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CO: as a future
carbon source

The chemical industry currently produces car-
bon-based products such as plastics and deter-
gents primarily from crude oil. At the end of the
product’s useful life, the carbon from the crude
oil is emitted into the atmosphere as CO..

In the future, non-fossil carbon sources or
closed carbon cycles will be required for such
products. Biogenic sources and recycling will
probably not be sufficient for this, which is why
the provision of carbon from CO, will also be
important in the future. This is referred to as
Carbon Capture and Utilization (CCU). The CO,
can come directly from the atmosphere or from
bioenergy facilities. Emissions that are difficult
to avoid from fossil or mineral sources could also
play a role as a carbon source, especially during
a transition period.

CCS and CCU
complement each other

Capturing and geologically storing CO, (Carbon
Capture and Storage, CCS) prevents hard-to-aba-
te CO, created by industrial processes from being
emitted into the atmosphere. Negative emissions
are achieved if atmospheric or biogenic CO, is
stored. CCU has a different function — it unlocks
another source of carbon, thereby replacing fossil
raw materials in industrial manufacturing.

It is likely that both will be needed if we are to
achieve a carbon-neutral industry. Experts expect
that CCS will be the main method used. However,
CCS and CCU should be considered together when
planning the infrastructure for CO, transportation.

Complex carbon footprint

CCU replaces fossil raw materials, meaning that under certain conditions it
can contribute to climate change mitigation.

CCU is not carbon-neutral per se — if CO, captured from fossil or mineral
sources is used, its release into the atmosphere is merely delayed for the
duration of the product’s useful life or for the amount of time it remains in
closed recycling loops. In order to make the best possible use of various
CCU solutions in the industrial transformation, their impact on the climate
must be both assessed in a differentiated manner and controlled by econo-
mic incentives. This is challenging from a regulatory perspective, especially
if the administrative burden is to be kept to a minimum.

High energy demand

In addition to CO,, CCU requires hydrogen, for example, to produce metha-
nol — a key raw material for the chemical industry.

Producing this in a carbon-neutral manner, using electrolysis, requires a lot of
electricity. If atmospheric CO; is used, a high amount of energy is also nee-
ded to capture it. Experts view the availability of hydrogen and renewable
electricity as the most significant limiting factors for CCU.

This therefore raises the questions as to the extent to which CCU will be
implemented in Germany, the extent to which sections of the chemical in-
dustry will relocate to sites with low-cost renewable energies, and to which
“green” raw materials will be imported into the country.

Enabling market ramp-up,
avoiding a fossil fuel lock-in

A regulatory framework for CCU should be developed in the near future
and should take the following points into account:

» The market ramp-up of CCU demands targeted funding.

» The extent to which fossil/mineral CO, can be useful for CCU applicati-
ons in the interim should be investigated in more detail.

» CCU is necessary to a certain extent, but due to the high energy demand
it is also an expensive option for climate change mitigation, even in the
long term. This means that reducing the hydrocarbon demand, achieved
by increased recycling and by using products that contain carbon more
sparingly, for example, should definitely be prioritised.

Academies’ Project “Energy Systems of the Future” (ESYS) | Contact: Claire Stark (energiesysteme@acatech.de)
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Atmospheric CO,

CO; captured from the atmosphere using direct air carbon capture.

Bulk chemicals

Bulk chemicals, also referred to as basic chemicals or commodity chemicals,are chemical sub-
stances produced in large quantities and form the foundation for the chemical industry and the
subsequent industrial value chain.

Biogenic CO,

CO; captured during biomass manufacturing, for example from biomass combustion exhaust
gases or biomethane generation. Biogenic CO, comes from the atmosphere and is absorbed by
plants through photosynthesis.

BECC - Bioenergy with

Carbon Capture

Bioenergy with carbon capture. How it works: plants absorb CO, from the atmosphere through pho-
tosynthesis and use it to form energy-rich carbon compounds. These are used to generate electricity,
heat or fuel. The CO, that is released in the process is not emitted back into the atmosphere, rather
it is captured and either stored permanently underground (BECCS — Bioenergy with Carbon Capture
and Storage) or utilised (BECCU — Bioenergy with Carbon Capture and Utilization).

CBAM - Carbon Border
Adjustment Mechanism

The European Union implements the Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism (CBAM) to tax car-
bon-intensive imports by levying a charge equal to the EU’s carbon price. The CBAM is designed
to offset competitive disadvantages that European industry faces compared to countries with

less stringent climate protection policies.

CCS - Carbon Capture

and Storage

CO; released by power or industrial plants is captured and permanently stored underground
(also known as geo-sequestration). Depleted oil and natural gas reservoirs along with deep saline

aquifers are the main option for as storage sites.

CCU - Carbon Capture

and Utilization

CO; capture and utilization. CO; is captured, for example from industrial plants or from the at-
mosphere, for use in chemical processes. With CCU, various products containing carbon can be
manufactured, for example plastics, chemicals or what are known as e-fuels, which are synthetic
fuels derived from hydrogen and CO,. The CO, replaces mineral oil or natural gas as a carbon
source. CO,is also used directly (e.g. in the beverage industry) and deployed to increase the yield
of fossil hydrocarbons (“Enhanced Hydrocarbon Recovery”). Furthermore, CO, can be bound in

carbonate in building materials.

CDR - Carbon Dioxide

Removal

The removal of CO, from the atmosphere, for example through bioenergy with CCS or afforestation,
in order to offset remaining emissions and reduce the levels of CO, in the atmosphere.

Commodity

The designation for standardised goods.

DACC - Direct Air Carbon
Capture

CO; extraction technology that uses chemical binders in technical facilities to capture CO, from
the ambient air. The CO, can then be stored geologically (DACCS — Direct Air Carbon Capture and
Storage) or utilised (DACCU — Direct Air Carbon Capture and Utilization).

E-fuels

Synthetic fuels that are produced from water and CO, using electricity. By using renewable elec-

tricity, e-fuels can have a lower climate impact than conventional fuels.

End-of-life emissions

End-of-life emissions are a product’s carbon emissions that arise after its useful life has ended,

i.e. during disposal, recycling or landfilling.

Feedstock

Feedstocks are chemical and biogenic energy sources (hydrogen and hydrocarbons) that are not
used to supply energy, but rather as raw materials, for example as base materials for producing
chemicals or plastics. Fossil feedstocks, such as natural gas or refinery by-products like naphtha,

are commonly used today.

Fischer-Tropsch synthesis

A chemical process in which hydrocarbons, such as paraffins and olefins, are produced by react-
ing carbon monoxide and hydrogen at high temperatures and pressures. These can be used as

synthetic fuels or chemicals.

Fossil CO, Fossil CO, is produced by burning fossil fuels such as mineral oil, natural gas or coal and contrib-
utes to the increase in greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere.
Green The term “green” is used here to refer to products that are manufactured using renewable en-

ergy sources and environmentally friendly processes, such as the use of green hydrogen in the

production of green ammonia, methanol or naphtha.
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HVC - High Value Chemicals

The main products of the steam cracking process, olefins and aromatics, are grouped under the
term “High Value Chemicals” (HVC). They are used as what are known as platform chemicals in
the manufacture of plastics, paints, solvents and other products. Steam cracking breaks down
longer-chain hydrocarbons, particularly naphtha from oil refineries. In order to facilitate the car-
bon-neutral manufacture of HVC in the future, alternative production methods based on hydro-
gen and carbon, obtained in a carbon-neutral manner are needed.

Carbon management

Carbon management aims to prevent CO, which is generated e.g. in an industrial process from be-
ing released into the atmosphere or remove emitted CO, from the atmosphere, either to prevent
it from contributing to global warming or to offset remaining greenhouse gas emissions. Another
goal is to make carbon available for product manufacturing without using fossil raw materials.

Lock-in effects

Lock-in effects occur when a technology or structure is retained long-term due to existing cir-
cumstances (e.g. established infrastructure or investments that have already been made), even
if better alternatives are readily available.

Market pull mechanisms

Market pull mechanisms describe the process by which market demand and requirements for a

product drive innovation and product development.

Methanol

Methanol, a flammable alcohol, is an important bulk chemical. Among other things, it is pro-
cessed into formaldehyde, which in turn is a base material for pharmaceutical products, resins
and dyes. It can also be processed into aromatics and olefins. Furthermore, it can be used as a
transport fuel, for example as a substitute for heavy fuel oil in shipping. Methanol is considered

“green” when only renewable energy sources are used in its manufacture.

Mineral CO,

Mineral CO; is CO, that is released when processing minerals such as limestone. An important
source is burning cement clinker. Carbon in its stable form that was previously bound in rock
masses is converted into CO; in a process similar to the combustion of fossil raw materials. Its
release increases the CO, concentration in the atmosphere and contributes to climate change.

Naphtha

Naphtha is the untreated petroleum distillate from crude oil or natural gas refining and is often
used as a raw material in petrochemicals. Naphtha is considered “green” when it is derived from
renewable raw materials such as biomass or vegetable oil and then only if renewable energy

sources are used in its manufacture.

Net emissions

This is the amount of greenhouse gases that are emitted into the atmosphere minus CO, that is
removed from the atmosphere (e.g. through afforestation or DACCS). Net negative emissions
mean that more CO; is removed from the atmosphere than is emitted over the same period.

Polymers

Polymers are chemical substances consisting of macromolecules with repeating structural ele-
ments. They occur naturally, but are also produced synthetically. Plastics are made of polymers.

RCF — Recycled Carbon Fuels

RCFs are defined in the EU’s Renewable Energy Directive (RED IlI) as fuels produced from fossil
waste that cannot be avoided, reprocessed for reuse or otherwise recycled. They must reduce
greenhouse gas emissions by at least 70 per cent compared to a fossil reference fuel set out in
RED Il and, depending on the EU member state, can count towards the renewable energy quotas

in the transport sector as specified in RED 1.

RFNBO - Renewable Fuel of
Non-Biological Origin

RFNBOs are defined in the EU’s Renewable Energy Directive (RED Il) as fuels produced from re-
newable energy sources other than biomass. They must reduce greenhouse gas emissions by at
least 70 per cent compared to a fossil reference fuel set out in RED Il and can count towards the

renewable energy quotas in the transport sector as specified in RED II.

Recycled materials

Recycled materials are materials that are obtained from recycled waste and that are then rein-

troduced as raw materials into the manufacture of new products.

Scope 3 emissions

Scope 3 is the third and most extensive scope for companies to account for their emissions and includes
allindirect greenhouse gas emissions from sources that the reporting company does not own or directly
control. These arise from upstream and downstream activities along the value chain, such as the trans-

portation of goods or the disposal of products by end users (also known as end-of-life emissions).

Steam cracking

This is a thermal process that uses steam to spit hydrocarbons into smaller molecules such as
ethylene, propylene and other olefins. It takes place at high temperature and high pressure.




Energy Systems of the Future

1 Introduction

Many everyday products contain carbon — examples are various plastics, detergents and cosmetics. Today,
these are mostly made from the fossil raw materials mineral oil and natural gas. At the end of their useful
lives, the carbon in these products is usually emitted into the atmosphere in the form of carbon dioxide (CO,),
thereby contributing to climate change. It is estimated that the carbon contained in chemical industry
products accounts for 50 to 55 per cent of the total CO, emissions over the life cycle of these products. [1; 2]
According to the “Roadmap Chemie 2050” study, the “end-of-life emissions” generated by chemical industry
products were responsible for around 7.8 per cent of Germany’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in 2020. [1]

If Germany is to become greenhouse-gas-neutral by 2045, alternative carbon sources that can be used in a
carbon-neutral manner will be required in the future. In addition to the use of biomass as a raw material
and chemical and mechanical recycling, what is known as Carbon Capture and Utilization (CCU) is an option
—this is the use of CO, captured from industrial processes or the atmosphere.

CCU is one of the three components of what is known as carbon management (see Figure 1). In February
2024, the German federal government presented thekey principles for a Carbon Management Strategy
(CMS)* [3], on the basis of which the CMS is to be developed. With the Industrial Carbon Management
Strategy, also published in February 2024, [4] the EU Commission has set ambitious targets for the
development of a climate-neutral carbon economy in Europe.

Carbon Capture and Utilisation Carbon Capture and Storage Carbon Dioxide Removal
{ccu) (ccs) (CDR)

CO. is introduced into an additional CO. is captured and permanently The removal and subsequent
utilisation cycle, typically for the_ stored, preventing the release of CO, permanent storage of CO, from the
production of carbon-based products, into the atmosphere. atmosphere creates a negative
replacing fossil resources. emissions balance.

Figure 1: Components of carbon management. Source: authors’ own work.

