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ABSTRACT The paper focus on the topic of circular economy in the context of sustainable development,
as one major objective of today’s societies. Circular economy is mostly characterized by the need to
improve the use of resources,by reducing waste and recycling. Under the sustainable development broader
circumstances, circular economy becomes one of the important part of providing resources for the future
generations, based on intra and intergenerational solidarity, having as starting points the 3 R (reuse,
recirculation, recycling) and extending the lifecycle of products. Also, a circular economy is an important
factor to develop the smart cities. The smart city can be understood as a sustainable city, a city well
performing in economy, governance, but also in environment and living. The paper aims to identify a set
of major actions recommended at the European Union level in order to promote this vision. It aims as well
to highlight some of the economic and institutional barriers that might be faced at all economic levels. The
EU recommendations associated with the trends of increasing the prices of raw materials and also with
the need to reduce the import dependency such as better ensure the energetic security and sustainability by
respecting the imperatives of environment protection, require a focus on efforts towards these directions.
Starting from these approaches, we analyzed the progress achieved by Romania in the last ten years and the
extent to which the country is prepared to implement an efficient management of municipal waste in order to
promote the circular economy vision. Based on the progresses obtained in the last decade, we appreciate that
Romanian decision makers had understood the importance of circular economy and had taken some specific
action dedicated to the focus on this direction. Although some of the indicators referring to recycling show
an improvement in Romania, it still has to improve performance in this field. We consider that one of the
main challenges for the future in terms of circular economy refers to the further development of the sectors
associated with the circularity of resource and with the emergence of employment opportunities, based both
on an active involvement of public and private sectors.

INDEX TERMS Circular economy, municipal waste, linear economy, sustainable development, recycling,
smart cities.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the context of a smart, sustainable and inclusive devel-
opment, as important prerequisites of Europe 2020 strategy
there is an increasingly role played by the technological
progress designed to facilitate an efficient and effective use
of resources, in order to reduce waste and to allow the appli-
cation of more and better procedures. By these means we
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consider that the natural reconstruction of resources will not
be substantially improved and thus we will not be able to
ensure enough quantities of resources for the future gener-
ations (for applying the intergenerational justice principles).
As illustrated within the literature, an economy based on
these principles can be considered to function like a circular
economy. It concerns also a production and consumption
model based on the reuse and recycling of materials such as
to contribute to the extension of the products lifecycle. This
is consider to be a traditional vision.
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In reality, based on a broader vision of the circular econ-
omy we have to take into account not only the consumption
and production of goods and services, but also a better and
more efficient and effective use of renewable energy, as well
as the transformation of waste in materials dedicated to new
production flows. This broader vision requires a cross dis-
ciplinary systemic and holistic approach of the functioning
of the economy as an integrated system, in which each ele-
ment influences the functionality of the whole system. Many
nations are promoting more and more this vision mostly con-
sidering the environmental and population growth challenges.

In the context of the smart cities, it is necessary to combine
competitiveness and sustainable urban development simulta-
neously. Fundamental components of a smart city are technol-
ogy factors (digital and information city), institutional factors
(smart growth) and human factors (knowledge, learning city).
Cities have to improve quality of life by creating efficiency
and by a better use of resources. So, a smart city is based
on a circular economy, which means both an increase in
the economic and social value (by increase in the value of
products and by improvement in working conditions), but
also an increase in the environment value (by the resilience
of natural resources).

This paper focus on the analyze of the state of the transition
process towards a circular economy in Romania, in the
context of the current recommendations and requirements
for a better development of this type of economy at the
EU level. Our paper starts with a conceptual analysis of the
term of circular economy, that despite it had been widely
debated in recent years, has no an unanimously accepted def-
inition. Then we analyze the state of the circular economy in
Romania, considered under the larger umbrella of the Euro-
pean Union context, highlighting the main strengths and
weaknesses of the transition process toward a circular
economy.

The paper is addressed to the researchers and decision-
makers from Romania, because it targets a quite insufficiently
developed topic, focusing both on the challenges and opportu-
nities that decision makers have to be able to identify, in order
to adopt the proper policies, strategies and ways of action in
the future.

Il. CIRCULAR ECONOMY. LITERATURE REVIEW

Despite the fact that the term of circular economy had been
widely debated over the last years, we consider that it is not
yet sufficiently developed, mostly considering its purpose and
the complex relationships with other concepts.

European Union, but also many other nations such as China
and Japan consider circular economy as a key solution for
food and water security and for a long-term sustainable socio
and economic development. Korthonen et al. [1] consider
that the domain of ecological economics is one of the most
appropriate inspirational sources of the circular economy,
mostly considering the general functional background and
its policies and practices. Michelini et al. [2] show that the
current linear socio-economic system with discard products
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at the end of their life cycle is the main cause of natural
depletion.

They consider the most important goal of the circular
economy as one of the new economics model in which
the restoration and circularity of the product components
will be the appropriate response to the inefficient resource
management.

Unlike the linear economy, based on an extensive use of
resources, which has negative impacts on environment due
to the waste generation, the circular economy involves the
reutilization of the materials such as the waste from the
manufacturing process to become a potential materials source
for another process [3].

The central idea is to retain resources in the production pro-
cesses based on their reutilization, by producing more value
added for a longer period of time, in a production system
as closed as possible. The adoption of the circular economy
concept refers mostly to two distinct directions: customer
interface (by proposing value to customers) and suppliers
networks by reconciliation of the producer’s own internal
activity [4]. No matter the direction, it is generally considered
that the circular economy is a combination of three main con-
cepts: Reducing resources consumption, Reusing waste and
Recycling activities. All the three concepts result finally in
economic and environmental prosperity by providing social
equity both for actual and future generations, according to
the intergenerational justice principle [5], [6].

Some authors [7] highlighted the connection between the
two concepts, conditioning sustainability by the existence
of circular economy. The similarities between the two con-
cepts refer to the integration of non-economic aspects in the
development equation, considering cross disciplinary holistic
approaches. These highlight the increasing of both costs and
risks, associated with the need for more incentives, regula-
tions and for a better cooperation between the stakeholders
from different economic levels.

The key issue in assuring a sustainable development is the
flow of transferring materials and energy between nature and
human. The pressure on environment is higher, due also to the
global population growing, and thus to an increasing popula-
tion consumption. All these challenges and transformations
ask for rethinking the sustainable development based on the
principles of circular economy, by using cyclical materials
flows, renewable energy sources and cascading type energy
flows [1].

The concept of sustainable development had evolved in
time and is based on the long-term vision of development
that takes into account more and more the need to assure
the equity between countries and generations and the inter-
connections between the economic, social and environmental
dimensions of sustainable development. The current techno-
logical evolutions make it necessary to take into account the
technological sector mostly in the context of the amplified
importance of the knowledge and innovative based economy.
Under these broader cross disciplinary approaches we con-
sider it is important to illustrate the complex and dynamic
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FIGURE 1. Major interactions between economic, social, technological
and environmental dimensions of sustainability. Source: Designed by the
authors.

interactions between the economic, social, technological and
environmental dimensions of development as a central pil-
lar for sustainability effectiveness and circular economy
(Figure 1).

