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Abstract: The role of manufacturers for our society is gaining importance more and more, and currently the 
manufacturing sector is considered one of the most polluting and resource greedy sectors. The inefficiencies 
registered in manufacturing boost the uncontrollable rise of resources consumption and the rise of CO2 emissions, 
which nowadays represent two of the major problems affecting the society. To tackle these issues, policymakers have 
promoted the sustainable developed goals (SDG) and, both industry and scientific literature have started to 
investigate the potentialities of sustainable manufacturing to address this goals. More recently the attention has been 
moved over a new economy, called “circular economy” (CE). This paradigm, characterised by specific principles, 
aims to design systems allowing the regeneration and restoration of resources. The present work aims to elucidate 
how CE paradigm operates as driver of sustainable manufacturing through the adoption by manufacturers of 
different CE strategies. Indeed, this contribution presents how the CE principles have been translated in the 
manufacturing context through specific strategies, by highlighting their economic, environmental and social 
potentialities to embrace the SDGs. Understanding what are the applicable CE strategies and their sustainable 
potentialities would facilitate the transition towards circular industries by making manufacturers more aware of the 
possible paths to be undertaken. This paper is based on a literature review, grounded on English-written documents 
available on Scopus and Web of Science. Moreover, this review, on the basis of the scientific literature gaps, paves 
the way for future research directions.  
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1.Introduction 

The manufacturing sector has been always considered an 
economic engine for our society and, today more than 
ever, its role is increasingly gaining importance (McKinsey 
Global Institute and McKinsey Operations Practice, 
2012). Although the positive impact on the economy of 
countries worldwide, this sector impacts a lot on the 
pollution generation, through CO2 emissions, and the 
uncontrollable resources consumption too, which 
negatively affects environmental, economic and social 
aspects. For these reasons, it is required to promote more 
sustainable strategies for sustainable development 
(McKinsey&Company, 2012). Therefore, policymakers 
through the sustainable development goals (SDGs) designed 
targets to be addressed by  the society and especially by 
manufacturers (United Nations, 2019). Indeed, all these 
actions aim to stimulate to think of new practices and 
methods to better exploit the planet resources.     

In line with this trend, recently a new sustainable 
industrial economy, called “circular economy” (CE), 
arose, becoming one of the most promising sustainable 
strategies applicable by the entire society and exploitable 
by the manufacturing sector too (Geissdoerfer et al., 2017). 
Furthermore, this economy is based on three pillars that 
concurrently enable to reduce resource consumption by 
limiting waste generation and providing a guideline for its 
future management too. In extant literature, the business 

models designed for a CE transition of companies have 
been studied, even though  the contextual factors 
influencing them are still an open point (Centobelli et al., 
2020). CE could support sustainability in manufacturing, 
however the exploration of the synergies that can be 
developed between SDGs targets and CE strategies have 
not investigated yet (Bhatt, Ghuman and Dhir, 2020), as 
well as the evaluation of the overall benefits that CE has 
on the sustainable pillars (Sassanelli et al., 2019).   

Therefore, the aim of the present work is to understand 
how CE paradigm operates as driver of sustainable 
manufacturing. Indeed, the present paper will present how 
the CE principles have been translated in the 
manufacturing context through specific CE strategies, by 
highlighting their economic, environmental and social 
potentialities to embrace the SDGs targets.   

To address the paper objectives, the present work is 
structured as follows: (2) Methodology in which it is 
described the methodology used to develop the review 
characterizing the present work, (3) Research Context that 
creates the ground to address the general goal by defining 
both CE and sustainable manufacturing concepts, (4) The 
literature review results and discussion in which the 
descriptive statistics are reported, and it is presented how 
the CE is adopted in the manufacturing sector with the 
relative sustainable potentialities, (5) Conclusions in which 
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main findings, gaps, and future research directions are 
proposed. 

