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Abstract The construction sector is a major contributor to environmental degrada-
tion, prompting the need for integrating sustainability into its practices. This need
has driven the development of sustainability assessment methods across various
scales of the built environment. Simultaneously, the recent emphasis on Circular
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Economy (CE) principles has introduced challenges in translating these principles
into measurable outcomes within the construction sector. This study aims to investi-
gate the extent to which circularity principles are embedded within existing sustain-
ability assessment methods for new buildings. The study begins by addressing the
interrelationships and distinctions between circularity and sustainability concepts,
establishing a foundation for the subsequent analysis. Five internationally recognised
sustainability assessment methods for new buildings—BREEAM, DGNB, LEED,
Level(s), SBTool—were examined to assess their incorporation of circularity aspects.
Each component of these methods was scrutinised for alignment with the 10 circu-
larity strategies outlined in the well-established 10-R framework of waste hierarchy.
Expert groups, consisting of CircularB COST Action members, independently eval-
uated the methods and provided opinions on the direct and indirect associations
between the assessed components and the 10-R principles. Disagreements were
resolved through group discussions. The analysis revealed varying degrees of inte-
gration and explicit reference to circularity principles across the assessed methods.
The study also highlighted the subjectivity inherent in identifying correlations and the
challenges connected to linking certain circularity-related concepts in the built envi-
ronment—such as resilience and adaptability—with the 10-R strategies. The findings
underscore the need for a more in-depth analysis before making direct comparisons
of the integration of circularity principles among different sustainability assessment
methods, given their methodological differences. The study also identifies directions
for future research.

Keywords Circular economy - Sustainability - Buildings’ Sustainability
assessment - 10-R Framework

19.1 Introduction

The main aim of this chapter is to investigate the extent to which circular economy-
related aspects and strategies are integrated in the evaluation process supported and
performed by well-known sustainability assessment methods of buildings.

The need for this investigation arises from the intersection of COST Action
CircularB’s objectives and the evolving role and nature of sustainability assessment
methods in the built environment. Among the core targets of CircularB Action is
the proposal of appropriate circularity indicators for evaluating the built environ-
ment. These indicators may be existing ones, modified versions, or entirely new
proposals, and their effective development and application should be supported by
robust data and frameworks, including regulatory standards. In parallel, Level(s)
framework represents one of this Action’s main interests, with the effective inte-
gration of circularity indicators into its structure being one of the foreseen research
areas. Although Level(s) has distinct characteristics, it shares important similarities
with other sustainability assessment methods used in the built environment.
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Over the past decades, sustainability assessment methods for the built environ-
ment have evolved significantly and gained widespread adoption and recognition
globally. These methods are crucial for embedding sustainability principles into the
built environment. They essentially comprise sets of criteria and or indicators well-
structured, relevant to the built environment and accompanied by grids of standards,
data and regulations.

The combination of these factors, along with the recognition that sustainability,
while closely related, is not synonymous with circularity, underscores the importance
of the work presented in this chapter. The concepts and scopes of circularity and
sustainability are discussed in Sect. 19.2, primarily through a comparative lens that
highlights their interrelationships and distinctions.

This study involved the selection of five widely recognised sustainability assess-
ment methods for buildings and their examination within the context of a circular
economy framework. The methods considered are: BREEAM, DGNB, LEED,
Level(s), and SBTool.

In both academic and practical settings, various R-frameworks have been
employed to define strategies encompassed by the circular economy concept. At
the European Union level, the 4-R framework (Reduce, Reuse, Recycle, Recover),
which forms the core of the EU Waste Framework Directive [18], was expanded
with the introduction of the EU’s Circular Economy Action Plan (CEAP) in 2015
and the updated CEAP in 2020 (European Commission, 2020). These developments
are integral to the EU Industrial Strategy, a key component of the European Green
Deal. A more comprehensive framework, as presented by [28], includes 10 common
circular economy (CE) strategies as illustrated in Fig. 19.1: Refuse, Rethink, Reduce,
Reuse, Repair, Refurbish, Remanufacture, Repurpose, Recycle, and Recover. This
framework was adopted in this study to scrutinise all the aspects covered by the
selected assessment protocols in terms of circularity, given its clear and nearly
exhaustive representation of existing CE strategies. It is worth noting that other
similar frameworks exist in the literature, such as those proposed by [34] and [38].

The investigation focused on analysing whether, to what extent, and how circu-
larity principles and strategies are implemented in the examined sustainability assess-
ment methods. This analysis was conducted at the most granular, self-contained,
distinct, and scored level within each method’s assessment structure, as explained
in the respective sections. The methodology involved conducting expert focus
group exercises with five sub-groups (corresponding to the five examined methods),
composed of researchers contributing to this study. Participation in each sub-group
was voluntary, with the number of members varying; some researchers participated
in multiple sub-groups, while others were involved in only one. Detailed information
regarding the number of contributors in each sub-group is provided in the respective
sections of this chapter.

Each sub-group analysed a specific protocol/assessment method by studying the
technical manuals, guides, or descriptive materials accompanying each method,
which contain comprehensive descriptions of the content, benchmarks, and intended
goals of the assessment levels under consideration. For SBTool, the analysis was
based on the study of the method’s computational tools (Excel-type files). The
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Fig. 19.1 The employed 10-R framework (adapted from [28])

members of each subgroup independently provided their opinions on whether and
which of the strategies outlined in the 10-R framework are reflected in the examined
components of the analysed method. It is important to note that, for this correlation
to be meaningful and effective in the context of individual buildings, the investiga-
tion centred on assessing building products and buildings as products through the
lens of the 10-R framework. Differences in estimations and assessments within each
sub-group were resolved through discussions. Through this process, two types of
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associations were established: direct and indirect. Direct associations are based on
direct, explicit references to one or more of the employed framework’s strategies/
principles within the content, aim, indicators, and overall structure of the examined
component. Indirect associations reflect relationships where no explicit references
were found, but correlations could be inferred on a consequential basis. More detailed
classifications, and information on each method’s unique features influencing the
treatment of this issue, are provided in the sections presenting the results for the
examined methods.

The results are presented in tables listing the components of each method directly
and indirectly associated with the 10-R strategies. The discussion of the findings
follows. This approach outlines the consideration of various circular strategies in
the context of the examined methods, highlighting the differences and similarities
among the adopted approaches. An important outcome of this analysis pertains to the
challenge of distinguishing between sustainability and circularity and the resulting
variations in the related interpretations.

The structure of the chapter is as follows: Sect. 19.2 discusses the interrelation-
ships and distinctions between circularity and sustainability. Section 19.3 provides
an overview of sustainability assessment methods for the built environment and anal-
yses the integration of circularity in five international methods: BREEAM, DGNB,
LEED, Level(s), and SBTool. Finally, Sect. 4 concludes the chapter.

19.2 Sustainability Versus Circularity

The relationship between the concepts of circular economy (CE) and sustainability
has sparked an ongoing debate [33]. However, the lack of clear boundaries defining
each concept has fueled this conflict, despite their widespread use among scholars
and practitioners. Unfortunately, this lack of clarity hinders the effective application
of these concepts in both theory and practice [22]. Sustainability can be defined as
the balanced integration of economic performance, social value, and environmental
resilience, benefiting both present and future generations [22]. On the other hand,
the circular economy is defined as an industrial system intentionally designed for
restoration and regeneration. It aims to replace the concept of disposal “end-of-
life” with regenerative growth, prioritise renewable energy, eliminate toxic chem-
icals that hinder reuse, and strive for waste elimination through superior mate-
rial, product, system, and business model design [17]. While various scholars have
proposed multiple definitions of circular economy, the definition put forth by the
Ellen MacArthur Foundation is the most accepted [23, 28].

While both sustainability and circular economy share concerns about technolog-
ical advancements, industrial practices, and consumption patterns, they also highlight
the importance of integrating environmental and social dimensions with economic
progress [22]. Despite these similarities, the two approaches differ significantly in
their origins, objectives, scopes, motivations, institutionalisations, timespans, and
beneficiaries [22]. Sustainability embodies a more open-ended essence in the context
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of sustainable development compared to a circular economy [22, 46]. It encompasses
a wide range of goals that can be reframed over time to align with the interests of
involved parties. Conversely, the circular economy is more specific in defining its
goals and aspirations for closed-loop systems that eliminate waste and minimise
emissions. These goals are to be achieved within defined theoretical and practical
thresholds [17].

Scholars diverge into two directions regarding the relationship between CE and
sustainability. The first direction argues that CE surpasses the linear thinking models
of sustainability and offers prospective solutions to its shortcomings [28, 40]. Geiss-
doerfer et al. [22] provide a more comprehensive perspective, acknowledging both
positions. They identify three major types of relationships between sustainability
and circular economy: (1) circular economy as a condition for sustainability, (2)
a mutually beneficial relation, or (3) a trade-off. These relationship patterns foster
diversity and encourage the deployment of a wide range of complementary strategies.
According to Brundtland Report (1987), sustainable development is defined as devel-
opment that meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future
generations to meet their own needs. This definition highlights that sustainable devel-
opment is an ever-evolving goal for our planet and society. A circular economy, in
this regard, establishes new sustainability benchmarks to meet modern-day goals for
sustainable development. However, employing the circular economy without consid-
ering sustainability would lead to undesirable results. For example, multiple cycles
of reusing or recycling a product may eventually either produce more emissions or
consume more energy than producing a new one. Therefore, it is crucial to strike the
right balance between resource circularity and their environmental, economic, and
social impacts, taking into account case-specific requirements.

The relationship between circular economy and sustainability also extends to
the built environment, particularly the building sector [27]. However, while sustain-
ability has often been associated with “doing less bad” instead of good, the CE has
been all about “doing good”. Sustainability comes from the gradual optimisation of
things, whilst the circular economy is about new business models that sell services
rather than products [27]. Many literature studies on circular economy prioritise
environmental improvements, neglecting a systemic integration of all three pillars of
sustainability. The strong relationship between circular economy and environmental
sustainability lies in the efficient solutions that circular economy concepts provide to
alleviate the pressure of human activities on natural ecosystems [33]. However, most
cases tend to link the environmental focus with economic aspects, paying marginal
attention to social and institutional levels. The social value brought by the circular
economy is often overlooked, with discussions mainly centred around job creation.
This limited coverage of social aspects reflects a blurred perception of the circular
economy'’s ability to contribute to subjective well-being [22]. The marginal attention
given to social issues in circular economy studies may be attributed to their focus on an
industrial context [12]. Consequently, the circular economy should broaden its scope
to include societal concerns, which require a radical shift in consumer and stake-
holders’ attitudes. However, recent studies show a growing awareness of the need for
a more inclusive approach that embraces the triple bottom line of sustainability [33].



19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

551

Table 19.1 Differences between sustainability and circular economy on various levels

Aspects Sustainability Circular economy

Objective More open-ended essence More specific in defining its goals and
regarding sustainable aspirations for closed-loop systems that
development eliminate waste and minimise emissions

Impact “doing less bad” “doing good”

Focus Focuses on the triple bottom Focuses on Resource Cycles

line: People, the Planet and the
Economy

Practice ground

The practice of sustainability is
grounded in and focused on the
Biosphere

The practice of circularity is grounded in
and focused on the Techno and Bio spheres

Responsibility

Responsibility is shared but not
clearly defined

More defined responsibility primarily
focusing on private businesses, regulators
and policymakers

Beneficiaries Main beneficiaries: the Main beneficiaries: the economic actors
environment, the economy, and | that implement the system
society

Interests Interests are aligned between Interests prioritise financial advantages for
stakeholders and can be companies
reframed over time

Prioritised Comes around the gradual Prioritises improvements on the

aspects optimisation of things environmental aspect while the social

aspect is marginally addressed

Table 19.1 summarises the differences between sustainability and circular economy
in terms of objective, impact, focus, practice ground, responsibility, beneficiaries,
interest and prioritised aspects.

19.3 Analysis of Circularity Implementation in Five
Well-Known International Methods (BREEAM,
DGNB, LEED, Level(S), SBTool)

19.3.1 General Information

Over the past few decades, sustainability assessment methods for buildings have
evolved into a critical asset for implementing sustainability principles in the building
sector. These methods have gained significant acceptance and recognition interna-
tionally across various stakeholders. The 1990s marked the inception of environ-
mental performance assessment methods for buildings, with the first versions of
BREEAM and LEED being published in 1990 and 1998, respectively [1, 41]. Addi-
tionally, GBTool, later known as SBTool, was initially launched in 1998 following
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an international development effort that began in 1996 [11]. In subsequent years,
numerous sustainability assessment methods have been developed by organisations,
institutions, and researchers across various countries and continents [4, 45, 16].

These methods exhibit varying degrees of similarity and differentiation in terms
of their philosophy, scope of application (whether international or national, building
uses addressed, etc.), range of criteria, and methodological structure. Notably,
some differences can also be observed among the successive versions of these
methods themselves, as they continuously evolve, expand in scope, and adapt to
new challenges and conditions, which is key to their effectiveness and relevance.