As illustrated in figure no. 1 the most important rela-
tionships between the economic, social, technological and
environmental dimensions of sustainability are:

1. environment considered as a natural input, representing
the main resources provider;

2. economic presure on environment and public implica-
tion for assuaring a healthy environment and for an efficient
recycling process;

3. the care for preserving heavily renewable resources and
for increasing the use of renewable resources;

4. the contraint of creating and using new technologies
which use smaller quantities of resources, to reuse resources
and recycle them;

5. the human and enviroment health;

6. the presure on the environment and the increasing need
of preserving and protecting the environment;

7. the characteristics of human resources (e.g. the con-
sumption paterns, the quality of human capital);

8. a more equitable distribution of revenues among soci-
eties members according to micro and macroeconomic objec-
tives;

9. influencing the occupational structure in accordance
with the requirements of implementing the new technological
way of productions;

10. the constant need to develop new technologies for
improving the future community’s socio-economic existence;

11. providing technologies in accordance with new require-
ments of recycling and circular economy;

12. investments for new eco-technologies.

Banaite and Tamasiuniene [8] appreciate that, in order
to assure a better functionality of the circular economy
there have to be taken into account three perspectives that
are also highly correlated. These perspectives refer to the
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environmental impact, economic benefits and to the resources
scarcity that should request a more intensive collaboration
between nations, both public and local administrations and
the whole society.

Goals and targets have to be set at the microeconomic,
mezzo and macroeconomic levels, starting from firms, indus-
tries levels and moving towards local municipalities and
finally towards the whole country and to the EU level.
They refer to: stock optimization, eco-efficiency and eco-
effectiveness, waste reduction [9].

The concept of the circular economy had became bet-
ter known at the end of the ’70s, when the initial idea of
functioning of living systems was extended to the industrial
processes and economic systems. More studies attribute the
introduction of the circular economy concept to Pearce and
Turner [10]. These authors showed that the economy was
developed by using the natural resources for production and
consumption, without taking into account the recycling of
waste.

These types of approaches were also influenced by Bould-
ing’s work [11], which describes the earth as a circular
system, which has a limited capacity of waste assimilation,
requiring a better cooperation between economy and environ-
ment [7].

Nowadays, the term of circular economy has become more
complex, by incorporating many concepts used in fields
that focus on sustainability, such as: industrial ecology, eco-
efficiency, waste management, renewable energy, recycling,
smart cities. Bocken et al. [12] define circular economy as
a business model which is “slowing, closing, and narrowing
resource loops”’, Bonciu [13] considers circular economy ‘“‘a
new frame of mind, a new perspective”, Xiao and Huang
[14] “a new path of industrialization” and Preston [15] “a
paradigm shift in the way things are made’’. Many authors
[16]-[19] appreciate circular economy as a system which
replaces the concepts such as ‘end-of-life’ with reuse of
wastes and their reduction through a better quality design of
products, materials and systems.

Reike et al. [20] and Blomsma and Brennan [21] divided
the evolution of circular economy concept into three periods:
the period dealing with waste (1970-1990); the second period
Connecting Input and Output in Strategies dedicated to Eco-
Efficiency (1990-2010) and the third phase since 2010 until
today, focusing on the maximizing Value Retention in the Age
of Resource Depletion.

The first period in which the awareness of resources
exhaustion appears, the wastes management has become
more and more problematic, stands out by the publication of
the Club of Rome (1972) [20], marking the passage to the next
period. The second period is characterized by the increase of
ecological movements and by measures, focused especially
on the reduction of pollution. It had focused on regulating the
wastes management in landfills and their cremation. In this
period it is considered that there are the most important
roots of circular economy, focusing on recycling and on con-
cepts such as cleaner production and industrial ecology [22].
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The third period is marked by an increase in the awareness
of resources exhaustion, as a consequence of their excessive
exploitation, having to face also an increase of population in
many regions of the word.

As highlighted by some authors, under the auspices of
circular economy it is possible to obtain and keep eco-
nomic growth, based on using fewer resources, improv-
ing the production technologies, using recycled raw mate-
rials and using renewable energy [20], [23]. The study of
Vutll er al. [24] shows the existence of a direct connection
between the measures adopted to increase the productivity
of resources, associated to circular economy and the increase
the GDP. The authors consider also that in order to obtain
a sustainable economic growth we have to focus on the
recycling of waste, which lead also to a decrease in the costs
of production. According to the approaches identified within
the literature, the concept of circular economy is tackled
differently, as there are many definitions between which we
can see there are more or less interferences. For instance
Kirchherr et al. [5] emphasize, based on the analysis
of 114 definitions, that there might be a risk that based on such
a high number of approaches, the concept might collapse,
due to a relatively constant conceptual contention, that might
affect not only the research, but also the practice.

lIl. CIRCULAR ECONOMY AT THE EUROPEAN

UNION LEVEL

European Union defines circular economy as ‘“‘an economy
where the value of products, materials and resources is
maintained in the economy for as long as possible, and the
generation of waste minimized”. This is the basis for the
development of smart cities, that also means the use of infor-
mation and communication technologies for better resource
use and less emissions [25].

Many European Union countries have implemented spe-
cial initiatives dedicated to the development of the circular
economy, based on policies and pilot programmes, especially
in Germany, United Kingdom, Denmark, Norway and the
Netherlands. These countries have stood out by the speed
with which they implemented measures of supporting circular
economy both at the governmental and company levels.

Atthe EU level the efforts for developing circular economy
have amplified lately, by adopting special designed packages
of measures and strategies stimulating the transition towards a
circular economy. They aim at some strategic targets, such as:

— recycling all plastic packaging until 2030;

— introducing some compulsory recycling rates for differ-

ent categories of wastes;

— increasing the use of raw materials resulted from recy-

cling;

— reducing by 50% the food wastes, until 2030;

— increasing the recycling rate of municipal wastes by

65%, until 2030.

At the EU level, environmental policy became legally
binding by the Single European Act (1986). In 1973,
after the UN Conference in Stockholm (1972), the first
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Action Programme for the Environment for the medium
term (1973-1977) for the EU had been developed. So far
many special designed programs have been developed with
this purpose. These programs had been recalibrated shifting
from a focus on the qualitative approach (the need to protect
water and air), towards more quantitative approach that focus
on pollutant emission and integrating the concept of sustain-
able development within the EU strategies dedicated to the
environmental protection.

In order to monitor the progress obtained in the process
of transition towards the circular economy, at the EU level,
experts analyse indicators covering the areas of production,
consumption, waste management, creation of new jobs gen-
erated by the development of the circular economy.

As there is not only one aggregate indicator which mea-
sures the circular economy, the monitoring reports of imple-
mentation of circular economy at the EU level are based on a
group of 10 indicators, which are divided into 4 categories.

These categories are: (1) production and consumption,
(2) waste management, (3) secondary raw materials and
(4) competitiveness and innovation. According to the last
report [26], out of 8 billion tons of materials processed every
year in the EU, which turn into products or energy, only
0.6 billion tons come from recycling. Thus, out of 2.2 billion
tons of wastes, 0.6 (27%) re-enter in the system under the
form of recycled materials.