2.Methodology  

A two-stage literature review was performed to address 
the paper objective, that is to understand how CE 
operates as a driver for sustainable manufacturing by 
identifying the CE strategies adopted in the manufacturing 
sector, and to highlight their sustainable potentialities. The 
first step of the review, aiming at clearing out the link 
between CE and Sustainability, has been addressed 
through a review of the extant literature whose results are 
reported in section 3 to contextualise the research. This 
initial review was conducted on Scopus and Web of 
Science (WoS), the two major scientific search engines for 
industrial and management engineering, by searching in 
the abstract, title and keywords the following keywords: 
“Circular Economy” AND “Sustainability” AND 
“Manufacturing”. The contributions selected for the 
analysis were only reviews written in English, that are 19 
papers. In addition, other 7 papers were included on the 
basis of the references of the paper selected and 
suggestions by experts.  

The second step, reported in section 4, has been 
addressed by leveraging on a systematic literature review 
(SLR), which enables to systematically structure the 
scientific knowledge. Scopus and WoS were the search 
engines queried for this review by using the following 
keywords: (“circular economy” AND “manufacturing”) 
OR (“circular manufacturing”), to be searched in abstract, 
title and keywords. These keywords were identified after a 
first random screening of documents regarding these 
topics in both grey literature and scientific literature. The 
initial sample of papers accounted 742 contributions. The 
eligible criteria used are mainly three: articles and reviews 
published in journals and written in English. No-time 
frame was used to not bias the results, considering the 
quite old roots of CE and sustainability concepts. These 
eligibility criteria allowed to span appropriately the 
literature and to end up with 276 contributions, after 
having eliminated the duplicates coming from the two 
databases. To conclude, the final sample of papers 
selected for this review accounts 215 documents, since the 
last screening process, performed by reading first the 
abstract and then the entire paper, aimed at eliminating all 
the contributions out of scope of the research and thus, 
focused on chemical transformation processes and new 
materials development (20% of the entire amount of the 
contributions discarded), focused on organic cycles (28%) 
and last, contributions not focused on CE, but focused 
only on sustainability issues (52%).  

Through the first step of  this review, it was possible to 
create the ground and highlight the synergies among CE 
and sustainable manufacturing. While the SLR enabled to 
categorize the possible CE strategies adopted by 
manufacturers and to highlight their sustainable 
potentialities regarding the SDGs relying also on the first 
step findings. The CE strategies have been analyzed by 
using as analysis dimensions the environmental, economic 
and social , flanked by the SGDs covered by each strategy.  

3.Research Context 

This section lays the foundation to understand the context 
in which this research takes its roots, by investigating the 
concepts of sustainability and CE in manufacturing 
according to the extant literature.  

3.1 Sustainable Manufacturing 

Considering the undeniable need to boost sustainable 
development, in the ’80s in the Brundtland Report the 
sustainable development concept was defined for the first 
time as “The development that meets the needs of the present 
without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their 
own needs” (WCED, 1987). It relies on three main 
principles: environmental, economic and social; also called 
the triple bottom line (TBL). This framework promotes 
not only companies’ financial prosperity but also aims to 
push companies in taking care of people's well-being, 
without leveraging too much on planet resources 
exploitation (Elkington, 2013). Subsequently, the focus 
was moved from society and companies in general, to the 
manufacturing sector. The sustainable development 
concept shaped the roots for the sustainable 
manufacturing one, that is defined as “the ability to smartly 
use natural resources for manufacturing, by creating products and 
solutions that, thanks to new technology, regulatory measures and 
coherent social behaviours, are able to satisfy economic, environmental 
and social objectives, thus preserving the environment, while 
continuing to improve the quality of human life” (Garetti and 
Taisch, 2012). Indeed, sustainable manufacturing aims to 
take advantage of the emerging technologies to optimize 
industrial processes and reduce inefficiencies. Thus, the 
ambition is to reduce resources consumption and 
pollution generation thought manufacturing processes 
optimization and technological improvement. More 
recently, United Nation designed the SDGs that promote 
to address the TBL through seventeen urgent actions: 1) 
no poverty, 2) zero hunger, 3) good health and well-being, 
4) quality education, 5) gender equality, 6) clean water and 
sanitation, 7) affordable and clean energy, 8) decent work 
and economic growth, 9) Industry innovation and 
infrastructure, 10) reduced inequalities, 11) sustainable 
cities and communities, 12) responsible consumption and 
production, 13) climate action, 14) life below water, 15) 
life on land, 16) peace, justice and strong institutions, 17) 
partnerships for the goals (United Nations, 2019). 

