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Significance

This article presents a carbon-
negative solution to the world’s 
CO2 emissions by stably 
sequestering carbon that has 
been photosynthetically fixed by 
cultivated plants. The technology 
buries salted biomass in a dry 
environment within an 
engineered biolandfill. The key to 
stable sequestration is the 
recognition that a dry 
environment assisted by salt 
preserves biomass. Preservation 
by salt has actually been known 
since Biblical times. Salt 
effectively reduces the relative 
humidity of the sequestered 
biomass, preventing 
decomposition for thousands of 
years. Current agricultural and 
biolandfill costs indicate US$60/
tonne of sequestered CO2, 
corresponding to ~US$0.53 per 
gallon of gasoline. A significant 
fraction of world emissions can 
be sequestered.
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We describe a scalable, economical solution to the carbon dioxide problem. CO2 is 
captured from the atmosphere by plants, and the harvested vegetation is then buried 
in an engineered dry biolandfill. Plant biomass can be preserved for hundreds to thou-
sands of years by burial in a dry environment with sufficiently low thermodynamic 
“Water Activity,” which is the relative humidity in equilibrium with the biomass. 
Maintaining a dry environment within the engineered dry biolandfill is assisted by 
salt that preserves biomass, which has been known since Biblical times. A “Water 
Activity” <60%, assisted by salt, will not support life, suppressing anaerobic organ-
isms, thus preserving the biomass for thousands of years. Current agricultural costs, 
and biolandfill costs, indicate US$60/tonne of sequestered CO2 which corresponds 
to ~US$0.53 per gallon of gasoline. The technology is scalable owing to the large 
area of land available for nonfood biomass sources. If biomass production is scaled 
to the level of a major crop, existing CO2 can be extracted from the atmosphere, and 
will simultaneously sequester a significant fraction of world CO2 emissions.

carbon capture | sequestration | agriculture | anaerobic | biolandfill

For the past ~10,000 y, humanity has come to rely upon agriculture (1) for survival. Over 
the centuries, cultivation came down in cost, now requiring only a few percent of human-
ity, as farmers, to feed everyone. Agriculture is a form of solar energy. In 1980, Albert 
Rose, a television pioneer (2) and early solar energy advocate, pointed out that the com-
mercial energy price, from combustion of cultivated plants, in dollars per 100MJ is com-
petitive to the crude oil price in the same units (3). The competitiveness of agriculture is 
further validated by the commercialization of biofuels derived from farming (4).

In 1977, a famous physicist, Freeman Dyson, conjectured (5) that managed forestry 
could capture a significant portion of the CO2 produced by the combustion of fossil fuels. 
In that early paper, Dyson did not invoke the most efficient crops. Moreover, the storage 
solution he proposed, a wet anaerobic peat bog, would unfortunately degrade to CO2 
and CH4. Nonetheless, Dyson was among the first to recognize that carbon neutrality 
was insufficient; that we also need carbon negativity (6, 7). More recent proposals, that 
recognize the potential of agriculture (8), and forest lands to mitigate or offset global 
warming, involve harvesting woody biomass and burying it in trenches under a layer of 
soil (9), burying biomass in conventional landfills, or burying algae (10). All these 
approaches sequester biomass in anaerobic but wet environments. The biomass degrades 
to CO2 and CH4 by microorganisms that live in these anoxic and anerobic environments 
(11). An inventory of greenhouse gas emissions shows that wet anaerobic storage would 
at best be greenhouse gas neutral (12), rather than negative. Amelse and Behrens (13) 
proposed low-cost biomass sequestration in conventional landfills in which some biomass 
degradation would occur, but had the insight that dry sequestration would slow anaerobic 
decomposition.

The most stable biomass component is lignin in wood, the remaining components 
being cellulosic carbohydrates which decompose more readily. Moist ancient wood, in 
anaerobic environments, loses much of its carbon, but sometimes retains much of its 
physical appearance. This preservation of physical appearance is due to the degradation 
resistance of the lignin component (20 to 40%), in wood. These conditions lead to at 
most a fractional sequestration credit, relative to dry Agro-Sequestration. This is discussed 
in SI Appendix, section 1.4.

