑ By activity 

(7.20.1) Break down your total gross global Scope 2 emissions by business division. 
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Business division Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

Row 1 Interface AMS 12918 939.4 

Row 2 Interface EAAA 18188.4 5022.3 

[Add row] 

(7.20.3) Break down your total gross global Scope 2 emissions by business activity. 

 

Activity Scope 2, location-based (metric tons CO2e) Scope 2, market-based (metric tons CO2e) 

Row 1 Manufacturing Operations 29605.3 4330.1 

Row 2 Leased Facilities 1414.7 1545.2 

Row 3 Mobile/Vehicle 86.4 86.4 

[Add row] 

(7.22) Break down your gross Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions between your consolidated accounting group and other entities included in your response. 

Consolidated accounting group 

(7.22.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

4777 

(7.22.2) Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

31106 

(7.22.3) Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

5962 
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(7.22.4) Please explain 

All emissions are included in our consolidated accounting group. 

All other entities 

(7.22.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.22.2) Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.22.3) Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

0 

(7.22.4) Please explain 

We do not have emissions associated with joint ventures or unconsolidated subsidiaries. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.23) Is your organization able to break down your emissions data for any of the subsidiaries included in your CDP response? 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(7.26) Allocate your emissions to your customers listed below according to the goods or services you have sold them in this reporting period. 

[CONFIDENTIAL] 

(7.27) What are the challenges in allocating emissions to different customers, and what would help you to overcome these challenges? 

Row 1 

(7.27.1) Allocation challenges 

Select from: 
☑ Diversity of product lines makes accurately accounting for each product/product line cost ineffective 

(7.27.2) Please explain what would help you overcome these challenges 
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We currently allocate emissions based on the average product sold in each business region. We believe this allocation method is both reasonable and fairly representative of actual product emissions. 
[Add row] 
 

(7.28) Do you plan to develop your capabilities to allocate emissions to your customers in the future? 

  

(7.28.1) Do you plan to develop your capabilities to allocate emissions to your customers in the future? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.28.2) Describe how you plan to develop your capabilities 

We are developing tools that will allow clients to calculate the impact of their product using EPD data for the specific products they specify. We will be able to use this tool to calculate client's specific product impact in 
the future. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.29) What percentage of your total operational spend in the reporting year was on energy? 

Select from: 
☑ More than 0% but less than or equal to 5% 

(7.30) Select which energy-related activities your organization has undertaken. 

 

Indicate whether your organization undertook this energy-related activity in the reporting year 

Consumption of fuel (excluding feedstocks) Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Consumption of purchased or acquired electricity  Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Consumption of purchased or acquired heat Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Consumption of purchased or acquired steam Select from: 
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Indicate whether your organization undertook this energy-related activity in the reporting year 

☑ Yes 

Consumption of purchased or acquired cooling Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Generation of electricity, heat, steam, or cooling Select from: 
☑ Yes 

[Fixed row] 

(7.30.1) Report your organization’s energy consumption totals (excluding feedstocks) in MWh. 

Consumption of fuel (excluding feedstock) 

(7.30.1.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ HHV (higher heating value) 

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources 

47565 

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources 

19480 

(7.30.1.4) Total (renewable + non-renewable) MWh 

67045.00 

Consumption of purchased or acquired electricity 

(7.30.1.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
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☑ Unable to confirm heating value  

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources 

66045 

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources 

5484 

(7.30.1.4) Total (renewable + non-renewable) MWh 

71529.00 

Consumption of purchased or acquired heat 

(7.30.1.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value  

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources 

0 

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources 

2459 

(7.30.1.4) Total (renewable + non-renewable) MWh 

2459.00 

Consumption of purchased or acquired steam 

(7.30.1.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value  

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources 
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0 

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources 

18186 

(7.30.1.4) Total (renewable + non-renewable) MWh 

18186.00 

Consumption of purchased or acquired cooling 

(7.30.1.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value  

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources 

0 

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources 

2178 

(7.30.1.4) Total (renewable + non-renewable) MWh 

2178.00 

Consumption of self-generated non-fuel renewable energy 

(7.30.1.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value  

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources 

291 

(7.30.1.4) Total (renewable + non-renewable) MWh 

291.00 
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Total energy consumption 

(7.30.1.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value  

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources 

113902 

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources 

47789 

(7.30.1.4) Total (renewable + non-renewable) MWh 

161691.00 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.30.6) Select the applications of your organization’s consumption of fuel. 

 

Indicate whether your organization undertakes this fuel application 

Consumption of fuel for the generation of electricity Select from: 
☑ No 

Consumption of fuel for the generation of heat Select from: 
☑ Yes 

Consumption of fuel for the generation of steam Select from: 
☑ No 

Consumption of fuel for the generation of cooling Select from: 
☑ No 

Consumption of fuel for co-generation or tri-generation Select from: 
☑ No 
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[Fixed row] 

(7.30.7) State how much fuel in MWh your organization has consumed (excluding feedstocks) by fuel type. 

Sustainable biomass 

(7.30.7.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ HHV 

(7.30.7.2) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization 

47565 

(7.30.7.8) Comment 

Retired biogas credits under Green-e, Renewable Gas Guarantees of Origin (RGGOs), and Biogasregister Deutschland certifications 

Other biomass 

(7.30.7.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value 

(7.30.7.2) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization 

0 

(7.30.7.8) Comment 

No other biomass 

Other renewable fuels (e.g. renewable hydrogen)    

(7.30.7.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value 

(7.30.7.2) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization 
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0 

(7.30.7.8) Comment 

No other renewable fuels 

Coal 

(7.30.7.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value 

(7.30.7.2) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization 

0 

(7.30.7.8) Comment 

No coal 

Oil 

(7.30.7.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ HHV 

(7.30.7.2) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization 

2560 

(7.30.7.8) Comment 

Includes diesel use 

Gas 

(7.30.7.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ HHV 



141 

(7.30.7.2) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization 

16920 

(7.30.7.8) Comment 

Includes non-renewable natural gas, propane, and petrol 

Other non-renewable fuels (e.g. non-renewable hydrogen) 

(7.30.7.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ Unable to confirm heating value 

(7.30.7.2) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization 

0 

(7.30.7.8) Comment 

No other non-renewable fuels 

Total fuel 

(7.30.7.1) Heating value 

Select from: 
☑ HHV 

(7.30.7.2) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization 

67045 

(7.30.7.8) Comment 

Total fuel is equal to total consumption of fuel 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.30.9) Provide details on the electricity, heat, steam, and cooling your organization has generated and consumed in the reporting year. 

Electricity 
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(7.30.9.1) Total Gross generation (MWh) 

291 

(7.30.9.2) Generation that is consumed by the organization (MWh) 

291 

(7.30.9.3) Gross generation from renewable sources (MWh) 

291 

(7.30.9.4) Generation from renewable sources that is consumed by the organization (MWh) 

291 

Heat 

(7.30.9.1) Total Gross generation (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.9.2) Generation that is consumed by the organization (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.9.3) Gross generation from renewable sources (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.9.4) Generation from renewable sources that is consumed by the organization (MWh) 

0 

Steam 

(7.30.9.1) Total Gross generation (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.9.2) Generation that is consumed by the organization (MWh) 

0 
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(7.30.9.3) Gross generation from renewable sources (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.9.4) Generation from renewable sources that is consumed by the organization (MWh) 

0 

Cooling 

(7.30.9.1) Total Gross generation (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.9.2) Generation that is consumed by the organization (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.9.3) Gross generation from renewable sources (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.9.4) Generation from renewable sources that is consumed by the organization (MWh) 

0 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.30.16) Provide a breakdown by country/area of your electricity/heat/steam/cooling consumption in the reporting year. 

Australia 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

2676 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
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☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

112 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

2788.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. The total electricity consumption values here include leased facilities on top of our manufacturing. 

Austria 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

66 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

34 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 
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100.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Belgium  

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

33 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

16 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

49.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Canada 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

1039 
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(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

488 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

1527.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

China 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

4626 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

34 
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(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

4660.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

France  

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

124 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

58 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

182.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 
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Germany 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

21773 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

20408 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

42181.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Hong Kong SAR, China 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

2 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 
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Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

1 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

3.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

India 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

39 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

18 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 
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57.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Ireland 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

27 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

13 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

40.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Japan 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

2 
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(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

1 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

3.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Netherlands 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

7029 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

291 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

7 
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(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

7327.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Republic of Korea 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

4 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

2 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

6.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 
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Singapore 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

34 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

21 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

55.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Spain 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

87 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 
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Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

41 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

128.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Sweden 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

64 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

30 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 
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94.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Switzerland 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

41 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

19 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

60.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

Thailand 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

9 
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(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

4 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

13.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

United Arab Emirates 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

316 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

149 
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(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

465.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland   

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

1538 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

76 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

1614.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 
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United States of America 

(7.30.16.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh) 

32157 

(7.30.16.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.3) Is some or all of this electricity consumption excluded from your RE100 commitment? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.16.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

1291 

(7.30.16.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh) 

0 

(7.30.16.6) Total electricity/heat/steam/cooling energy consumption (MWh) 

33448.00 

(7.30.16.7) Provide details of the electricity consumption excluded 

Our RE100 target was intended to cover our manufacturing operations. All of the electricity consumption in this country is associated with leased facilities. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(7.30.17) Provide details of your organization’s renewable electricity purchases in the reporting year by country/area. 

Row 1 

(7.30.17.1) Country/area of consumption of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ Australia 

(7.30.17.2) Sourcing method 
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Select from: 
☑ Unbundled procurement of Energy Attribute Certificates (EACs)  

(7.30.17.3) Renewable electricity technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Solar 

(7.30.17.4) Renewable electricity consumed via selected sourcing method in the reporting year (MWh) 

2437 

(7.30.17.5) Tracking instrument used 

Select from: 
☑ Australian LGC 

(7.30.17.6) Country/area of origin (generation) of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ Australia 

(7.30.17.7) Are you able to report the commissioning or re-powering year of the energy generation facility? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.17.8) Commissioning year of the energy generation facility (e.g. date of first commercial operation or repowering) 

2010 

(7.30.17.9) Vintage of the renewable energy/attribute (i.e. year of generation) 

Select from: 
☑ 2024 

(7.30.17.10) Supply arrangement start year 

2024 

(7.30.17.11) Ecolabel associated with purchased renewable electricity 

Select from: 
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☑ No additional, voluntary label 

(7.30.17.12) Comment 

Commissioning dates were not provided on the cancellation statements but were contractually obligated to be RE100 compliant, including the commissioning date. We have conservatively assumed and reported a 
compliant RE100 commissioning date here. 