3.2 Circular Economy 

In the ‘90s arose the concept of CE that today is defined 
as an industrial economy “regenerative and restorative by 
intention and design”(The Ellen MacArthur Foundation, 
2013). It is driven by three pillars: (i) preserve and enhance 
natural capital, (ii) optimize resource yields and (iii) foster 
systems effectiveness; that are fulfilled through either 
organic cycles or technical ones (The Ellen MacArthur 
Foundation, 2015). Indeed, this paradigm aims to 
eliminate toxic substances usage and to limit resources 
consumption, in respect of nature availability, by slowing, 
narrowing and closing the resources loop (Bocken, Miller 
and Evans, 2016), thus extending product life cycles.  
Moreover, this economy can be adopted at different 
levels, which are reflected in micro (i.e. consumers, 
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products and firms level), meso (i.e. network of industrial 
actors level) and macro (i.e. cities, regions and nations 
level)  (Ghisellini, Cialani and Ulgiati, 2016). Considering 
the great potentialities of CE, policymakers too are 
promoting its adoption through new action plans 
(European Commission, 2020). 

To conclude, CE could have potentialities in supporting 
sustainability, nevertheless before defining the CE strategy 
to be adopted is important to evaluate its sustainable 
performances (Kravchenko, Pigosso and McAloone, 
2019), and it is still not present in the literature the overall 
evaluation of CE benefits affecting the different 
sustainable pillars (Sassanelli et al., 2019) and the synergies 
with the SDGs (Bhatt, Ghuman and Dhir, 2020). 

4. Literature review results and discussion 

4.1 Descriptive Statistics 

The SLR enabled to provide some statistics over the 
papers selected for this review. First, the contributions 
were analysed considering the sustainable pillars 
addressed. In Fig.1 are reported the percentages covered 
by the sample of papers. As the graph shows, most of 
them are focused on environmental aspects while social 
issues are neglected in many studies.  

 

Figure 1: TBL addressed by the sample of papers 

Second, it has been investigated the amount of papers 
dealing with a certain CE strategy in order to evaluate the 
most diffused in the scientific literature. The results are 

reported in Fig.2. The closed-loop supply chain is the 
most diffused one. This result is justified by the fact that 
this strategy is the one that enables resource circularity 
among industrial actors (Govindan, Soleimani and 
Kannan, 2015). Indeed, this value is immediately followed 
by reuse, remanufacture and recycling strategy which are 
adopted in the closed-loop supply chains. 

 

Figure 2: CE strategies adopted by manufacturers 

4.2 Circular economy adoption by manufacturers 

The Table 1 reports the classification of CE strategies 
adopted in the manufacturing sector analysed through the 
TBL framework and the SDGs. In particular, in Table 1, 
for each strategy is given the definition gathered from the 
extant scientific literature, and for each strategy are 
analysed the potentialities in fostering the environmental, 
social or economic sustainability while closing the 
resources loops by highlighting the SDGs addressed.  