It is now fully recognized that there is a pressing need for extraction of carbon from 
the atmosphere and for assured long-term sequestration for hundreds to thousands of 
years (14). Owing to the time urgency of climate change, we need low-cost carbon-negative 
solutions which can scale rapidly. Responding to this urgent need, nature-based solutions 
(15) such as forestation, management of existing forests, marine carbon, and carbon in 
soil and roots are being proposed to capture atmospheric CO2. Nonetheless, there are 
significant questions concerning the duration of their long-term sequestration (16). Direct 
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air capture and CO2 gas sequestration are in the early stage of 
development and deployment, with initial demonstrations having 
a ~US$600/tonne cost for sequestered CO2 (17). Many world-
wide efforts are ongoing to lower this cost, one of which is the 
X-Prize Foundation’s carbon removal prize competition which 
has already awarded 15 intermediate Milestone Prizes (18). Other 
comparisons of Agro-Sequestration favorable to a variety of 
carbon-negative technologies (including Bio-Energy Carbon 
Capture and Sequestration – BECCS) are presented in SI Appendix, 
section 1.5. Undoubtedly, many of the ideas being explored 
worldwide can work, and cost per tonne of sequestered CO2 will 
become one of the key metrics. In this article, we present a tech-
nology with a projected cost of sequestered CO2 ~US$60/tonne, 
which we believe to be at the lower end of the range of costs for 
technologies being explored. Numerically (19), this translates to 
a premium of US$0.53/gallon of gasoline. At this price, offsetting 
the world’s CO2 emissions would set back the world’s economy 
by 2.4% (20).

The remainder of this article presents a technical option to 
extract CO2 from the atmosphere, and to safely sequester it in 
biolandfills. About half the cost of this technology is based on 
the known agricultural economics of biomass farming as already 
worked out for the biofuel industry. The cultivation costs are 
further validated by real-life financial transactions every day at 
the Chicago Board of Trade (21). Of equal importance is the 
biomass sequestration step which will take place in dry engi-
neered biolandfills located within the agricultural regions, min-
imizing shipping costs. A rough drawing of such a biolandfill is 
shown in Fig. 1.

Low humidity, parametrized by the thermodynamic quantity 
called Water Activity, is very important. If kept dry, anaerobic 
decomposition within the biolandfill is suppressed, and biomass 
can be preserved for hundreds to thousands of years. Biolandfills 
are designed using best principles for landfill construction to limit 
ingress of groundwater. One key innovation limiting Water Activity 
is salting the sequestered biomass. Salt limits the thermodynamic 
Water Activity (the biomass relative humidity), helping to keep 
the sealed biolandfill dry. In practice, there will be a trade-off 
between the salt cost and the cost of aggressive crop drying. 
Properly designed and operated biolandfills provide a way of ver-
ifiably and stably sequestering biomass captured from the atmos-
phere by cultivated plants.

Landfills are a widely practiced technology, whose costs are well 
known. Additional costs specific to biolandfill design are readily 
estimated. The biolandfill cost is roughly the same as the agricultural 
cost, each about US$30/tonne of CO2, leading to a total cost of 
US$60/tonne, using known methods without technological risk.

Dryness and Salting to Eliminate Biomass 
Degradation

To eliminate biomass decomposition into CO2 and CH4, we fol-
low principles used for long-term food preservation (22), namely 
sequestering biomass in dry conditions that prevent destructive 
microorganisms from growing. Water Activity (the relative humid-
ity in equilibrium with the biomass) provides a measurement of 
the dryness level that prevents microorganisms from growing in 
sequestered biomass. In aerobic environments, a Water Activity 
above 0.95 will provide sufficient moisture to support the growth 
of bacteria, yeasts, and mold (23). Decreasing the Water Activity 
inhibits the growth of such organisms. For food stored in aerobic 
environments, if the Water Activity is controlled to be 0.85 or less 
in the finished product, the growth of organisms is sufficiently 
reduced so that it is not subject to the US Food and Drug regu-
lations 21 CFR Parts 108, 113, and 114 (23). As the Water Activity 
further decreases, fewer and fewer life forms can grow (24) and 
their metabolic rate slows. Decreasing Water Activity below ~0.61 
has been shown to extinguish life (25).

The reason that life forms suffer as Water Activity decreases is 
that living cells must transfer water-solubilized nutrients inward 
through the cell wall and water-solubilized waste materials out 
through the cell wall (26). Water content strongly bound to spe-
cific sites does not act as a solvent, while free mobile water can 
solubilize nutrients and waste. As Water Activity decreases, water 
only populates strongly bound sites such as hydroxyl groups of 
polysaccharides, the carbonyl and amino groups of proteins, as 
well as other sites where water can be held by hydrogen bonding, 
by ion-dipole bonds, or by other strong interactions (27). This 
binding action is referred to as sorption behavior and can be quan-
tified by measuring water sorption isotherms, which is the equi-
librium weight fraction of water taken up by biomass as a function 
of relative humidity. A plot of the equilibrium weight ratio of 
water to dry biomass, versus Water Activity, is shown in SI Appendix, 
Fig. S1.2 A and B. This same basic behavior also occurs in anoxic 
and anaerobic environments. Although the microorganisms that 
live in anoxic and anaerobic environments can be different from 
those living in aerobic environments, they still require the trans-
port of water-solubilized nutrients and waste products across cell 
walls (28). As such, the water activity that will not support life 
will be similar for aerobic, anoxic, and anaerobic environments.