When considering trends in the sustainability assessment of the built environment,
it is important to note the growing interest in scales larger than individual buildings.
Methods addressing neighbourhood or even city scales have emerged as early as
the 2000s, with their development receiving continuous and intensive enhancement.
While many issues at the building scale are being adequately addressed (with room for
improvement), the broader scope offers greater opportunities and challenges, leading
to a focus on larger entities within the built environment. Moreover, the principles of
the Circular Economy can be effectively applied not only at the building scale but also
at the neighbourhood and urban scales, considering key factors of circularity in the
built environment. Prominent sustainability assessment methods for buildings, such
as BREEAM, LEED, DGNB, and CASBEE, have expanded to develop tools for the
urban scale (e.g., BREEAM Communities, LEED for Neighborhood Development,
DGNB for Urban Districts, and CASBEE for Urban Development, respectively).

Another example of a multi-scale approach is CESBA (Common European
Sustainable Built Environment Assessments), which extends the reliability of SBTool
to both the building and neighbourhood scales. CESBA represents a bottom-up
initiative aimed at promoting the harmonisation of sustainability assessments across
Europe, from buildings to neighbourhoods and regions. It particularly emphasises
a neighbourhood-level approach to developing synergies in energy efficiency’.
However, the analysis in this work focuses on the building scale.

A significant number of comparative reviews of building sustainability assessment
methods can be found in the literature, addressing their basic characteristics or their
approaches to specific performance aspects (for example, see [2-6, 10, 15, 21, 24,
35-37, 39, 41, 45]. Detailed information about comparative review studies of such
tools can also be found in various works, e.g., in [30]. Some of the most widely
known and applied sustainability assessment methods appear more frequently in
these review studies, highlighting their importance and influence. It is evident that
the simultaneous, critical, and comparative consideration of multiple methods has
been a focal point in scientific efforts aimed at improving these tools since their early
development.

In this review, the analysis focuses on four sustainability assessment methods for
buildings: BREEAM, DGNB, LEED, and SBTool. The versions studied are the most

1 The CESBA SNTool led to the MED Passport enabling the comparison of the performances of
buildings and neighbourhoods, in line with the EC COM 2014 445. A CESBA MED network of
cities was setup in order to maximise the transferability of results [9].
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recent, applicable to new buildings and suitable for international use. Where different
schemes exist for tertiary and residential buildings, the tertiary sector version is
examined. These methods were selected based on their widespread use in Europe and
their international scope. Additionally, Level(s) is included in this review. Although
Level(s) differs in some aspects of its philosophy compared to the other “typical”
methods examined, it is a constantly evolving common European framework that may
serve as a common axis for implementing sustainability assessment principles and
procedures in the building sector and construction practices in the future. Moreover,
given that Level(s) is a focal point of CircularB Action’s interests, its inclusion
alongside the other methods is essential.

19.3.2 BREEAM

Introductory remarks. BREEAM (Building Research Establishment Environ-
mental Assessment Method) is a widely recognised environmental assessment
method and rating system used to evaluate and measure the sustainability perfor-
mance of various building types. Developed by the Building Research Establishment
(BRE) in the United Kingdom in 1990, BREEAM has continuously evolved, adapting
to advancements in sustainability practices and expanding its scope [7]. The system
employs established performance indicators that adhere to defined standards and
benchmarks, assessing the technical performance, design, construction, and ongoing
use of buildings. These indicators encompass a broad range of factors, from energy
consumption to ecological impact, covering multiple dimensions of environmental
performance.

BREEAM’s holistic approach and continuous development have enabled it to be
successfully adapted to almost any building type and to various scales within the
built environment. The method includes applications for different scenarios, such as
evaluating new sustainable building projects through BREEAM New Construction
or its international counterpart, assessing existing non-domestic, commercial, indus-
trial, retail, and institutional buildings using the BREEAM In-Use scheme, applying
a sustainable assessment method for refurbishment projects with BREEAM Refur-
bishment, and even planning for the creation of neighbourhoods and urban areas for
new communities through BREEAM Communities [7].

This analysis focuses on the BREEAM International New Construction 2021
scheme (BRE [8]). BREEAM currently categorises its assessment into nine envi-
ronmental sections: (i) Management, (ii) Health and Wellbeing, (iii) Energy, (iv)
Transport, (v) Water, (vi) Materials, (vii) Waste, (viii) Land Use and Ecology, (ix)
Pollution and an additional one — (x) Innovation. Each environmental section contains
a varying number of specific issues. For example, the Management section includes
five issues; Health and Wellbeing comprises nine issues; Energy covers 11 issues;
Transport includes seven issues; both Water and Materials comprise four issues each;
Land Use and Ecology and Waste cover four and seven issues respectively; Pollution
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BREEAM  Outstanding Excellent Very Good Good Pass Unclassified
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Fig. 19.2 BREEAM rating benchmarks for new construction [7]

includes five issues; and the Innovation category, while not containing specific issues,
contributes to the overall assessment.”

The assessment process in BREEAM is based on evaluating each issue against
specific criteria. Each of the ten major BREEAM categories is assigned a certain
number of credits based on its compliance with the relevant sustainability criteria,
with each issue accompanied by a number of available credits. The total number of
points awarded for each environmental section is divided by the total number of points
available for it, and this ratio is multiplied by the section’s relative weighting. The sum
of these weighted scores, along with the potential contribution from the Innovation
section, determines the overall BREEAM score, expressed as a percentage. This
percentage score corresponds to a range of ratings, from “Pass” for basic levels
of sustainability to “Outstanding” for exceptional and comprehensive sustainability
performance (Fig. 19.2).

To achieve a “Pass” rating, a building must meet minimum standards in critical
areas such as energy and water, with the requirements varying by building typology.
As the rating level increases, the mandatory criteria and percentage scores required
for each ranking become progressively broader.

Circularity implementation. In this study, the investigation of circularity imple-
mentation is conducted at the most granular rated level of BREEAM’s structure,
which is the level of individual issues. Each issue is examined based on specific
assessment criteria, and, as outlined in the introductory remarks, credits are awarded
or withheld depending on compliance with these criteria.

To identify the issues associated with circular economy-related strategies and prin-
ciples, as defined in the employed framework, a comprehensive review of the entire
BREEAM assessment structure was conducted. The identified issues are presented in
Tables 19.2 and 19.3, which show criteria directly associated with circular economy
principles and those that are indirectly related, respectively. The content of each issue,
including assessment criteria and compliance conditions, was thoroughly analysed
to determine the nature and type of association (direct or indirect).

Additionally, the tables provide information on the specific circular principles
and strategies that are reflected within each issue, along with estimations regarding

2 The numbers of the issues mentioned as being part of BREEAM’s environmental sections exclude
the ones that are not addressed as stand-alone issues in the context of the examined version of the
method. Furthermore, it is noted that if an issue is differentiated for two types of building uses (e.g.,
Ene2a and Ene2b), it is counted as being two individual items (in the previous example, Ene 2a and
Ene 2b are counted as two issues — and are treated as such in Tables 19.2 and 19.3).
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Table 19.2 Issues which are directly? associated with circularity (circular principles as reflected
in the employed framework)

Environmental
section

Issue

Association with circularity
(employed framework)

Level (site, material,
design, construction,
management)

Management
(Man)

Man 02

Life cycle cost
and service
life planning

REDUCE primary materials and
resources consumption (weaker
direct association, since this
principle is addressed through the
LCC planning and the service life
considerations)

Material & design &
management

Health and
wellbeing
(Hea)

Hea 02

Indoor air
quality

REDUCE: doing more with the
same system (flexibility and
adaptability of ventilation system
is considered) is promoted
RETHINK existing building
ventilation strategy is designed to
be flexible and adaptable to
potential building occupant needs
and climatic scenarios

Site & design

Hea 04

Thermal
comfort

REDUCE: doing more with the
same system (adaptability to a
projected climate change scenario
is considered) is promoted
REFURBISH: in case that the
response to the projected climate
change scenario is not
satisfactory, then adaptation
potential using passive strategies
must be demonstrated for the
related credit to be awarded
RETHINK existing design
solutions in order to be easily
adapted in the future

Design

Energy (Ene)

Ene 01

Reduction of
energy use
and carbon
emissions

REDUCE consumption of energy
for operation (resources)

Design

(site, material and
management issues
are involved)

Ene 03

External
lighting

REFUSE external lighting
RETHINK existing design and
management approach of external
lighting in order to prevent
operation during daylight hours

Design &
management

(continued)

3 Direct association: direct reference/description in the intent, indicator, benchmarks, and generally, in
the structure and content of the criterion.
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Environmental | Issue Association with circularity Level (site, material,
section (employed framework) design, construction,
management)
Ene 04 Low carbon REDUCE non-renewable energy | Design
design consumption (passive design and
low or zero carbon technologies)
Ene 05 Energy REDUCE consumption of energy | Materials &
efficient cold | (resources) design &
storage management
Ene 06 Energy REDUCE consumption of energy | Design &
efficient (resources) management (in
transportation terms of how the
systems transportation
systems are fitted
and work)
Ene 07 Energy REDUCE consumption of energy | Design &
efficient (resources) management
laboratory
systems
Ene 08 Energy REDUCE consumption of energy | Materials (in the
efficient (resources) sense of appliances/
equipment systems) & design
Trasport (Tra) | Tra 01 Public REFUSE private transport use Site & design
transport (objective as a whole)
accessibility | REDUCE: refusing, in
consequence reduce
transport-related pollution and
emissions
Tra03a | Alternative RETHINK: car sharing is Site & design
modes of considered in the context of one
transport option

REDUCE: more indirectly
associated in comparison to the
other elements of the 10-Rs; the
use of high carbon transport
modes and individual journeys is
considered in the objective as a
whole

REFUSE using previous
approach of using inefficient
modes of transport

(continued)



19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

Table 19.2 (continued)

557

Environmental
section

Issue

Association with circularity
(employed framework)

Level (site, material,
design, construction,
management)

Tra 03b

Alternative
modes of
transport

RETHINK: car sharing is
considered in the context of one
option

REDUCE: more indirectly
associated in comparison to the
other elements of the 10-Rs; the
use of high carbon transport
modes and individual journeys is
considered in the objective as a
whole

REFUSE using previous
approach of using inefficient
modes of transport

Site & design

‘Water (Wat)

Wat 01

Water
consumption

REDUCE: water consumption
(use of efficient systems is also
considered), consuming fewer
water resources

RECYCLE & REUSE:
greywater/ rainwater (the
existence of such systems is
taken into consideration)-REUSE
water as a “product”
RETHINK: multifunctional
systems for efficient water
consumption

Design &
management
(some site-related
aspects are also
taken into
consideration)

Wat 03

Water leak
detection and
prevention

REPAIR: as a result of detecting
problems

REDUCE: water consumption by
preventing leaks

Design &
management

Wat 04

‘Water
efficient
equipment

REDUCE: water consumption
(use of efficient systems is also
considered)

Design

(continued)
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Environmental
section

Issue

Association with circularity
(employed framework)

Level (site, material,
design, construction,
management)

Materials
(Mat)

Mat 01

Life cycle
impacts

This issue is concerned with the
use of LCA on the project, and
the robustness of the method or
tools used. At present the
performance is not benchmarked
As such:

RETHINK & REDUCE, since
the reliable consideration of the
life cycle impact is promoted.
Furthermore, performance of
LCA studies may lead to the
examination of more alternatives
and the adoption of
environmentally friendly
solutions

REDUCE: by calculating life
cycle impact, using data from the
EPDs and conducting this
analysis, environmental
emissions-related impacts could
be reduced

Material & design

Mat 05

Designing for
durability and
resilience

REDUCE raw materials
consumption (resilient and
durable structures requiring
fewer repairs): resilience and
(raw materials consumption) -
durability; frequent repairs

Material & design

Mat 06

Material
efficiency

RETHINK: increase of materials’
and their use’s efficiency is
promoted

REDUCE: increase of materials
efficiency, reduce impacts and
waste and, use of primary
materials

REUSE: of existing materials is
considered

RECYCLE: the procurement of
materials with higher levels of
recycled content is included
among the potential practices for
increased efficiency in use of
recycled content

Material & design
(some
management-related
issues are taken into
consideration)