When CCU is spoken of, it usually refers to its use as feedstock in the chemical industry and for the
manufacture of synthetic fuels, although the majority of the CO, captured and used today is applied to
boost the yield when extracting fossil hydrocarbons (“Enhanced Hydrocarbon Recovery”). However, in view
of the foreseeable end of oil and gas production, this use will become obsolete in a few decades. Small
guantities of CO; are also used directly, for example in the beverage industry or in agriculture. Furthermore,
CO; can be bound in carbonate in building materials. Since CO, is usually stored here over a long period of
time and the CO;-intensive product cement is substituted, the impact on the climate is promising. [5] This
publication focuses on the use of CO; as a carbon source in the chemical industry and for the manufacture
of synthetic fuels.

In April 2024, the ESYS Academies’ Project published a report on carbon management, which discusses
challenges and the need for improvement in the government’s key principles for the CMS. [6] A major point
of criticism the ESYS experts had was that the key principles do not differentiate sufficiently between CCU
and Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS). Furthermore, the key principles of the German CMS did not focus
on the potential of CO, as a raw material — unlike the EU Commission’s strategy, which develops a vision

1 As of early December 2024, only internal government drafts were available.
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for an internal market for captured CO, and sees industrial carbon management after 2040 as an “integral
part of the EU’s economic system”. [4] According to information available, however, it can be assumed that
CCU’s potential contribution to meeting the chemical industry’s carbon demand — and therefore its
significance for industrial policy — will also be more strongly addressed in the CMS. Nevertheless, many
questions remain regarding the possible climate-neutral use of carbon for materials and, in particular, the
role of CCU. CCU is still relatively unknown to the general public and so far scenario studies for a carbon-
neutral Germany have afforded relatively little attention to the topic, although, in some of the scenarios,
products manufactured using CCU are imported on a large scale.

In order to shed more light on the topic, ESYS has compiled the state of knowledge and unanswered questions
from interviews and a workshop with experts from science, industry and environmental organisations (see
Participants).? The results are summarised in this report. Simultaneously, the “Verfahren zur klimaneutralen
Bereitstellung und Verarbeitung von Kohlenstoff” study (German only) [ 7], commissioned by ESYS and carried
out by DECHEMA e.V., is being published. This study analyses present-day carbon flows and their development
trends and provides an overview of the state of existing CCU technologies.

2 This report does not reflect the views of individual interviewees or participants in the workshop. It was written by the named authors following
the interviews and the workshop, taking the results of the interviews and the workshop into account.
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2 Future carbon demand

2.1 For which products will carbon be needed in the future?

A large proportion of the carbon in circulation worldwide is used for providing energy and in the mobility
sector (see Figure 2). Almost all of the carbon used comes from fossil sources (coal, mineral oil, natural gas).
About ten per cent of the carbon used is used in materials. Of this, just over half (710 million tonnes from
“chemicals and derived materials” and “heavy fuel oil fraction”) is used in the chemical industry. Most of
the carbon today comes from fossil sources. Moreover, timber structures and furniture, paper and pulp, as
well as textiles contain carbon based on biomass. [8]

Paper and pulp

160 Mt Timber
structures and
furniture

/ 350 Mt
Energy
7,700 Mt Heavy fuel
oil fraction
160 Mt

Materials
1,234 Mt

—— Textiles
14 Mt
R Food
2 gml) I|\t/|yt SARQ L Chemicals and
J emicals an
derived materials

550 Mt

Figure 2: Annual global carbon flows in million tonnes (Mt) by consumption sector (reference years 2015-2022). “Heavy fuel oil fraction”
includes bitumen, lubricants and paraffin waxes used in the chemical industry. Source: Kéhler et al. 2023 [8]; authors’ own work.

In a carbon-neutral world, carbon-based products from the chemical industry will still be required.
Polymers, especially plastics, are versatile and will continue to be needed in the long term, for example in
construction, vehicle manufacturing, packaging and electronics. Demand for fine and speciality chemicals,
such as dyes, detergents and personal care products, will also continue in the future, as will the need for
pharmaceutical products.

It is also foreseeable that synthetic fuels will be used more and more in the future —in addition to ammonia,
a variety of carbon-based synthetic fuels can be utilised for this purpose. Scenario studies for a carbon-
neutral Germany [9; 10; 11; 12; 13; 14; 15] assume that intercontinental aviation and shipping in particular
will require synthetic fuels if they are to achieve transition to carbon-neutrality. With the “ReFuelEU
Aviation” and “FuelEU Maritime” EU regulations, binding requirements for the use of synthetic fuels in
these sectors will be in place starting in 2025.
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2.2 What will future carbon demand depend on?

A precise forecast of future carbon demand is virtually impossible due to the large number of influencing
factors and uncertainties. The following key factors have been identified:

e Socio-technical developments: changes in consumption patterns can lead to an increase or
decrease in carbon demand, for example.

e Technological developments: the use of synthetic fuels in the transport sector, for example,
depends to a large extent on the areas in which direct electric drives offer a more cost-effective
alternative.

¢ Implementation of a circular economy: recycling covers some of the carbon demand and reduces
the amount of carbon that has to be added to the system. In addition to recycling, other circular
approaches are equally important — from reducing the demand for certain products (e.g. through
sharing solutions or ease of repair) to material-efficient manufacture and the reuse of components.

e Economic developments: the demand for products from the chemical industry is heavily
dependent on macroeconomic developments. For example, 18 per cent of these products are used
in the construction industry, 12 per cent in the steel and metal industry and 8 per cent in vehicle
manufacture. [16]

German and EU industry’s carbon demand also depends on where chemical value-adding processes will
take place in the future. One unanswered question is whether — and, if so, to what extent — industrial
processes will be relocated from Germany/the EU to other countries in the future (see Deep dive: Economic
significance and carbon footprint of the chemical-pharmaceutical industry in Germany). If carbon-based
products (e.g. green naphtha) are imported, fewer feedstocks will have to be produced in Germany.

Existing chemical industry scenarios assume that bulk chemicals — and, in turn, the amount of carbon
processed —will remain at today’s level in Germany by 2050 (“Roadmap Chemie 2050” [1]) or will fall slightly
(“Chemistry4Climate” [17; 18]). Different growth rates are assumed for the scenario calculations of the
three scenarios that the study commissioned by ESYS and carried out by DECHEMA e.V. presents.

On a global level, the Nova Institute assumes that the amount of carbon in products made by the chemical
industry will more than double from the current 710 million tonnes to around 1,500 million tonnes per year
by 2050. [8] The experts interviewed by ESYS as part of the project also expect a global increase in chemical
production and carbon demand. However, given the multitude of influencing factors and uncertainties,
guantifying future carbon demand has considerable uncertainty associated with it.
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Deep dive: Economic significance and carbon footprint of the chemical-pharmaceutical

industry in Germany

The chemical-pharmaceutical industry? plays a prominent role in Germany, generating a turnover of
around 225 billion euros in 2023. [19] This corresponds to a share of around 9 per cent of the turnover
of Germany’s manufacturing industry[20], making it the third largest industrial sector in the country,
after the automotive and mechanical engineering industries. The chemical-pharmaceutical industry in
Germany contributes 4.4 per cent of global sales, placing it in third place behind China (40.1 per cent)
and the United States (12.0 per cent). [19] In 2023, the German chemical-pharmaceutical industry
employed around 480,000 people. [19]

International interdependencies are a particularly salient feature of the chemical-pharmaceutical
industry. Chemical products, especially bulk chemicals, are largely traded as uniform commodities.
Indeed, Germany’s chemical-pharmaceutical industry has benefited from this trend in the past — 62 per
cent of the industry’s revenue in 2023 came from exports. This means that Germany provides 10.3 per
cent of global exports in the chemical-pharmaceutical sector, which is the highest share of any country
worldwide. [19]

However, global competition also carries the risk of production being relocated. For example, in 2023,
BASF announced the closure of manufacturing facilities in Germany that, unlike their counterparts
abroad, had not turned a profit. [21] This was largely due to the increased cost of fossil fuels and
feedstocks. In the context of the global transition of the industry towards carbon neutrality, it is
foreseeable that the availability and costs of renewable energies will be key factors for investment
decisions. Regional differences in the potential and production costs of renewable energies could

IH

provide an incentive for relocating manufacture (“renewables pull”). Verpoort et al. [22] estimate that
the manufacturing costs for the chemical products urea and ethylene would fall by up to about a third
if production were moved from Germany to regions with low production costs for renewable energies.
Most of the cost savings are achieved by producing the intermediate products considered in the study
(urea: green ammonia, ethylene: green methanol) abroad and importing them. [22] Importing the CCU
products is also easier and in all likelihood cheaper than importing hydrogen and processing it into CCU
products within Germany. However, CCU in Germany or the EU could reduce dependence on imports
and, in turn, contribute to security of supply. These resilience aspects must be weighed against the

economic arguments.

Energy-related CO, emissions from the chemical-pharmaceutical industry in Germany amounted to 39.6
million tonnes of CO; in 2022. [19] This corresponds to about 5.3 per cent of the GHG emissions that
were emitted in Germany in 2022. The electrification of processes in the chemical industry plays a crucial
role in reducing these manufacturing-related CO, emissions. [2] In addition, the carbon bound in the
products made by the chemical industry causes considerable CO, emissions when they are recycled for
energy at the end of their useful lives (end-of-life emissions). End-of-life emissions are crucial to
estimating the ecological significance of the feedstock change in the chemical industry, even though
they are attributed to waste incineration (and, in turn, the waste or energy industry) according to the
source principle of the accounting conventions used in, for example, emissions trading and national GHG
footprints. Estimates suggest that end-of-life emissions account for around 50 [1] to 55 per cent [2] of
the chemical industry’s current CO, emissions in Germany. The “Roadmap Chemie 2050” study assumes

10

Many statistics report on the combined figures for both sectors (chemical and pharmaceutical industries). In 2023, the chemical industry
accounted for 74 per cent (167 billion euros) of the chemical-pharmaceutical industry’s sales. Where information refers specifically to the
chemical-pharmaceutical industry, this report shall use the term “chemical-pharmaceutical industry”. In all other cases, the term “chemical
industry” is used.
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that end-of-life emissions in 2020 amounted to 56.5 million tonnes of CO, equivalents, which accounted
for 7.8 per cent of Germany’s greenhouse gas emissions in 2020. End-of-life emissions represent a
significant share of the chemical industry’s Scope 3 emissions, but they are not the same as Scope
3 emissions, because the latter also include, among other things, upstream emissions, such as those
from the extraction and transportation of fossil raw materials. International estimates assume that
around 75 per cent of the chemical industry’s emissions are Scope 3 emissions. [23] The transition of
the chemical industry to carbon neutrality must therefore address the entire life cycle of the products.



Energy Systems of the Future

3 Future carbon sources

Today, 85 per cent of the carbon in chemicals and polymers worldwide comes from fossil raw materials,
while biomass and recycling account for a rather small share of 10 and 5 per cent respectively. [12] In order
to end the use of fossil raw materials, it is necessary, on one hand, to make greater use of climate-neutral
carbon sources such as biomass and recycling (especially of plastics). On the other hand, the use of CO,
(CCU) should be considered as an option. Figure 3 provides an overview of the various carbon sources and
the associated carbon flows using plastic products as an example. When using CO,, the carbon footprint
depends on whether the CO, is derived from fossil/mineral sources, from biomass or from the atmosphere
(see Section 4.2). In principle, the use of fossil raw materials is also conceivable in a carbon-neutral future
if the CO, is captured and stored geologically at the end of the products’ useful lives (e.g. during waste
incineration), or if the CO, emissions caused are offset by removing CO, from the atmosphere.

Non-FOSSiI T 7"""7" .
Carbon Sources . !
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Figure 3: Possible carbon sources and flows using plastic products as an example. Paths involving the use of CO, (CCU) are marked in pink.
Source: authors’ own work.

3.1 What fossil and mineral carbon sources are available?

Naphtha, a refinery by-product, is currently the most prevalent feedstock in organic chemistry, with a share
of 71.5 per cent [17]. Naphtha is broken down into shorter-chained hydrocarbon compounds and aromatics
by means of steam cracking. These products, known as high value chemicals (HVC) or platform chemicals
(e.g. ethylene), are then processed into plastics, paints, varnishes, solvents and other products. Given that the
increased use of electric vehicles will reduce the demand for fuel in the future, the manufacture of fossil
naphtha in refineries will also decline. This is another reason why switching to alternative feedstocks is

12
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necessary. Since there is very close interaction between various branches of industry and production
processes, the impending industry transformation will have a significant impact on bulk chemical value chains.

One alternative to the direct use of fossil raw materials as feedstock is to process hard-to-abate CO, from
fossil or mineral sources, especially from cement and lime production and thermal waste recycling. While
binding the CO; in products does not stop it from being released completely, it does delay its release. The
climate change mitigation effect therefore depends very much on how long the CO, remains in the product
(i.e. the product’s useful life) and what happens to the product (i.e. the CO,) when its useful life comes to
an end (see Section 4.2). Since it is not usually possible to capture all of the CO,, there will also be a certain
amount of residual emissions that need to be taken into account in the carbon footprint. Studies on the
chemical absorption of CO, from flue gases with monoethanolamine show that CO, capture rates of over
95 per cent are technically feasible. [24] Since energy consumption and costs increase with the capture
rate, capture rates achieved in practice are a question of economic efficiency, if nothing else.
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Deep dive: Production routes for the manufacture of bulk chemicals using CO,

Two routes can be considered for the manufacture of HVC with CO,, as shown in Figure 4. On one hand,
Fischer-Tropsch synthesis can be used to produce naphtha, which is currently used primarily as a
feedstock in the chemical industry. On the other, methanol can be synthesised and used as a base
material for other applications.