In a biolandfill, Water Activity will thermodynamically equili-
brate, producing identical activities for water absorbed in the 
biomass, water vapor in the gas space, and water absorbed by salt. 
The ability of CaCl2, MgCl2, and several other salts to sorb water 
and lower Water Activity to below <60% is described in SI Appendix, 

30 m

Biomass- Salt Composite

4mm polyethylene

Fig. 1. A simplified version of the bio-landfill technology. It is essential to keep the biomass dry. A key role is played by dual layers of high density polyethylene 
adding up to 4 mm thickness, as a water diffusion barrier. In 1 y, <1.75 μm equivalent water thickness diffuses through. This rate of water diffusion can be 
accommodated for thousands of years by the dry salt-biomass mixture which can absorb the water without increasing its own relative humidity (Water Activity) 
above 60%. Water Activity remaining below 60% suppresses all life, and all bio-degradation. A more complete version of this biolandfill is in SI Appendix, Fig. S2A–C.D
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section 1.3. Water sorption isotherms for common salts are shown 
in SI Appendix, Fig. S1.3 A and B. We use these to determine the 
amount of salt that must be buried with the biomass to assure a 
low Water Activity, even in the presence of excess water, an example 
being shown for CaCl2 in Fig. 2.

The lowest Water Activity that can be achieved with NaCl is 
0.75, whereas with the two low-cost salts used for street de-icing 
(MgCl2 and CaCl2), Water Activity can be reduced below 0.6. 
Alternately, the salt can compensate for excessively moist biomass. 
A high treatment fraction of 2 wt.% CaCl2 costing less than US$3/
tonne of biomass can easily obtain a Water Activity of less than 
0.6. Significantly less CaCl2 is needed with drier biomass (Fig. 2). 
Incorporating high fractions (such as 2 wt.%) of CaCl2 into bio-
landfills would stretch world supplies, while options with drier 
biomass and less CaCl2 can be scaled up without significantly 
impacting world supply (SI Appendix, section 3).

Biolandfill Design

Biolandfills stably store biogenic carbon by sequestering salted 
biomass composites within a dry tomb structure to prevent ingress 
of ground waters that would lead to decomposition, evolving 
greenhouse gases. Designs are based on current best municipal 
landfill practices, but with some notable enhancements.

Our reference design contains a dry tomb structure formed from 
layered ultra-low permeability base and cap structures (shown in 
SI Appendix, Fig. S2 B and C) that contain dual nested polyethylene 
water diffusion barrier geomembranes, surrounded by geosynthetic 
clays, geocomposites, and geotextiles. A schematic cross-section of 
a biolandfill with such a dry tomb structure sequestering dry salted 
biomass is shown in SI Appendix, Fig. S2A and a discussion of the 
design is presented in SI Appendix, section 2. The biolandfill 
remains dry because dual nested, 2 mm-thick layers of polyethylene 
diffusion barriers can limit water ingress to <1.75 μm of equivalent 
water thickness per year. Over a thousand year period, SI Appendix, 
section 7 shows that the ingress of this amount of water is more 
than 400 times smaller than the amount of water that would have 

originally been present in the dry biomass salt composite loaded 
into the biolandfill. SI Appendix, section 2 also discusses landfill 
operational enhancements needed to temporarily store harvested 
biomass, chop, dry, and salt it, keeping the salted biomass compos-
ite dry while loading and compressing it in the biolandfill. In addi-
tion, SI Appendix, section 2 discusses landfill design enhancements 
to make the biolandfill sequestration verifiable.

Owing to the 30 m biolandfill thickness, the landfill area is 
~10−4 of the agricultural area. Moreover, the top surface of the 
landfill can be restored to agricultural production.

Biomass Sources

Biomass can be purchased from independent farmers based on 
seasonal contracts. The potential to create new large-scale biomass 
sources has been investigated in connection with the creation of 
biofuels.

Crops suitable for agricultural carbon capture and sequestration 
include high productivity plants with dry biomass yields in a range 
from 4 to >45 dry tonnes per hectare. Many of these are energy 
crops that the IPCC considered for generating biofuel feedstocks 
(29). A partial listing of candidate crops is presented in SI Appendix, 
section 3.1, and we estimate that in all, there are more than 50 
potential high productivity crops. Examples that we used for our 
bottom-up technoeconomic analysis include miscanthus, switch-
grass, and loblolly pine.

