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About the DBFZ 

The Deutsches Biomasseforschungszentrum gemeinnützige GmbH (DBFZ) is a 

German federal institution founded in 2008. It conducts applied research on energetic 

and integrated material use of biomass. The DBFZ regularly provides policy advice to 

German federal ministries and other national and international policymakers. 

 

Note 

This policy advice focuses on the role of bioenergy in a future EU RES framework. It 

does not address other renewables. 
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Recommendations 

▪ How can bioenergy contribute to energy and climate targets in a cost-effective 

and environmentally sustainable way: Bioenergy support should be focused on 

innovative solutions such as maritime/aviation transport fuels and hybrid 

heating systems. Another area for cost-effective support is capacity markets 

for electricity, i.e., subsidies for flexible capacities (instead of energy output). In 

general, support should be granted for technologies, not for energy output or 

biomass fuels. Where support is linked to energy output to limit administrative 

costs, it should be ensured that this output is a clear proxy for an innovative 

technology (e.g., Sustainable Aviation Fuels as proxy for underlying 

biorefineries with immature scales). To ensure a cost-effective balance with 

other renewables, support should be designed in a non-financial and 

technology-neutral way, for example via RES quotas instead of feed-in 

premiums. 

▪ How can investments in RES be improved, how can the market-uptake of 

innovative RES be accelerated: While private capital is often important to 

leverage public investments into innovative RES, such investments are primarily 

the responsibility of governments.  

▪ How can RES support be aligned with the need to strengthen the EU’s carbon 

removal sink: For forest bioenergy, policy support should be limited to 

innovative solutions and to uses in sectors with high abatement costs (e.g., 

maritime and aviation transport). Selective (i.e., non-technology-neutral) and 

financial support for mature forest bioenergy pathways should be phased out or 

restricted to uses with high relevance for public acceptance, energy security or 

rural labor markets (i.e. cases that justify higher costs from inefficient forest 

bioenergy). The phase out of financial support should include indirect support 

via the zero-rating of biomass emissions in the EU-ETS (see next point). 

▪ How to streamline and improve the current energy policy framework: For 

bioenergy, a major policy inconsistency is financial support for mature forest 

bioenergy by zero-rating its GHG emissions in the EU-ETS. Excluding these 

emissions from carbon pricing distorts energy and wood markets, which results 

in higher costs for RES expansion and lower carbon storage in the LULUCF 

sector. A second major policy inconsistence concerns the sustainability criteria 
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for bioenergy. These criteria should apply, where appropriate, also to material 

uses (e.g., no-go areas). Otherwise, these criteria risk to simply shift harmful 

environmental effects associated with biomass cultivation and harvest from 

energy to material uses. To limit the high administrative burdens associated 

with sustainability criteria, these should be translated into environmental policy 

solutions that target the production of biomass (forests, agriculture etc.) 

instead its use (bioenergy, biomaterials). 
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