Row 2 

(7.30.17.1) Country/area of consumption of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ China 

(7.30.17.2) Sourcing method 

Select from: 
☑ Unbundled procurement of Energy Attribute Certificates (EACs)  

(7.30.17.3) Renewable electricity technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Wind 

(7.30.17.4) Renewable electricity consumed via selected sourcing method in the reporting year (MWh) 

4554 

(7.30.17.5) Tracking instrument used 

Select from: 
☑ I-REC 

(7.30.17.6) Country/area of origin (generation) of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ China 

(7.30.17.7) Are you able to report the commissioning or re-powering year of the energy generation facility? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 
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(7.30.17.8) Commissioning year of the energy generation facility (e.g. date of first commercial operation or repowering) 

2021 

(7.30.17.9) Vintage of the renewable energy/attribute (i.e. year of generation) 

Select from: 
☑ 2024 

(7.30.17.10) Supply arrangement start year 

2024 

(7.30.17.11) Ecolabel associated with purchased renewable electricity 

Select from: 
☑ No additional, voluntary label 

(7.30.17.12) Comment 

Commissioning date provided. 

Row 3 

(7.30.17.1) Country/area of consumption of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ Germany 

(7.30.17.2) Sourcing method 

Select from: 
☑ Unbundled procurement of Energy Attribute Certificates (EACs)  

(7.30.17.3) Renewable electricity technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Large hydropower (>25 MW) 

(7.30.17.4) Renewable electricity consumed via selected sourcing method in the reporting year (MWh) 

21649 
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(7.30.17.5) Tracking instrument used 

Select from: 
☑ GO 

(7.30.17.6) Country/area of origin (generation) of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ Norway 

(7.30.17.7) Are you able to report the commissioning or re-powering year of the energy generation facility? 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(7.30.17.9) Vintage of the renewable energy/attribute (i.e. year of generation) 

Select from: 
☑ 2024 

(7.30.17.10) Supply arrangement start year 

2024 

(7.30.17.11) Ecolabel associated with purchased renewable electricity 

Select from: 
☑ No additional, voluntary label 

(7.30.17.12) Comment 

Commissioning dates were not provided on the cancellation statements but were contractually obligated to be RE100 compliant, including the commissioning date. We have conservatively assumed and reported a 
compliant RE100 commissioning date here. 

Row 4 

(7.30.17.1) Country/area of consumption of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ Netherlands 

(7.30.17.2) Sourcing method 
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Select from: 
☑ Retail supply contract with an electricity supplier (retail green electricity) 

(7.30.17.3) Renewable electricity technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Wind 

(7.30.17.4) Renewable electricity consumed via selected sourcing method in the reporting year (MWh) 

6598 

(7.30.17.5) Tracking instrument used 

Select from: 
☑ Contract 

(7.30.17.6) Country/area of origin (generation) of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ Netherlands 

(7.30.17.7) Are you able to report the commissioning or re-powering year of the energy generation facility? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.17.8) Commissioning year of the energy generation facility (e.g. date of first commercial operation or repowering) 

2010 

(7.30.17.9) Vintage of the renewable energy/attribute (i.e. year of generation) 

Select from: 
☑ 2024 

(7.30.17.10) Supply arrangement start year 

2024 

(7.30.17.11) Ecolabel associated with purchased renewable electricity 

Select from: 
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☑ No additional, voluntary label 

(7.30.17.12) Comment 

Commissioning dates were not provided on the cancellation statements but were contractually obligated to be RE100 compliant, including the commissioning date. We have conservatively assumed and reported a 
compliant RE100 commissioning date here. 

Row 5 

(7.30.17.1) Country/area of consumption of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 

(7.30.17.2) Sourcing method 

Select from: 
☑ Retail supply contract with an electricity supplier (retail green electricity) 

(7.30.17.3) Renewable electricity technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Renewable electricity mix, please specify :Utility provided mix 

(7.30.17.4) Renewable electricity consumed via selected sourcing method in the reporting year (MWh) 

1397 

(7.30.17.5) Tracking instrument used 

Select from: 
☑ Contract 

(7.30.17.6) Country/area of origin (generation) of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 

(7.30.17.7) Are you able to report the commissioning or re-powering year of the energy generation facility? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 
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(7.30.17.8) Commissioning year of the energy generation facility (e.g. date of first commercial operation or repowering) 

2010 

(7.30.17.9) Vintage of the renewable energy/attribute (i.e. year of generation) 

Select from: 
☑ 2024 

(7.30.17.10) Supply arrangement start year 

2024 

(7.30.17.11) Ecolabel associated with purchased renewable electricity 

Select from: 
☑ No additional, voluntary label 

(7.30.17.12) Comment 

Voluntary renewable electricity 

Row 6 

(7.30.17.1) Country/area of consumption of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ United States of America 

(7.30.17.2) Sourcing method 

Select from: 
☑ Unbundled procurement of Energy Attribute Certificates (EACs)  

(7.30.17.3) Renewable electricity technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Wind 

(7.30.17.4) Renewable electricity consumed via selected sourcing method in the reporting year (MWh) 

29410 
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(7.30.17.5) Tracking instrument used 

Select from: 
☑ US-REC 

(7.30.17.6) Country/area of origin (generation) of purchased renewable electricity  

Select from: 
☑ United States of America 

(7.30.17.7) Are you able to report the commissioning or re-powering year of the energy generation facility? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.30.17.8) Commissioning year of the energy generation facility (e.g. date of first commercial operation or repowering) 

2017 

(7.30.17.9) Vintage of the renewable energy/attribute (i.e. year of generation) 

Select from: 
☑ 2024 

(7.30.17.10) Supply arrangement start year 

2022 

(7.30.17.11) Ecolabel associated with purchased renewable electricity 

Select from: 
☑ Green-e Certified(R) Renewable Energy 

(7.30.17.12) Comment 

Voluntary renewable electricity 
[Add row] 
 

(7.30.18) Provide details of your organization’s low-carbon heat, steam, and cooling purchases in the reporting year by country/area. 

Row 1 
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(7.30.18.1) Sourcing method 

Select from: 
☑ Heat/steam/cooling supply agreement 

(7.30.18.2) Country/area of consumption of low-carbon heat, steam or cooling 

Select from: 
☑ Netherlands 

(7.30.18.3) Energy carrier 

Select from: 
☑ Heat 

(7.30.18.4) Low-carbon technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Sustainable biomass 

(7.30.18.5) Low-carbon heat, steam, or cooling consumed (MWh) 

12684 

(7.30.18.6) Comment 

ISCC certified 

Row 2 

(7.30.18.1) Sourcing method 

Select from: 
☑ Heat/steam/cooling supply agreement 

(7.30.18.2) Country/area of consumption of low-carbon heat, steam or cooling 

Select from: 
☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 

(7.30.18.3) Energy carrier 
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Select from: 
☑ Heat 

(7.30.18.4) Low-carbon technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Sustainable biomass 

(7.30.18.5) Low-carbon heat, steam, or cooling consumed (MWh) 

280 

(7.30.18.6) Comment 

Retired biogas credits under Renewable Gas Guarantees of Origin (RGGOs) certification 

Row 3 

(7.30.18.1) Sourcing method 

Select from: 
☑ Heat/steam/cooling supply agreement 

(7.30.18.2) Country/area of consumption of low-carbon heat, steam or cooling 

Select from: 
☑ United States of America 

(7.30.18.3) Energy carrier 

Select from: 
☑ Heat 

(7.30.18.4) Low-carbon technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Sustainable biomass 

(7.30.18.5) Low-carbon heat, steam, or cooling consumed (MWh) 

34601 

(7.30.18.6) Comment 
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Retired biogas credits under Green-e certification 
[Add row] 
 

(7.30.19) Provide details of your organization’s renewable electricity generation by country/area in the reporting year. 

Row 1 

(7.30.19.1) Country/area of generation 

Select from: 
☑ Netherlands 

(7.30.19.2) Renewable electricity technology type 

Select from: 
☑ Solar 

(7.30.19.3) Facility capacity (MW) 

0.5 

(7.30.19.4) Total renewable electricity generated by this facility in the reporting year (MWh) 

291 

(7.30.19.5) Renewable electricity consumed by your organization from this facility in the reporting year (MWh) 

291 

(7.30.19.6) Energy attribute certificates issued for this generation 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(7.30.19.8) Comment 

Solar energy consumed on-site 
[Add row] 
 

(7.30.20) Describe how your organization’s renewable electricity sourcing strategy directly or indirectly contributes to bringing new capacity into the grid in the 
countries/areas in which you operate. 
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Environmental Attributes provide additional financial incentives to develop renewable energy projects, as well as a market signal that renewable energy is desired. On-site renewables like our solar panels in the 
Netherlands directly bring new renewable capacity onto the grid. 

(7.30.21) In the reporting year, has your organization faced barriers or challenges to sourcing renewable electricity? 

 

Challenges to sourcing renewable electricity 

  Select from: 
☑ No 

[Fixed row] 

(7.45) Describe your gross global combined Scope 1 and 2 emissions for the reporting year in metric tons CO2e per unit currency total revenue and provide any additional 
intensity metrics that are appropriate to your business operations. 

Row 1 

(7.45.1) Intensity figure 

0.0000081617 

(7.45.2) Metric numerator (Gross global combined Scope 1 and 2 emissions, metric tons CO2e) 

10738 

(7.45.3) Metric denominator 

Select from: 
☑ unit total revenue 

(7.45.4) Metric denominator: Unit total 

1315658000 

(7.45.5) Scope 2 figure used 

Select from: 
☑ Market-based 
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(7.45.6) % change from previous year 

4.5 

(7.45.7) Direction of change  

Select from: 
☑ Decreased 

(7.45.8) Reasons for change 

Select all that apply 

☑ Other emissions reduction activities 

(7.45.9) Please explain 

Other emission reduction activities include product changes that have made our operations more efficient as well. Key emission reduction activities this year include: Continued prioritization of recycled content and bio-
based materials in carpet, along with expansion of carbon negative carpet products particularly in Europe, increased use of primary data for LVT products, and increasingly replacing synthetic rubber with natural rubber 
in our rubber flooring products. 
[Add row] 
 

(7.52) Provide any additional climate-related metrics relevant to your business. 

Row 1 

(7.52.1) Description  

Select from: 
☑ Energy usage 

(7.52.2) Metric value 

0.12 

(7.52.3) Metric numerator  

Energy in MWh 

(7.52.4) Metric denominator (intensity metric only)  

Revenue in thousands of USD 
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(7.52.5) % change from previous year 

0.2 

(7.52.6) Direction of change 

Select from: 
☑ Decreased 

(7.52.7) Please explain 

We have reduced our energy use per thousands of dollars of revenue as energy efficiency remains a focus within our business operations. 
[Add row] 
 

(7.53) Did you have an emissions target that was active in the reporting year? 

Select all that apply 

☑ Absolute target 

(7.53.1) Provide details of your absolute emissions targets and progress made against those targets. 