The common ground of the CE strategies emerged from 
the SLR is the willingness to design circular systems and 
to put in place actions enabling to close resource loops, in 
order to limit excessive resources consumption and waste 
generation. Indeed, each CE strategy fosters sustainable 
development by relying on a specific approach to pursue 
this objective in line with the CE pillars. Furthermore, 
these strategies are adoptable at different stages of the 
product life cycle, and they might require the intervention 
of more than one actor as in the case of industrial 
symbiosis and closed-loop supply chain, according to the 
scale of adoption level. Among the possible strategies, one 
of the most important is the adoption of circular design, 
which is conceived for designing the product to embrace 
CE pillars, thus by enabling its circularity (den Hollander, 
Bakker and Hultink, 2017). This stage owns the majority 
of the potentialities to make resources recirculate once 
they have been used, since it represents the basis for the 
adoption of end-of-life CE strategies, such as 
remanufacturing (Sitcharangsie, Ijomah and Wong, 2019), 
recycling  (Zhong and Pearce, 2018) and reuse (Liu et al., 
2018), that all enable to respect circular pillars even when 
the product has no more value from the user perspective. 
Indeed, these strategies aim to regenerate value from the 
product once used and make it undertake a new life cycle. 
Detrimental for the adoption of these strategies, is the 
possibility to disassemble the product (Favi et al., 2019; 
Marconi et al., 2019) that, indeed as to be considered in 
the design phase. Once products have been sold, during 
the usage phase, these are no more under the control of 
the producer, and in order to enable the respectfulness of 
the CE pillars, strategies like servitization are applied by 
manufacturers (Bocken et al., 2017). Indeed, these enable 
to provide the right services and supports to the users, to 
extend the product life cycle. Moreover, in order to enable 
the internal respectfulness of CE principles, traditional 
processes of manufacturing companies must be revised. 
For instance, by adopting cleaner production processes 
(Sousa-Zomer et al., 2018), reduce material and energy 
consumption (Choi, Thangamani and Kissock, 2019) and, 
in case it is required, to adopt appropriate measures to 
manage the waste generated (Rapsikevičienė, Gurauskienė 
and Jučienė, 2019). In some cases, CE pillars can be 
fulfilled thanks to the intervention of more than one 
industrial actors as in the case of closed-loop supply 
chains (Lapko et al., 2019), where usually the reverse 
logistic network is designed to make product turned back, 
or industrial symbiosis (Domenech et al., 2019), where 
resources are exchanged also among actors not belonging 
to the same supply-chain.  
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Table 1: CE strategies applied in the manufacturing sector together with sustainable potentialities 

CE Strategy Definition Sustainable Development Goals Sustainable Pillars Potentially Covered 

Reuse This strategy, once analyzed the product status 
and condition, aims to plan and perform all the 
activities and processes enabling to reuse the 
product directly at the end of its life cycle 
(e.g.(Liu et al., 2018)) 

 SDG1 (No poverty) 

 SDG8 (Decent work and economic 
growth) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 Environmental: it enables to reduce resource consumption by reusing the 
original product without adding new resources. 

 Social: it enables to create a second-hand market satisfying the need of a 
wide number of customers with different financial incomes 

Remanufacturing This strategy aims to plan and perform all the 
activities and processes required to restore a used 
product in compliance with its original quality, 
specifications, performances, and warranty (e.g. 
(Sitcharangsie, Ijomah and Wong, 2019)) 

 SDG1 (No poverty) 

 SDG8 (Decent work and economic 
growth) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG12 (Responsible production and 
consumption) 

 Environmental: it enables to reduce resource consumption by limiting 
only to those required  

 Economic: it enables to limit costs to produce new products by 
undertaking only part of the manufacturing process activities 

Recycling This strategy, through chemical and physical 
transformation processes, aims to reuse the 
components or materials by reducing resources 
consumption and pollution generation (e.g. 
(Zhong and Pearce, 2018)) 

 SDG1 (No poverty) 

 SDG8 (Decent work and economic 
growth) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG12  (Responsible production and 
consumption) 

 Environmental: it enables to reduce resource consumption thanks to 
physical and chemical transformation processes of already used 
resources to reintroduce them into new cycles 

Disassembly This strategy aims to define and perform all the 
activities and processes to disassemble in sub-
components and materials the product and, 
under CE perspective, this strategy enables to 
easily recycle or reuse the single parts (e.g. (Favi et 
al., 2019; Marconi et al., 2019)) 

 SDG8 (Decent work and economic 
growth) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG12 (Responsible production and 
consumption) 

 Environmental: it enables to substitute only selected components and 
thus, to limit resources consumption for the production of totally new 
products 

 Economic: it enables to substitute only selected components and thus, to 
limit expenses for the production of totally new products by purchasing 
only necessary components 