The benefits of transition towards a circular economy are
the reduction of pressure on environment, energy saving,
reduction of CO? emissions, reduced waste management
costs, improvement of supply with raw materials, stimulat-
ing innovation and the creation of new jobs. As a result,
the demand for raw materials decreases as many materials are
preserved or waste is returned into the production process.
This implies decreasing import dependency and reducing
the vulnerability of industries in front of the price fluctua-
tion or the insecurity of supply caused by resource depletion,
scarcity or other geo-political complex factors [27].

There are barriers to implement circular economy on the
European Union level. Kirchherr et al. [28] refer to cultural
barriers expressed by the lack of consumer interest and the
hesitant company culture driven by market barriers, induced
by some inconsistent governmental intervention designed to
accelerate the speed of transition process towards circular
economy. Even if circular economy might be attractive for
companies, Ritzen and Olundh [29] show that there are many
financial, structural, operational and technological barriers.
These barriers had been analyzed in correlation with inno-
vation management. These authors highlighted that a radical
change is needed in order to assure a quite strong connection
between sustainability and the business development model.
As many other transition processes, passing towards circu-
lar economy, might imply an uneven distribution of results
between workers, costumers, companies, industrial sectors,
regions, considering that some groups might benefit while
other might lose [30]. European Union [31] experts consider
that circular economy implies some challenges related to
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sharing, leasing, reusing, repairing, recycling process. The
first major challenge faced during the implementation of
circular economy process is the finance one, both for public
and private sectors. It includes new costs for asset investment,
research and development, but also public expenditure focus-
ing on subsidy and investments in the waste management.
The second important challenge refers to the lack of an
institutional framework properly designed to stimulate and
encourage an efficient resources reuse and recycling. The
third challenge of transition towards circular economy is the
quality of the human capital, unprepared yet for the new tech-
nical skills required by the new concept. This third challenge
implies also financial costs for companies in order to invest
in special dedicated training programs for the existing work-
force or for offering increased wages to attract highly skilled
workers. Finally, an important challenge of switching form
a linear towards a circular economy is the one generated by
the complexity of consumers’ behavior which needs changes
and improvements. Surpassing all these boundaries ask for
the implementation of a set of actions designed in a distinctive
way according to different levels and policy areas.

The circular economy generates complex relations
between production, consumption, waste and recycling,
as shown in figure 2.

FIGURE 2. Complex relations that arise within the circular economy.
Source: Designed by the authors.

Circular economy involves the reduction of consumption
of raw materials, the design of products to make it easier to
use and the extension of lifecycle of the products by mainte-
nance and repairs. When the products get in the waste stage,
it has to aim at their recycling and their next reintroduction
within the production process.

IV. CIRCULAR ECONOMY IN ROMANIA IN EUROPEAN
UNION CONTEXT

There are many reasons that justify why Romania needs to
develop circular economy. Some of these reasons refer to the
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need of resources for assuring the national security and envi-
ronmental protection, increasing welfare under the conditions
of the limitation of resources, adding value by minimizing
costs of raw material, solving the problem of waste. Also,
the climate change affects the availability of natural resources
and through the development of a circular economy some
resources can be recovered and reused.

We consider that Romania is at the beginning of its tran-
sition towards a circular economy, as it can be noticed from
the comparing analysis of specific indicators with European
Union as a whole (table 1).

TABLE 1. Comparative analysis of the circular economy indicators,
2000-2017, Romania and EU-28.

Year 2000 2017
Indicators RO EU RO EU
Resource  productivity
(EUR per kg)

Resource  Productivity
1009 100% 689
(Index) " ’ %

Domestic ‘ mater?al 77 15.59 25,00 13.57
consumption per capita

(tones per capita)

0.4811 1.4695 0.3294 2.04

138.8%

Water productivity 10.4
(EUR per m°) ’
Greenhouse gas 6.3 108 58 8.7
emissions per capita ’ ’
(Tones of CO2 per
capita)

Generation of waste (all
waste generated in a
country per inhabitant
and year, excluding
major mineral wastes, - -
dredging spoils and
contaminated soils) (mil
tones)

2.535.100 177.557

Source: Eurostat, 2018, EU policy Indicators, Circular Economy, [33]

Considering the efficiency of resources use, measured by
the economic value of GDP generated by each kilogram of
resources used from natural environment, we can notice that
Romania obtained only 0.32 Euro, in 2017, for each kilogram
of resources, a decreasing value compared to 2000 and at
large distance from EU average of 2.04 euro (6 times higher).
In 2017, this indicator represented 68% compared to the level
recorded in 2000 in Romania and 138.8% compared ro EU,
the same period.

In terms of the domestic consumption of resources, mea-
sured in tons/capita, we found that Romania recorded an
increase between 2000 and 2017 from 7.7 tons to 25.09
tons, by 225%, while the indicator decreases in EU. Even if
Romania recorded economic growth in the analysed period,
we also have to mention that the growth rate of consumption
of resources exceeds the growth rate of GDP. This shows that
Romania uses more and more natural resources, but produces
low economic value, as a result of the fact that, in general,
it exports mostly raw material, and not especially finished
products as it is recommended for a long-run sustainable
development.
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The economic value which Romania produces with every
m? of water extracted from the natural environment is
22 Euro, which shows a lower productivity compared to other
European Union countries. The highest productivity level of
water is recorded in Luxembourg (1017) and Denmark (339).

The lower level of greenhouse gas emissions per capita
recorded by Romania, compared to the EU average illustrates
the lack of an active industry [33].

The generation of waste in Romania represents 7% of EU
waste generation. Analyzing waste generation in tones per
inhabitant, can be noticed that, in 2016, 5 tones was generated
in EU and 9 tones in Romania. Romania exceeds the EU
average, being on the 6th place at waste generated per inhab-
itant in 2016, after Finland (22 tones), Estonia (18 tones),
Luxembourg (17 tones), Bulgaria (16 tones) and Sweden
(14 tones). One explanation might be that, in Romania the
economic growth is mostly based on consumption and there
has not yet been developed a mentality that promotes also the
environmental concerns.

At the EU average level, in 2016, 37,8% of waste was
recycled and only 4% in Romania. In Romania, most of the
waste generated is landfill. The highest recycling rates are
recorded in Belgium, Latvia, Italy and Slovenia [34].

European Union developed an aggregate indicator that
expresses the circularity of materials within the consumption-
production flow. The circular material use rate measures the
share of material recovered and fed back into the economy
in overall material use [32]. At European Union level, 11.7%
of total material represents secondary materials, thus saving
extraction and using the primary raw materials. Countries like
Netherlands, Belgium and France have the highest circular
material use rate, around or above 20%. This indicates that
secondary materials substitute for primary raw materials at a
level that indicates a better understanding of the importance
and the conceptualization of the circular economy concept
which implies reusing the materials into the production flows.
The levels recorded by Ireland, Romania and Greece, below
2%, indicate the need for progress and special designed poli-
cies adopted within this sector, together with an increasing
public awareness of the importance of reducing environmen-
tal impact by using secondary materials (Figure 3).

Circular material use rate is influenced by the level of
economic development of EU countries. The statistical data
show the existence of a direct correlation between the level of
economic convergence, expressed by GDP as percent of EU
average and circular material rate. The two aspects, circular
economy and economic growth, are supporting each other at
the European Union level (Figure 4).