Whichever route is most favourable depends on the products to be manufactured. Fischer-Tropsch
naphtha can be integrated into existing processes as a direct substitute for fossil naphtha. [17] However,
methanol, which is already a key base chemical, can be preferable for some products. [17; 25] Among

other things, methanol can be used directly as a fuel or fuel additive (e.g. as a substitute for heavy fuel
il in chinnino) [7R]

Carbon Dioxide FT Synthesis FT Naphtha Steam Cracker )
High Value

Chemicals (HVC)
(olefins, aromatics)

Hydrogen Methanol Synthesis Methanol MtO/MtA Synthesis

Figure 4: Routes for the manufacture of bulk chemicals using CO, and hydrogen. FT stands for Fischer-Tropsch. MtO stands for
methanol-to-olefins. MtA stands for methanol-to-aromatics. Source: authors’ own work, adapted based on FfE figures [ 26].

In scenario studies for a carbon-neutral Germany, the demand for methanol increases by 2045 in all
scenarios considered because naphtha is increasingly replaced by methanol in HVC production. [27] In
some scenarios, the chemical industry still uses fossil naphtha in 2045.

In addition to CO,, the processes also require large quantities of hydrogen. This is produced by
electrolysing water, which requires a great deal of energy. The reaction of hydrogen and CO,, which
ultimately produces the hydrocarbons, also requires energy. This is independent of how efficient the
processes employed actually are. In addition, energy losses of these processes must be covered. The
high energy demand is an inherent disadvantage of CCU.

3.2 What are climate-neutral carbon sources?

Climate-neutral carbon sources are based on CO, from the atmosphere, which has either been
photosynthesised by plants and thus converted into biomass or obtained through direct air carbon capture
(DACC) technology. In the following, CO, obtained through DACC is referred to as “atmospheric”, and CO,
obtained from biomass processing as “biogenic”, although the latter was originally also absorbed from the
atmosphere by vegetation.

Biomass as a carbon source has the great advantage that it consists of energy-rich hydrocarbon compounds,
similar to fossil raw materials. This means that much less additional energy is required for processing it into
chemical products than when using CO; as a carbon source. Another advantage is that it has a hitherto wide
range of applications in the chemical industry, meaning that we have already gained considerable
experience in processing it. In addition, it is possible to switch gradually to biomass in some chemical
industry processes, since up to a certain percentage of biomass can be added to the fossil feedstocks, for
example in steam crackers or synthetis gas plants, without requiring technical modifications to the facilities.
However, the potential for sustainably usable biomass is limited due to the amount of land required for
its cultivation. Furthermore, the use of biomass is not generally carbon-neutral when viewed over its entire
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life cycle. The type of land management in particular and its usage has a significant impact on the carbon
footprint. For instance, greenhouse gas emissions from agricultural management result from the cultivation
of agricultural crops such as corn or rapeseed (examples are nitrous oxide emissions from fertilisers,
emissions from the use of energy sources for cultivation, harvesting, etc.). A decrease in the carbon stocks
stored in vegetation and soil also causes greenhouse gas emissions. This is the case, for example, when
more wood is removed from a forest than grows back, or when grassland is converted into arable land. [28]

Due to the problematic ecological effects of cultivating energy crops and the increasing use of wood from
forests, experts advocate the use of biogenic waste and residual materials as a priority. [ 29] This also offers
a particularly high potential for reducing greenhouse gas emissions [28]. The increased use of sewage sludge
or food waste could unlock additional potential for this. In addition, there is considerable competition for
the use of biomass (including for the provision of process heat in industry). The experts interviewed by ESYS
therefore consider it sensible to prioritise the use of biomass as a material. A more cascading use is of
particular interest —first as a material, then as an energy source. In carbon neutrality scenarios for Germany,
the generation of electricity and heating from biomass in particular is reduced by 2045, while biomass is
used to a considerable extent as an energy source in transport (especially for international aviation and
shipping) and to generate process heat. [25]

An alternative to the direct material use of biomass is the use of CO, from bioenergy installations for CCU
(Bioenergy with Carbon Capture and Utilization, BECCU). Approximately two million tonnes of CO, are
currently captured from BECC installations worldwide. [30] While the costs of CO, capture depend on both
the local conditions and how the biomass is used, they are significantly lower than for CO, capture from the
atmosphere. [25]

e Insome carbon neutrality scenarios, biomass is used on a large scale to generate high-temperature
process heat in industry. [10] CO, capture is an option here because relatively large quantities of
CO, are produced. Moreover, it is possible that the industrial sites may be connected to a CO,
transportation infrastructure anyway. There may also be opportunities to use the CO, on site.

e Biogas facilities are also technically well suited for CO, capture, since the CO, concentration in
biogas, at 25 to 45 per cent [31], is considerably higher than in combustion exhaust gases. For
facilities that feed biomethane into the natural gas grid, the CO, must be captured during the
processing of the biomethane anyway. However, the economic viability of this CO, source is
guestionable, as the quantities of CO, produced per biogas facility are relatively small. In many
cases, connecting to a CO, pipeline would probably be too expensive, due to the fact that the
facilities are usually located in rural areas. It would be necessary to determine whether
transportation by lorry would be a viable option. Furthermore, the extent to which biomethane
will play a role in the future energy system is unclear.

e Another option is bioethanol facilities, where high-purity CO; is produced. More than 90 per cent
of the BECC facilities in operation worldwide are bioethanol facilities. [30]

Direct capture of CO, from the atmosphere using DACC facilities is by far the most expensive and energy-
intensive option for capturing CO, available today. This is mainly due to the low CO, content in the air, but
also to the low level of technological development and the sizes of the capture facilities constructed to
date —to capture one cubic metre of CO,, at least 2,500 cubic metres of air must be “filtered”. So far, there are
only 27 DACC facilities worldwide, which collectively filter less than 0.1 million tonnes of CO, per year. 130 DACC
facilities are currently in the planning stage, but only 15 of these are at an advanced stage of development. [32]
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According to company representatives, capture costs currently range from 600 to 900 euros per tonne of CO,.
Experts interviewed by ESYS hope that, through further development and upscaling of the technology, these
costs can be reduced to 150 to 200 euros per tonne by 2050. However, cost projections indicate a high degree
of uncertainty in long-term cost development. [33; 34] In view of the high energy demand, the experts
interviewed by ESYS consider it rather unlikely that CCU with atmospheric CO, will be implemented in Germany
by 2050. However, in the case of DACC processes that use heat at low temperature levels as an energy source,
some of the energy demand could be covered with waste heat. The various DACC processes differ in terms of
the temperature required and the ratio of electricity to heat demand.

3.3 How can carbon be recycled?

Carbon recycling can reduce the need for “fresh” carbon (from fossil raw materials, biomass or atmospheric
CO,) for the production of HVC. Today, mechanical recycling, in which sorted plastic waste is melted down
and processed into new products, is used almost exclusively. Indeed, in 2021, about 35 per cent of all plastic
waste collected in Germany was recycled, of which approximately 99 per cent per cent was mechanically
recycled. [35] However, high-quality recycled materials can only be obtained from from sorted waste
streams with minimal impurities. Furthermore, it is not yet possible to keep the plastics in the cycle for an
unlimited period, as the recycling process damages the polymer chains each time.

In addition to mechanical recycling, there are various chemical recycling processes that break plastic waste
down into its chemical components. Depending on the process used, the plastics are broken down to a
greater or lesser extent into polymers, monomers or (in the case of gasification) into synthesis gas
containing hydrogen and carbon monoxide. [2]

The costs of recycling processes vary greatly depending on the process used and the recycled product. [36]
Furthermore, chemical recycling processes are still in the development stage, making it difficult or
impossible to make an accurate estimate of their costs.

Increasing the recycling rate is also important because the energy demand for recycling is often significantly
lower than for production using primary raw materials such as crude oil or biomass. For example, the
majority of manufacturing-related GHG emissions in bulk chemicals are caused by the high energy demand
associated with naphtha steam cracking, which requires temperatures of around 800°C. [14] Chemical
recycling processes require more energy than mechanical recycling, but place fewer demands on the quality
of the material to be recycled. In principle, the lower the process’s energy demand, the higher the demands
on the purity of the waste and the lower the tolerance for impurities. [2]

Scenario studies for a carbon-neutral Germany assume that increasing the recycling rate for plastics will
reduce the demand for primary production of HVC. [27] While more than half of the plastic waste is
incinerated in waste-to-energy facilities today, one scenario from the Forschungszentrum lJiilich, for
example, assumes that in 2045, 40 per cent of the plastic waste generated in Germany will be recycled
mechanically and 60 per cent chemically. [15] DECHEMA e.V. assumes that, in theory, 2.3 million tonnes of
plastic waste could be chemically recycled in Germany in 2045. This corresponds to 26 per cent of today’s
plastic production or 38 per cent of the plastic waste collected today. The assumption is that more plastic
waste will be collected separately in the future. [7] Circular economy approaches that start with the
consumer and aim to reduce the demand for plastic products, on the other hand, hardly play a role in these
scenarios. These include, among other things, longer and more intensive product use, for example through
higher quality, repairability and service or performance models (sharing). [27]
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Despite increasing recycling, the scenarios show that there will still be a substantial demand for feedstocks
from primary production in 2045. Estimates suggest that the chemical industry’s demand for fresh carbon
could only be reduced by just under a quarter, to 8.8 million tonnes per year, if recycling potential were
fully exploited. [2] This is partly because 62 per cent of chemical products are exported and, as such, do not
enter the German recycling system. [2] On the other hand, products containing carbon, such as vehicles,
electrical appliances and toys, are imported on a large scale. An overview of the cross-border carbon flows
would be helpful, not least with regard to the recycling potential (see Deep dive: Carbon flows in carbon
neutrality scenarios).

If neither mechanical nor chemical recycling is possible, the CO, can be captured during waste incineration
and used for new products via CCU. Since it is not usually possible to capture all of the CO,, the carbon cycle
cannot be completely closed. CCU usually requires more energy than mechanical and chemical recycling
does. [2] Currently, about half of the carbon in the waste that ends up in incinerators is biogenic in origin
and the other half fossil. The increasing use of biomass and biogenic/atmospheric CO, for product
manufacturing will increase the proportion of non-fossil carbon in waste streams in the future.

For consumable products that do not end up in waste incinerators, the options for whether carbon can be
recovered and, if so, how, vary. For example, while detergents can be recovered in sewage treatment
facilities, the decentralised combustion of synthetic fuels makes it almost impossible to capture the
resulting CO,. Carbon recycling is therefore not possible and the CO, usually returns to the atmosphere
after a short time.
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4 Potential contribution of CCU to a carbon-neutral economy

4.1 How much CCU is possible, necessary and adequate?

To date, CO, has only been used as a feedstock in exceptional cases. Indeed, 44 million tonnes of carbon
from CO, are used worldwide each year for urea production. Approximately 0.2 million tonnes of carbon
from CO, are processed for other chemicals (in particular salicylic acid, methanol and cyclic carbonate
esters). In addition, 0.07 million tonnes of carbon from CO, are used directly for plastic products. [8] The
44.27 million tonnes of carbon from CO, used annually worldwide correspond to approximately 161 million
tonnes of CO,. In Germany, CO; has also only been used as a feedstock in a few projects to date. This means
that the development of large-scale CCU processes for manufacturing products containing carbon (apart
from urea production) is still in its infancy. The study conducted by DECHEMA e.V. on behalf of ESYS
provides further insights into CCU technologies. [7]

CCU’s limited market penetration is primarily the result of economic factors — CCU is currently not
considered competitive due to high costs, and its future economic viability is also uncertain. The limiting
factors are as follows:

e Fossil carbon sources are (still) available at low cost and the current regulatory framework provides
little incentive for companies to phase out fossil feedstocks (see Section 5.2).

e The costs of CCU are heavily dependent on the costs of the energy used. It is likely that the fully
processed feedstocks and e-fuels could be imported directly from countries with higher wind and
solar energy potential at a much lower cost (see Deep dive: Economic significance and carbon
footprint of the chemical-pharmaceutical industry in Germany).

e CCU requires a transportation infrastructure. There are currently no CO, networks in Germany.
How this infrastructure can be developed quickly and efficiently is still up for debate.

e An expansion of CCU in Germany would be associated with a high additional demand for wind
energy and photovoltaics for the production of green hydrogen. Therefore, the potential for CCU
in Germany is also limited by the availability of land for renewable energy facilities — unless it is
assumed that the hydrogen required for CCU will be imported. If energy has to be imported anyway
due to limited land availability, it is likely to be cheaper and easier to import the fully processed
feedstocks and e-fuels than to import hydrogen to Germany and continue to process it using CCU.
However, CCU in Germany could reduce dependence on imports and thereby contribute to security
of supply. These resilience aspects must be weighed against the economic arguments.