The wide range of crops increases the breadth of applicability 
because feedstocks can be grown in diverse climates throughout the 
world. Many of these crops can be grown on marginal pasture and 
forest lands with reduced yields, but not competing with food pro-
duction. The weight fraction of carbon in the dry biomass of plants 
considered ranges from ~40wt.% to ~55wt.%, making it possible 
to sequester ~1.5 to 2 t CO2 equivalent per tonne of dry biomass.

To provide comparisons, let us sequester approximately a half of 
the world’s greenhouse gas emissions (~20 Gt of CO2 equivalent 
per year). With the carbon content and yields/hectare given in the 
previous paragraph, biomass burial would require agricultural pro-
duction of 4.8 × 108 ha, or equivalently 4.8 × 106 km2. This corre-
sponds to 1/5th of the world’s row cropland (30), or 1/15th the 
land area of all croplands, pastures, and forests (31, 32). More than 
half the IPCC’s Shared Socioeconomic Pathway (SSP) models for 
greenhouse gas reduction by the year 2100 (33) call for comparable 
or larger land areas than 4.8 × 106 km2 for biomass production.

There has been some difference of opinion about difficulties in 
creating such a large change in land use and its impact on food 
prices. In SI Appendix, section 8, we present a detailed regional 
analysis of Agro-Sequestration scalability including an analysis of 
how large biomass sources could be obtained in the United States. 
This assessment is based on the “DOE’s 2016 Billion Ton Report” 
(34) and is deemed to be less controversial.

Carbon Efficiency and Economics for Stable 
Sequestration

We present an estimate of costs, based on both a bottom-up anal-
ysis of agricultural and sequestration costs and a different meth-
odology based on observed prices in today’s society. The detailed 
bottom-up estimate of costs for growing, harvesting, transporting, 
drying, and sequestering carbon in crops is in SI Appendix, sections 
4 and 5. The simpler analysis based on observed current prices is 
as follows:

Agricultural costs can be estimated from data for yield and sale 
prices of major row crops, which are published by most national 
governments. In some countries, there are direct agricultural 
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Fig. 2. A graph showing the CaCl2 salt fraction needed to compensate the 
presence of excess water in Miscanthus biomass. This is derived from the 
water sorption isotherms shown in SI Appendix, Fig. S1.2 A and S1.3 B. The goal 
is to maintain a Water Activity <0.6, equivalent to 60% relative humidity, the 
blue line. If there is a 17% ratio by mass, total water in very wet miscanthus, 
(represented by the big blue dot in Fig. 2), the required CaCl2 salt/miscanthus 
ratio required is 2%. CaCl2 is an inexpensive road-de-icing salt, and would 
contribute <$3 cost per tonne of biomass. To obtain a Water Activity of <0.6, 
drying miscanthus to a ~0.12 water/miscanthus mass ratio, eliminates the 
need for salt addition.
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subsidies, but in the United States, this takes the form of paying 
farmers not to farm. For the remaining farmers, the sale prices 
received must on average cover their costs. Fig. 3 is a bar chart 
of these costs reflected as median farm revenue per hectare for 
corn, wheat, soybeans, and hay. These are computed from the 
median of historical inflation-adjusted costs over the last 22 y for 
delivery of these crops to the Chicago Mercantile Exchange and 
crop yields per hectare. An estimate of agricultural direct air cap-
ture costs can be calculated from the median prices farmers 
received per hectare for row crops and then making the conserv-
ative assumption that energy crops would entail no extra costs 
relative to food crops. This methodology is detailed in 
SI Appendix, section 6. Using this methodology, we arrive at a 
representative agricultural direct air capture cost of US$30/tonne 
of CO2 for growing, harvesting, and shipping highly productive 
energy crops to local landfills.

Likewise, an estimate of biolandfill costs can be arrived at from 
an analysis of tipping fees at municipal landfills in the United 
States. The average tipping fee in 2021 was approximately US$60/
tonne (SI Appendix, section 6) with a variation ranging from 
+60% to −30% depending on location, licensing requirements, 
etc. A tonne of dry biomass contains carbon equivalent to ~1.83 
tonne of CO2. To compare costs for agricultural sequestration 
versus municipal landfills, differences in density of the fill must 
be taken into account. Compacted US landfills are reported to 
have a density in a range from 0.3 to 0.4 g/cc, while biolandfills 
can have densities >0.6 g/cc (35). As such, the biolandfill has lower 
cost per tonne of material buried compared to a municipal landfill. 
SI Appendix, section 6 discusses the various factors in detail and 
arrives at a biolandfill cost of ~US$30/tonne of CO2. An estimate 
of sequestration costs would be ~US$30/tonne agriculture + 
US$30/tonne biolandfill = US$60/tonne of CO2 captured and 
sequestered.