As the economies and societies continue to develop, they
move towards a higher level of human needs and, as a con-
sequence, a higher attention is paid to some aspects which
surpass the economic area, so that they understand and get
a higher level of awareness of the importance of security in
order to better assure resources for the medium and long term.

We consider that the first stage of the circular economy
development is the creation of new employment opportunities
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+ Refers to 2015, [32].
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FIGURE 4. Corelation between circular material rate and GDP, 2016.
Source: Computation based on Eurostat Statistics [32].

within this sector. This involves, on one hand, the existence of
a technological basis for the operationalization of this process
and, on the other hand, the existence of skilled workforce in
this field. For less EU developed countries, both directions
can be limited by the lack of resources (the technical-material
base and the human capital), situation that involves the alloca-
tion of important financial resources. At the European Union
level, share of the employment in circular economy sector
refers to employment in recycling, repair, reuse, rental and
leasing sector [32]. Because at an economy level it is impor-
tant not only the level of employment, but also its quality
reflected in the results obtained, we have calculated the work
productivity per employed person in the circular economy
at the EU level. The results showed that countries with a
relatively high weight of workers within circular economy
compared to EU average have a low labour productivity. This
shows that this sector needs supplementary investments and
measures that stimulate the private investments in a field
being just at the beginning of its existence, even if the effects
of using secondary materials as substitute for primary raw
materials are not necessarily evaluated in short term. Lower
labour productivity per employed person compared to share
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of employment in the field recorded countries from Central
and Eastern Europe (Hungary, Poland, Slovenia, Romania,
Bulgaria) because they are making effort to comply with
the EU requirements with a background of an insufficiently
qualified labour force (Figure 5).
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FIGURE 5. Employment in circular economy sector and labour
productivity per employed person, EU, 2015, - refers to 2014; Source:
Eurostat Statistics [32].

Despite these aspects, we consider that there are also
progresses that had been made in terms of recycling dif-
ferent type of waste within the European Union. This is a
remarkable progress designed to ensure the consumption of
future generations. But it is also a great challenge. Romania
has made progress in terms of recycling packaging waste,
increasing from a rate of 30.6% in 2007 to 55.9% in 2017.
It was a fast convergence process with the EU average of 67%
recycling rate in 2017. Also, progresses were made in Roma-
nia and EU in terms of recycling municipal waste and bio-
waste. For Romania, steps should be passed further in order
to ensure a closer level to European Union and, as a conse-
quence, an efficient waste management waste policy.

Circular economy is characterized by more adapted pro-
duction processes to the development of sustainable goods,
aiming to increase the possibility of a fast and efficient
recovery of recyclable materials from products at the end of
use period. It is also characterized by the existence of more
rational and better educated consumers who care more for the
exhaustible resources of the planet and for assuring the pre-
requisite for the consumption of future generations and who
understand the importance of exploitation at the highest level
the resources already included into the production processes.

According to Courvoisier, Sennes, Ricard, Ribeyre (2014)
and Caeiro (2012), sustainable consumption is mainly driven
by education; these authors highlight the role of education in
the formation of a more responsible consumption behaviour
[35], [36]. Also, Varela-Candamio, Novo-Corti and Garcia-
Alvarez show that environmental education reveals as a pow-
erful tool in order to generate “‘green’” behaviour among
citizens, through an econometrical study on Spain [37]. The
investment in consumer education, both on the formal and
informal levels, allows the creation of a core set of skills
that contribute to the improvement of the lifestyle of the
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consumers, to ensuring and maintaining the environmental
health, which is considered as a mid and long-term personal,
social and economic advantage.

Considering Romania’s efforts focus into this respect,
we can mention campaigns specially designed to better pro-
mote recycling, implementation of programs and projects
at Romanian public universities and companies. The study
of Novo-Corti et al. [38] shows that the economic higher
education system in Romania has started with small steps
designed to adapt to environmental requirements. Romanian
educational system is interested in organizing special dedi-
cated programs, projects and debates focusing on sustainable
developmental issues and in introducing such courses [38].

V. THE MANAGEMENT OF MUNICIPAL WASTE IN
ROMANIA AS ONE OF THE KEY PILLARS OF THE
TRANSITION TOWARDS THE CIRCULAR ECONOMY

At the EU level, the 6th Environment Action Programme,
called Our choice, our future (2001-2010) [39] had drawn for
the first time the attention on waste management, regarding
the objective of increasing the degree of recycling and pre-
venting their creation.

The first distinct approach of the problem of waste and
recycling (prevention and recycling of waste) was launched
in 2005 as a thematic strategy for The 6th Environment Action
Plan. Tt aims at improving waste management by recycling
in order to reduce the negative impact on the environment.
This concern was also used within the plan called Living
well, within the limits ot our planet [40], implemented in
2014 which pays a particular attention to the transformation
of waste into a resource, by emphasizing the importance of
some preventive measures, reuse and recycling, and phas-
ing out wasteful and damaging practices like land filling.
A special consideration had been given to the management of
hazardous waste so as to minimize the effects on environment
and human health [41].

The new concern of the European Union regarding waste
management was included in a Circular Economy Package
that aims at a greater recycling and reuse during the products
lifecycles in order to bring benefits for both the environment
and the economy [42]-[44]. The most important benefit for
the economy refer to the savings resulted from the recycling
and reuse of scarce resources and to the positive effects of
new job creation and investments dedicated to a sustainable
growth and development.

Romania, as one member of the European Union, is com-
mitted to observe and adopt the Community legislation. For
the environmental policy, the principle of subsidiarity (Single
European Act) was applied for the first time. This principle
was subsequently recognized by the Maastricht Treaty as
a fundamental operating principle of the EU. This implies
the Union intervention when an issue cannot be resolved
satisfactorily at one of the Member State level because of its
scale or effects. The sectors covered by the common envi-
ronmental policy are: waste management, water pollution,
air pollution, bio-diversity and soil protection. In Romania,
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in the field of waste management the first National Waste
Management Strategy was developed in 2002. Until now,
other strategies have been developed in order to better achieve
the recycling targets.

In order to analyze the recycling process we paid a particu-
lar attention to municipal waste in smart cities. It is important
to consider it because in recent years it has had an upward
trend due to the population growth, urbanization, and due to
the increasing living conditions and economic growth. Some
researchers show that household waste generation is also
influenced by family size, education level and by the monthly
family income evolution [45]. However, in order to support
the recycling of this kind of waste, government authorities
and NGOs have to be more and better involved by supporting
policies designed to encourage recycling, such as infrastruc-
ture development in the field or providing tax incentives. The
success of an efficient management of recycling depends on
the technological solutions as well as on the links between
environmental, economic, legislative and institutional matters
supporting this system [46].

Omran and Schiopu (2015) demonstrated, using an quan-
titative analysis based on a questionnaire, that actions of
households and their perceptions about recycling have an
important role in ensuring the success of any sustainable
policy for waste management at the local, regional or national
levels [47].

In Romania, the generation of municipal waste per capita
(kg per capita) has decreased in 2016, compared to 2000
(table 2).

