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We find it important to develop common framework to calculate and report transport-related greenhouse 

gas emissions. We acknowledge that the work is demanding and laborious. For instance, the JRC has 

developed the PEF method for a decade.  

More relevant question is how to use the method. In our opinion, first the method needs to developed and 

then can be seen where it can be used. The rules need to be detailed enough and they need to be 

technological neutral. As important is to have valid data. Without good rules and data, the results of the 

calculation are not precise and cannot be used in general, certainly not in legislative obligations.  

However, somebody might ask, how much the customer can choose anyway because there is so much 

legislation in place already. Indeed, there are several policy instruments existing to manage the CO2-

emissions of fuels and vehicles: RED2 for the renewable energy (life-cycle; CO2 and other environmental 

impacts), CO2-standard for vehicles (use phase; just CO2), ETS for maritime and road transport (use phase; 

just CO2), energy tax directive (production and use phases; CO2 and other environmental impacts). 

However, who has the control over the whole transport? In order to have zero-emission transport, there is 

need to have the overall control on the emissions over the whole life cycle of the product/service. At the 

moment, there is not a comprehensive management of the transport emissions, but the legislation is being 

developed and split between different DGs.  

 

METHDOLOGICAL ISSUES:  

• CO2-footprint is important, but also other environmental impacts are relevant. For instance, 

losses in biodiversity is big challenge globally. These should not be neglected and should be 

included in the work.  

• It is important that the method includes the real emissions from cradle to grave. We support 

life-cycle-thinking, and in our opinion LCA is the most comprehensive way of assessing 

environmental impacts of products and services. According to our understanding, the CO2-

footprint include  

• Methodological solutions and assumptions that are made in the calculations have big impact on 

the results. While biomethane does emit CO2, the GHG protocol sees it as biogenic (fast cycle) 

CO2, which is different from fossil CO2. Also, decisions such as how to allocate emissions 

between by-products are important for biomethane. Biomethane production is closely linked 

to the waste management and nutrient recycling, so in most of the cases the preliminary 

purpose is not to produce only energy. For instance, digestate can be used to revitalize the soil 

and in turn, this minimises the use of mineral fertilizers (also called chemical fertilizers), and 

therefore further avoids CO2 emissions. This type of biomethane production can lead to carbon 

negative emissions. 

DATA: It is important to use good data in the calculation. What comes to the biogas and biomethane, it is 

not recommended to use only one reference value in the calculation in the EU, because there are lots of 

variations in the input materials and systems in different member states. For instance, biomethane (fuel) 

produced out of manure can have negative CO2-emissions, as biowaste based biomethane CO2-emissions 

are about 80-60% lower compared to fossil fuels.  

https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/13217-Count-your-transport-emissions-%E2%80%98CountEmissions-EU%E2%80%99_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/13217-Count-your-transport-emissions-%E2%80%98CountEmissions-EU%E2%80%99_en


EXPERTISE: JRC has done a comprehensive work on assessing CO2 emissions from WtW approach. The JRC 

has also done good work with developing PEF-method. Moreover, it is important to include stakeholders in 

the development work. 

 