(continued)
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Environmental | Issue Association with circularity Level (site, material,
section (employed framework) design, construction,
management)
Waste (Wst) Wst 01 Construction | REDUCE: construction waste Material,
waste reduction and consuming fewer | construction &
management | materials management
REUSE & RECYCLE:
construction waste and key
refurbishment and demolition
materials
RECOVER of waste materials is
considered
Wst 02 Recycled RECYCLE: aggregates Material
aggregates REPURPOSE of secondary
aggregates
REDUCE: raw materials
consumption and primary sources
(as a consequence of the above)
Wst 03a | Operational RECYCLE: the enabling and Design &
waste facilitation of operational waste | management (some
recycling is considered material-related
RETHINK: old approaches to the | issues are also taken
space for the provision of into consideration)
recycling-related facilities and
spaces
Wst 03b | Operational RECYCLE: the enabling and Design &
waste facilitation of operational waste | management (some
(residential recycling is considered material-related and
only) RETHINK old approaches to the | urban site-related
space for the provision of issues are also taken
recycling-related facilities and into consideration)
spaces
Wst 04 Speculative REDUCE the unnecessary waste | Material
finishes of materials and refurbish in

future

(continued)
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Environmental | Issue

section

Association with circularity
(employed framework)

Level (site, material,
design, construction,
management)

Wst 05

Adaptation to
climate
change

REDUCE resources consumption

(reduced need for repair and
reconfiguration as structural and
fabric resilience is under
consideration, with adaptation to
climate change being also
included as an exemplary credit)

RETHINK: the previous design

approach by conducting a climate
change adaptation strategy, as
one of the principles of circular
construction, appraisal for
structural and fabric resilience by
the end of Concept Design

Design

Wst 06

Functional
adaptability

REDUCE resources consumption

for future adaptations and change
of use (adaptability is under
consideration)

REFURBISH as the facilitation

of an “update” of the building
uses in the context of its
adaptability

RETHINK: the previous design

approach by introducing
functional adaptation measures,
as one of the principles of
circular construction, through the
finalisation of the technical
design

Material, design &
management (in the
sense of preparing a
functional
adaptation strategy
study)

Land use and | LE 01

ecology (LE)

Site selection

REUSE land—as a consequence:

REDUCE the consumption

(“occupation”) of previously
unoccupied land
REUSE/REPURPOSE in terms

of brownfields

REFURBISH (in the sense of

restoring) contaminated land

Site

the level at which these associations occur (e.g., site, material, design, construc-
tion, management). It is important to note that general circularity principles, such as
adaptability and resilience, have also been considered in this analysis, even though
they are not explicitly mentioned in the 10-R framework used. Where applicable,
these general principles were correlated with one or more of the 10 strategies in the
framework, and the related information is included in the tables.
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Table 19.3 Issues which are indirectly* associated with circularity (circular principles as reflected

in the employed framework)

Environmental | Issue Association with circularity Level (site,
section (employed framework) material,
design,
construction,
management)
Management Man 03 | Responsible | REDUCE: Environmental Site, material,
(Man) construction | impacts as result of monitoring design,
practices site impacts like waste or water construction &
management

Man 05 | Aftercare REDUCE: water and energy Design &

consumption (setting targets for | management

those items in the context of the

exemplary level criteria)

RETHINK: by increasing

multifunctionality, existing

approach and start providing

aftercare to ensure the building

operates and adapts for future

needs
Health and Hea 09 Water quality | REDUCE water contamination by | Design &
wellbeing increasing efficiency in product or | management
(Hea) system manufacture—e.g.,

greywater treatment at the

building scale
Energy (Ene) Ene 02a | Energy REDUCE: energy consumption Management

monitoring | by monitoring energy input and

output (energy cycling process)

Ene 02b | Energy REDUCE: energy consumption Management
monitoring by monitoring energy input and

output (energy cycling process)

Ene 10 Flexible REDUCE: energy consumption | Design &
demand side | reduction due to flexible demand | management
response side response capability for

electricity, which is promoted.
(adaptability/flexibility aspect
issue)
Trasport (Tra) | Tra 02 Proximity to | REDUCE transport use and as Site & design
amenities result its impacts (objective as a
whole), the need to access
amenities elsewhere
RETHINK the space in the
neighbourhood
(continued)

4 Indirect association: no reference/description in the intent, indicator, benchmarks, and generally,
in the structure and content of the criterion. However, a clear connection of the following type can
be seen: if this criterion is met, then, as a consequence, a circularity principle will be served.



562

Table 19.3 (continued)

C. Giarma et al.

Environmental | Issue Association with circularity Level (site,
section (employed framework) material,
design,
construction,
management)
Tra 05 Travel plan | REDUCE reliance on and, Site & design
therefore, use of forms of travel
and transportation that have the
highest environmental impact
(objective as a whole)
RETHINK existing travel plan
issues
Tra 06 Home office | REDUCE/REFUSE Site & design
transportation use to and from
work as result its negative impacts
(objective as a whole)
Water (Wat) Wat 02 Water REDUCE water consumption by | Management
monitoring | monitoring water input and output
Pollution (Pol) | Pol 03 Surface RETHINK: multifunctionality of | Site & design
water run-off | green roofs
REDUCE resources consumption
in the sense of promoting flood
resilience

As with all the methods examined in this study, the results presented reflect the
estimations and opinions of the sub-groups that worked on them. The determination
of whether an association was direct or indirect was the outcome of discussions
among sub-group members. These discussions led to a consensus on each issue;
in cases where disagreements persisted, the majority opinion was recorded. The
associations listed in the relevant columns of the tables indicate the principles that at
least one sub-group member identified as being reflected in the respective BREEAM
criteria.

The BREEAM study was conducted by a sub-group consisting of three researchers
working on this chapter. As with the other methods examined, the researchers’
opinions exhibited varying degrees of agreement and divergence. This variability
is expected, given the inherent subjectivity in interpreting and estimating whether
certain issues are more closely related to sustainability or circularity.

Based on the results shown in Tables 19.2 and 19.3, a key conclusion is that
all the major environmental sections of the BREEAM method are represented to
some extent, although with varying degrees of emphasis. It is important to note that
the Innovation is neither included in Table 19.4 nor in the preceding analysis. This
exclusion is due to the fact that credits in the Innovation section are awarded either
for exemplary performance in certain issues (as defined in the BREEAM manual [8])
or when a “particular building technology or feature, design, construction method, or
process” [8], p. 35, is recognised as innovative. In the first case, these associations are
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considered within the context of the respective issues, while the second case cannot
be easily categorised or included in this type of analysis.

Regarding the nine environmental sections examined, it is evident that some are
more strongly represented in Tables 19.2 and 19.3 than others. Specifically, direct
associations were identified for all issues (seven out of seven) in the Waste environ-
mental section. Another strongly represented environmental section is Water, where
three out of four issues have direct associations, with the remaining issue being
indirectly related to the employed circular economy framework. The Energy section
presents a similar image, with seven directly and three indirectly associated issues
among the ten ones that are included in it. The Transport section also shows a signif-
icant connection to circularity, with three direct and three indirect associations out
of a total of seven issues. The Materials section is similarly well-represented, with
three of its four issues included in Table 19.2.

In contrast, Health and Well-being section and the Management section are less
represented in Table 19.2, with only two out of nine and one out of five issues, respec-
tively, showing direct associations. The same pattern is observed in Table 19.3, where
only one of the nine Health and Well-being issues and two of the five Management
issues are indirectly related to circularity. The Land Use and Ecology section is repre-
sented by one issue in Table 19.2, while the Pollution section shows even weaker
representation, with only one indirect association identified.

Overall, direct associations outnumber indirect ones. However, it is important to
remember that BREEAM uses weighted scores, meaning that some issues contribute
more to the final score than others. For instance, the fact that three out of nine Health
and Well-being issues are associated with circularity does not imply that one-third
of the available credits in this section are linked to circular principles or strategies.
Moreover, within any given issue, only a portion of the available credits may be
related to circularity. Additionally, each environmental section has its own relative
weighting, which affects its contribution to the final score.

The results in Tables 19.2 and 19.3 also indicate that certain strategies and
principles are more strongly represented than others in the identified associations.
For example, the “Reduce” principle appears frequently across different sections.
“Rethink” is also commonly found in both tables, while “Recycle” and “Reuse” are
strongly represented among the direct associations.

All levels examined (site, material, design, construction, management) appear
in Tables 19.2 and 19.3, with some levels being more frequently encountered than
others. It is expected that the design level is the most frequently referenced, given
that the examined BREEAM method primarily addresses new constructions.

19.3.3 DGNB

Introductory remarks. Deutsche Gesellschaft fiir Nachhaltiges Bauen (DGNB)
System is a buildings’ environmental performance assessment system developed by
the German Sustainable Building Council (DGNB in German). The rating system was
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initially launched in 2008 [4, 15], with its first version addressing the sustainability
assessment of new administrative and office buildings in Germany. The certification
scheme was used for the first time in the market in 2009 [15]. In the following years,
the constantly evolving method expanded to involve additional building uses and life-
cycle stages. Currently, schemes / differentiated versions of the method are available
for buildings of a plethora of uses, with regard to different stages of their lifecycle,
and to areas of application of more specific interest (e.g. “Interiors”) are available.
A DGNB system for the evaluation of built environment entities at larger scales
(districts) has also been developed, encompassing schemes for business districts,
event areas, commercial areas, industrial sites, urban districts and other cases (resorts
and vertical cities) [15]. DGNB method can be applied also outside Germany (adap-
tation to local conditions, employment of international standards). The application
of the method across Europe, but also in other continents keeps increasing.

In this review, DGNB System for new buildings version 2020 (international)
[14] is examined. The method addresses various building uses (office, education,
residential, hotel, consumer market, shopping centre, department store, logistics,
production, assembly buildings) and has an international scope of application. The
aspects of the building that are evaluated (and, consequently, the assessment criteria)
are classified into six major fopics: (i) Environmental Quality (including six criteria),
(i1) Economic Quality (incl. three criteria), (iii) Sociocultural and functional Quality
(incl. eight criteria), (iv) Technical Quality (incl. eight criteria), (v) Process Quality
(incl. nine criteria) and (vi) Site Quality (incl. four criteria). Within each one of those
topics, the criteria are organised into criteria groups. Each criterion includes a set
of indicators, which form the basis for its assessment. Each indicator is associated
with a maximum number of available points, which are awarded fully, partially
or not at all to the assessed building, depending on whether and to which degree
this building complies with the requirements and or conditions implemented in the
examined indicator’s structure and content. The maximum number of available points
accompanying each indicator may differ for the various building uses. The score of
each criterion is derived based on the points awarded to the building in the context of
the indicators integrated in this criterion. Regarding the maximum number of points
available to be awarded within each criterion, 100 is a key value; for some criteria
100 points can be achieved, for others more than 100 can be achieved but only 100
can be awarded, while in the context of several criteria additional (in regard to 100)
bonus points can be “obtained” by the building. Based on the points achieved in the
context of each criterion and its weighting factor,’ the scores of the higher levels of the
method’s structure are calculated. Taking into consideration the derived performance
indices and the relative weightings of the six major fopics (Environmental Quality:
22,5%; Economic Quality: 22,5%; Sociocultural and Functional Quality: 22,5%;
Technical Quality: 15%; Process Quality: 12,5% and Site Quality: 5%), an overall
performance score is calculated (total performance index). This overall performance

6 Each criterion is accompanied by a weighting factor, which is associated with its share in the total
score. The value of this weighting factor remains the same across all building uses for some criteria,
while for others some differentiations appear for specific uses.
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Levels of certification Total Performance Index Min. Performance Index

Platinum > 80% 65%

> 65% 50%

Silver > 50% 35%
Bronze* > 35% -

*only valid for the passed certificate or for the certificate “Buildings in operation”

Fig. 19.3 Levels of certification (ranking classes) of buildings assessed with the application of
DGNB System (adapted from [13, 14])

score in combination with the individual performance indices calculated for the six
major fopics, all expressed as percentages, result in the classification of the buildings
into a ranking level (platinum, gold or silver) as depicted in Fig. 19.3.

It is noted that there are a few performance requirements within certain criteria
that must be met by the building in order for the assessment as a whole to be carried
out.

Circularity implementation. The investigation of the circularity implementation
is taking place at the level of criteria, i.e. the lowest rated level of the method’s
structure—where the evaluation takes place via the examined indicators for each
criterion).

The criteria integrated in DGNB’s assessment structure, which are additionally
associated with the circular economy-related strategies/principles that are outlined in
the employed framework, are listed in Tables 19.4 and 19.5. Specifically, Table 19.4
includes the directly associated criferia, while in Table 19.5. the indirectly related
ones are shown. The additional information appearing in those tables is of the same
types as the ones analytically explained for the respective tables (Tables 19.2 and 19.3)
appearing in BREEAM’s analysis. Following a uniform methodological approach
for all the examined methods, the nature of the association is established based on the
whole content of each criterion (indicators, benchmarks, aim, etc.) and the consid-
eration of general circularity principles (adaptability, resilience, etc.) has also been
attempted. In total, the information appearing in the following tables (Tables 19.4
and 19.5) reflects the analysis conducted by the sub-group of researchers involved
in it, via the process described for BREEAM.