Row 1 

(7.53.1.1) Target reference number 

Select from: 
☑ Abs 1 

(7.53.1.2) Is this a science-based target? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, and this target has been approved by the Science Based Targets initiative 

(7.53.1.3) Science Based Targets initiative official validation letter 

SBTApproveLetter.pdf 

(7.53.1.4) Target ambition 

Select from: 
☑ 1.5°C aligned 
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(7.53.1.5) Date target was set 

08/15/2021 

(7.53.1.6) Target coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide 

(7.53.1.7) Greenhouse gases covered by target 

Select all that apply 

☑ Carbon dioxide (CO2) 
☑ Methane (CH4) 
☑ Nitrous oxide (N2O) 

(7.53.1.8) Scopes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 1 

☑ Scope 2 

(7.53.1.9) Scope 2 accounting method 

Select from: 
☑ Market-based 

(7.53.1.11) End date of base year 

12/31/2019 

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

6782 

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

8333 

(7.53.1.31) Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

0.000 
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(7.53.1.32) Total base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e) 

15115.000 

(7.53.1.33) Base year Scope 1 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 1 

100 

(7.53.1.34) Base year Scope 2 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 2 

100 

(7.53.1.53) Base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes as % of total base year emissions in all selected Scopes 

100 

(7.53.1.54) End date of target 

12/31/2030 

(7.53.1.55) Targeted reduction from base year (%) 

50 

(7.53.1.56) Total emissions at end date of target covered by target in all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e) 

7557.500 

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

4777 

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

5962 

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

10739.000 

(7.53.1.78) Land-related emissions covered by target 

Select from: 
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☑ Yes, it covers land-related and non-land related emissions (e.g. SBT approved before the release of FLAG target-setting guidance) 

(7.53.1.79) % of target achieved relative to base year 

57.90 

(7.53.1.80) Target status in reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Underway 

(7.53.1.82) Explain target coverage and identify any exclusions 

This is a company-wide target covering 100% of emissions in Scopes 1 and 2, aligned with the 1.5C target and approved by the Science Based Target initiative. We have included emissions and removals from 
bioenergy within the target boundary. 

(7.53.1.83) Target objective 

To comply with an internally set carbon negative / Net Zero emissions target by 2040. To strive beyond the 1.5 degrees Paris Agreement and become a corporation compatible with a global Net Zero economy. 

(7.53.1.84) Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year 

Interface made continued progress toward its Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions targets in 2024, achieving a 29% reduction in combined Scope 1 and 2 market-based emissions compared to the 2019 baseline. This was 
driven by the continued use of 100% renewable electricity across global operations, manufacturing efficiency improvements, and targeted reductions in direct emissions from process energy and company vehicles. To 
continue progressing toward its 2030 target of zero Scope 1 and 2 emissions, Interface is actively pursuing: Further electrification of process and thermal systems to phase out fossil fuel use at manufacturing sites. 
Electrification of the company vehicle fleet, reducing Scope 1 emissions, with a modest increase in Scope 2 from electricity demand. Expanded renewable energy sourcing for leased and non-manufacturing facilities, 
including through renewable energy credits (RECs). Efficiency upgrades across buildings and operations to reduce total energy consumption. Interface remains on track to achieve a 50% reduction for both Scope 1 and 
2 emissions by 2030, aligned with its Science-Based Target and 2040 Carbon Negative/Net Zero commitment. 

(7.53.1.85) Target derived using a sectoral decarbonization approach 

Select from: 
☑ No 

Row 2 

(7.53.1.1) Target reference number 

Select from: 
☑ Abs 2 

(7.53.1.2) Is this a science-based target? 

Select from: 
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☑ Yes, and this target has been approved by the Science Based Targets initiative 

(7.53.1.3) Science Based Targets initiative official validation letter 

SBTApproveLetter.pdf 

(7.53.1.4) Target ambition 

Select from: 
☑ 1.5°C aligned 

(7.53.1.5) Date target was set 

08/15/2021 

(7.53.1.6) Target coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide 

(7.53.1.7) Greenhouse gases covered by target 

Select all that apply 

☑ Carbon dioxide (CO2) 
☑ Methane (CH4) 
☑ Nitrous oxide (N2O) 

(7.53.1.8) Scopes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3 

(7.53.1.10) Scope 3 categories 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3, Category 1 – Purchased goods and services 

(7.53.1.11) End date of base year 

12/31/2019 

(7.53.1.14) Base year Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 
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307350 

(7.53.1.31) Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

307350.000 

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

307350.000 

(7.53.1.35) 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) 

100.0 

(7.53.1.52) Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3 (in all Scope 3 categories) 

49.5 

(7.53.1.53) Base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes as % of total base year emissions in all selected Scopes 

49.5 

(7.53.1.54) End date of target 

12/31/2030 

(7.53.1.55) Targeted reduction from base year (%) 

50 

(7.53.1.56) Total emissions at end date of target covered by target in all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e) 

153675.000 

(7.53.1.59) Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

179162 

(7.53.1.76) Total Scope 3 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

179162.000 
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(7.53.1.77) Total emissions in reporting year covered by target in all selected scopes (metric tons CO2e) 

179162.000 

(7.53.1.78) Land-related emissions covered by target 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, it covers land-related emissions/removals associated with bioenergy and non-land related emissions (e.g. non-FLAG SBT with bioenergy) 

(7.53.1.79) % of target achieved relative to base year 

83.41 

(7.53.1.80) Target status in reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Underway 

(7.53.1.82) Explain target coverage and identify any exclusions 

This is a company-wide target covering 100% of emissions in Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services. In our base year of 2019, this represented 49% of our total Scope 3 emissions. This target is aligned 
with the 1.5C target and approved by the Science Based Target initiative. We have included emissions and removals from biogenic content within the target boundary. 

(7.53.1.83) Target objective 

To comply with an internally set carbon negative / Net Zero emissions target by 2040. To strive beyond the 1.5 degrees Paris Agreement and become a corporation compatible with a global Net Zero economy. 

(7.53.1.84) Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year 

Interface has made solid progress toward its Scope 3, Category 1 emissions target, achieving a 42% reduction from the 2019 baseline as of 2024. Emission reduction initiatives remain focused on raw materials, our 
largest source of emissions, and span multiple product categories and supplier engagement efforts. We continue to scale cradle-to-gate carbon-negative products that integrate carbon-negative raw materials. Our 
CQuest™ carpet tile backing, which has fully replaced bitumen in European manufacturing and is available in the Americas, remains a key driver of emissions reduction. Full global adoption of CQuest™ across our 
carpet tile portfolio is expected to deliver over 25% reduction in Category 1 emissions, not including future volume growth. In our rubber flooring category, we are developing new formulations using lower-footprint raw 
materials, including substituting synthetic rubber with natural rubber. Redesign efforts for noraplan and investment in a dedicated compounder for noracare support progress in this area. Combined with the future 
integration of carbon-negative raw materials, these efforts could contribute to an 8% reduction in Category 1 emissions. In LVT, we’ve increased use of recycled polymers and lower-carbon raw materials, and are 
exploring natural material alternatives. When combined with CQuest™ technology and further design changes, the LVT category could support an estimated 10% reduction in Category 1 impacts. Across our full product 
portfolio, 52% of materials used in 2024 were recycled or bio-based, contributing significantly to reductions in embodied carbon. We have also deepened supplier engagement: Interface has long requested carbon 
footprint data from our largest suppliers to support life cycle assessments. In 2024, we launched a carbon maturity assessment across key suppliers to improve data quality, identify lower-carbon material alternatives, 
and build collaborative strategies to reduce impact across our supply chain. Interface remains committed to addressing Scope 3 emissions through material innovation, design for circularity, and deep supplier 
partnerships, in alignment with our science-based target and long-term net-zero goals. 

(7.53.1.85) Target derived using a sectoral decarbonization approach 

Select from: 
☑ No 
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Row 3 

(7.53.1.1) Target reference number 

Select from: 
☑ Abs 3 

(7.53.1.2) Is this a science-based target? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, and this target has been approved by the Science Based Targets initiative 

(7.53.1.3) Science Based Targets initiative official validation letter 

SBTApproveLetter.pdf 

(7.53.1.4) Target ambition 

Select from: 
☑ 1.5°C aligned 

(7.53.1.5) Date target was set 

08/15/2021 

(7.53.1.6) Target coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide 

(7.53.1.7) Greenhouse gases covered by target 

Select all that apply 

☑ Carbon dioxide (CO2) 
☑ Methane (CH4) 
☑ Nitrous oxide (N2O) 

(7.53.1.8) Scopes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3 
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(7.53.1.10) Scope 3 categories 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3, Category 6 – Business travel 
☑ Scope 3, Category 7 – Employee commuting 

(7.53.1.11) End date of base year 

12/31/2019 

(7.53.1.19) Base year Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

4600 

(7.53.1.20) Base year Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

6300 

(7.53.1.31) Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

10900.000 

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

10900.000 

(7.53.1.40) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.41) 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) 

100.0 

(7.53.1.52) Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3 (in all Scope 3 categories) 

1.76 

(7.53.1.53) Base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes as % of total base year emissions in all selected Scopes 

1.76 
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(7.53.1.54) End date of target 

12/30/2040 

(7.53.1.55) Targeted reduction from base year (%) 

30 

(7.53.1.56) Total emissions at end date of target covered by target in all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e) 

7630.000 

(7.53.1.64) Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

1115 

(7.53.1.65) Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

5257 

(7.53.1.76) Total Scope 3 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

6372.000 

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

6372.000 

(7.53.1.78) Land-related emissions covered by target 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, it covers land-related emissions/removals associated with bioenergy and non-land related emissions (e.g. non-FLAG SBT with bioenergy) 

(7.53.1.79) % of target achieved relative to base year 

138.47 

(7.53.1.80) Target status in reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Achieved and maintained 

(7.53.1.82) Explain target coverage and identify any exclusions 
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This is a company-wide target covering 100% of emissions in Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel and Category 7: Employee commuting. In our base year of 2019, this represented a small portion (1.76%) of our total 
Scope 3 emissions, but this goal represents an opportunity to engage directly with our employees on carbon footprint. This target is aligned with the 1.5C target and approved by the Science Based Target initiative. We 
have included emissions and removals from biogenic content within the target boundary. 

(7.53.1.83) Target objective 

To comply with an internally set carbon negative / Net Zero emissions target by 2040. To strive beyond the 1.5 degrees Paris Agreement and become a corporation compatible with a global Net Zero economy. 

(7.53.1.85) Target derived using a sectoral decarbonization approach 

Select from: 
☑ No 

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

Interface achieved and maintained its Science Based Target related to Category 6 Business Travel by implementing a strategy of thoughtful travel in a post-COVID world. This approach included reducing unnecessary 
travel, prioritizing virtual meetings, and optimizing essential travel for greater efficiency. These measures have significantly minimized our carbon footprint associated with business travel, aligning with our commitment 
to sustainability. We will continue to monitor travel activity to ensure we are allowing the business to stay connected to customers and each other while reducing travel that does not serve the business. In addition, we 
are actively working toward a 30% reduction in Category 7 Employee Commuting emissions. To achieve this, we have collected actual commuting data from our employees, which provides a clear understanding of 
current commuting patterns and associated emissions. Using this data, we are identifying locally attuned clean commute options, such as public transit, carpooling, biking, and electric vehicle incentives, that we can 
help employees access. 