TABLE 2. Evolution of the generation and recycling of municipal waste in
Romania and EU, 2000/2016.

Year 2000 2016
Indicators RO EU
Generation of municipal waste 355 | 521 261 483

per capita (kg per capita)

Recycling rate of municipal 0% | 38% | 13.3%
waste (%) i
Source: Eurostat, 2018, EU policy Indicators, Circular Economy, [33]

45,3%

The recycling rate is among the most reduced of EU, only
13.3%, compared to 45,3% at the EU average. A large part
of municipal wastes is eliminated by storage or by incin-
eration, which shows that Romania is far from the target
of 65%, the recycling rate of municipal wastes, which had
been established as a target that has to be reached until 2030.
Some waste materials, such as food waste and green waste
generating from households, can be used in agriculture as a
high quality natural fertilizer [48] (Figure 6).

As concerning the recycling of waste from plastic pack-
aging, we estimate that there will be a significant progress,
considering the proposal for reforming the contributions to
EU budget since 2020. This proposal takes into account a new
source of income: a national contribution depending on the
quantity of plastic packaging wastes which are not recycled.
This will encourage the transition of EU towards a circular
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FIGURE 6. Municipal Waste generated in 2016, kg per capita [34].

economy, by stimulating the member states to reduce the
quantity and intensity of such kind of waste [49].

The EU Waste Statistics [34], places Romania on the last
position in the European Union in terms of recycling of
municipal waste. Romania has a recycling rate of just 13,3%,
much lower compared to the EU average of 45,3%. Romania
is far behind the highly developed countries, where recycling
values had reached 50-70% (Figure 7).

SR

EU Romaria

: by type of packeging

FIGURE 7. The evolution of the recycling rate of municipal waste, of
packaging waste and of bio-waste in EU and Romania, between 2007 and
2016, [32].

The trend of municipal waste recycling rate had increased
during the period 2007-2017, but there are major differences
between these indicators registered in Romania and the Euro-
pean Union (Figure 8).

If we look at the sectors that produce waste in Romania
compared with those from EU, we can observe that, in 2016,
the largest share in terms of waste generation, 87%, is held
by the mining sector and quarrying industry, which shows
an industry that is still not yet adapted to the principles of
sustainable development. At the EU level, the values of this
indicator are divided across industries (25%), the construc-
tion sector having the largest share of 36,4% (Figure 9).

The total waste generated by economic activities and
households can be expressed in correlation to population size.
In 2016, the average amount of waste generated reached
5 tons per capita in the EU. From this point of view, Romania
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registered about 9 tons per capita, an increase compared to
the previous period. Much of the waste generated in the
EU was mineral waste. The evolution of this type of waste
shows a connection with the structure of an economy. The
states with higher mineral waste, such as Romania, Bulgaria,
Estonia, have conducted significant mining industry [34]. Itis
important to know the type of waste generated, but it is very
important to know to what extent it can be reused or recycled.
It is also important the recycling technology. Some studies
analyze the impact of such methods on municipal waste
and the environment. One of the method was proposed by
Sahinkaya [50]. This uses acid and ultrasonic pretreatment
on the disintegration of municipal waste.

The authors Trentea, Bodea and Marcus analyze Roma-
nia’s situation regarding recycling by categories of products
(materials) [51]. According to the study of these authors,
the rate of recovery and recycling has increased in Romania
for the following products: glass, paper, plastic, metal, wood,
end of life vehicles and packaging waste. These increases,
though not spectacular, are favourable for environmental pro-
tection and were based on measures to encourage reuse and
recycling such as “Rabla” Programme for end of life vehi-
cles. Nevertheless, much of the waste generated in Romania
is not recovered or recycled, but destroyed [34].
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For a better waste management it is highly recommended
to join the efforts of municipality, public sector, corporations
and individuals. This process of recycling involves the collab-
oration between all those economic actors interested in envi-
ronment protection, ensuring a healthy economic growth and
development. It also requires a marketing strategy designed to
support waste management, which does not exist in Romania
yet, but which could help the improvement of the recycling
process [52].

Although some European Union countries had made a sig-
nificant progress comparing to the others in terms of recycling
management efficiency, we have to accept that there is no
ideal solution, adaptable to any economy.

The development of waste management systems requires
time and covers different stages. Therefore, countries that
have not yet developed enough such systems, like Roma-
nia, might benefit from the experience of highly developed
countries, but they cannot achieve a great leap in a very short
time [53].

Some basic principles should be taken into consideration
in order to contribute to a better, more efficient and effective
waste management and they might help step by step the
development of this system as well:

- the precautionary principle: anticipating problems that
may arise and reduce waste production,

- the accountability principle: the polluter has to pay pol-
lution costs,

- the proximity principle: waste should be disposed or pro-
cessed closer to the area where they were produced [54].

Considering consumers, they might contribute to an
increase in the efficiency and effectiveness of waste manage-
ment process by purchasing organic products with smaller
packaging, reusing packaging and their separate collection
for recycling. From this point of view, in Romania there have
been registered some progress, but there are still problems
that need to be solved both concerning the separate collection
of waste and the purchase of organic products, which involve
higher costs for the consumer. They have to do all in order
to get the highest benefits from a healthier life and a cleaner
environment, in return bearing a higher purchase price of the
product. As illustrated in Figure no. 10 there is a direct corre-
lation between the recycling rate for packaging waste and the
recovery rates for packaging. This means that those countries
who have high recycling rates have also high recovery rates
for waste. The most performing countries in recycling and
recovery are: Denmark, Germany and the Netherlands. On the
other hand, the least performing are: Croatia, Hungary and
Latvia. According to the official date of European Commis-
sion, Romania converge to the European Union average, both
for recycling and recovery rates, recording a quite important
increases from 30.6% in 2007 to 60.4% in 2017, in the case
of the first rate, and, from 36.6% in 2007 to 62.3% in 2016 in
the case of the second (Figure 10).

At the company level, the support can be achieved through
the production of environmentally friendly goods, using
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green technologies and by limiting energy wastage and exces-
sive use of packaging. Corabieru, Corabieru and Vasilescu
draw attention to the importance of the design of the products
steps, because even in this stage, it has to be taken into
account their degree of recycling and thus to encourage the
development of recycling [55]. At this level, it has been reg-
istered a relatively little progress in Romania. The analysis of
the Green Business Index (GBI) indicator for Romania shows
the recycling situation at the level of companies in Romania
and allow decision makers to understand what the main trends
in the field are. This indicator examines the environmental
responsibility of the companies [56].

According to the GBI, in 2013, only 31% of companies
in Romania had declared they had adopted a sustainable
development strategy, and in 2017, 89.3% of these had an
environmental policy or strategy. 88.5 % of companies use
environmental management systems, being concerned about
energy saving, waste reduction, and employee training cam-
paigns. But, with respect to the waste recycling, progress was
poor, the number of companies that have accumulated unused
waste stocks at the end of the year was increasing [56].

To reduce the gap to the highly developed countries, con-
cerning the reuse and recycling of waste, Romanian author-
ities have to provide the necessary resources to implement
effective waste management policies. Decision makers from
different level (micro, mezzo, macro) have also to provide the
necessary infrastructure for collecting and recycling waste,
by creating partnerships with business, in order to better col-
lect and recycle these resources. Romania is lagging behind in
terms of implementing these policies due to limited financial
resources, especially due to a low interest manifested by
decision makers for these kind of projects.