The sub-group working on DGNB consisted of four members. The fact that the
opinions expressed by those researchers were characterised by differences and simi-
larities of a smaller or larger degree, since subjectivity was inherent in the interpre-
tations and the attempted estimations, with several issues lying in the limit between
being considered as “sustainability-related” rather than “circularity-related” or vice
versa. Specifically, for DGNB, the detection of the criteria association was facili-
tated by the fact that certain of them are accompanied by circular economy bonuses
in the structure of the method itself. In those cases, a direct association with circular
economy and, consequently, with one or more of the principles outlined in the
employed framework is de facto established. However, it has to be pointed out that
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Table 19.5 Criteria which are indirectly’ associated with circularity (circular principles as

reflected in the employed framework)

Topic | Criteria group | Criterion Association with Level (site,
circularity (employed material,
framework) design,

construction,
management)

Process | PRO1-Technical | PRO1.5 | Documentation | REPAIR/REFURBISH: Management

quality | quality for sustainable | prolonging the lifespan of

(PRO) management the building or of specific
elements (indicator 1.1)

PRO2- PRO2.2 | Quality REDUCE/RECYCLE: Site& design
Construction assurance of with regard to the &
quality the requirement lists on the construction
assurance construction construction site fulfilling | &
ENV 1.3 criteria (indicator | management
3.1)
PRO2.5 | FM-compliant | REDUCE energy Management
planning consumption for
buildings’ future operation

Site SITE1-Site SITE | Local Resilience is under Site & design

quality | quality 1.1 environment consideration; as such, &

(SITE) REDUCE (resources management
consumption for
retrofitting),

REUSE (facilities /

buildings that have already
been impacted by extreme
events),

REFURBISH (instead of

demolishing constructions
beyond repair) and

RETHINK (the old design

approaches and
considering adaptability
strategies, as one of the
main circular principles,
regarding the natural
effects),

can be referred to

the associations detected in this study are not limited to the criteria, in the context
of which circular economy bonuses are offered.

One of the basic observations resulting from Tables 19.4 and 19.5 is that the vast
majority of the criteria in DGNB are estimated to be directly related to the exam-
ined principles. This is partly due to the fact that circular economy strategies and

7 Indirect association: no reference/description in the intent, indicator, benchmarks, and generally,
in the structure and content of the criterion. However, a clear connection of the following type can
be seen: if this criterion is met, then, as a consequence, a circularity principle will be served.
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requirements are explicitly dealt with and considered in this assessment method.
Furthermore, it is noted that several of the criteria (four out of six) belonging to the
Environmental Quality topic and all of the criteria constituting Economic Quality
are found to be directly associated with circularity. This is not the case for Sociocul-
tural and Functional Quality (no associations were identified), while three out of the
eight criteria included in Technical Quality are determined to be characterised by
direct relationship with the employed circular economy framework. Process Quality
is also represented in Tables 19.4 and 19.5 (two of the nine criteria of this topic
are estimated to present direct associations, with additional three ones being charac-
terised by indirect relationships), with Site Quality also participating with two out of
its four criteria. At this point, it has to be mentioned that the presented numbers do
not account for an exact outline of the contribution of the estimated to be associated
criteria to the building’s total score; indeed, each criterion in DGNB is accompanied
by a relevance factor (i.e. a type of weighting) varying for the different building
uses and, furthermore, a relative weight is set by the method for each ropic (see
“Introductory remarks” for DGNB).

Additionally, the results shown in the tables above indicate that certain principles
seem to be more frequently encountered than others in the identified associations. For
example, “Reduce” appears in almost all associations, with “Reuse” and “Recycle”
having a considerable impact as well. Of course, other principles/strategies are also
reflected in the provided estimations.

Finally, more than one level (site, material, design, construction, management)
seem to be aimed at by the vast majority of the criteria presenting a kind of association
with circular economy.

19.3.4 LEED

Introductory remarks. In 1998, Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED) was introduced by the US Green Building Council, as a pilot programme and
became an official rating system in 2000. LEED certification serves as a framework
for promoting healthy, highly efficient, and cost-saving green buildings, which deliver
various environmental, social, and governance benefits. Recognised globally as a
symbol of sustainability achievement, LEED certification is supported by a dedicated
network of organisations and individuals driving market transformation [44].

LEED-certified buildings can play a key role in addressing climate change,
achieving environmental, social and governance (ESG) goals, promoting resilience,
and fostering equitable communities. Unlike a narrow focus on specific building
elements like energy, water, or health, LEED takes a holistic approach, considering
all essential aspects that contribute to creating better buildings [42].

The objective of LEED is to construct superior buildings that:

e Mitigate the impact on global climate change
e Enhance the well-being of individuals
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Safeguard and restore water resources

Preserve and enrich biodiversity and ecosystem services
Promote sustainable and regenerative material cycles
Improve the quality of life for communities

Within the LEED framework, 35% of credits are dedicated to climate change,
20% directly impact human health, 15% focus on water resources, 10% address
biodiversity, 10% contribute to the green economy, and 5% impact community and
natural resources. In LEED v4.1 Building Design and Construction (the version
examined in this report [43]) the majority of credits revolve around operational and
embodied carbon considerations. Additionally, LEED categories can contribute to
the achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals of the United Nations [42].

The examined performance aspects by the rating systems are divided into cate-
gories, which vary depending on the rating system. Each category has prerequi-
sites, that are mandatory, and credits. Credits and prerequisites constitute the lowest
autonomous scored level of the method’s structure. To obtain LEED certification, a
project accumulates points by meeting prerequisites and credits related to carbon,
energy, water, waste, transportation, materials, health, and indoor environmental
quality. These projects undergo a thorough verification and review process conducted
by the Green Building Certification Institute (GBCI), which assigns points based on
their performance. The number of points attained determines the level of LEED
certification awarded: Certified (40—49 points), Silver (50-59 points), Gold (60-79
points), and Platinum (80 + points) [42]. Figure 19.4 illustrates the levels of LEED
certification.

Circularity implementation. As mentioned previously, to evaluate the relation-
ship of circularity and the LEED certification, the Building Design and Construction
(BD + C) rating system was chosen as the baseline for evaluation. All categories,
credits, and prerequisites from BD + C were considered in the analysis.

The circular economy-related strategies and principles, along with their asso-
ciated credits and prerequisites, are detailed in Tables 19.6 and 19.7. Table 19.6
outlines the directly related credits and prerequisites, while Table 19.7 covers the
indirectly related ones. The comprehensive content of each credit and prerequisite,
including intent, assessment criteria, and compliance conditions, serves as the basis
for identifying the nature and type of association (direct or indirect). Tables 19.6 and
19.7 also provide information on the specific principles/strategies associated with
each credit/prerequisite, along with estimations of the corresponding category (Inte-
grative Process, Location and Transportation, Sustainable Sites, Water Efficiency,

LEED level of

P Platinum Certified
certification

Score [number of

R >80 60-78 50-59 40-49
points earned]

Fig. 19.4 Levels of LEED certification (adapted from [42])
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Energy and Atmosphere, Materials and Resources, Indoor Environmental Quality,
and Innovation) linked to this association. General circularity principles such as
adaptability and resilience have been considered, although not explicitly addressed
by the employed 10-R framework. The taken approach involves correlating these
general principles with one or more of the 10 strategies employed in the framework,
and this information is presented in the tables for reference.

The results presented in the following tables indicate the estimations and opinions
of the sub-group working on LEED. The process followed for the formulation of the
listed results is the same as the one adopted for BREEAM and DGNB, including the
way the associations presented in Tables 19.6 and 19.7 were identified.

The LEED sub-group comprised five members who expressed a range of opinions,
varying in degree of similarity and difference. Notably, for LEED, the identification
of circular economy association was facilitated by the presence of circular economy
criteria and indicators accompanying certain credits/prerequisites. This established
a direct link between circular economy and one or more principles outlined in the
employed framework.

An important observation from Tables 19.6 and 19.7 is that approximately one-
third of LEED credits/prerequisites are estimated to be directly related to the exam-
ined principles. However, some categories primarily address sustainability concerns
rather than circular economy strategies and requirements. For instance, the Indoor
Environmental Quality category focuses mainly on user comfort, rather than the
circularity of resources. This is the reason why only one of its 12 credits/prerequisites
is estimated to present an association (in fact an indirect association) with the
employed framework. Sustainable Sites category follows, accounting for five credits/
prerequisites estimated to present some kind of association (among which two are
directly related and three indirectly) out of the 13 examined ones. In this cate-
gory most of the concerns addressed are related to sustainability and site inherit
characteristics.

On the other hand, the two categories presenting the highest number of credits/
prerequisites directly related to the circularity framework, accounting for six credits/
prerequisites each, are (i) Materials and (ii) Water Efficiency. In the case of Mate-
rials category, a total of 11 credits/prerequisites are available in the rating system,
six of which are found to be directly related to circularity. This is due to the fact
that those credits/prerequisites are based on CE principles, like Design for Flexi-
bility, Construction and Demolition Waste Management, Building Life-Cycle Impact
Reduction, and so on. “Rethink”, “Reduce”, and “Recycle” are the most associ-
ated principles/strategies with those credits/ prerequisites. It is important to remark
that those identified as non-related in Materials category are credits specifically for
healthcare facilities, not for the other typology of buildings. In regard to the Water
Efficiency category, six of the total seven available credits/ prerequisites are esti-
mated to be directly associated. “Reduce” is the principle that appears in all of the
credits/prerequisites, once the main aim of the category is water reduction.

Location and Transportation as well as Energy and Atmosphere categories are
estimated to be mostly related to the “Reduce” principle. Indirect associations were
identified for five out of the existing eight credits/prerequisites in Location and
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Table 19.6 Credits/prerequisites which are directly® associated with circularity (circular principles
as reflected in the employed framework)

Category Credit Association with circularity (employed Level (site,
or prerequisite framework) material,
design,
construction,
management)
Integrative Integrative RETHINK: in terms maximising Site & design
Process (IP) | project planning | opportunities for integrated design.
and design Utilising innovative approaches and
techniques

REDUCE: IPPD can contribute to
circularity by encouraging stakeholders to
consider resource efficiency from the early
planning stages of a project through
optimising the use of materials, energy, and
other resources and cost-effective adoption
of green design and construction strategies
REUSE: by emphasising the importance of
reusing materials and products whenever
possible

REFURBISH & REMANUFACTURE:
incorporate to circularity by designing
products or systems that are easy to
maintain, upgrade, or repair

RECYCLE: promote recycling as a way to
keep materials and resources in circulation

Integrative RETHINK: Utilising innovative Site & design
process approaches and techniques

REDUCE: the integrative process
encourages all stakeholders including
architects, engineers, and builders to work
together to consult and design buildings in
the early design stages to implement
resource-efficiency which can lead to
reducing the overall use of materials,
energy, and water, consequently
minimising resource consumption
REUSE: Under this step, it is important to
make the necessary integration according
to Reuse principles

(continued)

8 Direct association: direct reference/description in the intent, indicator, benchmarks, and generally,
in the structure and content of the criterion.
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Table 19.6 (continued)
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Category

Credit
or prerequisite

Association with circularity (employed
framework)

Level (site,
material,
design,
construction,
management)

Sustainable
Sites (SS)

Rainwater
management

REUSE & RECYCLE: water as a

“product”, apply rainwater management
strategies such as using rainwater
harvesting technologies can lead to water
reuse and increase water efficiency

REDUCE: runoff volume, flooding

downstream
RECOVER & REPAIR: Collecting

rainwater, keeping it for a certain period of
time for the necessary sanitation process,
and then using it is important for recovery
& repair

Site & design

Joint use of
facilities

RETHINK: rethink of traditional practices,

emphasising the efficient use of resources,
space, and infrastructure and promoting
sharing as a concept

REDUCE: the need for multiple entities to

build and maintain separate infrastructure,
such as buildings, utilities, and
transportation systems, and as a result -
resource consumption, energy use, and
land use

Site & design
&

management

Water
Efficiency
(WE)

Outdoor water
use reduction

RETHINK: multifunctional systems for
efficient water consumption, develop
landscape design strategies for harvesting
and using rain water for non-potable
purposes

REDUCE water consumption and outdoor
potable water

REUSE: use captured rainwater or
recycled water for irrigation purposes
RECYCLE: recycle water

Site & design
&
management

Indoor water use
reduction

RETHINK: developing design strategies
for optimising and reduce water
consumption

REDUCE: water consumption

REUSE: use captured rainwater/ or
recycled water for non-potable uses
RECYCLE: recycle water

Design &
management

Building-Level
water metering

RETHINK & REDUCE: metering
provides an index that can help to predict
and identify management strategies to
reduce water consumption in the future