Row 4 

(7.53.1.1) Target reference number 

Select from: 
☑ Abs 4 

(7.53.1.2) Is this a science-based target? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we consider this a science-based target, but we have not committed to seek validation of this target by the Science Based Targets initiative within the next two years 

(7.53.1.4) Target ambition 

Select from: 
☑ 1.5°C aligned 

(7.53.1.5) Date target was set 

09/14/2018 

(7.53.1.6) Target coverage 
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Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide 

(7.53.1.7) Greenhouse gases covered by target 

Select all that apply 

☑ Carbon dioxide (CO2) 
☑ Methane (CH4) 
☑ Nitrous oxide (N2O) 

(7.53.1.8) Scopes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 1 

☑ Scope 2 

☑ Scope 3 

(7.53.1.9) Scope 2 accounting method 

Select from: 
☑ Market-based 

(7.53.1.10) Scope 3 categories 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3, Category 2 – Capital goods ☑ Scope 3, Category 5 – Waste generated in operations  
☑ Scope 3, Category 6 – Business travel ☑ Scope 3, Category 12 – End-of-life treatment of sold products 

☑ Scope 3, Category 7 – Employee commuting ☑ Scope 3, Category 4 – Upstream transportation and distribution 

☑ Scope 3, Category 11 – Use of sold products ☑ Scope 3, Category 9 – Downstream transportation and distribution 

☑ Scope 3, Category 1 – Purchased goods and services ☑ Scope 3, Category 3 – Fuel- and energy- related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2) 

(7.53.1.11) End date of base year 

12/31/2019 

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

6782 

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

8333 
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(7.53.1.14) Base year Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

307350 

(7.53.1.15) Base year Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

54000 

(7.53.1.16) 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) 

12000 

(7.53.1.17) Base year Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

6300 

(7.53.1.18) Base year Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

1820 

(7.53.1.19) Base year Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

4600 

(7.53.1.20) Base year Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

6300 

(7.53.1.22) Base year Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

17600 

(7.53.1.24) Base year Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

177400 

(7.53.1.25) Base year Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of sold products emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

33250 

(7.53.1.31) Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

620620.000 
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(7.53.1.32) Total base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e) 

635735.000 

(7.53.1.33) Base year Scope 1 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 1 

100 

(7.53.1.34) Base year Scope 2 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 2 

100 

(7.53.1.35) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.36) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.37) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.38) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.39) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.40) 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) 

100 
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(7.53.1.41) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.43) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.45) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.46) 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) 

100 

(7.53.1.52) Base year total Scope 3 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 3 (in all Scope 3 categories) 

100 

(7.53.1.53) Base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes as % of total base year emissions in all selected Scopes 

100 

(7.53.1.54) End date of target 

12/31/2040 

(7.53.1.55) Targeted reduction from base year (%) 

100 

(7.53.1.56) Total emissions at end date of target covered by target in all selected Scopes (metric tons CO2e) 

0.000 

(7.53.1.57) Scope 1 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 
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4777 

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

5962 

(7.53.1.59) Scope 3, Category 1: Purchased goods and services emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

179162 

(7.53.1.60) Scope 3, Category 2: Capital goods emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

6199 

(7.53.1.61) 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) 

9606 

(7.53.1.62) Scope 3, Category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

3825 

(7.53.1.63) Scope 3, Category 5: Waste generated in operations emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

4785 

(7.53.1.64) Scope 3, Category 6: Business travel emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

1115 

(7.53.1.65) Scope 3, Category 7: Employee commuting emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

5257 

(7.53.1.67) Scope 3, Category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

22475 

(7.53.1.69) Scope 3, Category 11: Use of sold products emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

139645 

(7.53.1.70) Scope 3, Category 12: End-of-life treatment of sold products emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 
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10034 

(7.53.1.76) Total Scope 3 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e) 

382103.000 

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

392842.000 

(7.53.1.78) Land-related emissions covered by target 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, it covers land-related emissions/removals associated with bioenergy and non-land related emissions (e.g. non-FLAG SBT with bioenergy) 

(7.53.1.79) % of target achieved relative to base year 

38.21 

(7.53.1.80) Target status in reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Underway 

(7.53.1.82) Explain target coverage and identify any exclusions 

Interface has set a target beyond Net Zero to be carbon negative by 2040. This target includes all Scope 1, Scope 2, and Scope 3 emissions associated with the business. 

(7.53.1.83) Target objective 

To comply with an internally set carbon negative / Net Zero emissions target by 2040. To strive beyond the 1.5 degrees Paris Agreement and become a corporation compatible with a global Net Zero economy. 

(7.53.1.84) Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year 

Situation: Interface is on a bold path to become carbon negative by 2040. As of 2024, we’ve reduced our overall carbon footprint by 38% compared to our 2019 baseline—marking significant progress toward our long-
term ambition. Task: To achieve carbon negativity, we recognized the need for a bold, integrated strategy—one that not only reduces emissions but generates positive environmental impact across our value chain. 
Action: We launched our "All In" strategy, built around five key pillars: Decarbonizing Operations: Drastically reducing Scope 1, 2, and 3 emissions through energy efficiency, renewable energy, and low-emission 
manufacturing. Carbon-Negative Products: Pioneering products like carbon-negative carpet tiles, which store more carbon than they emit when measured cradle-to-gate. Circular Economy: Designing products for reuse 
and recyclability to eliminate waste and reduce reliance on virgin materials. Supply Chain Engagement: Partnering with suppliers to reduce embedded emissions and drive innovation in low-carbon raw materials. 
Advocacy and Leadership: Engaging customers, industry, and policymakers to accelerate collective climate action. As part of the “All In” approach, Interface has introduced a “carbon budget” mechanism: an internal 
funding tool dedicated to kick-starting GWP-reducing projects that require upfront investment. These targeted initiatives—from raw material substitution to process transformation—are prioritized based on their potential 
to accelerate emissions reductions across Scopes 1, 2, and 3. Result: With the "All In" strategy, Interface is not just reducing its footprint—it's redefining what’s possible for corporate climate action. We're making 
measurable progress toward our 2040 goal while setting a precedent for climate leadership in manufacturing. 
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(7.53.1.85) Target derived using a sectoral decarbonization approach 

Select from: 
☑ No 
[Add row] 
 

(7.54) Did you have any other climate-related targets that were active in the reporting year? 

Select all that apply 

☑ Targets to increase or maintain low-carbon energy consumption or production 

☑ Net-zero targets 

☑ Other climate-related targets 

(7.54.1) Provide details of your targets to increase or maintain low-carbon energy consumption or production. 

Row 1 

(7.54.1.1) Target reference number 

Select from: 
☑ Low 1 

(7.54.1.2) Date target was set 

01/01/2016 

(7.54.1.3) Target coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Business activity 

(7.54.1.4) Target type: energy carrier 

Select from: 
☑ Electricity 

(7.54.1.5) Target type: activity 

Select from: 
☑ Consumption 
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(7.54.1.6) Target type: energy source 

Select from: 
☑ Renewable energy source(s) only 

(7.54.1.7) End date of base year 

12/31/2015 

(7.54.1.8) Consumption or production of selected energy carrier in base year (MWh) 

48342 

(7.54.1.9) % share of low-carbon or renewable energy in base year 

94 

(7.54.1.10) End date of target 

12/31/2020 

(7.54.1.11) % share of low-carbon or renewable energy at end date of target 

100 

(7.54.1.12) % share of low-carbon or renewable energy in reporting year 

100 

(7.54.1.13) % of target achieved relative to base year 

100.00 

(7.54.1.14) Target status in reporting year  

Select from: 
☑ Achieved and maintained 

(7.54.1.16) Is this target part of an emissions target? 

No, Interface set our renewable electricity target prior to setting our Science Based Targets. 

(7.54.1.17) Is this target part of an overarching initiative? 
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Select all that apply 

☑ RE100 

(7.54.1.19) Explain target coverage and identify any exclusions 

Interface set a target to source 100% renewable electricity for manufacturing operations by 2020 and achieved that target 4 years ahead of schedule in 2016. The boundary was set to cover manufacturing operations 
as it is the business activity with the highest proportion of Interface's sourced electricity. 

(7.54.1.20) Target objective 

To comply with an internally set Net-Zero emissions target by 2040 and our SBTi scope 2 target of 50% absolute emissions reduction (on base year 2019) by 2030. 

(7.54.1.22) List the actions which contributed most to achieving this target 

Sourcing RECs, GOs, LGCs, and I-RECs based on geography contributed most to achieving this target. 
[Add row] 
 

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

Row 1 

(7.54.2.1) Target reference number 

Select from: 
☑ Oth 1 

(7.54.2.2) Date target was set 

09/14/2018 

(7.54.2.3) Target coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide 

(7.54.2.4) Target type: absolute or intensity 

Select from: 
☑ Absolute 

(7.54.2.5) Target type: category & metric (target numerator if reporting an intensity target)  
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Net emissions target 
☑ Net metric tons CO2e 
 

(7.54.2.7) End date of base year  

12/31/2019 

(7.54.2.8) Figure or percentage in base year  

635735 

(7.54.2.9) End date of target 

12/31/2040 

(7.54.2.10) Figure or percentage at end of date of target 

0 

(7.54.2.11) Figure or percentage in reporting year 

392842 

(7.54.2.12) % of target achieved relative to base year 

38.2066427049 

(7.54.2.13) Target status in reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Underway 

(7.54.2.15) Is this target part of an emissions target? 

Our carbon negative target is a larger target and all of our Science Based Targets are part of the pathway toward reaching this larger, more ambitious target. 

(7.54.2.16) Is this target part of an overarching initiative? 

Select all that apply 

☑ Other, please specify :The Climate Pledge (beyond requirement) 

(7.54.2.18) Please explain target coverage and identify any exclusions 
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This target covers all Scope 1, 2, and 3 emissions from our business and does not have any exclusions. 

(7.54.2.19) Target objective 

To comply with an internally set carbon negative / Net Zero emissions target by 2040. To strive beyond the 1.5 degrees Paris Agreement and become a corporation compatible with a global Net Zero economy. 

(7.54.2.20) Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year 

Situation: In pursuit of our ambitious goal to be carbon negative by 2040, Interface has made significant strides in reducing our emissions. As of now, we have achieved a 38% reduction in our overall carbon footprint 
compared to our 2019 baseline, marking substantial progress toward our long-term targets. Task: To accelerate our journey towards carbon negativity, Interface recognized the need for a bold and comprehensive 
strategy that not only reduces emissions but also creates a positive environmental impact. Action: In response, we launched our "All In" strategy, which encompasses five key elements: 1. Decarbonizing Operations: 
We are committed to drastically cutting carbon emissions across our value chain by improving energy efficiency, increasing the use of renewable energy, and optimizing manufacturing processes to reduce waste and 
emissions. 2. Carbon Negative Products: Interface has pioneered the creation of carbon-negative products, such as carpet tiles that sequester more carbon than they emit when measured cradle-to-gate, using 
innovative materials and processes to lock carbon away from the atmosphere. 3. Circular Economy: We are advancing a circular economy by designing durable products that can be reused and eventually recycled. 
This approach minimizes the need for virgin materials and ensures that our products continue to contribute to our carbon-negative goals throughout their lifecycle. 4. Supply Chain Engagement: By actively collaborating 
with suppliers, we are working to reduce emissions and increase the sustainability of raw materials, ensuring that our carbon-negative objectives are integrated throughout our supply chain. 5. Advocacy and 
Leadership: Interface is leading by example, advocating for climate action within our industry and beyond. We engage with customers, policy influencers, and the public to drive systemic change towards a carbon-
negative future. Result: This comprehensive "All In" strategy positions Interface as a leader in the fight against climate change, making substantial progress towards our goal of becoming carbon negative by 2040 and 
setting a precedent for industry-wide and global action. 
[Add row] 
 

(7.54.3) Provide details of your net-zero target(s). 