Due to the high energy demand and the high costs, the experts interviewed by ESYS see CCU as a less
favourable option compared to the continued expansion of both mechanical and chemical recycling and
the use of biomass as a feedstock (see Sections 3.2 and 3.3). In addition, a lower demand for goods
containing carbon, for example as a result of efforts to reduce the number of throwaway consumer
products and to extend the useful lives of products (e.g. by making them easier to repair), would help to
limit the required capacities for CCU and the challenges associated with its expansion.

Most of the experts interviewed by ESYS estimate that only limited capacity for CCU can be established by
2045. It will be almost impossible to provide additional CCU products on top of feedstocks for the chemical
industry and fuels for parts of the aviation and shipping industries. For large parts of the transport sector,
therefore, synthetic fuels produced by CCU are an unrealistic alternative to e-mobility.
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The study by DECHEMA e.V. [7] conducted in parallel with this report makes it clear that the demand for
CO; for the bulk chemicals rials industry depends very much on the amount of biomass available for use as
feedstock. In Germany, the potential for mobilising biomass and chemical recycling in the DECHEMA e.V.
scenarios cannot cover raw material industries’ carbon demand alone, meaning that CCU or biomass
imports would be required. Whether and to what extent biomass can be imported from other European
countries for Germany’s chemical raw materials industry would need to be analysed in more detail. On one
hand, the extent to which unused residual and waste biomass can be tapped is unclear. On the other, local
use of waste and residual materials in particular may prove more sensible, meaning that it would be
necessary to compare the geographic distribution of the mobilisable biomass potential with the demand.
Moreover, the DECHEMA e.V. study does not consider carbon demand from outside the bulk chemicals
industry, in particular for carbon-neutral fuels used in aviation and maritime transport. Biomass or CO; can
also be used as a carbon source to meet these demands, which means that there is also usage competition
for biomass here. Overall, there is a high degree of uncertainty as to how much biomass can be used for
the bulk chemicals industry in Germany.

Scenario studies for a carbon-neutral Germany show that, in addition to carbon-neutral feedstocks for the
chemical industry, the need for carbon-based energy sources will endure to a considerable extent,
especially in aviation and maritime transport and for the provision of process heat in industry. The scenarios
differ in terms of which of these areas will use the majority of the biomass. Overall, however, the biomass
available is not sufficient to cover the entire demand for carbon-based energy sources and feedstocks.
Therefore, in addition to recycling and the use of biomass as a feedstock, CO, as a carbon source is required
in the long term. [27]

The studies also differ when it comes to the question as to whether greenhouse-gas-neutral feedstocks
with chemical recycling or from captured CO, are produced in Germany or imported. In some scenarios,
domestic feedstock production is essentially limited to secondary raw material recovery, for example,
pyrolysis oil from chemical recycling of plastic waste (pyrolysis, gasification) [11] and methanol production
with CO; captured in bioenergy facilities. [12] In these scenarios, the import of green naphtha and methanol
produced with atmospheric CO, covers a large part of the feedstock demand. Other scenarios presume
significant green feedstock production within Germany, leading to substantial demand for CCU. For
example, in the German Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Climate Action’s (BMWK) long-term
scenarios, almost all CO, from cement and lime works and waste incineration (30 million tonnes in total) is
needed to produce methanol and HVC in 2045. [37]

A comparison of two recent scenario studies [38, 39], both of which place a strong focus on the industrial
sector, shows that the underlying overall strategies for carbon management differ. In the BMWK long-term
scenarios’ industrial sector module [38], the focus is on the provision of carbon. In Germany, a large proportion
of the CO, from cement and lime works and waste incinerators is used for CCU to produce olefins and
aromatics for the chemical industry. Since fossil/mineral CO, is used on a large scale here to produce products
with short useful lives, the carbon footprint must be considered more closely (see Section 4.2). If it is not
possible to keep the carbon permanently within the cycle by recycling, this must be offset by negative
emissions — this is in addition to the negative emissions that are required anyway to offset residual emissions
from agriculture, for example. In the Agora Think Tanks study [39], on the other hand, fossil/mineral CO, from
cement and lime works and waste incinerators is stored permanently using CCS. Feedstocks for the chemical
industry are provided by biomass and chemical recycling of plastic waste, as well as by imported methanol.
The production of plastic products from biomass, combined with CCS at the end of these products’ useful lives
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in waste incineration, results in overall negative emissions in the entire chain. These are used to offset residual
emissions from agriculture. Due to the high energy demand, CCU is rarely used in the Agora scenario.

Despite the differences described, the scenario studies do agree on some points — CCU will not play any
role by 2030. Atmospheric CO; is not used for feedstock production in German in any of the scenarios due
to the limited potential for renewable energies and the more favourable import options. Alongside the
feedstocks for the chemical industry, hydrocarbons produced using CCU are also used as fuels in the
scenarios analysed, primarily for aviation and maritime transport. [27] For the most part (80 to 100 per
cent), these are imported. [27]

Previous scenario studies for a carbon-neutral Germany do take CCU into account in their model
calculations, but relatively little time is usually devoted to the topic when discussing the results (see Deep
dive: Carbon flows in carbon neutrality scenarios). This makes it difficult to analyse what causes the rather
different results. Therefore, there is still a need for further research into the role of CCU in the transition
to carbon neutrality. Scenario analyses that provide a systematic investigation of the effects of various
parameters on the demand for CCU would be particularly helpful. Among other things, answers to the
following questions are required:

e How will the chemical industry’s total carbon demand in Germany change as a result of new
consumption patterns and the implementation of mechanical recycling and other circular economy
approaches (see Section 2.2)?

e  Will chemical value creation processes shift? To what extent will feedstocks containing carbon be
imported (see Section 2.2)?

e To what extent can biomass be used as a feedstock? Here, competition with energy use and the
interrelations with the food system must be taken into account. For example, a more plant-based
diet would make more biomass available for use as a feedstock without increasing the area
required for biomass cultivation.

e To what extent can chemical recycling meet the chemical industry’s carbon demand?

e s the continued, long-term use of fossil raw materials in combination with CCS (e.g. the
manufacture of plastics from crude oil with CCS during waste incineration) being considered?

e Overall carbon management strategy: how are negative emissions achieved?
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Deep dive: Carbon flows in carbon neutrality scenarios

Scenario studies that examine transformation pathways to carbon neutrality often focus on the energy
system. The chemical industry is not portrayed in great detail in many energy system models, and its
transformation pathway is often illustrated using individual sample products. Since these differ between
studies, the results are difficult to compare. [27] Furthermore, relatively little attention is paid to the
analysis and presentation of carbon flows. As a result, the chemical industry’s complex carbon flows,
with their numerous products and intermediate materials, are described incompletely in many studies
and are not fully comprehensible. A more detailed representation of the process chains would be
particularly helpful for comparing scenarios that place different emphases on both mechanical and
chemical recycling and the use of CO,. Although detailed studies of the useful life assessment of
individual products or materials such as plastics are available [40; 41], these aspects have not yet been
integrated into studies on the overall transformation of Germany or Europe.

In order to assess the possible role of CCU in the transformation towards carbon neutrality and, in
particular, the influence of different CCU approaches on the carbon footprint, more detailed analyses
and representations of carbon flows in energy system studies would be helpful. This applies to both the
models themselves and the textual and graphical representations in the studies. For example, it is
unclear in some cases whether the carbon binding in other countries is credited to the German carbon
footprint when imported green feedstocks are used. When synthetic fuels and feedstocks are imported
from outside Europe, it is also sometimes unclear which carbon sources are used. CCU and CCS are often
grouped together, but it is not clear whether and under what conditions CCU is equated with CCS in the
carbon footprint. Information is also often missing on how long carbon remains bound in the CCU
products or remains within the cycle by means of recycling, and how the amount of bound carbon in the
product develops over time. A breakdown of carbon flows across national borders would also show the
extent to which fossil/mineral CO, is exported via the export of products containing carbon from
Germany and may be released into the atmosphere in the importing country.

Overall, research with regard to a stronger integration of energy system models and material flow
models is still required. This could, among other things, help to examine in more detail how DACC and
the material and energetic utilization of biomass are integrated into the system. To evaluate and
interpret scenario studies, developing a consistent, standardised method of presenting the results of
carbon flows from models would be valuable.

4.2 What sort of carbon footprint does CCU have?

Using CO, as a raw material can replace fossil carbon sources and, under certain conditions, contribute to

mitigating climate change. The impact of CCU on the climate depends on several factors, which are shown

in Figure 5.
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CO, Source

Is the CO, of fossil, biogenic or
atmospheric origin?

Energy Demand

How extensive are energy demand
and THG emissions during
manufacturing of the product?

Product’s Useful Life

For how long is the CO; bound in
the product, keeping it out of the
atmosphere?

Upstream Emissions

How extensive are the GHG
emissions caused by the
construction of CCU facilities and

Fate of CO,

Is the CO; kept within the cycle, is it
released into the atmosphere or is
it captured and stored / reused?

Emissions Avoided

How extensive are the savings in
GHG emissions compared with the
conventional process?

infrastructure?

Figure 5: Factors that influence the impact of CCU on the climate. Source: authors’ own work.

Depending on these factors, CCU can release net emissions (but may still reduce emissions compared to
conventional processes) or be net carbon neutral or result in net negative emissions. In particular, if
fossil/mineral CO, is used, CCU is generally not carbon neutral overall, rather it only delays the release of
the CO, for the duration of the product’s useful life. In a carbon-neutral system, CCU using fossil/mineral
CO, can therefore only be used if the CO, is kept out of the atmosphere permanently (by using it in products
with a very long useful life, by creating a closed and permanent recycling loop or by using CCS at the end of
the useful life) or if the CO, emissions are offset elsewhere with negative emissions (e.g. with DACCS).

Figure 6 is a schematic presentation of different CCU process pathways and examples of applications and
their contribution to climate protection. These are categorised according to carbon source, sequestration
period and where the CO, used ends up in the longer term.
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Carbon Capture and Utilisation: the climatic impact of using CO, as a raw material
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Figure 6: Carbon footprint of example CCU pathways. The figure only assesses the source, sequestration period and ultimate destination of
the CO,. Pathways with biogenic CO, are not shown, as their carbon footprint is the same as for atmospheric CO,. Systemic aspects such as
the quantity and source of the energy required for the CCU process, GHG emissions for the construction of the facilities and infrastructure,
as well as substituted products and production processes are not shown (see also Figure 5). Furthermore, the illustration assumes complete
capture of the CO.. In practice, the potentially carbon-neutral pathways shown here are associated with residual emissions. Source: Energy
Systems of the Future (ESYS); lllustration by Figures GmbH.

Even a theoretically conceivable complete recirculation and constant reuse of fossil/mineral CO; is not a
long-term possibility for using fossil resources continuously and on a permanent basis. Indeed, if additional
CO, is constantly introduced into the cycle, the stock of products would have to increase continuously in
order to bind the additional CO,. To achieve long-term carbon neutrality, all the CO, newly produced from
fossil/mineral raw materials and introduced into the carbon cycle must ultimately be offset by the removal
and permanent storage of CO,; at the end of the product’s useful life. This makes CCU a useful supplement
to CCS, but not an outright alternative.
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4.3 What role could fossil/mineral CO, play in the future?

In many cases, CCU with CO, from fossil/mineral sources is not carbon neutral. However, it can be useful
for a transitional period because using CO; as a carbon source replaces carbon from fossil sources, thereby
reducing emissions. In addition, using CO, that is difficult to avoid, such as that from cement works and
waste incinerators, could simplify the market ramp-up of CCU. This is because these facilities produce large
quantities of CO, and will probably be connected to a CO, transportation infrastructure anyway.

It is still unclear whether sufficient carbon-neutral alternatives will be available in the medium term —the
extent to which biogenic CO, is available and the associated costs should be analysed in detail. Today,
biomass is largely processed in small decentralised facilities, where the capture and transportation of CO,
is likely to incur higher costs than in cement works or waste incinerators. According to the industry
representatives interviewed by ESYS, procuring biogenic CO; is a hurdle for CCU projects. What is certain is
that atmospheric CO, will initially only be available in small quantities and at very high costs, which means
that it will not play a significant role as a carbon source for CCU, at least in the medium term.

