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Mid-term (up to 2020)
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Reslilts: Towards an effective and efficient RES target fulfillment
dfrom BAU to strengthened national support wio intensified cooperation
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Demand for biomass
Comparison of the NREAPs with recent Green -X scenarios

Comparison: Final energy consumption from biomass in the electricity sector
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Demand for biomass
Comparison of the NREAPs with recent Green -X scenarios

Comparison: Final energy consumption from biomass in the N€&aling & cooling SECLOr
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Demand for biomass
Comparison of the NREAPs with recent Green -X scenarios

Comparison: é the best match can be obse
é
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& Overall deviation at EU level : 14% for electricity, 3% for heat
(general pattern: SNP demands more biomass)

¢ PRIMES referenca2o100r e pr esents no ahigh energy
di.e. it is characterised by a 8% higher gross final consumption

& Specifically the demand for heat is higher (11%)