Design &
management

(continued)
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Category Credit Association with circularity (employed Level (site,
or prerequisite framework) material,
design,
construction,
management)
Outdoor water RETHINK: multifunctional systems for Site & design
use Reduction efficient water consumption, develop &
landscape design strategies for harvesting | management
and using rain water for non-potable
purposes
REDUCE water consumption and outdoor
potable water
REUSE: use captured rainwater or
recycled water for irrigation purposes
RECYCLE: recycle water
Indoor water use | REDUCE: water consumption Design &
reduction REFUSE: using inefficient equipment management
(kitchen, washing mashines) which causes
bigger water consumption
Optimize process | RETHINK: design strategies to reduce Design &
Water Use water consumption management
REDUCE water consumption
REUSE: installing water treatment
facilities to circulate indoor wastewater,
use alternative water for cooling
RECYCLE: recycle water
Water metering RETHINK & REDUCE: metering Design &
provides an index that can help to predict | management
and identify management strategies to
reduce water consumption in the future
Energy and Minimum energy | RETHINK & REDUCE: adopting design | Design &
Atmosphere | performance strategies to optimise and reduce energy management
(EA) consumption
Optimize energy | RETHINK & REDUCE: adopting design | Design &
performance strategies to optimise and reduce energy management
consumption and resources, as a result
environmental and economic harms
associated with excessive energy use and
greenhouse gas emissions
Renewable RETHINK: adopting strategies for Site & design
energy transition to renewable & clean energy &
sources management

REDUCE fossil fuel consumption, GHG
emission & carbon footprint

(continued)
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Table 19.6 (continued)
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Category

Credit
or prerequisite

Association with circularity (employed
framework)

Level (site,
material,
design,
construction,
management)

Materials and
Resources
(MR)

Storage and
collection of
recyclables

RECYCLE: promote recycling practices
by providing dedicated areas for collection
and storage of recyclable materials
REDUCE: waste storage and collection
can lead to a reduction in the demand for
new materials

REMANUFACTURE: by adopting these
strategies, valuable materials can be
Remanufactured

Design &
management

Building
Life-Cycle
impact reduction

RETHINK: by using innovative and
eco-friendly design principles and
encouraging adaptive reuse

REDUCE: reduce the environmental
impact of construction and operation by
using fewer materials and resources
REUSE: adopting strategies for reusing
materials and components from existing
buildings

RECYCLE: encourage recycling of
construction materials, such as concrete,
steel, and wood

Material &
design &
construction

Sourcing of raw
materials

REFUSE: by encouraging and supporting
products and materials from responsible
sources, which provides materials with
lower environmental impact. And by
refusing irresponsible sources

RETHINK: design strategies, products and
materials. And selecting materials that are
easier to disassemble, repair, or recycle
REDUCE: responsible sourcing
contributes to circularity by promoting the
closed-loop use of materials and reducing
the demand for new raw materials
REUSE: reused materials are encouraged
RECYCLE: by encouraging the use of
materials/ products with recycled content

Material &
design &
construction

Material
ingredients

REFUSE: by preventing hazardous
materials use

RETHINK: design strategies, products and
materials. By knowing information about
the product, it is assumed that this product
can last longer, not be harmful to users and
reduce the need to replace it

Material &
design &
construction

(continued)
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Table 19.6 (continued)

Category Credit Association with circularity (employed Level (site,

or prerequisite framework) material,
design,
construction,
management)

Design for RETHINK/ REPURPOSE: by encouraging | Material &

flexibility adaptive reuse, flexibility and adaptability, | design &

and possibly reducing the repair needs construction

REDUCE: by implementing strategies to
increase building flexibility

Construction and | RETHINK/ REPURPOSE: by applying Material &
demolition waste | design strategies to use CDW design &
management REDUCE: by adopting waste management | construction
strategies to reduce the generation of waste
REUSE/ RECYCLE: reusing and recycling
of demolition waste like metal, wood,
glass, etc

Transportation category, while seven out of 10 credits/prerequisites (in which three
are directly related and four indirectly) of Energy and Atmosphere category are
included in Tables 19.6 and 19.7.

It is important to note, that as the LEED system is based on points awarded under
the categories, and the number of possible points varies from credit to credit, the
number of associations -by itself- within the circularity framework does not neces-
sarily reflect the percentage of the available points that can be potentially achieved
in the context of those credits.

Furthermore, the results presented in the tables highlight that certain principles,
such as “Reduce” and “Rethink,” appear in nearly all associations, while “Reuse” and
“Recycle” also have a significant impact. Evidently, other principles and strategies
have been listed in the preceding tables as well, outlining almost the whole spectrum
of the considered framework.

19.3.5 Level(s)

Introductory remarks. The Level(s) framework is a comprehensive EU frame-
work developed to establish a common language towards sustainability assessment
in both new-built and renovation projects, with a particular focus on office and resi-
dential buildings. It is designed to align with the circular economy action plan and
incorporates a lifecycle approach from cradle to cradle to ensure long-term resource
efficiency. The framework also utilises a value and risk rating system to emphasise
the importance of sustainability. While the core sustainability indicators of Level(s)
primarily concentrate on the environmental performance of buildings throughout
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Table 19.7 Credits/prerequisites which are indirectly” associated with circularity (circular princi-
ples as reflected in the employed framework)

Category Credit Association with circularity (employed | Level (site,
or Prerequisite framework) material, design,
construction,
management)
Location and LEED for REFUSE: reduce vehicle distance Site & design
Transportation | neighborhood travelled, avoid development on
(LT development inappropriate sites
location RETHINK: design strategies
REDUCE: encourage the reduction of
automobile usage, adopting
cost-effective strategies
Sensitive land RETHINK: by promoting compact, Site
protection mixed-use developments can reduce
urban sprawl, preserve open space, and
promoting efficient land use patterns
REUSE: redevelopment of previously
contaminated or underutilised areas
can promote urban revitalisation and
reusing existing infrastructure
High-priority REUSE/RECOVER: by encouraging | Site
site and developments in Previously Developed
equitable Land and promoting the remediation
development of brownfields
REDUCE: undeveloped land use
(continued)

9 Indirect association: no reference/description in the intent, indicator, benchmarks, and generally,
in the structure and content of the criterion. However, a clear connection of the following type can
be seen: if this criterion is met, then, as a consequence, a circularity principle will be served.
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Category

Credit
or Prerequisite

Association with circularity (employed
framework)

Level (site,
material, design,
construction,
management)

Surrounding
density and
diverse uses

REFUSE: promoting the reduction of
vehicle distance travelled by
encouraging development in areas with
infrastructure

RETHINK: design strategies
REDUCE the use of the automobile by
adopting cost-effective strategies
REUSE: by promoting existing
infrastructure. Higher urban density
can reduce the overall consumption of
land and resources per capita. Efficient
land use minimises the need for
transportation, lowers energy demand,
and reduces the environmental
footprint of urban areas

REUSE/ REPURPOSE: diverse urban
neighbourhoods often have older
buildings that can be repurposed or
adaptively reused for new functions
which can preserve existing structures
and reduce the need for new
construction

RECYCLE: urban areas with diverse
uses can support robust recycling
programs, allowing for the efficient
collection and recycling of materials
like paper, glass, and plastics

Site

Access to
quality transit

REDUCE/ REFUSE: reduce car
dependency. Quality transit systems
are typically more energy-efficient
than private vehicles, which can lead to
resource recovery and reduced energy
consumption

REPAIR/ REFUSBISH: regular
maintenance and rehabilitation of
transit vehicles and infrastructure
extend their useful lifespan, allow for
the reuse of existing assets rather than
replacing them entirely, and reduce
waste

Site

(continued)
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Category

Credit
or Prerequisite

Association with circularity (employed
framework)

Level (site,
material, design,
construction,
management)

Sustainable
Sites (SS)

Protect or
restore habitat

REUSE: Environmental Site
Assessment promotes the preservation
of natural site features like wetlands,
forests, and topography, which can be
considered as a form of reuse by
maintaining the ecological functions of
the site

Site

Site master plan

REUSE: by encouraging the
preservation and adaptive reuse of
existing natural and built features on
the site, such as trees, historic
structures, or infrastructures. It can
also reduce waste and conserve
resources

Site & design

Tenant design
and construction
guidelines

REDUCE/ REPAIR: Development of
such plans, which include
recommendations for maintenance,
description of design solutions -
prolong the life of materials and
building

Design &
management

Energy and
Atmosphere
(EA)

Fundamental
commissioning
and verification

RETHINK: commissioning plan can
implement strategies to extend
product’s life, and reduce
material-water-energy consumption
REDUCE: the Operations and
Maintenance Plan could reduce
unnecessary repair/ refurbish for
equipment and plan maintenance
activities carefully

Design &
construction &
management

Building-level
energy metering

RETHINK/ REDUCE: by identifying
opportunities for energy savings.
Metering provides an index that can
help to predict and develop
management strategies to optimise
energy consumption in the future

Design &
management

Enhanced
commissioning

RETHINK: commissioning plan,
strategies to extend product’s life

Design &
construction &
management

(continued)
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Table 19.7 (continued)

Category Credit Association with circularity (employed | Level (site,
or Prerequisite framework) material, design,
construction,
management)
Advanced RETHINK/ REDUCE: by identifying | Design &
energy metering | opportunities for energy savings. management

Metering provides an index that can
help to predict and develop
management strategies to optimise
energy consumption in the future

Indoor Daylight RETHINK/ REDUCE: by applying Design
environmental design strategies to use more natural
Quality (EQ) light reduce energy consumption for

lighting

their lifecycle, the framework also encompasses aspects related to comfort, health,
and lifecycle costs.

By adopting six macro-objectives, Level(s) translates them into 16 measuring
indicators that contribute to key target areas set by the EU, such as energy effi-
ciency, resource consumption, waste generation, water usage, indoor comfort and
cost and risk assessments. This holistic approach allows the framework to provide
building performance reports on individual aspects accompanying a project profes-
sional course since the conceptual design, through implementation and construction
up to completion and operation. The end-of-life stage is also considered, particu-
larly in macro-objective 2: Resource efficient and circular material life cycles, which
includes indicators like design for adaptability (DfA) and design for disassembly
(DfD). Additionally, the methodology incorporates a simplified Life Cycle Anal-
ysis (LCA) that encompasses inputs from macro-objectives 1, 2, and 3 as well as
Life Cycle Cost Analysis (LCCA) in macro-objective 6. Table 19.8 presents an
overview of the six macro-objectives of Level(s) framework along with their scope
and objectives.

Level(s) framework supports the project development at three levels of perfor-
mance assessment:

e [Level 1: Conceptual design, which employs a qualitative assessment methodology
primarily using simple checklists to report the intended implementation concepts.

e [ evel 2: Detailed design and construction performance, which utilises a quantita-
tive assessment methodology to evaluate the designed performance and monitor
construction according to standardised units and methods.

e [evel 3: As-built and in-use performance assessment, which also employs a quan-
titative assessment for monitoring and surveying activities during the building’s
use stage after completion.

These levels enable a progression in terms of reporting accuracy and exper-
tise, empowering stakeholders to continuously refine and improve the sustainability
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Table 19.8 Level(s) Macro objectives scope

Macro objective

Scope

MOI. Greenhouse Gas
Emissions Along a Building’s
Life Cycle

Aims to reduce a building’s carbon footprint. Considering all
life cycle stages of buildings, greenhouse gas emissions
contributing to global warming potential are evaluated. These
emissions are referred to as whole life cycle carbon and apply to
building materials and their management processes (embodied
carbon emissions) as well as operational carbon emissions.
Improvement of the building’s carbon footprint can refer to
optimisation of material flows, enhancing productivity, reducing
delays, eliminating waste, and minimising energy usage for
heating and cooling

MO2. Resource Efficient and
Circular Material Life Cycles

Aims to improve building’s performance by considering
circularity principles, limiting the use of raw materials,
identifying opportunities for reuse or recycling, and ensuring
that buildings can be readily adapted to occupants’ needs change
over time. The aim of macro-objective 3 (efficient use of water
resources) is to make use of water resources more efficiently,
particularly in areas of identified long-term or projected water
stress [13]. Macro-objective 4 (healthy and comfortable spaces)
aims to create buildings more comfortable, attractive, and
productive to live and work in. In these ways, human health
protection can be improved [13]. Macro-objective 5 (adaptation
and resilience to climate change) aims to make new building
resilient against projected climate changes and thus protect the
health and comfort of occupiers. Moreover, long-term risks to
property values and investments can be minimised [13].
Macro-objective 6 aims to optimise the life cycle cost and value
of buildings. Considering this approach, the potential for
long-term performance is improved. Moreover, costs related to
inclusion of acquisition, operation, maintenance, refurbishment,
disposal, and end-of-life treatment are reduced [13]

MO3. Efficient Use of Water
Resources

Aims to make use of water resources more efficiently,
particularly in areas of identified long-term or projected water
stress [13]

MO4. Healthy and
Comfortable Spaces

Aims to create buildings more comfortable, attractive, and
productive to live and work in. In these ways, human health
protection can be improved [13]

MOS5. Adaptation and
Resilience to Climate Change

Aims to make new building resilient against projected climate
changes and thus protect the health and comfort of occupiers.
Moreover, long-term risks to property values and investments
can be minimised [13]

MOG6. Optimised life Cycle
Cost and Value

Aims to optimise the life cycle cost and value of buildings.
Considering this approach, the potential for long-term
performance is improved. Moreover, costs related to inclusion of
acquisition, operation, maintenance, refurbishment, disposal,
and end-of-life treatment are reduced [13]
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performance of their buildings. The Level(s) common framework offers multiple
advantages for three main groups of stakeholders: (1) Project design teams, including
architects, engineers, quantity surveyors, and specialist consultants; (2) Clients and
investors, such as property owners, developers, managers, and investors; and (3)
Public policy makers and procurers at national, regional, and local levels.