Specialized studies emphasize the importance of the social
issues for increasing the efficiency and effectiveness of waste
management systems, because the public participation in
the planning and implementation of these systems are as
important as technical and economic issues concerning waste
management [57].

Therefore, the increase of the performance of expected
results might be achieved through joint efforts of
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individuals, local communities, organizations, companies and
government.

VI. CONCLUSION

The transition towards the circular economy is very important
for Romania, which has to keep up with the transformations
existing at the European level. Circular economy means more
than recycling waste; it is a complex way of organizing, which
involves changes in both production and consumption, such
as to reduce resource consumption and to minimize waste.
At the same time, the shift to the circular economy must be
correlated with the development of smart cities. The debate
and the practice of circular economy are essential for this
transition, which is considered to be just on an early stage
in Romania.

We consider that efforts made by Romanian decision mak-
ers on different levels have to be amplified because, as high-
lighted by our paper, Romanian potential to develop the
circular economy, as a premise for the development of smart
cities, is far behind as compared to the EU most developed
countries.

Currently, the efficiency and effectiveness of resources use
in Romania is low; the recycling rate is among the lowest in
the EU, most of the waste is deposited or incinerated, and
it is not yet developed a life cycle of waste management.
We consider that Romania is far from reaching and being
convergent with the strategic European targets of circular
economy. For example, the circular material use rate, which
measures the share of material recovered and fed back to
the economy in total material use, is only 1.5% in Romania,
compared to the EU average (11.7%).

Although some of the indicators on recycling (recycling
rates of municipal waste, recycling bio-waste) show an
improvement for Romania, because they have increased
in 2017, compared to 2007, Romania still has to make
progress. Recycling rate of packaging waste grew from
30.6% to 55.9% in the analyzed period, getting close to the
EU average (67%).

We consider that in order to develop the circular economy
in Romania, the efforts has to be cumulated, both in terms of
public and private sectors involvement and concerning also
consumers.

In the future, it would be very important for Romanian
companies how they use their resources such as sustainabil-
ity to become a driver of innovation and competitiveness,
by improving the way to apply circular economy principles.

Even if the involvement of private companies and public
organizations in joint environmental projects is low, decision-
makers from different levels might be more involved through
fiscal, financial and legislative instruments to support com-
panies investing in the development of the circular economy.
In this respect, public and local authorities have to develop
joint programs with educational institutions, private compa-
nies and non-governmental organizations.

There is a need for applying modern technologies for the
operationalization of this process and to assure the existence
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of a skilled workforce in the field. An important role is
played by investments, both in physical and human capital
by educating also consumers, who have to be more aware of
their role within this process. Educated consumers will better
understand the need to prove rationality in consumption, to
reduce waste, but also the role of recycling, adapting con-
sumer behavior to the requirements of the circular economy.
In order to achieve efficient and effective results, the state and
companies have to provide the necessary infrastructure for the
collection and recycling of waste, which is from our point of
view quiet poorly developed now in Romania.

Companies, citizens and authorities have to work together
and cooperate to make the systematic changes work within
the system based on circular economy. Also, a challenge for
the future trend in circular economy in Romania is the further
development of sectors associated with circularity of resource
and the creation of new employment opportunities within this
sectors based on both public and private involvement and on
public-private partnerships.

Our research is a stage in the analysis of smart cities devel-
opment from the point of view of the circularity. Although the
paper focuses on the study of the circular economy, this is an
important topic for the transition to smart cities, both at the
Romanian and European Union level. In the future, we will
extend the research to study the development of smart cities
in Romania in the context of the European Union.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Korhonen, A. Honkasalo, and J. Seppild, “Circular economy:
The concept and its limitations,” Ecol. Econ., vol. 143, pp. 37-46,
Jan. 2018. doi: 10.1016/j.ecolecon.2017.06.041.

[2] G. Michelini, R. N. Moraes, R. N. Cunha, J. M. Costa, and A. R. Ometto,
“From linear to circular economy: PSS conducting the transition,” Proce-
dia CIRP, vol. 64, pp. 2-6, Jan. 2017. doi: 10.1016/j.procir.2017.03.012.

[3] F. Preston. (2012). A Global Redesign? Shaping the Circular Economy.
Accessed: Oct. 12, 2018. [Online]. Available: https://www.biblioteca.
fundacionicbc.edu.ar/images/d/d7/Bp0312_preston.pdf

[4] A. Urbinati, D. Chiaroni, and V. V. Chiesa, “Towards a new taxon-
omy of circular economy business models,” J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 168,
pp. 487-498, Dec. 2017. doi: 10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.09.047.

[5] J. Kirchherr, D. Reike, and M. Hekkert, “Conceptualizing the circular
economy: An analysis of 114 definitions,” Resour, Conservation Recy-
cling, vol. 127, pp. 221-232, Dec. 2017. doi: 10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.
09.005.

[6] G. H. Brundtland, “Report of the world commission on environment
and development: Our common future,” United Nations, Oslo, Norway,
Tech. Rep. A/42/427, 1987.

[7]1 M. Geissdoerfer, P. Savaget, N. Bocken, and E. J. Hultink, ““The circular
economy—A new sustainability paradigm?” J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 143,
pp. 757-768, Feb. 2017. doi: 10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.12.048.

[8] D.D.Banaite and R. Tamasitniené, ““Sustainable development: The circu-
lar economy indicators selection model,” J. Secur. Sustainab., vol. 6, no. 2,
pp. 315-323, 2016. doi: 10.9770/jssi.2016.6.2(10).

[9] Y. Kalmykova, M. Sadagopan, and L. Rosado, ‘“Circular economy—From
review of theories and practices to development of implementation tools,”
Resour., Conservation Recycling, vol. 135, pp. 190-201, Aug. 2018. doi:
10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.10.034.

[10] D. W. Pearce and R. K. Turner, Economics of Natural Resources and the
Environment. Baltimore, MD, USA: The Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, 1989.

[11] K. E. Boulding, “The economics of the coming spaceship earth,”
in  Environmental Quality in a Growing Economy, Resources
for the Future, H. Jarrett, Ed. Baltimore, MD, USA: The Johns
Hopkins Univ. Press, 2013. Accessed: Nov. 14, 2018. [Online].
Available: http://arachnid.biosci.utexas.edu/courses/THOC/Readings/
Boulding_SpaceshipEarth.pdf

133612

[12]

(13]

(14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

[19]

(20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

(24]

(25]

[26]

(27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

(31]

N. M. P. Bocken, I. de Pauw, C. Bakker, and B. van der Grinten, ‘‘Product
design and business model strategies for a circular economy,” J. Ind.
Prod. Eng., vol. 33, no. 5, pp. 308-320, 2016. doi: 10.1080/21681015.
2016.1172124.