 Social: It enables to keep the product updated and renewed by the user 
himself 

Circular Design  This strategy aims to plan and perform all the 
activities to be done at the design phase of the 
product life cycle in order to prevent excessive 
resource consumption. This strategy eases end-
of-life circular practices such as disassembly and 
thus, recycling, reuse and remanufacturing 
(e.g.(den Hollander, Bakker and Hultink, 2017)) 

 SDG8 (Decent work and economic 
growth) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG12 (Responsible production and 
consumption) 

 Environmental: It enables to design products by limiting resource usage 
and extending the product life cycle 

 Social: It enables to meet customer needs while respecting circular 
economy pillars 

Cleaner Production This strategy, being based on product 
optimization, input substitution and sharing of 
renewable and recyclable resources, enables to 
limit resources consumption and toxic substances 
used in the production processes (e.g. (Sousa-
Zomer et al., 2018))  

 SDG 6 (Clean water and sanitation) 

 SDG7 (Affordable and clean energy) 

 SDG9 (Industry innovation and 
infrastructure) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 Environmental: it aims to reduce toxic substances usage and thus, their 
dispersion in the air 

 Social: it reduces negative implications on human health 

 Economic: by optimizing processes it reduces resources purchasing costs 
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 SDG12 (Responsible production and 
consumption) 

 SDG13 (Climate action) 

 SDG14 (Life below water) 

 SDG15 (Life and land) 
Material Efficiency 
(Reduce) 

This strategy aims to plan and perform all the 
activities and processes to optimize material used 
along the production process and product usage 
(e.g. (Choi, Thangamani and Kissock, 2019)) 

 SDG 6 (Clean water and sanitation) 

 SDG9 (Industry innovation and 
infrastructure) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG12 (Responsible production and 
consumption) 

 SDG13 (Climate action) 

 SDG14 (Life below water) 

 SDG15 (Life and land) 

 Environmental: It enables to reduce material consumption both during 
the design phase but also during the usage phase  

 Economic: It enables to reduce material consumption both during the 
design phase but also during the usage phase that implies to limit the 
expenses  

Waste Management This strategy corresponds to all the activities and 
processes required to dismantle waste generated 
by manufacturers by also handling hazardous 
waste (e.g. (Rapsikevičienė, Gurauskienė and 
Jučienė, 2019)) 

 SDG 6 (Clean water and sanitation) 

 SDG9 (Industry innovation and 
infrastructure) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG12 (Responsible production and 
consumption) 

 SDG13 (Climate action) 

 SDG14 (Life below water) 

 SDG15 (Life and land) 

 Social: it enables to limit negative implications for human health  

 Environmental: it aims to limit pollution generation and toxic emissions 

Servitization 
(Product-Service 
system) 

This strategy aims to plan and perform all the 
activities and processes to sell a service by using a 
product as a means. It uses both tangibles 
(products) and intangibles (services) to satisfy 
final customers’ needs by limiting resources 
consumption (e.g. (Bocken et al., 2017)) 

 SDG8 (Decent work and economic 
growth) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG12 (Responsible production and 
consumption) 

 SDG17 (Partnerships for the goal) 

 Environmental: it limits resource consumption through product life cycle 
extension  

 Social: it enables to address customer needs in a more personalized way 

Closed-loop supply 
chain/ Reverse 
Logistics 

This strategy aims to plan and perform all the 
activities to establish  reverse flows of resources 
along the supply chain (e.g. (Lapko et al., 2019)) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG17 (Partnerships for the goal) 

 Environmental: it enables to establish reverse flows of resources to 
consume less resource as a total along the entire supply chain 

 Economic: through the reverse flow of resources it is possible to limit the 
purchase of new resources   

 Social: it is possible to combine different stakeholders needs by 
respecting circular economy pillars 

Industrial 
Symbiosis/Industrial 
Eco-Parks 

This strategy refers to the physical exchange of 
resources as materials, energy, and by-products 
among industrial actors that do not belong to the 
same supply chain  (e.g. (Domenech et al., 2019)) 

 SDG11 (Sustainable cities and 
communities) 

 SDG17 (Partnerships for the goal) 

 Environmental: it enables to limit waste production 

 Economic: it enables to not discard by-products and waste by converting 
them into new possible revenue sources 
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Each CE strategy has great potentialities in covering at 
least one of the sustainable pillars and has specific 
characteristics which enable to address the SDGs (see 
Table 1). Indeed, to implement sustainable development 
and apply CE strategies the preliminary target is to 
encounter what is proposed by United Nations.  