To calculate each indicator at the three levels of assessment, Level(s) provides
specific instructions and guidelines. These can be found in the respective user manuals
for each indicator. To ensure comparability between buildings with the same func-
tion, the framework recommends the use of national tools and standards, along with
renowned private ones, utilising common measurement units for indicator calcula-
tion. The manual for each indicator provides these recommendations. The frame-
work does not introduce a new methodology for sustainability calculation; instead,
it emphasises the importance of reporting and using appropriate tools and methods
for fixed key parameters throughout the lifecycle using the three levels of assess-
ment. The measurement unit varies across indicators, and the final scores are neither
normalised nor accumulated to provide an overall sustainability or circularity score
for benchmarking building performance.

To utilise the framework, a Level(s) project plan must be established by following
these steps:

e Step 1: Define the macro-objectives to be addressed in the project and identify
the indicators to be used for performance assessment and reporting under each
macro objective.

e Step 2: Determine the performance level of assessment for the preselected
indicators.

e Step 3: Plan the workflow requirements and resources needed for assessment at
different lifecycle stages, including defining roles and responsibilities of stake-
holders, discussing expertise, and training requirements, establishing manage-
ment models for information and data acquisition and flow, and setting specific
deadlines.

The framework provides multiple tables and reporting formats to support the
development of these steps. Additionally, it offers a specific format for a complete
building description, which includes information on location and climate, typology
and age, building usage, and building model and characteristics. This informa-
tion is necessary for the calculation of multiple indicators within the framework.
Detailed guidance and supportive information are provided to assist in developing a
comprehensive building description.

The level or levels of assessment can be determined based on the project’s needs
and priorities. It is possible to assess only one level or progress up to a specific
level. Combining certain levels is also an option. The level definition can be applied
to different indicators, allowing for assessment at various levels. However, the more
levels that are addressed, the more accurate the understanding of the project’s perfor-
mance will be, including any gaps between design and the reality of the completed
building. The framework also provides opportunities to further optimise performance
in most indicators. This can be achieved by using input data with higher granularity,
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considering additional design and performance aspects, testing and comparing addi-
tional scenarios, or utilising more advanced calculation methods. Table 19.9 presents
the main points addressed in each of the three levels of assessment in terms of project
stages, assessment approach, reporting rules and steps, optional additional steps, and
the need for a full building description.

Circularity implementation. The analysis of circularity implementation in this
section focuses on the indicator level, which constitutes the third tier of the frame-
work, following the thematic areas and macro-objectives, consequently. The exam-
ination involves assessing the alignment of 16 indicators in Level(s) V1.1, inte-
grated within the six macro-objectives, with the 10-Rs principles. The findings of
this assessment are summarised in Tables 19.10 and 19.11.

Table 19.10 provides an in-depth analysis of the direct relationships between the
indicator scope, criteria, guidelines, and objectives within the 10-R framework. In
contrast, Table 19.11 delves into the secondary impacts that indirectly contribute to
circularity. In both tables, each of the 16 indicators is evaluated for its relevance to
the 10-Rs circularity principles, with the results detailed in the final column in each
table. Only the principles that are pertinent to each indicator are mentioned.

It is important to note that the examination results represent a consensus among
three researchers in the field. However, these findings aim to provide a broad overview
of the indicator framework’s alignment with circularity principles without speci-
fying their specific relationship to one or more of the three assessment levels of the
framework. This is because all three assessment levels complement one another and
ultimately support the same overarching logic and goal.

The sub-group working on Level(s) comprised three researchers in the field.
The opinions expressed by these researchers shared notable similarities while also
exhibiting some low to moderate differences on certain indicators. The primary
points of contention revolved around the indirect relationships of specific indicators
with circularity. Nevertheless, these differences predominantly arose due to varying
subjective interpretations of sustainability and circularity concepts, and the inherent,
undefined interplay between them without clear delineation of their scope. However,
it is important to note that these differences in opinions were expected and were
effectively addressed through extensive discussions and the exchange of perspec-
tives to refine the results and determine which indicators had a direct association and
which had an indirect connection to the 10-R principles of circularity.

The indicators that exhibit the strongest direct links to circularity implementation
are the four indicators within Macro Objective 2, “Resource-efficient and circular
material life cycles.” These indicators concentrate on design and engineering to
promote lean and circular material flows, extend product service life and material
utility, and minimise environmental impacts. However, it is important to recognise
that the majority of the remaining circularity-relevant indicators in the other Macro
Objectives are influenced by the indicators within Macro Objective 2.

A more detailed explanation on the indicators that establish direct circularity
association (Indicators 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4) and their indirect impact on the frame-
work’s other indicators is provided in the subsequent paragraphs. This is followed
by paragraphs explaining LCA and LCC indicators in Macro Objectives 1 and 6,
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Table 19.9 Important aspects addressed in each of the three levels of assessment in Level(s)

framework

Level 1
Conceptual design

Level 2
Detailed design and
construction

Level 3
As-built and in-use

Project stages

¢ Lla. Project
definition and brief
* L1b. Concept design

* L2a. Outline design
(spatial planning and
permitting)

* L2b. Detailed design
(tendering)

 L2c. Technical
design (construction)

» L3a. As-built design

¢ L3b. Commissioning
and testing

* L3c. Completion and
handover

e L.3d. Occupation and
use

Assessment type

Qualitative assessment
using checklists and
reporting formats

Quantitative assessment using the provided
reference calculation methods and the common

units of measurement

Reporting rules

¢ Complete a Level(s)

* Complete a Level(s)

* Complete a Level(s)

and steps project plan, project plan, project plan,
following steps 1-3 following steps 1-3 following steps 1-3
¢ Specify which design | (if not done before) (if not done before)
concepts have been | ¢« Complete the e Complete the
addressed building description building description
¢ For renovation * For renovation (if not done before)
projects, report on the |  projects, report on the | ¢ Report on the results
baseline survey, using | baseline survey, using | of the assessment of
the format provided the format provided each indicator using
* Report on the results the respective formats
of the assessment of | * Report on the method
each indicator using used and the
the respective formats | sampling strategy
¢ Report on the method | used for each
used and the main indicator using the
assumptions for each | respective formats
indicator using the
respective formats
Optional ¢ Select and report on | * Select and report on | ¢ Select and report on

additional steps

the results of steps

the results of

the use of any of the

that go further recommended recommended
optimisation steps in optimisation steps in
indicators’ manuals indicators’ manuals
* Report on the results
of surveys of
occupant satisfaction
The need for a No Yes Yes

complete building
description




587

19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

(panunuod)

SuIp[ing Mau e 0} pareduwod JA\D A[OKISJI] Y SIONPAI AI0JAIAY) PUE SIHIATIOR SAYY

10y paxnbar $92IM0SAI [BUONIPPE ) donpax sd[oy JOJedIPUT STY) UT UOTIAOUI pue asnal aandepe Sunejduwoiuo)) «
asn pue uononpoid

1oy Sunmp ‘ASI0UQ PUE S[BLIJRUI MEI SB YONS ‘SOIN0SAT JOMIJ A1Mbar u2)jo JA D JoMO[ UM S1oNPoId e

S[OAQ[ UOGIED PAIPOQUId PuE JA D I[OKd-0J1] 8, SuIp[Ing oy} 9onpaI 0} SWIE JOJEIIPUL AL, o

HONAgyd

(xeak/ wyba 7OD)
[enuajod Suruirep
[2QO[D AAD T T'1

uononpoid £510us J0J uondwnsuod 30IN0SAI PAONPAI 0) SAB[SULI)
9sn AS10U9 19MO0T "AOUDIDLJS 90IN0SAI 0) PAyUI] A[9s0[d st aFe)s aFesn o) JuLmp uondwnsuod A310ud Suronpay «
a3e)s Teuonerado s, urp[ing e SuLmp ‘suoISSID (DHO) SeS asnoyuaald se yons ‘sjoedull [RIUSWUOIIAUD
parerdosse ayy pue uondwnsuod £31oud Jo uononpal ay) ajowoid o3 st 10jed1pur siy) Jo [eod Arewrid oyJ, «

HONagd

Qmux\NE
JUMY) 9ouBULION IO
KS1oug a8eIg o5 1°1

9[9£d 9y 5, UIp[Ing
© Suo[e SUoISSIUd
seg asnoyuoaln) ‘[N

Qoueuriojrad
[EIUSWUOIIAUD
Ppue SN 2IN0SAY [

(promowrery pakordwa)
KILIRINOIIO ()TM UONRIOOSSY

I01eo1pU]

9A193[qo o1oRN

BOIY ONRWAY],

(Opomawrely pakordwe oy ur pajodyal se sojdrourid re[noIro) AJLIB[NOIO YIIM PABIDOSSE A[IOAIIP I8 YOIYm BN (T'6T dqBL



C. Giarma et al.

588

(panunuod)

A1snpur JUISJIp IO dures ) Ut
pasn 2q 03 asodindar jonpoid Suntoddns $90IN0SAI paWITE[2I WOIY JUIUOD PA[IA2AI FuIsn $)sa33NS J0JedIPUT Y, »

‘HSOddNdad
sy00fo1d Surp[ing pajeAoudr 10 mau ojul uorjeISAIUI

pue Sunmjoejnuewal Jonpoid ur $9dIN0SAI PAWIER[OAI WO JUAUOD PA[oLdar Suisn $3sa33ns J01ed1pul oY,

HINLOVANNVINAL

sy00foxd yuawysiqingar Surping jroddns 03 S92INOSAI PAWIL[IAT WO JUSJUOI PA[IAIAI TuIsn $3S25TNS 10JedIPUI A, »
SJUDWIYSIGINGI

enuajod 11oddns pue 991AI19s 9J1] SUIP[INg dY) PUAXa 0) AJ[IQRINp [BLIILW FUIOUBYUD J© SWIE JOJedIpUl A, «

‘HSIgINIgdd
UoNONNSUOd MU PUB UOTINIISUOIAT

‘UONI[OWP I0J PIU Y} 2ONPAI pue uedsJI] JIY) PUAIXD UBD saImonns Sunsixd Surureyurews pue Sutredoy «
aredar pue juswaoedar 9[npayds pue ‘suedsai] 901AISS Juauodwod pue [BLIdBU PIOOAT 0 SMO[[ I0JBIIPUI Y], »
aredar Ases 1oy Suruisop £q 991A19S 9JI] SUIP[ING Y} PUAIXd 0) AJ[IQEIND [BLIDILW FUIOUBYUD I8 SWITE JOJBIIPUI A, «

AIvdad
S30INOSAI MAU 10]

Paou Ay} Suronpal ‘Asnal JUAWIS 1NN pue syudwALmbar A[quidssesip 10§ uSisop yPim douerdwod ayy sajoword I «
asnax aandepe a1nng s 3uip[ing e eli[Ioe) o) (sare[d J0og pue SUWN[OJ ‘SUILq) SIUSWI[S

[ermonns jo Aoedeo Sutreag-peoy oy Surstundo £q Aoud1oyje [eLdjew SUIDURYUD 0] SWIE JOJEdIPUI AL «

Asnad

uondwnsuod 9010sal uo joedwl $)1 9ONPAI ULd ANSNPUI 3Y) ‘UOHOINNSUOIIP

10J SuruSisop pue ‘uononnsuod sunnp uondnpoid jsem Sursrurur ‘APUIAOYJS s[eLIRjew Juisn Ag

qisem se dn puo JySIu jey) S[eLRIeW AIessa0duun

SurproAe a[Iym speau sjuednodo 0} 19Jed Jey) S[eLIdjew Jno-Jy Jo asn oy Surstundo je swire 10Jed1pur Ay,

SUOISSIUWD U0QIed pue 1509 ‘uondwnsuod A310us aY) JoMO[ 0) $ITIoUd

9[qeMaudI pue s01Aap [euriay) dArssed Sunerodioour Aq juridioog [eLrejewr oY) Suronpai Je swire I0JedIpul oy,

S92INOSAI JABS PUE dSN

[BLISJEW [BINJONIS dSTWIUTW 0) $JYSIoy Sul[109-03-100y Suronpar £q sSUIALS [ELIOJRW SAJIYOE O} SWIEL JOJedIPUT oy,