F. Bonciu, “The European economy: From a linear to a circular econ-
omy,” Romanian J. Eur. Affairs, vol. 14, no. 4, pp. 78-91, 2014.
Accessed: Sep. 12, 2018. [Online]. Available: http://rjea.ier.ro/sites/rjea.
ier.ro/files/articole/RJEA_2014_vol14_no4_art5.pdf

S.-P. Xiao and Y.-J. Huang, “The research of the development principles
and development model of circular economy,” in Proc. Int. Conf. Chal-
lenges Environ. Sci. Comput. Eng. (CESCE), vol. 1, 2010, pp. 97-100.
doi: 10.1109/CESCE.2010.141.

F. Preston, A Global Redesign?: Shaping the Circular Economy
(Energy, Environment and Resource Governance). London, U.K.:
The Royal Institute of International Affairs, 2012, pp. 1-20.
Accessed: Nov. 15, 2018. [Online]. Available: https://www.biblioteca.
fundacionicbe.edu.ar/images/d/d7/Bp0312_preston.pdf

Ellen MacArthur Foundation. (2012). Towards the Circular Economy:
Economic and Business Rationale for an Accelerated Transition.
Accessed: Oct. 10, 2018. [Online]. Available: https://www.ellenmacarthur
foundation.org/assets/downloads/publications/Ellen-MacArthur-
Foundation-Towards-the-Circular-Economy-vol.1.pdf

M. Lewandowski. (2016). Designing the Business Models for
Circular Economy-Towards the Conceptual Framework. Accessed:
Nov. 20, 2018. [Online]. Available: https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/78c1/
025b21e46bb2ff0a3e668b8853bal48829¢e4.pdf

P. Ghisellini, C. Cialani, and S. Ulgiati, ‘A review on circular economy:
The expected transition to a balanced interplay of environmental and
economic systems,” J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 114, pp. 11-32, Feb. 2016.
doi: 10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.09.007.

N. van Buren, M. Demmers, R. van der Heijden, and F. Witlox, “Towards a
circular economy: The role of dutch logistics industries and governments,”
Sustainability, vol. 8, no. 7, p. 64, 2016. doi: 10.3390/su8070647.

D. Reike, W.J. V. Vermeulen, and S. Witjes, ““The circular economy: New
or refurbished as CE 3.0?7—Exploring controversies in the conceptual-
ization of the circular economy through a focus on history and resource
value retention options,” Resour., Conservation Recycling, vol. 135,
pp. 246-264, Aug. 2018. doi: 10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.08.027.

F. Blomsma and G. Brennan, “The emergence of circular economy: A new
framing around prolonging resource productivity,” J. Ind. Ecol., vol. 21,
no. 3, pp. 603-614, 2017. doi: 10.1111/jiec.12603.

J. Gertsakis and H. Lewis, “Sustainability and the waste management
hierarchy,” Tech. Rep., 2003. Accessed: Oct. 10, 2018. [Online]. Available:
http://www.ecorecycle.vic.gov.au/resources/documents/TZW_-
_Sustainability_and_the_Waste_Hierarchy_(2003).pdf

M. Marinas, M. Dinu, A. G. Soco, and C. Socol, “Renewable energy
consumption and economic growth. Causality relationship in Central
and Eastern European countries,” PLoS ONE, vol. 13, no. 10, 2018,
Art. no. €0202951. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0202951.

M. Vuléi, M. Vuldi, A. Enciu, and S. I. Cioacd, “Assessment of the circular
economy’s impact in the EU economic growth,” Amfiteatru Econ., vol. 20,
no. 48, pp. 248-261, 2018. doi: 10.24818/EA/2018/48/248.

COM. (2015). Closing the Loop—An EU Action Plan for the Circular
Economy. Accessed: Oct. 10, 2018. [Online]. Available: https://ec.europa.
eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2015/EN/1-2015-614-EN-F1-1.PDF

COM. (2018). On a Monitoring Framework for the Circular Economy.
Accessed: Oct. 10, 2018. [Online]. Available: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/
legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52018DC0029&from=EN

H. Wilts, “Key challenges for transformations towards a circular economy:
The status quo in Germany,” Int. J. Waste Resour., vol. 7, no. 1, p. 262,
2017. doi: 10.4172/2252-5211.1000262.

J. Kirchherr, L. Piscicelli, R. Bour, E. Kostense-Smit, J. Miiller,
A. Huibrechtse-Truijens, and M. Hekkert, “‘Barriers to the circular econ-
omy: Evidence from the European Union (EU),” Ecol. Econ., vol. 150,
pp. 264-272, Aug. 2018. doi: 10.1016/j.ecolecon.2018.04.028.

S. Ritzen and G. O. Sandstrom, ‘““Barriers to the circular economy—
Integration of perspectives and domains,” Procedia CIRP, vol. 64,
pp. 7-12, Jan. 2017. doi: 10.1016/j.procir.2017.03.005.

European Environment Agency. (2016). Circular Economy in Europe—
Developing the Knowledge Base. Accessed: Nov. 25, 2018. [Online].
Available: https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/circular-economy-in-
europe

European Parliament. (Jan. 2016). Closing the Loop. New Circular Eco-
nomic Package. Accessed: Nov. 15,2018. [Online]. Available: http:/www.
europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2016/573899/EPRS_BRI1(2016)
573899_EN.pdf

VOLUME 7, 2019



M. I. Aceleanu et al.: Management of Municipal Waste through Circular Economy in the Context of Smart Cities Development

IEEE Access

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

Eurostat.  (2018). EU  Policy Indicators, Circular — Economy.
Accessed: Nov. 15, 2018. [Online]. Available: https://ec.europa.eu/
eurostat/web/circular-economy

R. Pop, “Is Romania ready for the circular economy?” Green Rev-
olution Assoc., Bucharest, Romania, 2018. Accessed: Sep. 20, 2018.
[Online]. Available: https://www.green-report.ro/este-romania-pregatita-
pentru-economia-circulara/

European Union. (2018). Waste Statistics. Accessed: Dec. 28, 2018.
[Online]. Available: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-
explained/index.php/Waste_statistics#Waste_treatment

G. S. Courvoisier, V. Sennes, M. Ricard, and F. Ribeyre, ““‘Higher education
for sustainable consumption: Case report on the human ecology Master’s
course (University of Bordeaux, France),” J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 62,
pp. 82-88, Jan. 2014.

S. Caeiro, T. B. Ramos, and D. Huisingh, “Procedures and criteria to
develop and evaluate household sustainable consumption indicators,”
J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 27, pp. 72-91, May 2012.