Looking at reuse, this strategy unveils potentialities in 
addressing the SDG1 by enabling the creation of a 
second-hand market which indirectly covers the SDG8, 
whose inherent goal is to reduce the unemployment rate 
worldwide. The same outcomes are perceived also for 
remanufacturing and recycling strategies that not only sustain 
the development of a second-hand market, but in addition 
they cover also the SDG12 by promoting a responsible 
production and consumption. This is true also for 
disassembling since it enables the adoption of the above 
mentioned strategies. As a consequence, considering that 
these strategies are enabled thanks to an adequate product 
design, circular design strategy covers the SDG12 as well, 
especially by promoting a responsible consumption by 
designing product whose characteristics address the CE 
pillars. Since new businesses could arise through circular 
design, this strategy covers as well the SDG8. Servitization 
strategy addresses exactly the same goals of circular design 
because of shared reasons. Therefore, it promotes as well 
the rising of new businesses and thus, new opportunities 
to reduce the unemployment rate; and as well of circular 
design, it supports a responsible consumption, since it 
provides customised services enhancing the CE pillars 
without neglecting customers’ needs. The SDGs 6, 9, 12, 
13, 14 and 15 are covered by cleaner production,  resource 
efficiency and waste management, since they are all based on 
the idea  to promote the appropriate usage of resources 
through adequate innovative infrastructures whenever 
possible. This has a direct effect on the increase of 
responsible production and an indirect effect on the 
pollution generation and thus, on water and land 
resources conditions. In particular, by eliminating 
hazardous waste it is possible to encounter the inherent 
target of improving water quality of the SDG6, and as 
lateral consequences also the SDG 13, 14 and 15 are 
addressed. Moreover, cleaner production aims to promote the 
usage of sustainable energy resources during the 
production processes and for this reason it covers also the 
SDG7. The SDG17 is highly supported by those strategies 
which aim to make collaborate different actors, such as 
the industrial symbiosis strategy and closed-loop supply chain. 
Actually, also the servitization strategy is aligned with this 
goal even though the collaboration in this case is set up 
with the end-user. To conclude, the above mentioned 
strategies all contribute to the SDG11 since if 
concurrently adopted, these CE strategies could improve 
also the sustainability of cities and communities. 

5.Conclusions 

The present work, through a SLR, enabled to identify the 
CE strategies applicable by manufacturers, by defining 
how these strategies operate as enabler of sustainable 
manufacturing and support the embracement of the 
SDGs. Therefore, the CE strategies are analysed to 
envisage what are their potentialities in terms of social, 

environmental and economic development in embracing 
the SDGs. CE strategies, applicable at different scales  (i.e. 
micro, meso and macro) coherently with the SDGS, 
enable to fulfil the sustainable pillars by closing the 
resources loops. For this reason they might be considered 
as subsets of sustainable manufacturing ones, with 
embedded the ability to enable the refurbishment of 
resources. According to this qualitative analysis emerged 
that, even though the CE pillars are much more focused 
on environmental and social aspects, the economic pillar 
emerged to be quite diffused in the extant literature at the 
expense of the social one. Indeed, this is a little bit 
neglected, while dealing with manufacturers since they  are 
driven by economic benefits. This consideration is aligned 
with the SDGs covered by the CE strategies. The 
strategies identified present a limited attention over to 
more social oriented SDGs such as the SDG2 (Zero 
Hunger), SDG3 (Good Health and well-being), SDG4 
(Quality education) and SDG5 (Gender equality). In 
future researches, further investigation about these issues 
from the manufacturing sector perspective should be 
conducted. Manufacturing companies should promote 
gender equality and sustain high quality education level 
inside their plants and, could promote and support 
researches addressing the SDG2 and SGD3. 