The detailed bottom-up analysis for agriculture and biolandfills 
discussed in SI Appendix, sections 4 and 5 supports these estimates 
and provides an estimate of the cost sensitivity that would likely 
be encountered. Fig. 4 shows results from the bottom-up analysis 
for agriculture and biolandfill cost structures for miscanthus, 
switchgrass, and loblolly pine.

Any carbon capture scheme must include corrections for the 
CO2 emission during the sequestration process itself, such as fuel 

burned in growing, harvesting, transporting, drying, and com-
pacting biomass, as well as manufacturing the polyethylene landfill 
liner, etc. Moreover, a small credit must be given for carbon in 
soil and plant roots. These CO2 emission penalties and credits are 
discussed in SI Appendix, section 8. This leads to the concept of 
carbon efficiency in Agro-Sequestration, which can range from 
90 to 105% of the carbon sequestered in the biolandfill. Owing 
to the narrow range of uncertainty, further carbon efficiency pre-
cision would require analyzing specific projects.

Historical Evidence of Stable Agro-Sequestration

We are very fortunate that a natural experiment in Agro-Sequestration 
has emerged in the archeological record, confirming 2,000 y of safe 
sequestration. We have this information through the safe preserva-
tion and germination of ancient seeds (36). During the 1963 to 1964 
excavations of Masada, an ancient fortress overlooking the Dead Sea 
(built in the second half of the first century Before the Common 
Era, BCE, but destroyed in 70CE), ancient seeds were discovered 
beneath the rubble, (37). On average, Masada has one of the driest 
climates on earth. Radiocarbon dating of the date seeds indicated 
that they were over 2,000 y old (36). The ancient seeds were planted. 
They germinated (36) and have now produced a number of date 
palm trees (38). A photograph of the tree called Methuselah is shown 
in Fig. 5. Preservation of other plant species is presented in 
SI Appendix, section 1.1.

Shortcomings and Next Steps

We have arrived at favorable conclusions regarding the cost, scal-
ability, and long-term stability of Agro-Sequestration. Agro-
Sequestration uses known existing technologies with known costs. 
It provides a practical path toward removing CO2 from the atmos-
phere and solving the CO2 problem.

Since farmers change crops from year to year, the scale-up time 
could be 1 y for some farmers, or longer, if ranchland has to be 
repurposed and redeveloped for growing bioenergy crops. These 
short timescales are important in view of the IPCC’s call for imme-
diate action. Agro-Sequestration can scale very quickly.

Nonetheless, there are shortcomings that need to be addressed:
a. The polyethylene moisture barrier must be carefully sealed 

around the landfill perimeter. This is easy in the laboratory, but 
quality control may be difficult in the field. Of course, the bio-
landfill will be thoroughly instrumented.
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Fig.  4. A breakout of bottom-up farming cost and landfill cost for three 
different biomass crops, per tonne of CO2 sequestered. The detailed analysis 
was done in SI Appendix, sections 4 and 5. A  tonne of biomass sequesters 
~1.83 t of CO2.D
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b. Speedy biolandfill construction cycles and rain protection 
protocols have to be implemented to protect the dry biomass from 
atmospheric moisture. But, can they be implemented well enough?

c. It may take longer than expected for new crops to become 
part of the normal agricultural cycle, and impacts from large-scale 
repurposing of land will adversely affect large-scale deployment.

d. It is expected that successful biolandfills can be constructed 
with small additions of CaCl2; however, if large amounts are deemed 
necessary, the supply would have to be significantly increased.

e. A regulatory framework must be adopted quickly, but will 
this be possible?

Some of the next steps are to reduce the unknowns in Agro-  
Sequestration technology which are listed below:

a. We need further evidence of the 0.61 Water Activity limit for 
life. This needs to be firmed up with mass spectrometry measure-
ments of tiny amounts of decomposition correlated with Water 
Activity monitoring. In addition, measurements of the activation 
energy of decomposition processes are needed.

b. What are the real Water Activity limits. Is 0.75 good enough? If 
so, that can be achieved by the cheapest salt, NaCl.

c. Demonstrate construction protocols to handle the transition 
from dry biomass to buried dry biomass, with monitoring. Begin 
full deployment of Agro-Sequestration.

For Agro-Sequestration, an “experience curve” (39) is expected 
as there is for every technology (SI Appendix, section 9). As such, 
the land and cost requirements for Agro-Sequestration for world-
wide CO2 capture are likely to diminish from the scenario that 
has been presented here. Nonetheless, the Agro-Sequestration 
estimates in this paper are based on current costs and current 
agricultural practices.