L. Varela-Candamio, I. Novo-Corti, and T. Garcia-Alvarez,
“The importance of environmental education in the determinants of
green behavior: A meta-analysis approach,” J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 170,
pp. 1565-1578, Jan. 2018. Accessed: Jan. 7, 2019. [Online]. Available:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0959652617322175

1. Novo-Corti, L. Badea, D. M. Tirca, and M. I. Aceleanu, “A pilot study on
education for sustainable development in the Romanian economic higher
education,” Int. J. Sustainab. Higher Educ., vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 817-838,
2018. Accessed: Jan. 7, 2019. doi: 10.1108/IJSHE-05-2017-0057.
European Union. The 6th Environment Action Programme, Our Choice,
Our Future (2001-2010). Accessed: Dec. 17, 2018. [Online]. Available:
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/air/pdf/6eapbooklet_en.pdf

European Commission. Living Well, With in the Limits OT our
Planet. Accessed: Dec. 10, 2018. [Online]. Available: http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/pubs/pdf/factsheets/7eap/en.pdf

(2013). EU-Decision 1386/2013/EU of the European Parliament and
of the Council. Accessed: Dec. 17, 2018. [Online]. Available: https://
publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/b8e6 13ef-
76de-11e3-b889-01aa75ed71al/language-en

COMM. (2014). Towards a Circular Economy: A Zero Waste Programme
for Europe. Accessed: Dec. 17, 2018. [Online]. Available: http://eur-lex.
europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:50edd1fd-Olec-11e4-8311-
0laa75ed71a1.0001.01/DOC_1&format=PDF

COMM. (2015). Closing the Loop: Commission Adopts Ambitious New
Circular Economy Package to Boost Competitiveness, Create Jobs and
Generate Sustainable Growth. Accessed: Dec. 17, 2018. [Online]. Avail-
able: http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-15-6203_en.htm

COMM. (2018). Circula Economy Package. Accessed: Dec. 17, 2018.
[Online]. Available: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/circular-economy/
index_en.htm

M. Sujauddin, S. M. S. Huda, and H. A. M. R. Rafiqul, ‘““Household solid
waste characteristics and management in Chittagong, Bangladesh,” Waste
Manage., vol. 28, no. 9, pp. 1688-1695, 2008.

L. A. Guerrero, G. Maas, and W. Hogland, “Solid waste management
challenges for cities in developing countries,” Waste Manage., vol. 33,
no. 1, pp. 220-232, 2013.

A. Omran and A. M. Schiopu, “Reasons for non-participation in recycling
of solid waste in Northern Malaysia: A case study,” Environ. Eng. Manage.
J., vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 233-243, 2015.

A. A. Zorpas, K. Lasaridi, D. M. Pociovalisteanu, and P. Loizia,
“Monitoring and evaluation of prevention activities regarding household
organics waste from insular communities,” J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 172,
pp. 3567-3577, Jan. 2018. doi: 10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.03.155.

COM, Brussels, Belgium. (2018). Proposal for a Council Decision on the
System of Own Resources of the European Union. Accessed: Oct. 10, 2018.
[Online]. Available: https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-
political/files/system-own-resources-may2018_en.pdf

S. Sahinkaya, “Disintegration of municipal waste activated sludge by
simultaneous combination of acid and ultrasonic pretreatment,” Process
Saf. Environ. Protection, vol. 93, pp. 201-205, Jan. 2015.

A. Trentea, L. Bodea, and I. Marcus, “Aspects regarding the use of waste
management indicators in decision-making and public awareness,” J. Env-
iron. Protection Ecol., vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 547-557, 2014.

VOLUME 7, 2019

(52]

(53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

(571

F. A. Luca and C. A. Ioan, “Implementation of green marketing in the
analysis of municipal waste produced in Romania, correlated with envi-
ronmental policy management,” Environ. Eng. Manage. J., vol. 13, no. 12,
pp. 3131-3142, 2014.

R. E. Marshall and K. Farahbakhs, “Systems approaches to integrated
solid waste management in developing countries,” Waste Manage., vol. 33,
no. 4, pp. 988-1003, 2013.

European Commission, Luxembourg. (1999). EU Focus on Waste Man-
agement. Accessed: Dec. 10, 2018. [Online]. Available: http://ec.europa.
eu/environment/waste/publications/pdf/eufocus_en.pdf

P. Corabieru, A. Corabieru, and D. D. Vasilescu, “New approaches in the
design of plastic products for easy recycling,” Environ. Eng. Manage. J.,
vol. 13, no. 8, pp. 1997-2004, 2014.

Green Revolution Association. (2013). Green Business Index Report.
Accessed: Jan. 14, 2019. [Online]. Available: https://www.gbindex.ro/wp-
content/uploads/2018/03/Catalog_GBI_2017.pdf

W. J. V. Carabias, H. Winistoerfer, and A. Stuecheli, ““Social aspects of
public waste management in Switzerland,” Waste Manage., vol. 19, no. 6,
pp. 417425, 1999.

MIRELA IONELA ACELEANU received the
Ph.D. degree. She is currently a Professor with
the Department of Economics and Economic Poli-
cies and the Director of the Doctoral School of
Economics, Bucharest University of Economic
Studies, Romania. She has participated in research
internship at the University of Reading, UK.,
University of Gothenburg, Sweden, and Univer-
sity of Barcelona, Spain. She has an intense
research activity which consists of the publica-

tion of numerous economic studies and participation in conferences and in
research projects. Her research interests include labor market, employment
policies, green jobs, environmental policies, sustainable development, rural
economy, green economy, and education. She is an Assistant Editor of
the Theoretical and Applied Economics Journal and a reviewer for many
journals.

ANDREEA CLAUDIA SERBAN received the
Ph.D. degree. She is currently an Associate
Professor with the Department of Economics
and Economic Policies, Faculty of Theoretical
and Applied Economics, Bucharest University of
Economic Studies, Romania. She has been a Vis-
iting Researcher at the University of Barcelona,
Spain. Her research activity consists in publication
of numerous economic studies and participation
in international conference. Her areas of interest

include labor market, education, sustainable development, demographic
issues, and economics of European Union. She is a member of the editorial
board or organizing committee of many international conferences. She is an
Editor of Global Journal of Business, Economics and Management: Current
Issues, a reviewer for prestigious international journals.

133613



IEEE Access

M. I. Aceleanu et al.: Management of Municipal Waste through Circular Economy in the Context of Smart Cities Development

MARTA-CHRISTINA SUCIU received the Ph.D.
degree. In 2006, she was a Visiting Professor
with MIT University, Cairo, Egypt, where she
taught courses for students (microeconomics and
macroeconomics) and for Trainers (trainers). She
is currently a Professor with the Department of
Economics and Economic Policies, Bucharest
University of Economic Studies (teaches, both
in Romanian and in English, all Bologna cycles:
Bachelor, Master, and Doctoral School). She is
also a Ph.D. Superv1sor She has been a Visiting Professor benefited in
11 European countries. She has enriched her academic career with sixteen
specialized postgraduate courses followed at prestigious universities, both
in the country and abroad. Her professional activity is a combination of
a prodigious didactic career and an important journalistic career. She has
written, as sole and/or first author/coordinator, coauthor of 39 books in
colleges and collections, of which 30 are handbooks and collections, and
nine are books, dictionaries, treatises, and studies.

133614

TEODORA I0ANA BITOIU received the Ph.D.
degree in administrative sciences from The
National University of Political Studies and Public
Administration (SNSPA), Bucharest, Romania,
where she is currently the Director of the Depart-
ment of Economics and Economic Policies. Her
postdoctoral studies have been carried out in the
area of political sciences with the SNSPA. She is
author or coauthor of many studies and she has
been a member of seven research projects. Her
main research interests include public administration, political sciences,
economic development, and decision-making. She is an active member of the
Coordination Council of General Association of Economists, Romania. She
is also a Coordinator of the Erasmus Department of The National University
of Political Studies and Public Administration.

VOLUME 7, 2019