Row 1 

(7.54.3.1) Target reference number  

Select from: 
☑ NZ1 

(7.54.3.2) Date target was set 

12/31/2018 

(7.54.3.3) Target Coverage 

Select from: 
☑ Organization-wide 

(7.54.3.4) Targets linked to this net zero target 

Select all that apply 

☑ Abs1 

☑ Abs2 
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☑ Abs3 

☑ Abs4 

(7.54.3.5) End date of target for achieving net zero 

12/31/2040 

(7.54.3.6) Is this a science-based target? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we consider this a science-based target, but we have not committed to seek validation of this target by the Science Based Targets initiative within the next two years 

(7.54.3.8) Scopes 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 1 

☑ Scope 2 

☑ Scope 3 

(7.54.3.9) Greenhouse gases covered by target 

Select all that apply 

☑ Carbon dioxide (CO2) 
☑ Methane (CH4) 
☑ Nitrous oxide (N2O) 

(7.54.3.10) Explain target coverage and identify any exclusions 

Interface is a signatory to The Climate Pledge, committing us to take action now to reach net-zero carbon by 2040. This pledge is company-wide, covering all carbon emissions related to our business, Scope 1, Scope 
2, and Scope 3. We plan to go beyond this pledge with our more ambitious target to be carbon negative by 2040 without the use of offsets. 

(7.54.3.11) Target objective 

To go beyond being a Net-Zero company. 

(7.54.3.12) Do you intend to neutralize any residual emissions with permanent carbon removals at the end of the target? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.54.3.13) Do you plan to mitigate emissions beyond your value chain? 
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Select from: 
☑ No, we do not plan to mitigate emissions beyond our value chain 

(7.54.3.14) Do you intend to purchase and cancel carbon credits for neutralization and/or beyond value chain mitigation? 

Select all that apply 

☑ Yes, we are currently purchasing and cancelling carbon credits for beyond value chain mitigation 

(7.54.3.15) Planned milestones and/or near-term investments for neutralization at the end of the target 

Interface's Science Based Targets serve as a midpoint milestone on the journey to Net Zero and Carbon Negative. In the reporting year, 2024, we purchased carbon credits to address the carbon footprint of our flooring 
products. We announced in April 2024 that we would repurpose former offset investments towards innovation projects that will accelerate progress in achieving its 2030 science-based targets. Near-term investments 
include processes to integrate carbon negative materials into our products, design and procurement efforts to find and utilize lower-carbon raw materials, and sourcing of renewable energy. The Company's target to be 
Carbon Negative by 2040 is without the use of offsets. If we are unable to achieve the required internal decarbonization and raw material carbon removal within our products that is required to get to carbon negative, 
Interface will investigate high-quality carbon removal credits beyond our value chain to address remaining unabated emissions. 

(7.54.3.17) Target status in reporting year 

Select from: 
☑ Underway 

(7.54.3.19) Process for reviewing target 

We review progress against our targets, including our Net Zero and carbon negative commitments, at least annually, and update our reduction pathway several times a year based on active initiatives, planned projects, 
and any relevant changes in our operations or supplier landscape. We are currently modelling a portfolio of ongoing and technically feasible emission reduction projects for each product category, with the aim of fully 
eliminating emissions category by category. These projects are reviewed by the Innovation & Sustainability Committee of the Board of Directors and shared with key internal stakeholders to seek input and inform 
strategic direction. The technically feasible projects, once implemented, will take us significantly closer to our Net Zero goal. The remaining emissions, where no immediate solutions are currently available, are under 
active investigation by our Innovation and R&D teams, supported by our internal LCA experts. 
[Add row] 
 

(7.55) 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. 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.55.1) Identify the total number of initiatives at each stage of development, and for those in the implementation stages, the estimated CO2e savings. 
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Number of initiatives  Total estimated annual CO2e savings in metric tonnes CO2e 

Under investigation 49 `Numeric input  

To be implemented 19 26000 

Implementation commenced 19 26000 

Implemented 6 18650 

Not to be implemented 3 `Numeric input  

[Fixed row] 

(7.55.2) Provide details on the initiatives implemented in the reporting year in the table below. 

Row 1 

(7.55.2.1) Initiative category & Initiative type 

Non-energy industrial process emissions reductions 

☑ Process material substitution 
 

(7.55.2.2) Estimated annual CO2e savings (metric tonnes CO2e) 

13000 

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

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods & services 

(7.55.2.4) Voluntary/Mandatory 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary 

(7.55.2.5) Annual monetary savings (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 
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0 

(7.55.2.6) Investment required (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

50000 

(7.55.2.7) Payback period 

Select from: 
☑ No payback   

(7.55.2.8) Estimated lifetime of the initiative 

Select from: 
☑ >30 years 

(7.55.2.9) Comment  

We have successfully calculated primary LCA data for the key polymer used in our LVT products. By sourcing this material from a highly efficient manufacturer, the resulting Global Warming Potential (GWP) impact 
was lower than the proxy LCA data we had previously relied on. Collecting and reporting high-quality LCA data from the supply chain is a complex and resource-intensive task. It requires close collaboration with 
suppliers and significant effort from our internal LCA team, but it is essential for improving the accuracy and credibility of our environmental impact assessments. 

Row 2 

(7.55.2.1) Initiative category & Initiative type 

Non-energy industrial process emissions reductions 

☑ Process material substitution 
 

(7.55.2.2) Estimated annual CO2e savings (metric tonnes CO2e) 

1400 

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

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods & services 

(7.55.2.4) Voluntary/Mandatory 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary 
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(7.55.2.5) Annual monetary savings (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

0 

(7.55.2.6) Investment required (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

250000 

(7.55.2.7) Payback period 

Select from: 
☑ No payback   

(7.55.2.8) Estimated lifetime of the initiative 

Select from: 
☑ >30 years 

(7.55.2.9) Comment  

We introduced a partially carbon capture–based polymer into our carpet products in the U.S. market — a meaningful step forward in our carbon reduction efforts. This initiative had been in development for some time, 
as we sought a viable, lower-impact raw material for use in our carpet construction. After identifying a suitable supplier, we made the strategic decision to proceed despite the premium cost. Importantly, the investment 
was enabled by our operations team, who chose to allocate funding from our “All In” carbon budget — a dedicated fund for launching high-impact, GWP-reducing initiatives. This is a great example of sustainability 
leadership and cross-functional commitment, turning ambition into real progress on product decarbonization. 

Row 3 

(7.55.2.1) Initiative category & Initiative type 

Non-energy industrial process emissions reductions 

☑ Process material substitution 
 

(7.55.2.2) Estimated annual CO2e savings (metric tonnes CO2e) 

1100 

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

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods & services 

(7.55.2.4) Voluntary/Mandatory 
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Select from: 
☑ Voluntary 

(7.55.2.5) Annual monetary savings (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

0 

(7.55.2.6) Investment required (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

160000 

(7.55.2.7) Payback period 

Select from: 
☑ No payback   

(7.55.2.8) Estimated lifetime of the initiative 

Select from: 
☑ >30 years 

(7.55.2.9) Comment  

We introduced a partially carbon capture–based polymer into our carpet products in the EU market — a meaningful step forward in our carbon reduction efforts. This initiative had been in development for some time, as 
we sought a viable, lower-impact raw material for use in our carpet construction. After identifying a suitable supplier, we made the strategic decision to proceed despite the premium cost. Importantly, the investment was 
enabled by our operations team, who chose to allocate funding from our “All In” carbon budget — a dedicated fund for launching high-impact, GWP-reducing initiatives. This is a great example of sustainability 
leadership and cross-functional commitment, turning ambition into real progress on product decarbonization. 

Row 4 

(7.55.2.1) Initiative category & Initiative type 

Non-energy industrial process emissions reductions 

☑ Process material substitution 
 

(7.55.2.2) Estimated annual CO2e savings (metric tonnes CO2e) 

1000 

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

Select all that apply 
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☑ Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods & services 

(7.55.2.4) Voluntary/Mandatory 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary 

(7.55.2.5) Annual monetary savings (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

0 

(7.55.2.6) Investment required (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

15000 

(7.55.2.7) Payback period 

Select from: 
☑ No payback   

(7.55.2.8) Estimated lifetime of the initiative 

Select from: 
☑ >30 years 

(7.55.2.9) Comment  

Another example of our supplier collaboration can be seen in the rubber product category, where we worked closely with one of our key suppliers to gather primary LCA data. Through this effort, the impact of one of our 
major filler materials was recalculated using more accurate, supplier-specific data, resulting in a lower actual GWP figure than previously assumed. This improvement not only advanced our understanding of the true 
carbon impact of our raw materials, but also enabled us to better align our sustainability strategy for rubber products, with more targeted actions to reduce emissions. 

Row 5 

(7.55.2.1) Initiative category & Initiative type 

Non-energy industrial process emissions reductions 

☑ Process equipment replacement 
 

(7.55.2.2) Estimated annual CO2e savings (metric tonnes CO2e) 

1150 
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(7.55.2.3) Scope(s) or Scope 3 category(ies) where emissions savings occur 

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods & services 

(7.55.2.4) Voluntary/Mandatory 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary 

(7.55.2.5) Annual monetary savings (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

80000 

(7.55.2.6) Investment required (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

40000 

(7.55.2.7) Payback period 

Select from: 
☑ 1-3 years 

(7.55.2.8) Estimated lifetime of the initiative 

Select from: 
☑ >30 years 

(7.55.2.9) Comment  

This represents a further shift away from traditional virgin petrochemical-based backing toward our low-impact backing solutions, which leverage an alternative backing technology and a higher share of recycled and 
bio-based materials. In 2024, this transition resulted in the conversion of approximately 800,000 m² of carpet to our lower-impact backing, reinforcing our commitment to reducing the embodied carbon of our products. 

Row 6 

(7.55.2.1) Initiative category & Initiative type 

Energy efficiency in production processes 

☑ Automation 
 

(7.55.2.2) Estimated annual CO2e savings (metric tonnes CO2e) 
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1000 

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

Select all that apply 

☑ Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods & services 

(7.55.2.4) Voluntary/Mandatory 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary 

(7.55.2.5) Annual monetary savings (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

4000000 

(7.55.2.6) Investment required (unit currency – as specified in 1.2) 

10000000 

(7.55.2.7) Payback period 

Select from: 
☑ 1-3 years 

(7.55.2.8) Estimated lifetime of the initiative 

Select from: 
☑ >30 years 

(7.55.2.9) Comment  

This project involved the automation of our yarn creeling process, streamlining the carpet manufacturing workflow. As a result, we achieved significant reductions in yarn waste and improved overall production speed 
and efficiency. Due to its success, this technology is now scheduled for rollout in additional manufacturing sites. 
[Add row] 
 

(7.55.3) What methods do you use to drive investment in emissions reduction activities? 