There is a moral hazard here in relying too much on any one 
solution. Society must continue its efforts toward de-carbonization, 
developing and installing solar and wind systems, and revolution-
izing energy storage. It would be risky at this time to delay the 
development of demonstration biolandfill projects and agricultural 
test stations. Furthermore, a research framework and a regulatory 
framework must be adopted as quickly as possible.

Data, Materials, and Software Availability. All study data are included in the 
article, and/or SI Appendix.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT. We would like to acknowledge productive discussions 
with Dr. Zara Summers. This research is supported by University of California 
funds.

Author affiliations: aElectrical Engineering and Computer Sciences Department, University 
of California, Berkeley, CA 94720

1. M. Zeder, The origins of agriculture in the near East. Curr. Anthropol. 52, 221–235 (2011), 
10.1086/659307.

2. W. Johnson, P. K. Weimer, R. Williams, Albert Rose Obituary. Phys. Today 44, 98 (1991), 
10.1063/1.2810377.

3. A. Rose, A global view of solar energy in rational units. Phys. Stat. Sol. (a) 56, 11–26 (1979), 
10.1002/pssa.2210560102. Agricultural energy cost versus petroleum energy cost, are similar: 
One mole of carbohydrate is 180 grams, storing 686 kcal≈2.87MJ. A bushel of maize =56lbs 
= 25.45kg =141.4moles containing 405MJ. As of August 2022, maize is US$7/bushel on the 
Chicago Board of Trade, (CBOT). Therefore the maize energy price is US$1.72/100MJ. There is 
an additional correction since commercial maize has ~15% water content. A barrel of oil has 
5.8 million-British Thermal Units = 6119MJ. At US$100/barrel petroleum, the energy cost is 
US$1.64/100MJ. Fluctuating prices mean that the energy price of maize is sometimes lower or 
higher than the energy price of petroleum.

4. S. Chu, A. Majumdar, Opportunities and challenges for a sustainable energy future. Nature 488, 
294–303 (2012).

5. F. J. Dyson, Can we control the carbon dioxide in the atmosphere? Energy 2, 217–291 (1977).
6. National Research Council, Climate Intervention: Carbon Dioxide Removal and Reliable 

Sequestration (The National Academies Press, Washington, DC, 2015), ISBN 978-0-309-30529-7.
7. European Academies Science Advisory Council (EASAC), Negative emission technologies: What role 

in meeting Paris Agreement targets? EASAC Policy Report 35 (EASAC Secretariat Halle, Germany, 
2018), ISBN: 978-3-8047-3841-6. https://easac.eu/fileadmin/PDF_s/reports_statements/Negative_
Carbon/EASAC_Report_on_Negative_Emission_Technologies.pdf.

8. E. Yablonovitch, “Solar solved—carbon negative technology next” (Sackler Symposium, National 
Academy of Sciences, 2017). https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=d8-KEdmG-WU.

9. N. Zeng, Carbon sequestration via wood burial. Carbon Balance Manage. 3, 1 (2008), 
10.1186/1750-0680-3-1.

10. Brilliant Planet, “Harnessing the power of algae” (Brilliant Planet, Russel Bldg. Rothamsted Campus 
West Common, Harperden Herts, AL5 2JQ UK, 2023). Retrieved 27 March 2023. http://www.
brilliantplanet.com.

11. W. Li et al., Methane production through anaerobic digestion: Participation and digestion 
characteristics of cellulose, hemicellulose and lignin. Appl. Energy 226, 1219–1228 (2018).

12. M. Milke, Y. Fang, S. John, “Anaerobic biodegradability of wood: A preliminary review” in 2010 
Water New Zealand Annual Conference, Christchurch New Zealand (University of Canterbury, Civil 
and Natural Resources Engineering, 2010), pp. 22–24.

13. J. A. Amelse, P. K. Behrens, Sequestering biomass for natural, carbon efficient, and low-cost direct air 
capture of carbon dioxide. Int. J. Earth Environ. Sci. 7, 194–209 (2022).

14. IPCC, 2005: IPCC Special Report on Carbon Dioxide Capture and Storage. Prepared by Working 
Group III of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, B. Metz, O. Davidson, H. de Coninck, M. 
Loos, L. Meyer, Eds. (Cambridge University Press, 2005), pp. 1–442. ISBN-13 978-0-521-68551-1.