According to experts, it is unlikely that CCU will be implemented on a significant scale before 2030; by 2045
(in Germany) or 2050 (in the rest of the EU), production processes would have to be converted to biogenic
or atmospheric CO,, or permanent CO, storage would have to be ensured (in products with long useful lives
or via CCS at the end of the product’s useful life). The current time window of only 15 to 20 years makes
investments in transitional solutions with fossil/mineral CO, unattractive if it is not certain that the
subsequent conversion of the CCU facilities to atmospheric/biogenic CO,, or the conversion of the facilities
that produce CO, (e.g. cement works, waste incinerators), to CCS is possible at acceptable costs. For CCU
products such as synthetic aviation fuels, for which CCS is not possible, the use of fossil/mineral CO, would
have to be offset by negative emissions in the long term.

In principle, measures should be taken that, primarily, avoid generating CO,. CCU with fossil/mineral CO,
must not lead to lock-in effects, which would be the case if using this CO, had the result that utilising
fossil/mineral raw materials were to become more economically attractive and, as a result, be retained as
the preference. European legislators have taken this into account with the provisions in RED Il for the
production of synthetic fuels recognised as renewable (these are known as “Renewable Fuels of Non-
Biological Origin”, or “RFNBQ”) (see Section 5.1).

In the long term, fossil/mineral CO, can only be used in combination with CCS or CDR — in a carbon-neutral
system, any fossil/mineral CO, added must be offset by the removal and permanent storage of the same
amount of CO,. For example, the more fossil/mineral CO, is used for manufacturing plastics or kerosene,
the more CCS and/or CDR is required in the overall system. It is irrelevant whether fossil/mineral, biogenic
or atmospheric CO, is stored geologically, as long as the overall balance is even. Various possible scenarios
should be compared in terms of energy input, costs and infrastructure requirements. The risks and
environmental impacts of geological CO, storage must also be taken into account. Scientific studies on these
aspects are available [42], but the decision is ultimately a socio-political one.

4.4 How are CCU and CCS related?

In a carbon-neutral economy, CCU and CCS have different functions. CCS aims to permanently sequester
or remove CO, from the atmosphere. CCU primarily serves to develop a non-fossil carbon source. As CCU
does not lead to permanent CO, storage in many cases, rather it merely delays its release into the
atmosphere by a few weeks to a few years, CCU’s contribution to climate change mitigation is based more
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on replacing fossil raw materials than on CO, storage. Consequently, CCU and CCS are not alternatives to
each other, rather they complement each other.

In the medium term, it is to be expected that the tendency will be to store the difficult-to-avoid CO, from
fossil/mineral sources (CCS) rather than processing them further (CCU), due to the lower costs. CCU will
only play a role in the long term (after 2030) in meeting the chemical industry’s carbon demand. According
to the experts interviewed by ESYS, CCU will also remain more expensive than CCS in the long term due to
the high energy demand for hydrogen production.

An additional complication for the near-term market ramp-up is that the current framework conditions for
CCU with short-lived products are unfavourable — for example, it is more profitable for cement works to
dispose of the CO, with CCS because it would then not be subject to the European Emissions Trading System
(EU-ETS). In the long term, it is conceivable that there will also be a higher willingness to pay for the long-term
storage (BECCS, DACCS) of atmospheric/biogenic CO; and, in turn, negative emissions than for the use of CO,
as a carbon source. This will depend on the regulatory design of the incentives for negative emissions. In
scenario studies for a carbon-neutral Germany, BECCS and DACCS play an important role in offsetting residual
emissions. Furthermore, net negative emissions must be achieved after 2045. For companies that want to
process CO,, the availability of CO, on the market can present a hurdle if potential CO, suppliers focus
exclusively on CCS and the transportation infrastructure is developed primarily with CCS in mind.

If the market ramp-up of CCU is to be made possible, the regulatory framework would have to take this
potential utilization conflict into account and, if necessary, take countermeasures that favour CCU. This
means that regulatory incentives will be needed for CCU, over and above the CO, price, if it is to prevail
over the continued use of fossil carbon sources in conjunction with CCS (see Section 5.1).

Whether such a regulatory preference for CCU over CCS is desirable is a social and political consideration
that depends on the factors shown in Figure 7. A comprehensive multi-criteria evaluation of scenarios with
different weightings of CCU and CCS could provide a scientific basis for decision-making. Further research
is needed here.
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What are the costs of CCS/CCU?
How high is the willingness to pay?

Transportation
Infrastructure

Can the required infrastructure for

Climate and Environment

What is the carbon footprint of
CCS/CCU? What other effects on
the environment can be expected?

Energy Demand

Can sufficient renewable energy be
made available for CCU?

ﬁi’\J Availability of Storage

Is there sufficient geological storage
available for CCS?

(Local) Acceptance

How does society view CCS/CCU?
What are the local effects?

CCS/CCU be built and financed?

Figure 7: Factors to be considered when weighing CCS up against CCU. Source: authors’ own work.

Synergy effects arise in case of a transition from CCS to CCU at a later date, as the same technologies and
infrastructure are required for capturing and transporting CO,. The transportation infrastructure required
can also have an impact on the trade-off between CCS and CCU — CO, pipelines for transportation to
geological storage sites will tend to be worthwhile for larger CO, sources only. CCU, on the other hand,
could be more suitable for smaller quantities of CO,, provided that the CO, can be processed in the
immediate vicinity.

CCS has so far been viewed rather sceptically by the public, while CCU is still relatively unknown. The
different functions should, therefore, be emphasised in communications concerning carbon management.
CCU should not be presented as a way to “get rid of” CO, of fossil/mineral origin without the need for CCS.
As explained in Section 4.2, CCU with fossil/mineral CO, is not carbon neutral in most cases. Furthermore,
the high energy demand for CCU should be clarified. Under no circumstances should the impression arise
that the production of fossil/mineral CO, is without its problems because it can be used to manufacture
products with CCU.
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5 Political and regulatory implementation:
Enabling the market ramp-up for CCU, ensuring the contribution to
climate change mitigation

5.1 What framework conditions would be required for CCU?

There are central structural requirements for the ramp-up of CCU in Germany. In addition to the availability
of low-cost renewable energies, the creation of a CO, infrastructure is crucial (also for CCS). Indeed, the
focus of the discussion is currently on the construction of dedicated CO, pipelines, although CO, can also
be transported by ship or lorry. One question that remains unanswered is how CO, pipelines will be
financed- state involvement could cushion the economic risks for private sector stakeholders and may be
a necessary condition for ramping-up a CO; network. It is also unclear which companies will be connected
to a future CO; pipeline. The public sector could play a coordinating role here.

In addition, there are a number of regulatory aspects that could complicate or additionally incentivise the
ramp-up of CCU. In general, the experts interviewed by ESYS criticise the lack of coherence in the legislation
in view of the large number of regulations affecting CCU (e.g. EU-ETS, EU-ETS 2, RED I, Union Certification
Framework for Carbon Removals [CRCF Regulation]). This concerns, among other things, the question of
how CCU’s impact on the climate is recorded and priced, for example with regard to the period over which
CO, must be stored in a product in order for it to be considered permanently sequestered (see Section 5.2).
This has an impact on the economic viability of CCU processes.

According to some company representatives interviewed by ESYS, fossil/mineral CO, use is necessary to
ramp up CCU. One question that remains unanswered is how a reasonable transition period can be defined.
To prevent fossil lock-ins, clear rules for the use of fossil/mineral CO; should be established at an early stage
(see Section 4.3). European Union legislators are taking this into account in RED Il via the RFNBO regulations
— CO, from EU-ETS installations that require certificates can be used for their production, provided that
certificates have been submitted. However, this is subject to a time limit of 2035 (for CO, from the electricity
sector) or 2040 (for CO, from other sectors). Assuming that CCU will be available from 2030, this results in
a time frame of 5 to 10 years. According to the company representatives interviewed by ESYS, this
transitional solution provided for in RED Il cannot be implemented in an economically viable manner,
meaning that it does not contribute to the market ramp-up of CCU.

Market pull mechanisms could create further economic incentives for using CCU by incentivising demand for
certain products. For example, the regulations for carbon-neutral aviation (ReFuelEU Aviation) and maritime
(FuelEU Maritime) fuels create incentives for investing in CCU processes. Additional green lead markets, for
example for carbon-neutral bulk chemicals, could create further incentives for CCU. Since chemical products
are rarely directly demanded by the public sector, public procurement could only stimulate demand for CCU
products to a limited extent. Minimum quotas for carbon-neutral bulk chemicals that distributors of these
materials would have to fulfil could prove more effective. This could be anchored at EU level via the Ecodesign
Regulation. [43] If green lead markets for chemical products are established, it must be clarified whether these
only cover CCU products or other carbon-neutral products as well. A design that creates incentives for all
carbon-neutral products and, in turn, establishes a level playing field seems sensible. In addition, funding
(based on CapEx and OpEx) could support first movers in building CCU capacities in Germany. The experts
interviewed by ESYS assessed the various options for creating economic incentives differently. This means that
there is still a need for discussion and research to evaluate the instruments.
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5.2 How can regulators record and price CCU’s carbon footprint?

In order to set the appropriate economic incentives for transforming the industry by means of regulatory
frameworks, the carbon footprint of individual CCU products and process chains must be recorded and
verified. In doing this, it is important to avoid excessive technical and administrative effort.

Currently, there is a patchwork of sector and product-specific regulations, including the EU-ETS, the planned
EU-ETS 2 and the requirements for RFNBO and Recycled Carbon Fuels (RCF) pursuant to RED IlI. This
sometimes leads to inconsistencies in how the carbon footprint is regulated. The current framework
penalises the manufacture of CCU products with non-permanent carbon sequestration from fossil/mineral
CO, when compared to the manufacture of products made using fossil raw materials. This is because the
CO; in the former case is subject to EU-ETS certification, whereas the use of fossil feedstocks is not. The
proposed expansion of the EU-ETS to include waste incinerators could counteract this. However, in this
case, it would be necessary to counteract the possibility of double pricing — for example, CO, from cement
works used to manufacture CCU products with non-permanent carbon sequestration, which later end up in
waste incineration, would be priced at both the cement works and the waste incinerator. This example
shows that a consistent regulatory treatment of different CCU approaches, other carbon management
approaches (CCS and CDR), the use of fossil feedstocks and circular economy approaches (e.g. chemical
recycling) based on their impact on the climate is anything but trivial.

An important aspect when calculating the carbon footprint is the storage period. EU framework takes two
different approaches here:

e The CRCF Regulation specifies a storage period of 35 years — if biogenic or atmospheric CO, remains
stored within a product for this period, it can be certified for negative emissions.

o  With the 2021 revision of the EU-ETS, alongside CCS processes, CCU processes are also exempt
from the requirement to obtain certificates under certain conditions. However, under the EU-ETS,
the CO, must be bound “for a period of at least several centuries”. According to the regulation,
only mineral carbonates used in construction products fulfil this condition. [44] Recirculation of
captured and reused CO, from high-temperature combustion (e.g. from waste incinerators) is
explicitly excluded. [45] The EU-ETS equates permanent storage in products with geological
storage, meaning that the processed CO; is not subject to certification. CO, that is not permanently
stored, for example in the manufacture of CCU products with short useful lives, is subject to
certification and is therefore considered equivalent to the immediate emission of the CO,.

Many of the experts interviewed by ESYS believe that the EU-ETS regulation falls short. As previously
explained, continuous recycling of products containing carbon or CCS during thermal recycling at the end
of the respective product’s useful life could also lead to a neutral carbon footprint. Therefore, it is not so
much the individual product that matters as the carbon flows in the overall system. Future regulations
should aim for a more differentiated and consistent assessment, and recognition of the impact on the
climate, depending on the duration of storage. In this respect, the EU’s plans to develop rules for dealing
with CCU products with non-permanent carbon sequestration as part of the EU-ETS review planned for
2026 is to be welcomed. [46]

In addition to the storage period, the question of how the origin of the carbon can be traced through value
chains and product life cycles is also crucial for determining the carbon footprint. Tracing CO, through the
complex value chains in the chemical industry to the end of individual CCU products’ useful lives, with

28



Energy Systems of the Future

possible subsequent recycling steps, is costly and time-consuming. One challenge here is that increasingly
mixed flows of fossil/mineral and atmospheric/biogenic carbon will occur, for example in waste incineration
(biogenic products, CCU products and plastics from fossil raw materials) and in chemical industry facilities
that process mixed feedstocks (e.g. steam crackers, synthesis gas plants). Proof of origin would be a possible
regulatory approach here. This is why the experts interviewed by ESYS believe that, in the long term, a
regulatory system at EU level, in which the origin of the carbon does not have to be traced through the
entire value chain, is desirable.

Ideally, a uniform CO, pricing system should be applied consistently to all carbon management activities,
i.e. CCU, CCS and CDR. Two approaches in particular are being discussed for this purpose, both of which
constitute a “in-out approach” in relation to the overall system and therefore do not require the CO, to be
tracked through the process chains [4]:

e An “upstream pricing system”, in which pricing is based not on emissions but on where fossil raw
materials are placed on the market, as is the case today in the German Fuel Emissions Trading Act
(BEHG). In such an approach, when remunerating CO, removal, a distinction would have to be
made with regard to the sequestration period.

o A“closed downstream pricing system” that prices all CO, emissions, regardless of the source of the
carbon, and remunerates all removals, regardless of the use of the CO, and the sequestration
period.