Row 1 

(7.55.3.1)  Method  
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Select from: 
☑ Dedicated budget for other emissions reduction activities 

(7.55.3.2) Comment  

Interface prioritizes carbon reductions by setting ambitious targets, including validated Science Based Targets for 2030 and a goal to become carbon negative by 2040. The pathways to achieve these reductions are 
embedded in strategic plans led by the Sustainability, Innovation, R&D, and Operations teams. These plans are integrated into the company’s annual operating plan, which is reviewed by the Executive Leadership 
Team and the Board of Directors. Recent emission reduction efforts have included renewable energy initiatives and enhancements in emissions data collection. In 2024, Interface launched the 'All In' fund, redirecting 
resources previously allocated to carbon offsets toward a portfolio of carbon reduction projects. These projects are selected by the Leadership Team, with guidance from the Innovation& Sustainability Committee, to 
accelerate measurable, science-based progress toward decarbonization. 

Row 2 

(7.55.3.1)  Method  

Select from: 
☑ Dedicated budget for low-carbon product R&D 

(7.55.3.2) Comment  

Interface is able to prioritize carbon reductions by first setting ambitious goals on emission reductions, such as Science Based Targets for 2030 and Carbon Negative for 2040. Pathways for achieving reductions are 
reflected in strategic plans, primarily from the Sustainability, Innovation, R&D, and operations groups. The annual operating plan is reviewed by the executive leadership team and the Board. Projects for low-carbon 
product R&D, such as for carbon negative flooring, receive dedicated funding for exploration and then implementation. Additionally, investment is made in supply chain initiatives given this is the most significant portion 
of our product impact. 

Row 3 

(7.55.3.1)  Method  

Select from: 
☑ Internal price on carbon 

(7.55.3.2) Comment  

Interface's internal carbon pricing differs depending on the product type, such as carpet tile, resilient flooring, and rubber flooring. The internal fee is charged on a quarterly basis based on product type (dollars per 
square meter) and sales volumes (in square meters). Each year the fee is revisited based on the life cycle assessments of the products involved. Lowering the carbon impact of products is therefore incentivized in 
avoided costs. It also changes year-over-year based on updated life cycle assessment and sales data. 
[Add row] 
 

(7.73) Are you providing product level data for your organization’s goods or services? 

Select from: 
☑ No, I am not providing data 
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(7.74) Do you classify any of your existing goods and/or services as low-carbon products? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.74.1) Provide details of your products and/or services that you classify as low-carbon products. 

Row 1 

(7.74.1.1) Level of aggregation 

Select from: 
☑ Product or service 

(7.74.1.2) Taxonomy used to classify product(s) or service(s) as low-carbon 

Select from: 
☑ Other, please specify :Product life cycle assessment 

(7.74.1.3) Type of product(s) or service(s) 

Buildings construction and renovation 

☑ Other, please specify :Carpet Tile 
 

(7.74.1.4) Description of product(s) or service(s) 

Interface's CQuest Bio carpet tile backing is a non-vinyl bio-composite backing made with bio-resins, bio-fillers, and bio-oils manufactured in Troup County, Georgia, USA, and in Scherpenzeel, NL. 

(7.74.1.5) Have you estimated the avoided emissions of this low-carbon product(s) or service(s) 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.74.1.6) Methodology used to calculate avoided emissions 

Select from: 
☑ Other, please specify :Product life cycle assessment 

(7.74.1.7) Life cycle stage(s) covered for the low-carbon product(s) or services(s) 

Select from: 
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☑ Cradle-to-gate 

(7.74.1.8) Functional unit used 

Functional unit of 1 square meter of floor covering 

(7.74.1.9) Reference product/service or baseline scenario used 

We used the average values for comparable products from publicly available EPD values. The industry average for 1 square meter of carpet tile in Americas is 10.2 kg CO2e/m2 and in EMEA is 7.7 kg CO2e/m2. 

(7.74.1.10) Life cycle stage(s) covered for the reference product/service or baseline scenario 

Select from: 
☑ Cradle-to-gate 

(7.74.1.11) Estimated avoided emissions (metric tons CO2e per functional unit) compared to reference product/service or baseline scenario 

0.0058 

(7.74.1.12) Explain your calculation of avoided emissions, including any assumptions 

We used the sales weighted average of our products by region along with the sales weighted average carbon impact of our CQuest Bio backed products to calculate the avoided emissions in metric tons of CO2e per 
m2. The sales weighted average impact of our CQuest backed products for 2024 in Americas was 1.85 kg CO2/m2, resulting in a carbon savings of 8.35 kg CO2 per square meter. The sales weighted average impact 
of our CQuest backed products for 2024 in EMEA was 2.7 kg CO2/m2, resulting in a carbon savings of 5.0 kg CO2 per square meter. Of our total CQuest Bio backed product sales, 24% happened in the Americas and 
76% in EMEA resulting in an average sales weighted average carbon savings of 5.8 kg CO2 per square meter, which is then converted to 0.0058 MT CO2e/m2. 

(7.74.1.13) Revenue generated from low-carbon product(s) or service(s) as %  of total revenue in the reporting year 

23 

Row 2 

(7.74.1.1) Level of aggregation 

Select from: 
☑ Group of products or services 

(7.74.1.2) Taxonomy used to classify product(s) or service(s) as low-carbon 

Select from: 
☑ Other, please specify :Product life cycle assessment 

(7.74.1.3) Type of product(s) or service(s) 
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Buildings construction and renovation 

☑ Other, please specify :All flooring sales 
 

(7.74.1.4) Description of product(s) or service(s) 

All of the flooring products that we sold in 2024, including carpet tile, LVT, and nora rubber are carbon neutral across their full product life cycle. 

(7.74.1.5) Have you estimated the avoided emissions of this low-carbon product(s) or service(s) 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.74.1.6) Methodology used to calculate avoided emissions 

Select from: 
☑ Other, please specify :Product life cycle assessment 

(7.74.1.7) Life cycle stage(s) covered for the low-carbon product(s) or services(s) 

Select from: 
☑ Cradle-to-grave 

(7.74.1.8) Functional unit used 

Functional unit of 1 square meter of floor covering 

(7.74.1.9) Reference product/service or baseline scenario used 

The global sales weighted average of all of the flooring products Interface sells is 9.4 kg CO2e/m2. 

(7.74.1.10) Life cycle stage(s) covered for the reference product/service or baseline scenario 

Select from: 
☑ Cradle-to-grave 

(7.74.1.11) Estimated avoided emissions (metric tons CO2e per functional unit) compared to reference product/service or baseline scenario 

0.0094 

(7.74.1.12) Explain your calculation of avoided emissions, including any assumptions 

All carbon emissions associated with our flooring products were offset through 2024, making the emissions of our products 0 kg/sqm. 



207 

(7.74.1.13) Revenue generated from low-carbon product(s) or service(s) as %  of total revenue in the reporting year 

100 
[Add row] 
 

(7.79) Has your organization retired any project-based carbon credits within the reporting year? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.79.1) Provide details of the project-based carbon credits retired by your organization in the reporting year. 

Row 1 

(7.79.1.1) Project type 

Select from: 
☑ Wind 

(7.79.1.2) Type of mitigation activity 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(7.79.1.3) Project description 

The CECIC HKC Gansu Changma Wind Power project is a renewable energy initiative in Gansu Province, China that aims to provide clean electricity to the Northwest China Power Grid. 

(7.79.1.4) Credits retired by your organization from this project in the reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

21550 

(7.79.1.5) Purpose of retirement 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary offsetting 

(7.79.1.6)  Are you able to report the vintage of the credits at retirement? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 
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(7.79.1.7) Vintage of credits at retirement 

2020 

(7.79.1.8) Were these credits issued to or purchased by your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Purchased 

(7.79.1.9) Carbon-crediting program by which the credits were issued 

Select from: 
☑ VCS/Verra (Verified Carbon Standard) 

(7.79.1.10) Method the program uses to assess additionality for this project 

Select all that apply 

☑ Standardized Approaches 

(7.79.1.11) Approaches by which the selected program requires this project to address reversal risk 

Select all that apply 

☑ Monitoring and compensation 

☑ Temporary crediting 

(7.79.1.12) Potential sources of leakage the selected program requires this project to have assessed 

Select all that apply 

☑ Activity-shifting 

☑ Market leakage 

☑ Ecological leakage 

(7.79.1.13) Provide details of other issues the selected program requires projects to address 

Cannot overlap with other project boundaries 

(7.79.1.14) Please explain 

The offset requirement that a project cannot overlap other project boundaries ensures that the environmental benefits of a carbon offset project are not double-counted. 

Row 2 
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(7.79.1.1) Project type 

Select from: 
☑ Other, please specify :Reduced Emissions from Degradation and Deforestation 

(7.79.1.2) Type of mitigation activity 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(7.79.1.3) Project description 

The Mai Ndombe REDD Project protects 300,000 hectares of critical bonobo and forest elephant habitat within the world's second-largest intact rainforest and some of the most important wetlands on the planet, the 
Congo Basin. 

(7.79.1.4) Credits retired by your organization from this project in the reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

72472 

(7.79.1.5) Purpose of retirement 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary offsetting 

(7.79.1.6)  Are you able to report the vintage of the credits at retirement? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.79.1.7) Vintage of credits at retirement 

2020 

(7.79.1.8) Were these credits issued to or purchased by your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Purchased 

(7.79.1.9) Carbon-crediting program by which the credits were issued 

Select from: 
☑ REDD+ 
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(7.79.1.10) Method the program uses to assess additionality for this project 

Select all that apply 

☑ Standardized Approaches 

(7.79.1.11) Approaches by which the selected program requires this project to address reversal risk 

Select all that apply 

☑ Monitoring and compensation 

☑ Temporary crediting 

(7.79.1.12) Potential sources of leakage the selected program requires this project to have assessed 

Select all that apply 

☑ Activity-shifting 

☑ Market leakage 

☑ Ecological leakage 

(7.79.1.13) Provide details of other issues the selected program requires projects to address 

Cannot overlap with other project boundaries 

(7.79.1.14) Please explain 

The offset requirement that a project cannot overlap other project boundaries ensures that the environmental benefits of a carbon offset project are not double-counted. 

Row 3 

(7.79.1.1) Project type 

Select from: 
☑ Other, please specify :Reduced Emissions from Degradation and Deforestation 

(7.79.1.2) Type of mitigation activity 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(7.79.1.3) Project description 

The Reduced Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation (REDD) project in Cambodia's Keo Seima Wildlife Sanctuary aims to reduce carbon dioxide emissions from forest clearing and exploitation. 
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(7.79.1.4) Credits retired by your organization from this project in the reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

87000 

(7.79.1.5) Purpose of retirement 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary offsetting 

(7.79.1.6)  Are you able to report the vintage of the credits at retirement? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.79.1.7) Vintage of credits at retirement 

2020 

(7.79.1.8) Were these credits issued to or purchased by your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Purchased 

(7.79.1.9) Carbon-crediting program by which the credits were issued 

Select from: 
☑ REDD+ 

(7.79.1.10) Method the program uses to assess additionality for this project 

Select all that apply 

☑ Standardized Approaches 

(7.79.1.11) Approaches by which the selected program requires this project to address reversal risk 

Select all that apply 

☑ Monitoring and compensation 

☑ Temporary crediting 

(7.79.1.12) Potential sources of leakage the selected program requires this project to have assessed 

Select all that apply 
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☑ Activity-shifting 

☑ Market leakage 

☑ Ecological leakage 

(7.79.1.13) Provide details of other issues the selected program requires projects to address 

Cannot overlap with other project boundaries 

(7.79.1.14) Please explain 

The offset requirement that a project cannot overlap other project boundaries ensures that the environmental benefits of a carbon offset project are not double-counted. 