“HONAAY

SJUAWIALQ PaIeys SULIOPISUOD Aq STUIALS [BLIdJEW JASIYIE O] SWIE JOJEdIPUl AL, o

DINIHLEY

suedsojr
pue S[ELIdEIA
‘ssnnuen Jo [1ig 1°C

SO[0£d 9J1] [eLIoYEW
JE[NOIIO pUk JUSIOLFO
201083y "TON

(promowrery pakordwa)
KILIRINOIIO ()TM UONRIOOSSY

JIoyeorpuy

2AT03[qO OIOBIAl BaIY ONEWAY

(panunuod) (O1°61 dqBL



589

19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

(panunuod)
MAD woip
K19A0921 A310U0 pue [ereyew qissod 10y uejd A[[eoneWISAS 0] SI1SN MO[[e pue Jjowold 0] SWIe J0JLIIPUI A, «
AIA0DHY
Surokoar payeyrpioey 10y ued AJeonewa)sAs oy s1esn mof[e pue ajowoid 0) swre I10JedIpul AY L, «
HTOADHY

suoneordde juaroyrp 1oy Sursodindar oy Suneyyioey
910Ja19Y) pue AI9A0091 SYUAWSD dJes 10 ueld A[[eonewaIsAs 0 s1osn mo[e pue ajowold o) SWIe J0IRIIPUI AY], «
HSOAINdTA

Sutmoeynuewa 11ay) Sunefoey
Q10Ja10Y) puE AI9A0091 $IUAWS 10J ue[d A[[eonewalsAs 0) s1osn Mo[[e pue d)owoid 0) SWIe J0JedIPUl A, «
HINLOVANNVINAL

JuQUIYSIqINgox
swoIsAs Surp[ing pue sjuawdfd Joy uefd A[[eonewd)sAs 0} s19sn moje pue jowoid 0} SwIe JOJEdIPUl AL, «
‘HSIgINITd
Qourudurew pue aredox syuowae 1oy ueid A[eonewa)sAs 0) s1osn mo[[e pue djowoid 0) SWIe J0JedIPUl AL, o
AIvdad
Q)SeM puE S[eLId)RW JO 9snal oY) 1o ueld A[[eonewa)sAs o s1esn mo[e pue ajowoid o) SWIe J01edIPUI AYJ, «
Jsnad

parerouas D Jo sennuenb
Ay 9anpai 0) SuImol[e sny) pue (JINA) Ue]d JUSWASeULIA 9ISEAL SUIINO oY) ddeys 0 SWIE JOJEIIPUI AY], «
‘HONAgdd

q)sep\ uonIowd
pue UONONNSUOD) 7'

(promowrery pakordwa)
KILIRINOIIO ()TM UONRIOOSSY

I01eo1pU]

9AT03[qO OIORIA BAIY ONBWAY],

(panunuod) (O1°61 dqBL



C. Giarma et al.

590

(panunuoo)

UOI)BAOUDI PUE JUSWYSIGINGaI Sunelr[roey £q SUIp[ing jo dWnoyI oy} pualxo 0} SMo[[e Vi e
‘HSIEINIgd
Juawaoedar pue ddurujUTEW ‘ITedal 0) SJUWID 0 $$I08 PajeII[Ioe] sa[qeud i Jo serdound ay) Sulk[ddy «
NAIvdad
asnar oandepe pue sasn a[dnnu saYeN(IOR] S[TLIUD STUIP[ING JO W AY) SUIPUAXT
gsnad
1N590 JoedWT [BIUSWUOIIAUD PUB UOTEIOUST
Qisem ‘uondwinsuod 20I1n0SAT UT UONINPAI JeAIs & ‘uedsai] papudlxe Yim s3urp[ing jo usisop ay) Sunoword g «
‘HONAdd
uoneaouas pue Anpiqeidepe enuajod oyeyoe]
Jey) souo oy osterdde pue soaneuId)e S[dN[NW JNOGE YUIY) 0} SISUSISOP SILATIOW 0) ST JOJEIIPUT SIY) JO WIE Y], o
SINTHLEY

UOnBAOUY
pue Aypiquidepy
103 uSIS9(q €T

(promowrery pakordwa)
KILIRINOIIO ()TM UONRIOOSSY

IojedIpuy

9AT03[qO OIORIA BAIY ONRWAY ],

(panunuod) (O1°61 dqBL



591

19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

(panunuoo)

ss2001d uononpoid
Q) OJUI UOTB[NDII SnoNUNuod pue syusuodwod pue sfereyew jo SuroLoar pue uoneredss Ases safeioous Qi «
HTIDADTT

SUOTOUNJ JUAISIFIP Yim s)onpord mau aInjoejnuewr
01 11ed s1onpoid 10 syonpoid papIedsIp JO asn pue AI9A0II SJUSWA[S pajelI[Ioe] d[qeus safdound qjq «
‘HSOddNddd

uonouny JeruIs yim s)onpoid mau arnjoeynuer
01 11ed sjonpoid 1o sjonpoid papIedsIp Jo 9sn pue KIGA0JAT SJUSWS[S PAJeII[Ioey A[qeud sojdound i «
HINLOVANNVINTT

sjuouIysIqInyar Surpying
JUIOYJR J0og suonipuod 1odoid opraoid soueudurewr Jo Judwedse[dar padu Jey) SJUAWIS paSewep 0} SSad0e ASeq o
JUQUIYSIQINJAI JIAY) Ae)I[10eF $3onpoid pue sjuowa[ Surp[ing Jo A10A0001 Aseq «
HSIEINATT
$oUOZ $$2008 YInoIy) doueudjurew pue aredar £sed saJeIIORY (I o
AIvdad
9snal aInJny Joj SIUAW[A SuIp[ing Jo 1040531 Ay Surjqeud Aq AJLIe[naaro sejoword J01edIpul SIY ], o
gsngd

91042 911 s,30npoud 1o s, Suiping e SuLmnp pajerouad
Q)seM PUEB POPAAU SIDINOSAI JO Junowre oYy Jursrwrurw £q A)re[noIn jo srdourid sonpar o) yim suSie QI
‘HONAdd

JUd)X? 1seyS1y J1ayy 03 syonpoid pue sjuouodwod Jurpying
asn 0) moy uo Suryuryy A[K2951] Juoxjdn ue sardwr UOTONNSUOIIP J0F SSUIPING JO USISIP [BUOHUUI Y], o

SINITHLEY
sw)sAs Surpying 1o sSurpying o(dnnw ur Ajqissod

$9[0Ad odnnu ur asnai 10y s)usuoduiod Jo £19A0991 Ay Surjqeud Aq AJLIB[NOIID DAJIYOE 0) SMO[[E J0IBJIPUT ST, o uonoONNSU0Id(
HSNATd 103 uBIsa( T
(promowrery pakordwa)
KILIRINOIIO ()TM UONRIOOSSY JIoyeorpuy 9AT03[qO OIORIA BAIY ONRWAY ],

(panunuod) (O1°61 dqBL



C. Giarma et al.

(panunuoo)

SuIpyIng oYy Jo 2INJ0NIYOIL [EINJONIS PUB PASN [RIIALUI 0) PRI A[)ORIIp ST 2dueULIojIod SONSNOJY o
SINIHLEY

SONSNOOY +'f

SUOISSIW HHD) PIIRIJOSSE ) pue
Sunys3iy 107 uondunsuod A310ud saonpal sadeds 19)ud 01 WYSI] [RINJRU IOW MO[[E 0) st sAI3aens udisop Suik[ddy «

“HONAAY Sunysr ¢y
a3uey
JI0JWO)) TRULIY],
V/N JomnQ SWiL Ty
Anrend sooeds o[qelI0Jwod
V/N Iy 1oopu] 'Y pue AP[ESH pOIN | HOJWOd pue Yi[eay g
puewap

Jo 1utod o) 0 191em FULIGAT[AP JO S)9edUT [RJUSWUOIIAUD PAIPOQUIS Y} 20NPAI [[IM UonNdwnsuod 19jem Suronpay «
Ky101808 J10JEM PIM Seare ur AJ[eroadsa ‘@oInosar
[BOIILID STY) JO 9SN JUSIOYJS 2I0W 10J 95e)s asn Yy Sutmnp uondwnsuod 1em Suronpar se[dwa)uod 101edIpul Ay, «

‘HONAdd
aanadsiad 9[oAdey1] [[ng © SurIapisuod syonpoid

10 $9850001d QAISURIUI-IDJEM JOAO SAATIRUIdN[E uondwnsuod Jojem somof Sursrerdde syroddns Jojeorpur oy, «
SINTHLEY

(1eakpuednooo
/gu) uondwnsuo))
19)ep\ 98015 S '€

$32IN0SAI Idjem
Jo asn ALY "EOW

(promowrery pakordwa)
KILIRINOIIO ()TM UONRIOOSSY

IojedIpuy

9A193[qo o1oRN

BOIY ONRWAY],

592

(panunuod) (O1°61 dqBL



593

19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

(panunuod)

uonesiuegIn Aq pasned 3urpooy
JO YSLI pIseaIour Y} 91e3NIW UBd SWaIsAs oFeurelp a[qeurelsns moy o) yorordde aanearo e sarduwr 101edIpUI 94, »

SINIHLEYE

a3eurerq
dlqeureisng ¢'¢

Joedwt [RJUSWIUOIIAUD
pue uondwnsuos 90IN0saI FUroNPaI sny) Jomoy aq [[m Iredol pue douruIUTEW Jo AI[Iqeqoid oY) pue papu)Xa oq
[[14 QWO SI JOYIBIM QWX JO YsLI ) Aprenonted aSueyd arewr[o aInyng 109w 03 paudisop st SuIp[ing 9yl JJ «

Reojpecce:

joedwl [RIUSWUOIIAUS pUB UONdWNSUOD 9INOSAI AI0JAIY) SUISIWIUIL IXAIUOD SII SIINS 10119q TBY) JANRUIR
oy suondo uSisap sydnnw Fuowre asrexdde djoy ued IoyIRIM SWANXD JO YSLI PASLAIOUI AY) JO UONRIIPISUOD Y],

SINIHLEYE

IOUIBM\ WRNXH
JO YSTY PaseaIdu] 7'

10edWI [RIUSWUOIIAUS pUe UONdWNSUOD 92IN0SAI SUIONPAT JOMO] 3q [[14 Iredol pue dourULIUTRW
Jo Aiiqeqord oy pue papuIxd Aq [[IM W SI 9FULYD 9JLWI]D 2INJNJ JOAW 0) PAUSISop sT SUIP[INg oY JT »

HoNadd

Joedur
[BIUSWIUOIIAUS pue uondwnsuod 90IN0SAI SUISTWIUIL JUSWIUOIIAUD $II SINS 10119q Jey) AneuIale ay) suondo

uSisop ofdnnw Suowre astexdde djoy ued soLRUAdS djRWI[D J0J S[00) A[OKD 91 Aq papIaoid uonewIour Y], «

SINIHLEYE

SUONIPUOD) RN
a1, pajosloig

10J SOLIRUIOS

SJ00L, PAD AT 1'S

a3ueyo
9IBWII[O 0] JOUII[ISAI
pue uondepy ‘SON

3su
pue onfeA 150D "¢qY

(promowrery pakordwa)
KILIRINOIIO ()TM UONRIOOSSY

I01eo1pU]

9A193[qo o1oRN

BOIY ONRWAY],

(panunuod) (O1°61 dqBL



C. Giarma et al.

594

Jordwl [2)USWUUOIIAUD

pue uondwnsuod A9INOSaI JO UONINPAI Y} 0} ANQLNUOD APOSIIPUT [[IM STY, TOYSIY 9q [[IM PIPUIXD
2q 03 awmnayIy I Jo Apiqeqord Ay ‘AN IGAO UOTIUSIAT AN[EA PUE IN[LA S)I ASTUWIXEUI 0} POUSISAP ST JASSE UL JT o
HoNagd
SO0INOSAI PUE 1809 ‘sySLI asturur djoy anfea aInyng J1ay) uo paseq uonoaas 1onpoid jo fesredde oy, «
DINIHLEY

S10108 STy pue
uoneaI) anfeA 79

uonduwnsuod $e0In0sax 9npar pue astumndo oy djoy
ued yorym 9onpoid e Jo 9[oLodJ1[ 9y} 10A0 uondwnsuod 95IN0SAI 0 PAJE[AI SISO [210) AU} SIOPISUOD SISA[eue D) o
HONAIY