Both approaches would have to be developed in detail and checked for consistency, administrative effort,
overlaps with other relevant regulations and effects on competition. The treatment of imported or
exported products containing carbon and the associated potential for carbon leakage abroad would also
need to be examined.
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6 Conclusion

Many products containing carbon, which today are largely based on fossil raw materials, will also be
required in a carbon-neutral future. This will necessitate the use of carbon sources that are neutral in terms
of their impact on the climate. It is estimated that biomass and recycling alone will probably not suffice to
meet future carbon demand. Based on what we know today, therefore, the use of CO, as a carbon source
is a necessary building block for achieving carbon neutrality.

Although CCU only plays a role well beyond 2030 in scenario studies, the course for this must be set in the
next few years. Indeed, many of the required technologies still need research and development, the
infrastructure for the transportation of CO, must be built and a suitable regulatory framework for the
market ramp-up must be created.

However, excessively high expectations should not be placed on CCU. Experts consider the availability of
hydrogen, which is needed for the majority of CCU products, and, in turn, the availability of green electricity
for its production, to be a bottleneck for the medium-term market ramp-up of CCU. Due to the high energy
demand, in the long term, CCU is also likely to remain a very expensive climate change mitigation option.
Providing sufficient quantities of feedstocks for the chemical industry and synthetic fuels for aviation and
maritime transport in a carbon-neutral manner already constitutes a major challenge. Furthermore, there will
be little scope for providing large quantities of hydrocarbons produced using CCU for other applications (such
as road transport fuels). CCU is therefore not an alternative to reducing the demand for hydrocarbons, for
example through the direct use of electricity, recycling and more frugal use of products containing carbon.

The impact of CCU on the climate is complex. Indeed, it depends on the CO, source used, the duration of
the product’s useful life, the destination of the CO, at the end of that product’s useful life, the residual
emissions due to incomplete CO, capture, the GHG emissions (in particular from the energy input) in the
manufacture of the product from CO,, the emissions from the construction of the CCU facilities and
infrastructure, and the GHG emissions in the conventional processes that this approach substitutes. By
replacing fossil raw materials, CCU can contribute to climate change mitigation. However, if CO, of
fossil/mineral origin is used, it is generally not carbon neutral. Only in the case of goods with a very long
useful life (e.g. building materials) is the CO, stored over a very long period, meaning that the climate
change mitigation effect is comparable to CCS. In most cases, however, CCU only delays the release of CO,
by the useful life of the product, which can range from a few days to several years. As a result,
atmospheric/biogenic CO, usually has to be used as a carbon source to ensure that the CCU process is
carbon-neutral. Closed recycling loops can keep CO; out of the atmosphere for a longer period of time, even
for products with a short useful life. When using fossil/mineral CO,, it would be necessary to ensure that
the CO, is captured and stored permanently using CCS at the end of the product’s useful life (e.g. during
waste incineration), or that the emissions are offset by negative emissions (e.g. DACCS). To make the best
possible use of CCU for industrial transformation, the impact of various CCU applications on the climate
must be assessed and priced consistently and on a differentiated basis. How this can be achieved with
limited administrative effort is an unanswered question that science and politics should address urgently
(see areas of conflict in Figure 8).

Under the current framework, there are few incentives for companies to develop CCU value chains. An
appropriate regulatory framework must therefore be created to ensure that the necessary CCU market
ramp-up occurs in time to meet the climate targets. In this context, a balance must be struck between the
risk of rendering the introduction of CCU unattractive by placing excessive demands on the carbon footprint
and thereby slowing down the necessary development, and the risk of promoting CCU pathways that
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ultimately do not lead to carbon neutrality and, in the worst case, extend the use of fossil raw materials
(see areas of conflict in Figure 8). By 2045 (in Germany) or 2050 (in the rest of the EU) at the latest, processes
would have to be adapted to use atmospheric or biogenic CO,. If we are to become carbon-neutral and still
continue to use hard-to-abate CO, from fossil/mineral sources, we must ensure that the CO, is captured
using CCS at the end of the product’s useful life (e.g. during waste incineration) or that the emissions are
offset by negative emissions. This means that there is only a short window of opportunity to implement
non-carbon-neutral transitional solutions and the opportunities and risks of such transitional solutions
should be analysed in more detail. This includes considering the extent to which the continued use of fossil
carbon sources in conjunction with CCS should be permitted as an alternative to CCU.

Record and price the climate impact as Reduce effort by pragmatically
accurately as possible. recording the carbon footprint.

Prevent fossil lock-in by strict CCU Create incentives for fast market ramp-up of

regulations. CCuU.

Maintain regulatory flexibility to allow for Create investment security through long-
future adjustments. term regulatory security.

Figure 8: A regulatory framework for CCU must navigate several areas of conflict, some of which are difficult to reconcile. Source: authors’
own work.

In addition, numerous interfaces to other strategies and subsystems must be taken into account and
regulated. Above all, it is crucial that CCU be incorporated into a comprehensive carbon management
strategy to ensure consistent regulation of CCU, CCS and CDR. Such a strategy is also crucial for estimating
the need for CO, transportation as a basis for developing the transportation infrastructure. The integration
of CCU into the circular economy strategy is also particularly crucial for plastics. Interfaces with the energy
system development especially arise from CCU’s high energy requirements, which must be taken into
account in the expansion targets for renewable energies. The demand for synthetic fuels produced by CCU
depends on which areas of the energy system can be supplied with electricity and to what extent energy
demand can be reduced by increasing energy efficiency. There is another important interface with the
biomass strategy — the more biomass can be diverted from energy use and channelled into use as a
feedstock, the lower the demand for CCU.

When regulating CCU and developing CCU value chains, it is important to adopt a global perspective. This
is because the limited availability of hydrogen with low greenhouse gas emissions and carbon-neutral
energy in Germany means that feedstocks and synthetic fuels manufactured using CCU will probably have
to be imported, possibly to a large extent from outside the EU. Many chemical products are globally traded
commodities. Especially for Germany, with its extensive chemical industry, shaping the upcoming feedstock
change towards carbon-neutral closed cycles will require a profound transformation that should be planned
via a forward-looking industrial strategy — not least with regard to which parts of the value chains are kept
within Germany. A CBAM and other protective mechanisms also have an important role to play here with
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a view to preventing competitive disadvantages for European industry compared to suppliers from third
countries with less stringent climate change mitigation ambitions.

CCU is still relatively unknown among the general public. It is therefore the responsibility of the scientific,
political and industrial communities to communicate the importance of feedstock change in the chemical
industry for achieving carbon neutrality, as well as the role of CCU in this transformation. It is important to
clarify the different ways in which CCU, CCS and CDR each contribute to climate change mitigation — CCS
prevents hard-to-abate CO, from industrial processes from entering the atmosphere. If CCS is used to store
atmospheric/biogenic CO, it is considered to be CDR and leads to negative emissions. In addition to the CDR
methods BECCS and DACCS, which use CCS, there are also other techniques in which carbon is stored (e.g.
afforestation). Both CCS and CDR aim to store CO, permanently. CCU, on the other hand, taps an alternative
carbon source to replace fossil raw materials. It only offers a permanent solution for dealing with hard-to-
abate CO, originating from fossil/mineral sources if products with very long useful lives are manufactured,
in permanent recycling or in combination with CCS at the end of the CCU product’s useful life — and
therefore only in certain applications. CCU can result in negative emissions if atmospheric or biogenic CO,
is used in the applications mentioned above. Meeting long-term climate targets requires the interplay of all
three carbon management approaches. CCU can only supplement CCS and CDR, not replace them.

32



Literature

1 DECHEMA/FutureCamp Climate 2019

DECHEMA/FutureCamp Climate (2019): Roadmap Chemie 2050.
Auf dem Weg zu einer treibhausgasneutralen chemischen In-
dustrie in Deutschland, FutureCamp Climate GmbH & DE-
CHEMA Gesellschaft fiir Chemische Technik und Biotechnolo-
gie e.V., 2019. URL: https://dechema.de/dechema_me-
dia/Downloads/Positionspa-
piere/2019_Studie_ Roadmap_Chemie_2050-p-
20005590.PDF [Retrieved: 05.12.2024].

2 Agora 2023

Agora Industrie: Chemicals in transition. The three pillars for trans-
forming chemical value chains, 2023. URL: https://www.agora-
industry.org/fileadmin/Projekte/2022/2022-
02_IND_Climate_Positive_Chemistry_DE/A-
EW_300_Chemicals_in_transition_ EN_WEB.pdf [Retrieved:
19.12.2024].

3 BMWK 2024-1

Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Climate Action of Ger-
many: Eckpunkte der Bundesregierung fiir eine Carbon Ma-
nagement-Strategie, 2024. URL:
https://www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/DE/Downloads/E/240226-
eckpunkte-cms.pdf?__ blob=publicationFile&v=12 [Retrieved:
20.11.2024].

4 EU 2024-1

European Union (EU): COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMIS-
SION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE COUNCIL,
THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE
AND THE COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS Towards an ambi-
tious Industrial Carbon Management for the EU, 2024. URL:
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-con-
tent/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52024DC0062 [Retrieved:
19.12.2024].

5 Ostovaro et al. 2020

Ostovari, H./Sternberg, A./Bardow, A.: ,Rock ‘n’Use of CO2: Carbon
Footprint of Carbon Capture and Utilization by Mineralization®.
In: Sustainable Energy & Fuels, 4(9), 2020, S. 4482-4496.

6 Pfeiffer et al. 2024

Pfeiffer, Johannes/Erlach, Berit/Fischedick, Manfred /Fuss, Sa-
bine/Geden, Oliver/Loschel, Andreas/Pittel, Karen/Ragwitz,
Mario/ Stephanos, Cyril/Weidlich, Anke: An Integrated Ap-
proach to Carbon Management: Requirements of an Overall
Strategy Combining CCS, CCU and CDR,Publication Series
,Energiesysteme der Zukunft“ (ESYS), 2024. URL: https://en-
ergiesysteme-zukunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publika-
tionen/PDFs/ESYS_Impuls_Kohlenstoffmanagement.pdf [Re-
trieved: 20.11.2024].

33

Energy Systems of the Future

7 DECHEMA 2024
DECHEMA: Verfahren zur klimaneutralen Bereitstellung und Ver-
arbeitung von Kohlenstoff, 2024.

8 Kdhler et al. 2023

Kéhler, F./Porc, O./Carus, M.: RCI Carbon Flows Report: Compi-
lation of Supply and Demand of Fossil and Renewable Carbon
on a Global and European Level. Renewable Carbon Initiative,
2023. URL: https://renewable-carbon.eu/publications/prod-
uct/the-renewable-carbon-initiatives-carbon-flows-report-
pdf/[Retrieved: 04.12.2024].

9 UBA 2019

Umweltbundesamt (UBA): Wege in eine ressourcenschonende
Treibhausgasneutralitit. RESCUE: Langfassung, 2019. URL:
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/rescue [Retrieved:
02.12.2024].

10 BMWK 2021

Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Climate Action of Ger-
many : Langfristszenarien fiir die Transformation des Ener-
giesystems in Deutschland 3, Webinar, 2021. URL:
https://langfristszenarien.de/enertile-explorer-
en/documents/ [Retrieved: 19.12.2024].

11 Agora 2021

Agora Energiewende: Towards a Climate-Neutral Germany by
2045. How Germany can reach its climate targets before
2050, Berlin, 2021. URL: https://www.agora-energie-
wende.org/publications/towards-a-climate-neutral-germany-
by-2045 [Retrieved: 19.12.2024].

12 dena 2021

Deutsche Energie-Agentur (dena): dena-Leitstudie Aufbruch Kli-
maneutralitit. Klimaneutralitdt 2045 - Transformation der
Verbrauchssektoren und des Energiesystems, Berlin, 2021.
URL: https://www.dena.de/fileadmin/dena/Doku-
mente/Landingpages/Leitstudie_II/Gutach-
ten/211006_DLS_Gutachten_ EWI_final.pdf [Retrieved:
18.11.2024].