Row 4 

(7.79.1.1) Project type 

Select from: 
☑ Other, please specify :Reduced Emissions from Degradation and Deforestation 

(7.79.1.2) Type of mitigation activity 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(7.79.1.3) Project description 

A vital wildlife corridor between Tsavo East and West National Parks, the Kasigau Corridor REDD Project protects over 200,000 hectares of dryland forest, with over 11,000 wild elephants living in the ecosystem – 
2,000 of which can be found in the Kasigau Corridor. 

(7.79.1.4) Credits retired by your organization from this project in the reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

54001 

(7.79.1.5) Purpose of retirement 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary offsetting 

(7.79.1.6)  Are you able to report the vintage of the credits at retirement? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 
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(7.79.1.7) Vintage of credits at retirement 

2021 

(7.79.1.8) Were these credits issued to or purchased by your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Purchased 

(7.79.1.9) Carbon-crediting program by which the credits were issued 

Select from: 
☑ REDD+ 

(7.79.1.10) Method the program uses to assess additionality for this project 

Select all that apply 

☑ Standardized Approaches 

(7.79.1.11) Approaches by which the selected program requires this project to address reversal risk 

Select all that apply 

☑ Monitoring and compensation 

☑ Temporary crediting 

(7.79.1.12) Potential sources of leakage the selected program requires this project to have assessed 

Select all that apply 

☑ Activity-shifting 

☑ Market leakage 

☑ Ecological leakage 

(7.79.1.13) Provide details of other issues the selected program requires projects to address 

Cannot overlap with other project boundaries 

(7.79.1.14) Please explain 

The offset requirement that a project cannot overlap other project boundaries ensures that the environmental benefits of a carbon offset project are not double-counted. 

Row 5 
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(7.79.1.1) Project type 

Select from: 
☑ Wind 

(7.79.1.2) Type of mitigation activity 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(7.79.1.3) Project description 

Mordogan Wind Farm Project, Turkey is a large-scale wind farm project located in Karaburun District, Izmir Province of Turkey. 

(7.79.1.4) Credits retired by your organization from this project in the reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

25000 

(7.79.1.5) Purpose of retirement 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary offsetting 

(7.79.1.6)  Are you able to report the vintage of the credits at retirement? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.79.1.7) Vintage of credits at retirement 

2018 

(7.79.1.8) Were these credits issued to or purchased by your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Purchased 

(7.79.1.9) Carbon-crediting program by which the credits were issued 

Select from: 
☑ Gold Standard  

(7.79.1.10) Method the program uses to assess additionality for this project 
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Select all that apply 

☑ Standardized Approaches 

(7.79.1.11) Approaches by which the selected program requires this project to address reversal risk 

Select all that apply 

☑ Monitoring and compensation 

☑ Temporary crediting 

(7.79.1.12) Potential sources of leakage the selected program requires this project to have assessed 

Select all that apply 

☑ Activity-shifting 

☑ Market leakage 

☑ Ecological leakage 

(7.79.1.13) Provide details of other issues the selected program requires projects to address 

Cannot overlap with other project boundaries 

(7.79.1.14) Please explain 

The offset requirement that a project cannot overlap other project boundaries ensures that the environmental benefits of a carbon offset project are not double-counted. 

Row 6 

(7.79.1.1) Project type 

Select from: 
☑ Methane avoidance 

(7.79.1.2) Type of mitigation activity 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(7.79.1.3) Project description 

The project reduces gas leakages from components in the natural gas distribution system in Greater Dhaka and its adjacent areas in the People’s Republic of Bangladesh, a Least Developed Country. 

(7.79.1.4) Credits retired by your organization from this project in the reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 
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34797 

(7.79.1.5) Purpose of retirement 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary offsetting 

(7.79.1.6)  Are you able to report the vintage of the credits at retirement? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.79.1.7) Vintage of credits at retirement 

2019 

(7.79.1.8) Were these credits issued to or purchased by your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Purchased 

(7.79.1.9) Carbon-crediting program by which the credits were issued 

Select from: 
☑ VCS/Verra (Verified Carbon Standard) 

(7.79.1.10) Method the program uses to assess additionality for this project 

Select all that apply 

☑ Standardized Approaches 

(7.79.1.11) Approaches by which the selected program requires this project to address reversal risk 

Select all that apply 

☑ Monitoring and compensation 

☑ Temporary crediting 

(7.79.1.12) Potential sources of leakage the selected program requires this project to have assessed 

Select all that apply 

☑ Activity-shifting 

☑ Market leakage 
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☑ Ecological leakage 

(7.79.1.13) Provide details of other issues the selected program requires projects to address 

Cannot overlap with other project boundaries 

(7.79.1.14) Please explain 

The offset requirement that a project cannot overlap other project boundaries ensures that the environmental benefits of a carbon offset project are not double-counted. 

Row 7 

(7.79.1.1) Project type 

Select from: 
☑ Methane avoidance 

(7.79.1.2) Type of mitigation activity 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(7.79.1.3) Project description 

The Sichuan Furong Coal Mine Methane Utilization Project in Yibin, China, aims to capture and utilize methane from four coal mines for power generation, reducing emissions and displacing electricity from the local 
power grid. 

(7.79.1.4) Credits retired by your organization from this project in the reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

20000 

(7.79.1.5) Purpose of retirement 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary offsetting 

(7.79.1.6)  Are you able to report the vintage of the credits at retirement? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.79.1.7) Vintage of credits at retirement 
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2019 

(7.79.1.8) Were these credits issued to or purchased by your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Purchased 

(7.79.1.9) Carbon-crediting program by which the credits were issued 

Select from: 
☑ VCS/Verra (Verified Carbon Standard) 

(7.79.1.10) Method the program uses to assess additionality for this project 

Select all that apply 

☑ Standardized Approaches 

(7.79.1.11) Approaches by which the selected program requires this project to address reversal risk 

Select all that apply 

☑ Monitoring and compensation 

☑ Temporary crediting 

(7.79.1.12) Potential sources of leakage the selected program requires this project to have assessed 

Select all that apply 

☑ Activity-shifting 

☑ Market leakage 

☑ Ecological leakage 

(7.79.1.13) Provide details of other issues the selected program requires projects to address 

Cannot overlap with other project boundaries 

(7.79.1.14) Please explain 

The offset requirement that a project cannot overlap other project boundaries ensures that the environmental benefits of a carbon offset project are not double-counted. 

Row 8 

(7.79.1.1) Project type 
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Select from: 
☑ Energy distribution 

(7.79.1.2) Type of mitigation activity 

Select from: 
☑ Emissions reduction 

(7.79.1.3) Project description 

A grid-connected electricity generation plant on Jurong Island, Singapore, fueled by natural gas. Plants are designed to be flexible and efficient, with some incorporating features like hydrogen-readiness and battery 
energy storage systems to enhance grid stability and support Singapore's decarbonization goals. 

(7.79.1.4) Credits retired by your organization from this project in the reporting year (metric tons CO2e) 

22322 

(7.79.1.5) Purpose of retirement 

Select from: 
☑ Voluntary offsetting 

(7.79.1.6)  Are you able to report the vintage of the credits at retirement? 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(7.79.1.7) Vintage of credits at retirement 

2021 

(7.79.1.8) Were these credits issued to or purchased by your organization? 

Select from: 
☑ Purchased 

(7.79.1.9) Carbon-crediting program by which the credits were issued 

Select from: 
☑ VCS/Verra (Verified Carbon Standard) 

(7.79.1.10) Method the program uses to assess additionality for this project 
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Select all that apply 

☑ Standardized Approaches 

(7.79.1.11) Approaches by which the selected program requires this project to address reversal risk 

Select all that apply 

☑ Monitoring and compensation 

☑ Temporary crediting 

(7.79.1.12) Potential sources of leakage the selected program requires this project to have assessed 

Select all that apply 

☑ Activity-shifting 

☑ Market leakage 

☑ Ecological leakage 

(7.79.1.13) Provide details of other issues the selected program requires projects to address 

Cannot overlap with other project boundaries 

(7.79.1.14) Please explain 

The offset requirement that a project cannot overlap other project boundaries ensures that the environmental benefits of a carbon offset project are not double-counted. 
[Add row] 
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C10. Environmental performance - Plastics 
(10.1) Do you have plastics-related targets, and if so what type? 

  

(10.1.1) Targets in place 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(10.1.2) Target type and metric 

Plastic goods/products 

☑ Reduce the total weight of virgin content in plastic goods/products 

☑ Increase the proportion of post-consumer recycled content in plastic goods/products 

☑ Other plastic goods/products target, please specify :Increase content of bio-based and CO2 derived content in plastic goods/products 
 

(10.1.3) Please explain 

Interface has been, for years, on a campaign to "cut the link to the oil well" by replacing virgin petrochemical derived plastics with recycled, bio and, in the near future, CO2-derived plastics. We have come a long way 
and are determined to achieve our zero-virgin petrochemical derived plastics in our future. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(10.2) Indicate whether your organization engages in the following activities. 

Production/commercialization of plastic polymers (including plastic converters) 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(10.2.2) Comment 

n/a 

Production/commercialization of durable plastic goods and/or components (including mixed materials) 



222 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(10.2.2) Comment 

n/a 

Usage of durable plastics goods and/or components (including mixed materials) 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(10.2.2) Comment 

Interface's products incorporate some durable plastics/polymers. 

Production/commercialization of plastic packaging 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(10.2.2) Comment 

n/a 

Production/commercialization of goods/products packaged in plastics 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(10.2.2) Comment 

Our use of plastics in plastic packaging is minimal as we mostly use cardboard for packaging. 
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Provision/commercialization of services that use plastic packaging (e.g., food services) 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(10.2.2) Comment 

n/a 

Provision of waste management and/or water management services 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(10.2.2) Comment 

n/a 

Provision of financial products and/or services for plastics-related activities 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(10.2.2) Comment 

n/a 

Other activities not specified 

(10.2.1) Activity applies 

Select from: 
☑ No 

(10.2.2) Comment 
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n/a 
[Fixed row] 
 

(10.4) Provide the total weight of plastic durable goods and durable components produced, sold and/or used, and indicate the raw material content. 

Durable goods and durable components used 

(10.4.1) Total weight during the reporting year (Metric tons) 

107000 

(10.4.2) Raw material content percentages available to report 

Select all that apply 

☑ % virgin fossil-based content  
☑ % virgin renewable content 
☑ % pre-consumer recycled content 

(10.4.3) % virgin fossil-based content 

63 

(10.4.4) % virgin renewable content 

7 

(10.4.5) % pre-consumer recycled content 

30 

(10.4.7) Please explain 

We use a mix of pre-consumer and post-consumer recycled content, but this mix is not consistently tracked throughout the business, therefore we have conservatively reported all recycled content as pre-consumer. 
Total weight of plastics and percentages of content are approximate. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(10.5) Provide the total weight of plastic packaging sold and/or used and indicate the raw material content. 

