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Results are valid only for the selected representative scenarios and may vary depending on the source and transport of CO,.
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Results are valid only for the selected representative scenarios and may vary depending on the source and transport of CO,.
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Derived implications

CCU route vs. CCS
& general remarks
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Conclusions

Summary

m CO,can be avaluable resource and feedstock material as part of energy transition.

m Resource potentials for CO, from point sources are high, even with substantial
defossilization (biogenic CO,)

m Potential for implementing carbon cycles is high, especially for industrial point sources.

m Sustainable implementation of CCU relies on a renewable energy system, both from an
economic and an environmental perspective.

m CCU can be competitive to fossil production (with CCS), if emissions along the whole
product life are considered.

m Enabling of scaling effects and utilization of synergies will be required to maximize
economic efficiency of CO, conversion.
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Thanks for your interest! Any questions?

Further information and results on the CaCTUS project:
www.project-cactus.at
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