13 Ariadne 2021

Kopernikus-Projekt Ariadne/ Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact
Research : Ariadne-Report: Deutschland auf dem Weg zur
Klimaneutralitit 2045 — Szenarien und Pfade im Modellver-
gleich, 2021. URL:
https://ariadneprojekt.de/publikation/deutschland-auf-dem-
weg-zur-klimaneutralitat-2045-szenarienreport/[Retrieved:
02.12.2024].


https://dechema.de/dechema_media/Downloads/Positionspapiere/2019_Studie_Roadmap_Chemie_2050-p-20005590.PDF
https://dechema.de/dechema_media/Downloads/Positionspapiere/2019_Studie_Roadmap_Chemie_2050-p-20005590.PDF
https://dechema.de/dechema_media/Downloads/Positionspapiere/2019_Studie_Roadmap_Chemie_2050-p-20005590.PDF
https://dechema.de/dechema_media/Downloads/Positionspapiere/2019_Studie_Roadmap_Chemie_2050-p-20005590.PDF
https://www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/DE/Downloads/E/240226-eckpunkte-cms.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=12
https://www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/DE/Downloads/E/240226-eckpunkte-cms.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=12
https://energiesysteme-zukunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publikationen/PDFs/ESYS_Impuls_Kohlenstoffmanagement.pdf
https://energiesysteme-zukunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publikationen/PDFs/ESYS_Impuls_Kohlenstoffmanagement.pdf
https://energiesysteme-zukunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publikationen/PDFs/ESYS_Impuls_Kohlenstoffmanagement.pdf
https://renewable-carbon.eu/publications/product/the-renewable-carbon-initiatives-carbon-flows-report-pdf/
https://renewable-carbon.eu/publications/product/the-renewable-carbon-initiatives-carbon-flows-report-pdf/
https://renewable-carbon.eu/publications/product/the-renewable-carbon-initiatives-carbon-flows-report-pdf/
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/rescue
https://www.dena.de/fileadmin/dena/Dokumente/Landingpages/Leitstudie_II/Gutachten/211006_DLS_Gutachten_EWI_final.pdf
https://www.dena.de/fileadmin/dena/Dokumente/Landingpages/Leitstudie_II/Gutachten/211006_DLS_Gutachten_EWI_final.pdf
https://www.dena.de/fileadmin/dena/Dokumente/Landingpages/Leitstudie_II/Gutachten/211006_DLS_Gutachten_EWI_final.pdf

14 BDI 2021

Bundesverband der Deutschen Industrie e.V. (BDI): Klimapfade 2.0 — Ein
Wirtschaftsprogramm fiir Klima und Zukunft. Study prepared by
der Boston Consulting Group, Berlin, 2021. URL:
https://www.bcg.com/germany/klimapfade [Retrieved: 05.12.2024].

15 FZ) 2021

Forschungszentrum Jiilich (FZJ): Neue Ziele auf alten Wegen?
Strategien fiir eine treibhausgasneutrale Energieversorgung
bis zum Jahr 2045, Forschungszentrum Jiilich GmbH 2022.
URL: https://juser.fz-juelich.de/record /908382 /files/Ener-
gie_Umwelt_577.pdf [Retrieved: 04.12.2024].

16 VCI 2024-1

Association of the Chemical Industry (VCI): Portrait of the German
chemical industry, 2024. URL: https://www.vci.de/vci-
online/die-branche/zahlen-berichte/branchenportraet-der-
deutschen-chemisch-pharmazeutischen-industrie.jsp [Re-
trieved: 19.12.2024].

17 vCi/vDI 2023

Association of the Chemical Industry (VCI)/ Association of German
Engineers (VDI): Chemistry 4 Climate. Wie die Transforma-
tion der Chemie gelingen kann, 2023. URL:
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/broschue-
ren-und-faltblaetter/final-c4c-broschure-langfassung.pdf [Ret-
rieved: 02.12.2024].

18 VCI/VDI 2024-2

Association of the Chemical Industry (VCI)/ Association of German
Engineers (VDI Chemistry 4 Climate. Wie die Transformation
der Chemie gelingen kann. Ein Update, 2024. URL:
https://www.vci.de/vei/downloads-vei/publikation /broschue-
ren-und-faltblaetter/2024-11-07-c4c-update-publikation-kurz-
fassung-doppelseiten.pdf [Retrieved: 21.11.2024].

19 VCl 2024-3

Association of the Chemical Industry (VCI): The German Chemical
Industry in Figures Online, 2024. URL:
https://www.vci.de/vci-online/die-branche/zahlen-ber-
ichte/chemical-industry-in-figures-online.jsp [Retrieved:
19.12.2024].

20 German Federal Statistical Office (Destatis)

Federal Statistical Office of Germany (Destatis): Industry, manu-
facturing, 2024. URL: https://www.destatis.de/EN/The-
mes/Economic-Sectors-Enterprises/Industry-Manufac-
turing/_node.html#265848 [Retrieved: 19.12.2024].

21 Tagesschau 2024

Tagesschau: Chemieriese zwischen Profit und Moral, 2024. URL:
https://www.tagesschau.de/wirtschaft/unternehmen /basf-chemie-
industrie-werte-verantwortung-100.html [Retrieved: 20.11.2024].

34

Energy Systems of the Future

22 Verpoort et al. 2024

Verpoort, P. C./Gast, L./Hofmann, A. Ueckerdt, F.: ,Jmpact of
Global Heterogeneity of Renewable Energy Supply on Heavy
Industrial Production and Green Value Chains“. In: Nature
Energy, 2024, S. 1-13.

23 CDP 2024

Carbon Disclosure Project (CDP): CDP Technical Note: Relevance
of Scope 3 Categories by Sector, 2024. URL:
https://cdn.cdp.net/cdp-production/cms/guid-
ance_docs/pdfs/000/003/504/original/CDP-technical-note-
scope-3-relevance-by-sector.pdf?1649687608 [Retrieved:
02.12.2024].

24 Hanifa et al. 2023

Hanifa, M./Agarwal, R./Sharma, R./Thapliyal, P. C./Singh, L. P.: ,A
Review on CO2 Capture and Sequestration in the Construction
Industry: Emerging Approaches and Commercialised Technolo-
gies”. In: Journal of CO2 Utilization, Volume 67, 2023.

25 Fuss et al. 2018

Fuss, S./Lamb, W. F./Callaghan, M. W./Hilaire, J./Creutzig,
F./Amann, T./Beringer, T./de Oliveira Garcia, W./Hartmann,
J./Khanna, T./Luderer, G./Nemet, G. F./Rogelj, J./Smith,
P./Vicente, J. L./Wilcox, J./del Mar Zamora Dominguez, M.
/Minx, J. C.: ,Negative Emissions—Part 2: Costs, Potentials
and Side Effects”. In: Environmental Research Letters, 2018,
S. 063002.

26 FfE 2024

Forschungsstelle fiir Energiewirtschaft (FfE): Series of articles Carbon
Management: What are possible ways to use CO2? ?, 2024. URL:
https://www.ffe.de/en/publications/possible-ways-to-use-co2/.
[Retrieved: 19.12.2024].

27 Ragwitz/Weidlich et al. 2023

Ragwitz M./Weidlich, A. et al.: Szenarien fiir ein klimaneutrales
Deutschland. Technologieumbau, Verbrauchsreduktion und
Kohlenstoffmanagement, Publication Series Energiesysteme
der Zukunft, 2023. URL: https://energiesysteme-zu-
kunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publikationen/PDFs/E-
SYS_ Analyse_IntEv.pdf [Retrieved: 22.11.2024].

28 Klepper/Thrin 2019

Klepper, G./Thran, D.: Biomass: striking a balance between
energy and climate policies, Publication Series Energiesys-
teme der Zukunft, 2019. URL: https://energiesysteme-zu-
kunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publikationen/PDFs/E-
SYS_ Analyse_ Biomasse.pdf [Retrieved: 19.12.2024]

29 ESYS 2019

Energy Systems of the Future (ESYS): Biomass: striking a balance
between energy and climate policies. Strategies for
sustainable bioenergy use, 2019. URL: https://energiesys-
teme-zukunft.de/en/publications/position-paper/bioenergy
[Retrieved: 19.12.2024].


https://www.bcg.com/germany/klimapfade
https://juser.fz-juelich.de/record/908382/files/Energie_Umwelt_577.pdf
https://juser.fz-juelich.de/record/908382/files/Energie_Umwelt_577.pdf
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/broschueren-und-faltblaetter/final-c4c-broschure-langfassung.pdf
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/broschueren-und-faltblaetter/final-c4c-broschure-langfassung.pdf
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/broschueren-und-faltblaetter/2024-11-07-c4c-update-publikation-kurzfassung-doppelseiten.pdf
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/broschueren-und-faltblaetter/2024-11-07-c4c-update-publikation-kurzfassung-doppelseiten.pdf
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/broschueren-und-faltblaetter/2024-11-07-c4c-update-publikation-kurzfassung-doppelseiten.pdf
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/chiz-historisch/chemiewirtschaft-in-zahlen-2024.pdf
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/chiz-historisch/chemiewirtschaft-in-zahlen-2024.pdf
https://www.vci.de/vci/downloads-vci/publikation/chiz-historisch/chemiewirtschaft-in-zahlen-2024.pdf
https://www.tagesschau.de/wirtschaft/unternehmen/basf-chemieindustrie-werte-verantwortung-100.html
https://www.tagesschau.de/wirtschaft/unternehmen/basf-chemieindustrie-werte-verantwortung-100.html
https://cdn.cdp.net/cdp-production/cms/guidance_docs/pdfs/000/003/504/original/CDP-technical-note-scope-3-relevance-by-sector.pdf?1649687608
https://cdn.cdp.net/cdp-production/cms/guidance_docs/pdfs/000/003/504/original/CDP-technical-note-scope-3-relevance-by-sector.pdf?1649687608
https://cdn.cdp.net/cdp-production/cms/guidance_docs/pdfs/000/003/504/original/CDP-technical-note-scope-3-relevance-by-sector.pdf?1649687608
https://energiesysteme-zukunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publikationen/PDFs/ESYS_Analyse_Biomasse.pdf
https://energiesysteme-zukunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publikationen/PDFs/ESYS_Analyse_Biomasse.pdf
https://energiesysteme-zukunft.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Publikationen/PDFs/ESYS_Analyse_Biomasse.pdf

30 IEA 2024-1

International Energy Agency (IEA): Bioenergy with Carbon Cap-
ture and Storage, 2024. URL: https://www.iea.org/energy-
system/carbon-capture-utilisation-and-storage/bioenergy-
with-carbon-capture-and-storage [Retrieved: 20.11.2024].

31 UBA 2024

Umweltbundesamt (UBA): Umweltauswirkungen der stofflichen
Nutzung von CO2, 2024. URL: https://www.umweltbun-
desamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/11850/publika-
tionen/80_2024_texte_umweltauswirkungen.pdf [Retrieved:
02.12.2024].

32 IEA 2024-2

International Energy Agency (IEA): Direct Air Capture, 2024. URL:
https://www.iea.org/energy-system/carbon-capture-utilisation-
and-storage/direct-air-capture [Retrieved: 20.11.2024].

33 Sievert et al. 2024

Sievert, K./Schmidt, T. S./Steffen, B.: ,Considering Technology
Characteristics to Project Future Costs of Direct Air Capture®.
In: Joule, 2024. S. 979-999.

34 Young et al. 2023

Young, J./McQueen, N./Charalambous, C./Foteinis, S./Hawrot,
0./Ojeda, M./Pilorgé, H./Andresen, J./Psarras, P./Renforth
P./Garcia S./Van der Spek, M.: , The Cost of Direct Air Capture
and Storage Can be Reduced via Strategic Deployment but Is
Unlikely to Fall Below Stated Cost targets“.In: One Earth,
2023, S. 899-917.

35 UBA 2023

Umweltbundesamt (UBA): Kunststoffabfille, 2023. URL:
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/ressourcen-ab-
fall/verwertung-entsorgung-ausgewaehlter-abfallarten/kunst-
stoffabfaelle#kunststoffe-produktion-verwendung-und-ver-
wertung [Retrieved: 22.11.2024].

36 Garcia-Gutierrez et al. 2023

Garcia-Gutierrez, P./Amadei, A.M./Klenert, D./Nessi, S./Tonini,
D./Tosches, D./Ardente, F./Saveyn, H.: Environmental and
Economic Assessment of Plastic Waste Recycling,
Herausgeber: Publications Office of the European Union,
2023. URL: https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/reposi-
tory/handle/JRC132067 [Retrieved: 02.12.2024].

37 BMWK 2022

Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Climate Action of Ger-
many: Langfristszenarien fiir die Transformation des Ener-
giesystems in Deutschland, 2022. URL:
https://langfristszenarien.de/enertile-explorer-
wAssets/docs/LFSIII_Webinar16.11.2022_Industrie_final.pdf
[Retrieved: 05.12.2024].

38 BMWK 2024-2

Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Climate Action of Germany:
Langfristszenarien fiir die Transformation des Energiesystems
in Deutschland 3, 2024. URL: https://langfristszenarien.de/ener-
tile-explorer-wAssets/docs/LFS3_T45-Bericht_Szenarien_Indus-
trie_final.pdf [Retrieved: 06.12.2024].

35

Energy Systems of the Future

39 Agora Think Tanks 2024

Agora Think Tanks: Climate-neutral Germany (Executive Sum-
mary). From target-setting to implementation, 2024. URL:
https://www.agora-energiewende.org/publications/climate-
neutral-germany-executive-summary[ Retrieved: 19.12.2024].