In future researchers, a quantitative model assessing the 
potentialities of the CE strategies in embracing the SDGs 
should be developed. This would create more awareness 
among practitioners and would make them better 
understand the benefits generated through the adoption 
of these strategies in promoting sustainable development.  

Last, this review unveiled that the CE strategies applied in 
manufacturing would better support the SDGs through 
industry innovation that is eased by the usage of 
technologies. Therefore, this other research stream should 
be further investigated, to understand what are the main 
criticalities, and what might be the possible enablers for 
manufacturers from a technological view-point.  

References 

Bhatt, Y., Ghuman, K. and Dhir, A. (2020) ‘Sustainable 
manufacturing. Bibliometrics and content analysis’, Journal 
of Cleaner Production. Elsevier Ltd, 260, p. 120988. doi: 
10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.120988. 

Bocken, N. M. P. et al. (2017) ‘Business model 
experimentation for circularity: Driving sustainability in a 
large international clothing retailer’, ECONOMICS AND 
POLICY OF ENERGY AND THE ENVIRONMENT, 
(1), pp. 85–122. doi: 10.3280/EFE2017-001006. 

Bocken, N., Miller, K. and Evans, S. (2016) ‘Assessing the 
environmental impact of new circular business models’, in 
‘New Business Models’ - Exploring a changing view on organizing 
value creation – Toulouse, France, 16-17 June 2016. 

Centobelli, P. et al. (2020) ‘Designing business models in 
circular economy: A systematic literature review and 
research agenda’, Business Strategy and the Environment, 29(4), 
pp. 1734–1749. doi: 10.1002/bse.2466. 

Choi, J. K., Thangamani, D. and Kissock, K. (2019) ‘A 



XXV Summer School “Francesco Turco” – Industrial Systems Engineering  

systematic methodology for improving resource efficiency 
in small and medium-sized enterprises’, Resources, 
Conservation and Recycling. Elsevier B.V., 147, pp. 19–27. 
doi: 10.1016/j.resconrec.2019.04.015. 

Domenech, T. et al. (2019) ‘Mapping Industrial Symbiosis 
Development in Europe_ typologies of networks, 
characteristics, performance and contribution to the 
Circular Economy’, Resources, Conservation and Recycling. 
Elsevier, 141, pp. 76–98. doi: 
10.1016/J.RESCONREC.2018.09.016. 

Elkington, J. (2013) The triple bottom line: Does it all add up?: 
Assessing the sustainability of business and CSR, The Triple 
Bottom Line: Does it All Add Up. Edited by J. Richardson 
and A. Henriques. Taylor and Francis. doi: 
10.4324/9781849773348. 

European Commission (2020) Circular Economy Action Plan. 
Available at: 
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en
/ip_20_420. 

Favi, C. et al. (2019) ‘A design for disassembly tool 
oriented to mechatronic product de-manufacturing and 
recycling’, Advanced Engineering Informatics. Elsevier, 39, pp. 
62–79. doi: 10.1016/J.AEI.2018.11.008. 

Garetti, M. and Taisch, M. (2012) ‘Sustainable 
manufacturing: trends and research challenges’, Production 
Planning & Control, 23(2–3), pp. 83–104. doi: 
10.1080/09537287.2011.591619. 

Geissdoerfer, M. et al. (2017) ‘The Circular Economy – A 
new sustainability paradigm?’, Journal of Cleaner Production. 
Elsevier, 143, pp. 757–768. doi: 
10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2016.12.048. 

Ghisellini, P., Cialani, C. and Ulgiati, S. (2016) ‘A review 
on circular economy: the expected transition to a balanced 
interplay of environmental and economic systems’, Journal 
of Cleaner Production, 114, pp. 11–32. doi: 
10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.09.007. 