15. B. Griscom et al., Natural climate solutions. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 114, 1645–1650 (2017).
16. N. Seddon et al., Understanding the value and limits of nature-based solutions to climate change 

and other global challenges. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. B 375, 20190120 (2020), 10.1098/rstb.2019.0120.
17. K. S. Lackner, H. Azarabadi, Buying down the cost of direct air capture. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 8, 

196–208 (2021), 10.1021/acs.iecr.0c04839.
18. Musk Foundation XPRIZE Carbon Removal, “XPRIZE and the Musk Foundation Award 15m To Prize 

Milestone Winners In 100m Carbon Removal Competition” (XPRIZE.org, 2022). Available at: https://
www.xprize.org/prizes/elonmusk/articles/xprize-and-the-musk-foundation-award-15m-to-prize-
milestone-winners-in-100m-carbon-removal-competition.

19. Computed from USEPA equivalence factor of 8.887 kilogram/CO2 per gallon of gasoline. Available 
at https://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gases-equivalencies-calculator-calculations-and-
references.

20. A. Baylin-Stern, N. Berghout, “Is carbon capture too expensive?” (International Energy Agency 
Commentary, 2021). Annual mass of CO2 emission is ~40×109tonnes. World GNP in 2022 is 
~US$100×1012. At US$ 60/tonne, the world economy would be set back by US$2.4×1012 or 
2.4%. https://www.iea.org/commentaries/is-carbon-capture-too-expensive.

21. CMEGroup, “Markets: Agricultural Futures and Options” (CMEGroup, CME Center 20 South Wacker 
Drive Chicago, Illinois, 2023). https://www.cmegroup.com/markets/agriculture.html#overview.

22. M. Karel, O. Fennema, D. Lund, Physical Principles of Food Preservation (Marcel Dekker, 1975), ISBN 
0-8247-6322-X.

23. Dept. of Health, Education, and Welfare Public Health Service Food And Drug Administration, 
“Water activity in foods” (FDA Technical Guide Dept. of Health, Education, and Welfare: Public 
Health Service; Food and Drug Administration, 2014), https://www.fda.gov/inspections-compliance-
enforcement-and-criminal-investigations/inspection-technical-guides/water-activity-aw-foods.

24. A. Stevenson et al., Multiplication of microbes below 0.690 water activity: Implications for terrestrial 
and extraterrestrial life. Environ. Microbiol. 17, 257–277 (2015).

25. A. Stevenson et al., Is there a common water-activity limit for the three domains of life? ISME J. 9, 
1333–1351 (2015).

26. S. Singer, G. Nicholson, The fluid mosaic model of the structure of cell membranes: Cell membranes 
are viewed as two-dimensional solutions of oriented globular proteins and lipids. Science 175, 
720–731 (1972).

27. F. Hay, S. Rezaei, J. Buitink, Seed moisture isotherms, sorption models, and longevity. Front. Plant 
Sci. 13, 891913 (2022), 10.3389/fpls.2022.891913.

Fig. 5. The Judean Date-Palm tree called Methuselah, of historical and cultural 
significance, germinated in 2005 from a 2,000-y-old seed, which had been 
stored in a dry location adjacent to the Dead Sea. (Photo acknowledgement, 
Guy Eisner).

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//w

w
w

.p
na

s.
or

g 
by

 U
N

IV
E

R
SI

T
Y

 O
F 

C
A

L
IF

O
R

N
IA

 D
IG

IT
A

L
 L

IB
R

A
R

Y
 o

n 
A

pr
il 

11
, 2

02
3 

fr
om

 I
P 

ad
dr

es
s 

16
9.

22
9.

34
.6

7.

http://www.pnas.org/lookup/doi/10.1073/pnas.2217695120#supplementary-materials
http://www.pnas.org/lookup/doi/10.1073/pnas.2217695120#supplementary-materials
https://doi.org/10.1086/659307
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2810377
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssa.221056010
https://easac.eu/fileadmin/PDF_s/reports_statements/Negative_Carbon/EASAC_Report_on_Negative_Emission_Technologies.pdf
https://easac.eu/fileadmin/PDF_s/reports_statements/Negative_Carbon/EASAC_Report_on_Negative_Emission_Technologies.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=d8-KEdmG-WU
https://doi.org/10.1186/1750-0680-3-1
http://www.brilliantplanet.com
http://www.brilliantplanet.com
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0120
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.0c04839
https://www.xprize.org/prizes/elonmusk/articles/xprize-and-the-musk-foundation-award-15m-to-prize-milestone-winners-in-100m-carbon-removal-competition
https://www.xprize.org/prizes/elonmusk/articles/xprize-and-the-musk-foundation-award-15m-to-prize-milestone-winners-in-100m-carbon-removal-competition
https://www.xprize.org/prizes/elonmusk/articles/xprize-and-the-musk-foundation-award-15m-to-prize-milestone-winners-in-100m-carbon-removal-competition
https://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gases-equivalencies-calculator-calculations-and-references
https://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gases-equivalencies-calculator-calculations-and-references
https://www.iea.org/commentaries/is-carbon-capture-too-expensive
https://www.fda.gov/inspections-compliance-enforcement-and-criminal-investigations/inspection-technical-guides/water-activity-aw-foods
https://www.fda.gov/inspections-compliance-enforcement-and-criminal-investigations/inspection-technical-guides/water-activity-aw-foods
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.891913


6 of 6   https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2217695120 pnas.org

28. F. Brandt, G. Martinson, B. Pommerenke, J. Pump, R. Conrad, Drying effects on archaeal community 
composition and methanogenesis in bromeliad tanks. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 91, 1–10 (2015).