Plastic packaging used 

(10.5.1) Total weight during the reporting year (Metric tons) 
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93.37 

(10.5.2) Raw material content percentages available to report 

Select all that apply 

☑ % virgin fossil-based content  
☑ % pre-consumer recycled content 

(10.5.3) % virgin fossil-based content 

97 

(10.5.5) % pre-consumer recycled content 

3 

(10.5.7) Please explain 

Interface uses a small amount of stretch wrap and recycled plastic packaging for packaging our products. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(10.5.1) Indicate the circularity potential of the plastic packaging you sold and/or used. 

 

Percentages available to report for circularity 
potential % of plastic packaging that is technically recyclable Please explain 

Plastic packaging used Select all that apply 

☑ % technically recyclable 

100 All plastic packaging used in packaging our products is technically 
recyclable. 

[Fixed row] 
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C11. Environmental performance - Biodiversity 
(11.2) What actions has your organization taken in the reporting year to progress your biodiversity-related commitments? 

  

(11.2.1) Actions taken in the reporting period to progress your biodiversity-related commitments 

Select from: 
☑ Yes, we are taking actions to progress our biodiversity-related commitments  

(11.2.2) Type of action taken to progress biodiversity- related commitments 

Select all that apply 

☑ Land/water management  
☑ Education & awareness 

☑ Other, please specify  :Actively involved with the Nature Positive Initiative pilot project on integrating and finalizing their State of Nature metrics in the GRI 101: biodiversity guidelines. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(11.3) Does your organization use biodiversity indicators to monitor performance across its activities? 

 

Does your organization use indicators to monitor biodiversity performance?  Indicators used to monitor biodiversity performance  

  Select from: 
☑ Yes, we use indicators  

Select all that apply 

☑ State and benefit indicators  
☑ Pressure indicators  

[Fixed row] 

(11.4) Does your organization have activities located in or near to areas important for biodiversity in the reporting year? 

Legally protected areas 

(11.4.1) Indicate whether any of your organization's activities are located in or near to this type of area important for biodiversity  



227 

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(11.4.2) Comment 

Assessed manufacturing sites and all top 90% upstream suppliers with biodiversity risk assessment tool 

UNESCO World Heritage sites 

(11.4.1) Indicate whether any of your organization's activities are located in or near to this type of area important for biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Yes (partial assessment) 

(11.4.2) Comment 

Assessed manufacturing sites and all top 90% upstream suppliers with biodiversity risk assessment tool 

UNESCO Man and the Biosphere Reserves 

(11.4.1) Indicate whether any of your organization's activities are located in or near to this type of area important for biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Yes (partial assessment) 

(11.4.2) Comment 

Assessed manufacturing sites and all top 90% upstream suppliers with biodiversity risk assessment tool 

Ramsar sites 

(11.4.1) Indicate whether any of your organization's activities are located in or near to this type of area important for biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(11.4.2) Comment 

Assessed manufacturing sites and all top 90% upstream suppliers with biodiversity risk assessment tool 

Key Biodiversity Areas 
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(11.4.1) Indicate whether any of your organization's activities are located in or near to this type of area important for biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(11.4.2) Comment 

Assessed manufacturing sites and all top 90% upstream suppliers with biodiversity risk assessment tool 

Other areas important for biodiversity  

(11.4.1) Indicate whether any of your organization's activities are located in or near to this type of area important for biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Yes 

(11.4.2) Comment 

Assessed Critical Habitats & Biodiversity Hotspots for manufacturing sites. For all manufacturing sites and all top 90% upstream suppliers, with biodiversity risk assessment tool 
[Fixed row] 
 

(11.4.1) Provide details of your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to areas important for biodiversity.  

Row 1 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  
☑ Ramsar sites  
☑ Key Biodiversity Areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
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(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Lough Neagh and Lough Beg 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Cut and Sew Facility - Manufacturer Region: EMEA Product: Carpet tile 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 2 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  
☑ Other areas important for biodiversity  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ United States of America 

(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Blue John Creek 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  
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Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Light Manufacturing - Owner/Occupier Region: AMS Product: Carpet tile 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 3 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ Netherlands 

(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

NNN-UT & NNN-GE 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Light Manufacturing - Owner/Occupier Region: AMS Product: Carpet tile 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  
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Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 4 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Category IV-VI  

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ Germany 

(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Bergstraße-Nord 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Light Manufacturing - Owner/Occupier Region: EMEA Product: Rubber 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 5 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  



232 

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  
☑ Ramsar sites  
☑ Key Biodiversity Areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 

(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Oxford Island Lough Neagh 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Cut and Sew Facility - Manufacturer Region: EMEA Product: Carpet tile 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 6 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  
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Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ Germany 

(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Steinbruch Sulzbach 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Light Manufacturing - Owner/Occupier Region: EMEA Product: Rubber 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 7 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ Germany 
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(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Teiche am Landgraben 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Light Manufacturing - Owner/Occupier Region: EMEA Product: Rubber 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 8 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ Germany 

(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Wachenberg bei Weinheim 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
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☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Light Manufacturing - Owner/Occupier Region: EMEA Product: Rubber 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 9 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ Germany 

(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Weschnitz, Bergstraße und Odenwald bei Weinheim 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Light Manufacturing - Owner/Occupier Region: EMEA Product: Rubber 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  
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Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 

Row 10 

(11.4.1.2) Types of area important for biodiversity  

Select all that apply 

☑ Legally protected areas  

(11.4.1.3) Protected area category (IUCN classification)  

Select from: 
☑ Not applicable 

(11.4.1.4) Country/area  

Select from: 
☑ Germany 

(11.4.1.5) Name of the area important for biodiversity  

Wüstnächstenbach und Haferbuckel 

(11.4.1.6) Proximity  

Select from: 
☑ Up to 5 km  

(11.4.1.8) Briefly describe your organization’s activities in the reporting year located in or near to the selected area  

Light Manufacturing - Owner/Occupier Region: EMEA Product: Rubber 

(11.4.1.9) Indicate whether any of your organization’s activities located in or near to the selected area could negatively affect biodiversity  

Select from: 
☑ Not assessed 
[Add row] 
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C13. Further information & sign off 
(13.1) Indicate if any environmental information included in your CDP response (not already reported in 7.9.1/2/3, 8.9.1/2/3/4, and 9.3.2) is verified and/or assured by a 
third party? 

 

Other environmental information included in your CDP response is verified and/or assured by a third party 

 Select from: 
☑ Yes 

[Fixed row] 

(13.1.1) Which data points within your CDP response are verified and/or assured by a third party, and which standards were used?  

Row 1 

(13.1.1.1) Environmental issue for which data has been verified and/or assured 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(13.1.1.2) Disclosure module and data verified and/or assured 

Environmental performance – Climate change 

☑ Fuel consumption ☑ Emissions breakdown by business division 

☑ Methane emissions ☑ Electricity/Steam/Heat/Cooling consumption 

☑ Base year emissions ☑ Renewable Electricity/Steam/Heat/Cooling generation 

☑ Emissions breakdown by country/area ☑ Renewable Electricity/Steam/Heat/Cooling consumption 

☑ Energy attribute certificates (EACs)  
 

(13.1.1.3) Verification/assurance standard 

 Climate change-related standards 

☑ ISO 14064-3 
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(13.1.1.4) Further details of the third-party verification/assurance process 

As a part of the third-party verification of our Greenhouse Gas Emissions, the pertinent environmental data is reviewed including: Consolidation approach, Electricity/Steam/Heat/Cooling consumption, Fuel 
consumption, Renewable Electricity/Steam/Heat/Cooling generation, Renewable Electricity/Steam/Heat/Cooling consumption, Energy attribute certificates (EACs), Methane emissions, Emissions breakdown by 
business division, and Emissions breakdown by country/area. 

(13.1.1.5) Attach verification/assurance evidence/report (optional) 

Interface GHG Verification Statement CY2024 3.20.2025.pdf 

Row 2 

(13.1.1.1) Environmental issue for which data has been verified and/or assured 

Select all that apply 

☑ Climate change 

(13.1.1.2) Disclosure module and data verified and/or assured 

Environmental performance – Climate change 

☑ Product footprint 
 

(13.1.1.3) Verification/assurance standard 

 General standards 

☑ Other general verification standard, please specify  :ISO 21930, ISO 14044, ISO 14040, ISO 14025, EN 15804+A2 
 

(13.1.1.4) Further details of the third-party verification/assurance process 

We prepare environmental product declarations (EPDs) for our products because EPDs transparently report the lifecycle assessment of our product in a single, comprehensive report, which is verified against the 
international ISO 14025 standard. The EPD provides information to buyers about a product’s impact on the environment, such as global warming potential, smog creation, ozone depletion and water pollution. An EPD 
is a summary of the lifecycle assessment (LCA) for a product from material extraction to production, shipping, consumption and disposal. The LCA is developed according to Product Category Rules (PCRs) — product-
specific calculation requirements and methodologies that helps ensure consistent data collection and analysis during LCA creation. Because of this, EPDs enable the comparison of environmental impacts of like 
products, providing increased transparency. 

(13.1.1.5) Attach verification/assurance evidence/report (optional) 

EXAMPLE_epd-norament-926.pdf 
[Add row] 
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(13.2) Use this field to provide any additional information or context that you feel is relevant to your organization's response. Please note that this field is optional and is 
not scored. 

(13.2.1) Additional information 

This disclosure contains forward-looking statements, including, without limitation, statements about Interface's plans, strategies, and prospects. These are based on the Company's current assumptions, expectations, 
and projections about future events. Although Interface believes that the expectations reflected in these forward-looking statements are reasonable, the Company can give no assurance that these expectations will 
prove to be correct or that savings or other benefits anticipated in the forward-looking statements will be achieved. Important factors, some of which may be beyond the Company's control, that could cause actual 
results to differ materially from management's expectations are the risks and uncertainties associated with economic conditions in the commercial interiors industry as well as the risks and uncertainties discussed under 
the heading “Risk Factors” included in Item 1A of the Company's Annual Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended December 29, 2024, as supplemented in the Company’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the 
fiscal quarter ended March 30, 2025, each filed with the SEC, which discussions are hereby incorporated by reference. Forward-looking statements speak only as of the date made. The Company assumes no 
responsibility to update or revise forward-looking statements and cautions readers not to place undue reliance on any such statements. Unless another date is indicated, this disclosure report is dated as of September 
15, 2025, and the information contained herein should not be considered accurate as of any other future date. Interface expressly disclaims any obligation to update the information contained herein. References and 
links to websites contained herein are for reference purposes only, and the content of such websites is not a part of this disclosure or incorporated by reference herein. 
[Fixed row] 
 

(13.3) Provide the following information for the person that has signed off (approved) your CDP response. 

  

(13.3.1) Job title 

General Counsel 

(13.3.2) Corresponding job category 

Select from: 
☑ General Counsel 
[Fixed row] 
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