Govindan, K., Soleimani, H. and Kannan, D. (2015) 
‘Reverse logistics and closed-loop supply chain: A 
comprehensive review to explore the future’, European 
Journal of Operational Research. Elsevier B.V., 240(3), pp. 
603–626. doi: 10.1016/j.ejor.2014.07.012. 

den Hollander, M. C., Bakker, C. A. and Hultink, E. J. 
(2017) ‘Product Design in a Circular Economy: 
Development of a Typology of Key Concepts and Terms’, 
Journal of Industrial Ecology, 21(3), pp. 517–525. doi: 
10.1111/jiec.12610. 

Kravchenko, M., Pigosso, D. C. and McAloone, T. C. 
(2019) ‘Towards the ex-ante sustainability screening of 
circular economy initiatives in manufacturing companies: 
Consolidation of leading sustainability-related 
performance indicators’, Journal of Cleaner Production, 
241(20). 

Lapko, Y. et al. (2019) ‘In Pursuit of Closed-Loop Supply 
Chains for Critical Materials: An Exploratory Study in the 
Green Energy Sector’, Journal of Industrial Ecology. John 
Wiley & Sons, Ltd (10.1111), 23(1), pp. 182–196. doi: 

10.1111/jiec.12741. 

Liu, B. et al. (2018) ‘The effect of remanufacturing and 
direct reuse on resource productivity of China’s 
automotive production’, Journal of Cleaner Production. 
Elsevier, 194, pp. 309–317. doi: 
10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2018.05.119. 

Marconi, M. et al. (2019) ‘Applying data mining technique 
to disassembly sequence planning: a method to assess 
effective disassembly time of industrial products’, 
International Journal of Production Research. Taylor & Francis, 
57(2), pp. 599–623. doi: 10.1080/00207543.2018.1472404. 

McKinsey&Company (2012) Manufacturing resource 
productivity | McKinsey. Available at: 
https://www.mckinsey.com/business-
functions/sustainability/our-insights/manufacturing-
resource-productivity (Accessed: 8 March 2019). 

McKinsey Global Institute and McKinsey Operations 
Practice (2012) Manufacturing the future: The next era of global 
growth and innovation. Available at: 
www.mckinsey.com/mgi. (Accessed: 10 February 2020). 

Rapsikevičienė, J., Gurauskienė, I. and Jučienė, A. (2019) 
‘Model of Industrial Textile Waste Management’, 
Environmental Research, Engineering and Management, 75(1), 
pp. 43–55. doi: 10.5755/j01.erem.75.1.21703. 

Sassanelli, C. et al. (2019) ‘Circular economy performance 
assessment methods: A systematic literature review’, 
Journal of Cleaner Production, 229, pp. 440–453. doi: 
10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.05.019. 

Sitcharangsie, S., Ijomah, W. and Wong, T. C. (2019) 
‘Decision makings in key remanufacturing activities to 
optimise remanufacturing outcomes: A review’, Journal of 
Cleaner Production. Elsevier, 232, pp. 1465–1481. doi: 
10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2019.05.204. 

Sousa-Zomer, T. T. et al. (2018) ‘Cleaner production as an 
antecedent for circular economy paradigm shift at the 
micro-level: Evidence from a home appliance 
manufacturer’, Journal of Cleaner Production. Elsevier, 185, 
pp. 740–748. doi: 10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2018.03.006. 

The Ellen MacArthur Foundation (2013) Towards the 
circular economy- Opportunities for the consumer goods sector Vol.2. 

The Ellen MacArthur Foundation (2015) Towards a Circular 
Economy: Business Rationale for an Accelerated Transition. doi: 
2012-04-03. 

United Nations (2019) About the Sustainable Development 
Goals - United Nations Sustainable Development, Sustainable 
Development Goals. Available at: 
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable
-development-goals/. 

WCED (1987) Report of the World Commission on Environment 
and Development: Our Common Future. 

Zhong, S. and Pearce, J. M. (2018) ‘Tightening the loop 
on the circular economy: Coupled distributed recycling 
and manufacturing with recyclebot and RepRap 3-D 
printing’, Resources, Conservation and Recycling, 128, pp. 48–
58. doi: 10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.09.023. 