40 Meys et al. 2021

Meys R./Kételhon A./Bachmann M./Winter B/Zibunas C./Suh S./Bar-
dow A.:,, Achieving Net-Zero Greenhouse Gas Emission Plastics by
a Circular Carbon Economy*. In: Science, 2021, S. 71-76.

41 Bachmann et al. 2023

Bachmann, M./Zibunas, C./Hartmann, J./Tulus, V./Suh, S., Guil-
1én-Gosélbez, G./Bardow, A.: ,Towards Circular Plastics within
Planetary Boundaries“. In: Nature Sustainability, 2023, S.
599—-610.

42 Shu et al. 2023

Shu, D.Y./Deutz, S./Winter, B. A./Baumgirtner, N./Leenders,
L./Bardow, A.: ,The Role of Carbon Capture and Storage to
Achieve Net-Zero Energy Systems: Trade-Offs Between Eco-
nomics and the Environment®. In: Renewable and Sustainable
Energy Reviews, 2023, S. 113246.

43 BMWK 2024-3

Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Climate Action of Ger-
many: Lead markets for climate-friendly basic materials,
2024. URL: https://www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/EN/Publikatio-
nen/Klimaschutz/lead-markets-for-climate-friendly-basic-ma-
terials.html [Retrieved: 19.12.2024].

44 European Council 2024

The European Council: ANNEX to the Commission Delegated Reg-
ulation Supplementing Directive 2003/87/EC of the European
Parliament and of the Council as Regards the Requirements
for Considering that Greenhouse Gases Have Become Perma-
nently Chemically Bound in a Product, 2024. URL:
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-12681-
2024-ADD-1/en/pdf [Retrieved: 19.11.2024].

45 EU 2024-2

Européischen Union (EU): COMMISSION DELEGATED REGULATION
(EU) 2024/2620 of 30 July 2024 supplementing Directive
2003/87/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council as re-
gards the requirements for considering that greenhouse gases have
become permanently chemically bound in a product, 2024. URL:
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-con-
tent/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=0J:L_202402620 [Retrieved:
19.12.2024].

46 EU 2024-3
Europaischen Union (EU): Towards an ambitious Industrial Carbon

Management for the EU, 2024.URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/le-
gal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52024DC0062 [Retrie-
ved 19.12.2024].


https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/11850/publikationen/80_2024_texte_umweltauswirkungen.pdf
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/11850/publikationen/80_2024_texte_umweltauswirkungen.pdf
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/11850/publikationen/80_2024_texte_umweltauswirkungen.pdf
https://www.iea.org/energy-system/carbon-capture-utilisation-and-storage/direct-air-capture
https://www.iea.org/energy-system/carbon-capture-utilisation-and-storage/direct-air-capture
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/ressourcen-abfall/verwertung-entsorgung-ausgewaehlter-abfallarten/kunststoffabfaelle#kunststoffe-produktion-verwendung-und-verwertung
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/ressourcen-abfall/verwertung-entsorgung-ausgewaehlter-abfallarten/kunststoffabfaelle#kunststoffe-produktion-verwendung-und-verwertung
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/ressourcen-abfall/verwertung-entsorgung-ausgewaehlter-abfallarten/kunststoffabfaelle#kunststoffe-produktion-verwendung-und-verwertung
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/ressourcen-abfall/verwertung-entsorgung-ausgewaehlter-abfallarten/kunststoffabfaelle#kunststoffe-produktion-verwendung-und-verwertung
https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC132067
https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC132067
https://langfristszenarien.de/enertile-explorer-wAssets/docs/LFSIII_Webinar16.11.2022_Industrie_final.pdf
https://langfristszenarien.de/enertile-explorer-wAssets/docs/LFSIII_Webinar16.11.2022_Industrie_final.pdf
https://langfristszenarien.de/enertile-explorer-wAssets/docs/LFS3_T45-Bericht_Szenarien_Industrie_final.pdf
https://langfristszenarien.de/enertile-explorer-wAssets/docs/LFS3_T45-Bericht_Szenarien_Industrie_final.pdf
https://langfristszenarien.de/enertile-explorer-wAssets/docs/LFS3_T45-Bericht_Szenarien_Industrie_final.pdf
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-12681-2024-ADD-1/en/pdf
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-12681-2024-ADD-1/en/pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52024DC0062
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52024DC0062

Energy Systems of the Future

Recommended citation

Erlach, Berit/ Gierds, Jorn/ Fischedick, Manfred/ Matthies, Ellen/ Pittel, Karen/ Sauer, Dirk Uwe: ,,CO, as a Raw Material. A
building block of a climate-neutral carbon economy” (Discussion Paper), Series on “Energy Systems of the Future” (ESYS), 2025,
DOI: https://doi.org/10.48669/esys_2025-2

The discussion paper was approved by the ESYS Board of Directors on 27.11.2024.

Authors

Dr. Berit Erlach ESYS Project Office | acatech

Jorn Gierds ESYS Project Office | acatech

Prof. Dr. Manfred Fischedick Wouppertal Institute for Climate, Environment and Energy
Prof. Dr. Ellen Matthies Otto von Guericke University Magdeburg

Prof. Dr. Karen Pittel ifo Institute

Prof. Dr. Dirk Uwe Sauer RWTH Aachen University

Board of Directors

Prof. Dr. Andreas Loschel Ruhr University Bochum

(Chair)

Prof. Dr. Karen Pittel ifo Institute

(Deputy Chair)

Prof. Dr. Dirk Uwe Sauer RWTH Aachen University

(Deputy Chair)

Prof. Dr. Manfred Fischedick Wouppertal Institute for Climate, Environment and Energy
Prof. Dr. Hans-Martin Henning Fraunhofer Institute for Solar Energy Systems ISE
Prof. Dr. Ellen Matthies Otto von Guericke University Magdeburg

Prof. Dr. Jirgen Renn Max Planck Institute of Geoanthropology

Prof. Dr. Indra Spiecker University of Cologne

genannt D6hmann

Additional contributors

Silvia Biagioli ESYS Project Office | acatech

Benedikte Eiden ESYS Project Office | acatech

Annika ERmann Graphics production (ESYS Project Office | acatech)

Annika Seiler Coordination of production and typesetting (ESYS Project Office | acatech)
Claire Stark Editorial office | (ESYS Project Office | acatech)

Lily Voge ESYS Project Office | acatech

Interview partners

Prof. Dr. André Bardow ETH Zirich

Dr. Christine Bunte BASF SE

Prof. Dr. Nicolaus Dahmen Karlsruhe Institute of Technology

Prof. Dr. Gorge Deerberg Fraunhofer Institute for Environmental, Safety and Energy Technology UMSICHT
Dr. Brigitta Huckestein BASF SE

Dr. Michael Kalis Institute for Climate Protection, Energy and Mobility(IKEM)
Dr. Nina Kolbe Thyssenkrupp Steel Europe AG

Steffi Ober NABU (The Nature And Biodiversity Conservation Union) e.V.
Lisa Okken WWF Germany

Ludivine Piezanowski Paul Wurth S.A., SMS Group

Christoph ReiRfelder Covestro AG

Dr. Johannes Ruppert Verein deutscher Zementwerke e.V. (VDZ)

Frank Schéfer MiRO Mineraldlraffinierie Oberrhein GmbH & Co. KG

Oscar Schily Climeworks AG

Dr. Falko Ueckerdt Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact Research



w

PD Dr. Peter Viebahn

Dr. Hans-J6rn Weddige
Prof. Dr. Anke Weidenkaff
Johanna Wiechen

Workshop participants
Cara Bien

Dr. Christine Bunte

Prof. Dr. Gorge Deerberg
Dr. Marcel Dorf

Dr. Berit Erlach

Prof. Dr. Manfred Fischedick
Jorn Gierds

Dr. Nina Kolbe

Dennis Kramer

Prof. Dr. Ellen Matthies
Steffi Ober

Christoph Reiffelder

Dr. Cyril Stephanos

Dr. Falko Ueckerdt

PD Dr. Peter Viebahn

Prof. Dr. Kurt Wagemann
Prof. Dr. Anke Weidenkaff
Johanna Wiechen

Series editor

Energy Systems of the Future

Wouppertal Institute for Climate, Environment and Energy
Thyssenkrupp Steel Europe AG

TU Darmstadt / Fraunhofer IWKS

Germanwatch e.V.

Bundesverband der Deutschen Industrie e.V. (BDI)

BASF SE

Fraunhofer Institute for Environmental, Safety and Energy Technology UMSICHT
DECHEMA e.V.

ESYS Project Office | acatech

Wuppertal Institute for Climate, Environment and Energy
ESYS Project Office | acatech

Thyssenkrupp Steel Europe AG

DECHEMA e V.

Otto von Guericke University Magdeburg

NABU (The Nature And Biodiversity Conservation Union) e.V.
Covestro AG

ESYS Project Office | acatech

Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact Research

Wuppertal Institute for Climate, Environment and Energy
Formerly DECHEMA e V.

TU Darmstadt / Fraunhofer IWKS

Germanwatch e.V.

acatech — National Academy of Science and Engineering (lead institution)

Munich Project Office, Karolinenplatz 4, 80333 Munich | www.acatech.de

German National Academy of Sciences Leopoldina

Jagerberg 1, 06108 Halle (Saale) | www.leopoldina.org

Union of the German Academies of Sciences and Humanities

Geschwister-Scholl-StralRe 2, 55131 Mainz | www.akademienunion.de

DOI

https://doi.org/10.48669/esys_2025-2

Project duration
03/2016 to 12/2024

Funding

This project is funded by the Federal Ministry of Education and Research

(funding code 03EDZ2016).

SPONSORED BY THE

Federal Ministry
of Education
and Research



The Academies’ Project “Energy Systems of the Future”

In the initiative “Energy Systems of the Future” (ESYS), acatech — National Academy of
Science and Engineering, the German National Academy of Sciences Leopoldina and

the Union of the German Academies of Sciences and Humanities provide input for the
debate on the challenges and opportunities of the German energy transition. Within the
Academies’ Project, over 160 experts from the science and research communities come
together in interdisciplinary working groups to develop policy options for the implemen-
tation of a secure, affordable and sustainable energy supply.

Contact:

Dr. Cyril Stephanos

Head of Project Office “Energy Systems of the Future”
GeorgenstralRe 25, 10117 Berlin

phone: +49 30 206 3096 -0

e-mail: stephanos@acatech.de

web: energiesysteme-zukunft.de/en

The German National Academy of Sciences Leopoldina, acatech — National Academy of

Science and Engineering, and the Union of the German Academies of Sciences and Human-
ities provide policymakers and society with independent, science-based advice on issues of
crucial importance for our future. The Academies’ members and other experts are outstand-
ing researchers from Germany and abroad. Working in interdisciplinary working groups, they
draft statements that are published in the series of papers Schriftenreihe zur wissenschafts-
basierten Politikberatung (Series on Science-Based Policy Advice) after being externally
reviewed and subsequently approved by the Standing Committee of the German National
Academy of Sciences Leopoldina.

German National Academy

of Sciences Leopoldina

Jagerberg 1

06108 Halle (Saale)

phone: +49 (0) 345 47239-600

fax: +49 (0)345 47239-919
e-mail: leopoldina@leopoldina.org

Berlin Office:
Reinhardtstrale 14
10117 Berlin

acatech — National Academy
of Science and Engineering
Karolinenplatz 4

80333 Miinchen

phone: +49 (0) 89 520309-0
fax:  +49 (0) 89 520309-9
e-mail: info@acatech.de

Berlin Office:
Georgenstrale 25
10117 Berlin

Union of the German Academies
of Sciences and Humanities
Geschwister-Scholl-StraRe 2
55131 Mainz

phone: +49 (0) 6131 218528-10
fax: +49 (0) 6131 218528-11
e-mail: info@akademienunion.de

Berlin Office:
JagerstraRe 22/23
10117 Berlin




	Contents
	Fact sheet
	Glossary
	1 Introduction
	2 Future carbon demand
	2.1 For which products will carbon be needed in the future?
	2.2 What will future carbon demand depend on?
	Deep dive: Economic significance and carbon footprint of the chemical-pharmaceutical industry in Germany

	3 Future carbon sources
	3.1 What fossil and mineral carbon sources are available?
	Deep dive: Production routes for the manufacture of bulk chemicals using CO₂
	3.2 What are climate-neutral carbon sources?
	3.3 How can carbon be recycled?

	4 Potential contribution of CCU to a carbon-neutral economy
	4.1 How much CCU is possible, necessary and adequate?
	Deep dive: Carbon flows in carbon neutrality scenarios
	4.2 What sort of carbon footprint does CCU have?
	4.3 What role could fossil/mineral CO₂ play in the future?
	4.4 How are CCU and CCS related?

	5 Political and regulatory implementation: Enabling the market ramp-up for CCU, ensuring the contribution to climate change mitigation
	5.1 What framework conditions would be required for CCU?
	5.2 How can regulators record and price CCU’s carbon footprint?

	6 Conclusion
	Literature
	Contributors 