29. J. Rogelj et al., “Mitigation pathways compatible with 1.5 °C in the context of sustainable 
development” in Global Warming of 1.5 °C. An IPCC Special Report on the Impacts of Global 
Warming of 1.5 °C Above Pre-Industrial Levels and Related Global Greenhouse Gas Emission 
Pathways, in the Context of Strengthening the Global Response to the Threat of Climate Change, 
Sustainable Development, and Efforts to Eradicate Poverty, V. Masson-Delmotte et al., Eds. 
(Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK and New York, NY 2018). https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/
download/.

30. United States Geological Survey (USGS), “Map of Worldwide Croplands” (US Department of Interior: 
USGS, 2015). https://www.usgs.gov/media/images/map-worldwide-croplands.

31. Food and Agriculture Organization of The United Nations,“Global forest resources assessment 
2020–main report” (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, Rome Italy, 2020), 
pp. 1–184. https://doi.org/10.4060/ca9825en

32. Food and Agriculture Organization of The United Nations Statistice Division, “Land use in agriculture 
by the numbers” (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, 2020). https://www.fao.
org/sustainability/news/detail/en/c/1274219/.

33. IPCC, “Summary for Policymakers” in Climate Change and Land: An IPCC Special Report on Climate 
Change, Desertification, Land Degradation, Sustainable Land Management, Food Security, and 
Greenhouse Gas Fluxes in Terrestrial Ecosystems, P. R. Shukla et al., Eds. (IPCC, 2019).

34. M. H. Langholtz, B. J. Stokes, L. M. Eaton, 2016 Billion-ton report: Advancing domestic resources 
for a thriving bioeconomy, volume 1: Economic availability of feedstocks. ORNL/TM-2016/160. 
U.S. Department of Energy, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge, 2016, TN. 448p. 
10.2172/1271651. http://energy.gov/eere/bioenergy/2016-billion-ton-report.

35. D. Duffy, Landfill waste compaction strategies–tools and techniques. MSW Management (2016), 
January/February.

36. S. Sallon et al., Germination, genetics, and growth of an ancient date seed. Science 320, 1464 
(2008), 10.1126/science.1153600.

37. Y. Yadin, The excavation of Masada—1963/64: Preliminary report. Israel Exploration J. 15, 1–120 
(1965), https://www.jstor.org/stable/2792 5007.

38. M. Gros-Balthazard et al., The genomes of ancient date palms germinated from 2,000 year old 
seeds. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 118, e2025337118 (2021), 10.1073/pnas.2025337118.

39. R. M. Swanson, A vision for crystalline silicon photovoltaics. Prog. Photovolt: Res. Appl. 14, 443–453 
(2006), 10.1002/pip.709.

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//w

w
w

.p
na

s.
or

g 
by

 U
N

IV
E

R
SI

T
Y

 O
F 

C
A

L
IF

O
R

N
IA

 D
IG

IT
A

L
 L

IB
R

A
R

Y
 o

n 
A

pr
il 

11
, 2

02
3 

fr
om

 I
P 

ad
dr

es
s 

16
9.

22
9.

34
.6

7.

https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/download/
https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/download/
https://www.usgs.gov/media/images/map-worldwide-croplands
https://doi.org/10.4060/ca9825en
https://www.fao.org/sustainability/news/detail/en/c/1274219/
https://www.fao.org/sustainability/news/detail/en/c/1274219/
https://doi.org/10.2172/1271651
http://energy.gov/eere/bioenergy/2016-billion-ton-report
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1153600
https://www.jstor.org/stable/27925007
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2025337118
https://doi.org/10.1002/pip.709

	Scalable, economical, and stable sequestration of agricultural fixed carbon
	Significance
	Dryness and Salting to Eliminate Biomass Degradation
	Biolandfill Design
	Biomass Sources
	Carbon Efficiency and Economics for Stable Sequestration
	Historical Evidence of Stable Agro-Sequestration
	Shortcomings and Next Steps
	Data, Materials, and Software Availability
	ACKNOWLEDGMENT
	Supporting Information
	Anchor 22