(1eak/ w/3)
$150D 9K AJIT 19

an[eA pue JS0d KD
op pastundQ ‘90N

(promowrery pakordwa)
KILIRINOIIO ()TM UONRIOOSSY

IojedIpuy

9AT03[qO OIORIA BAIY ONRWAY ],

(panunuod) (O1°61 dqBL



595

19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

(penunuoo)

saguarreyo

1078213 9sod ued s3onpoid SAISUNUI-ATIAUS FUI[OAIAI ‘TOAIMOH *S9559001d FUI[o£0I JO SULID)

ur A[puatij A[[eIUSUIUOIIAUS I0W WY} Suryew ‘Juridjooj UoqIed paonpal e aAey JYSTW a5e)s o3esn
119y} Junnp ASISUQ SSI[ AWNSU0D Jey) s)onpoid Jur[oAoar joedwr APoaIIpur ued Aouaroyje A31ouy e

(1B3K/ /YA Y)
Q0URUWLIOJISJ

A310ug

9[04kd
oI s, SuIp[ing ©
Suore suoIssTuId
se3 osnoyuaaIn)

Qouewrioyrad
[ejuow
-UOJIAUQ pue

HTOADTY afeig as 11 "TO | 2SN 22In0say [
(fromourery pakorduo) A1302[q0
AIIRINOIIO YIIM UOTIRIOOSSY J10JeDIpu] OIOBJA[ |  BAIY ONRWaY],

(promawresy pakordwo oy ur pjospar se sofdiourid 1e[noIro) AJLIB[NOID YIIM PIAJRIDOSSE A[IOIIPUL I8 YOIYM B [T'6T dqBL



C. Giarma et al.

596

(panunuoo)

910429311 1onpoid 9y Ul SUOISSTW UOGIED [[eIdA0 ) 2onpar d[oy
ued JMD Mo[ Yim s3onpoid Surohoay po[oAoal aq 03 S[BLIDEW PAISA0IAI JO [1ed Ie[naIId B 2)eaId
1A ‘UOTONISUOD MU 0 uosLredwod ur ‘yorysm ‘esnax aandepe arnng sje[dwoiuod 10JedoIpul Ay, »
HIDADHE
pasodindar 9q 0 S[ELIJEW PAISA0IAI JO Yied IB[NOIID B AJBII0
[[I4 ‘UOTONISUOD MU 0 uosLredwod ur ‘yorysm ‘esnax aandepe arnng saje[dwoiuod 10JeoIpul AY ], »
‘HS0ddNddd
juridjooy uoqred
Io[[ewIs & 9ARY A9Y) 9sneoaq SULINJOBJNUEWAI JOJ SAJEPIPULD 10330q 9J8 JM D MO[ YIIM $JONPoId o
PAIMOBINUEBWAI 9q 0} S[ELIdJeW PAISA0IAI JO Yied Je[noIio e 9eaId
1M ‘UOTIONIISUOD MU 0} uostredwod ur ‘Yorym ‘esnax dandepe a1mny saye[dwojuod 103edIpul Y], «
HINLOVANNVINGY
dMD pue suoissiue HHO [euonerodo pue paIpoquid [1oq 29npal 0} Surure
‘pays1qInjal 9q 0) S[eLIR)eWw pue SSUIp[ing SunsIxa Jo asnax dAndepe 2Ining SISPISUOD JOJLOIPUL YT, »
‘HST1gINAdd
paiaredal 9q 0} S[eLIdRW PAISAODAI Puk PaAIasald Jo yyed Je[noIId e 91eard
1M ‘UOTIONIISUOD MU 0} uostredwod ur ‘Yorym ‘esnax dandepe armny saye[dwojuod 10edIpul Y], «
AIvddd
Ppasnal 9q 03 AJoYI] 10w WY}
Sunyew ‘9[oA09J1] J1oy) 1940 JuLId)00] [BJUSWIUOIIAUD [BWIUTW B dABY ABW JAM D MO[ YIIM S)ONPoId e
dMD pue suorssiue HHO [euonerado pue parpoquid Iomo[ UT J st
[[I4 “UOTIONIISUOD Mau 0} uostredwos ur ‘yorym ‘osnal aandepe a1mng soye[dwa)uod J0eIIPUI A, «
HSNgd

(reak/ w/bo
20D) [enusrod
Sururep, [eqoin
APAD YT TT

(fromourery pakorduo)
AIIRINOIIO YIIM UOTIRIOOSSY

J0JeoIpuy

21000
OIOBJAl | BAIY OneWay]J,

(penunuod) [Y1°6Y dqBL



597

19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

(panunuoo)

K19A0031 A310U9
10J paweans aq 0) 1Se[ oy} I0J 9)SEM J[qBISA0IIUN PUB J[qBIA0IAI JO uoneredss 9A1O9JJe pue

Juaroyye Aq ss9001d oY) SONIIOR] I IOAOMOH 'AIOA00I ATIOUQ 0) JUIS 9q 01 (D SSTWIUIW (I » | UONONNSUOIIJ
MAAODHY | 10§ uStso( ¢
$90IN0SAI SUTAIOSUOD pue
Q)sem SuIoNpal ‘oJI] J19Y) JO PUS ) Je P[OAII 2q ULD S[eLId)eW JeY) 2UNSUS YoIym sjuduodwod pue
STe1Io)eW 9[qR[OAD9I JO SN A} SOA[OAUT UJJO UoneAoual pue Ayjiqeidepe 1oy sSurprng SutuSiso(q »
HTDADEY
UOISU)Xd
uedsoji] pue Ajiqeidepe aroy) ojowoxd sSurpying ur errejewr pue syonpoxd ojqesnar Suik[ddy
‘asnad
9)seM SISTWIUIW pue uoNduwnNsuod 90IN0SAT MU J0J PISU AY) NPl UONBAOUY
ued ‘padedar ueyy 1oyyeI pajeaouar pue paydepe A[Ises oq ued jey sjonpoid pue sFurprng Sunear) « | pue Aqeidepy

-HONAdd

J0J U319 €7

Ayre[noaro uo syoedur 3o1rpur
pue 10211p Y10q Suraey se pasIoSales aq ued 7'z J0JedIPUL I3pUN |G S[qeL, UT PAISI] STUWI[S Y],

EINJYY
uoniowd( pue
uonoNNsuo)) 7'g

KI9A0291 A310U0 10J 9)SEM UOTI[OWAP PUEB UOTONIISUOD JO

syuauodwod 9[qesnaI-uou Io 9[qe[IAJ9I-uou Jo Jurweans ay) aejfroey Ajredoid Qog e Surjidwo) « SO[OAD
MHAODHY | suedsojr pue 1] [eLIOIEW
9)JSeM UOT)I[OWP steudeIN (O0g) Ie[noII
pue UONONISU0D JO JUI[IAII JuIOYJe pue pajefioe] yoddns Aredoid Qog e Suridwo)) « ‘sennuen() pue JUAIOYJd
HTOADHY JOII'd ['C | 9°1n0say "CON
(fromourery pakorduo) A1302[q0

AJLIB[NOIID YIIM UONRIDOSSY J101821pU] OIOBJA[ |  BAIY ONRWaY],

(penunuod) [Y1°6Y dqBL



C. Giarma et al.

598

(penunuoo)

joedwr [BJUSWUOITAUS pue uondwnsuod 301o0saI Suronpal

sy Jomo[ 2q [[1am Jredar pue soueuuUIEW JO A)I[IqEqoId 9U) PUBR PIPUIXD o [[IM JWNJI[ SI
‘TOYIBOM QWANXI JO YSII oy A[re[nonied aSueyo ayewn[o oInng 90w 0) pauSIsap st Suiprng oyl JJ
“HONATd

joedwl [eJUSWUOIIAUL pue uondwnsuod

90IN0SAI 9I0JAIOY) SUISTWITUTW 1X9JUOD SIT SYINS 19339q 1By} dAneuId[e oy} suondo uSisop
qrdnnw Suowre asrexdde doy ues Joy)EIM JWANXI JO YSLI PASLAIUT ) JO UONBIIPISUOD Y], «

ISYIBIM
Qwan Xy Jo ySry

SINIHLEYA paseaIdu ¢°¢
SuonIpuo))
onewI) aImng
payoafoid 103 | 3ueyd jewId
SOLIBUQDS :S[OQ], | 03 2OURI[ISAI pue YSU pue
VIN| QPAD T T | uondepy "GO |  dn[eA 980D ¢
V/N SONSNOdY 'y
V/N|  Bunudriey
suorssTe HHO pue uonduwnsuod £510U0 sO0NPAI S[IYM JIOFWOD oSuey ojwo)
[ewroy) sapraoid Surjood pue Juneay Joj sar30[ouydd) A310ud aarssed se yons sor3arens Sulk[ddy . [ewIay [,
“HONAHN | JO INQ SWIL T saoeds
Areng) | 9[qeIoywod pue 1I0JWOD
VIN| IrvIoopul [y | Ap[esH YO pue yijfesy ¢

a5e3s 9s() oy SuLmp 9seMm I9JeMm 20NPaAI
dioy ueo ‘swaysAs 1ojem Juruonounjew Jo sadid Ae9[ se yons arnjonnserjur 1ojem Juriredoy o

AIvddd % 3oNdadd
ordrourid asnar pue

Qonpai1 ) sproddns Suridy 10jem K213 pue JunsoAIey Iojemurel se yons sar3ojouydd) Surkojdwy

HSNAY % 90Nddd

(Teak
puednddo/ ur)
uondumnsuo)
Ioyep\
afeisasn 1°¢

S90INOSAX
19JeM JO osn
JuadyIy "CON

(fromourery pakorduo)
AIIRINOIIO YIIM UOTIRIOOSSY

J0JeoIpuy

21000
OIORIA

BOIY ONBWAY],

(penunuod) [Y1°6Y dqBL



599

19 Implementation and Consideration of Circularity Within International ...

$10J0B,] JSIY
d)sem Jo Sur[o£oar Sune[dwuod usym pajeaId oq Ued AMN[BA Y pue uoneaI)
HTOADHY 9N[EA T9
QAT}09JJ2-1S0D ST I1 UM S[ELIQJEW JO I[OA0I YY) $ATLINOOUD JOJEIIPUL Y], o
HIDADTE
QAT}O9JJ9-1S0D SI J1 UM S[ELIS)EW JO SN YY) S9TLIN0OUD JOJEIIPUL Y], »
HSNgd
Q[OK9J1] S[oyM Y3 YSNOIY) S1S00 PAJEIdosse-uIping [[eI9A0
paonpal ‘Apuanbasqns pue s3asse Jo JUAWASeURW A1 1500 210wt 11oddns ued s3doouod [eroew
pue ugisop Ayurenoao Suikjdde £q ued juowooe[dar pue eouruUIEW B JO JUSWAO[OAID Y], « anfeA
$1S00 SUTUUNI 9[OAD JI] JOMO[ 2AJIYOE 0) parmbar aq Aewr s3500 eIIded (120K |  pue 3500 9[04d
Tentur JoySy osnesaq joedwll [2)USUWUOIIAUS PIONPAI & SUIASIYIE 0] JNQLIUOD ULd JOJRIIPUI AL, « /2W/3) s1s0D | Ay pestundQ
HONAAA | *PAD T 1°9 ‘90N
sasn 9[qejod-uou Jo UOTeSLUI J0J 9SNaI Jojem
Jowoxd ued Jurohoar 10jemAai3 pue Sunsoarey Jojemurel I sadnoeld oFeureIp 9[qeUIRISNS o
HSNgd
3uIp[Ing 9y} UT JJeMUSAIJ JO SN ) ONPAI 0) SMO[[B A[JOIIPUT ] » a3eurerg
‘HONddY | elqeureisng €°¢
(fromourery pakorduo) A1302[q0
AIIRINOIIO YIIM UOTIRIOOSSY J10JeDIpu] OIOBJA[ |  BAIY ONRWaY],

(penunuod) [Y1°6Y dqBL



600 C. Giarma et al.

respectively, which are also of great importance to circularity particularly the (R2)
Reduce strategy, despite being well known for sustainability assessments.

Indicator 2.1. Bill of quantities, materials and lifespans. The scope of this indi-

cator encompasses data for all construction products and materials procured for
constructing new buildings or renovating existing ones. With regard to circularity,
this indicator offers recommendations for the following project aspects:

1.

Achieving material savings by considering shared elements (Rethink R1) based
on building typology, such as common sidewalls, and by reducing floor-to-ceiling
heights to minimise structural material use (Reduce R2).

Enhancing material efficiency by optimising the load-bearing capacity of beams,
columns and floor plates to align with client needs. These decisions influence the
future options for adaptability and renovation (indicator 2.3) facilitating adaptive
reuse of the building (Reuse R3).

Reducing the material footprint by incorporating passive thermal devices and
renewable energies to lower the energy consumption, cost and carbon emissions
(Reduce R2).

Enhancing material durability to extend the building life service by designing
for accessibility for repair (R4), disassembly (indicator 2.4), and potential
refurbishment (RS) to support adaptability (indicator 2.3).

Optimising the use of fit-out materials that cater to occupants’ needs while
avoiding unnecessary materials that might end up as waste (Reduce R2), as
calculated in indicator 2.2 Construction and demolition waste.

Ensuring compliance with design for disassembly requirements and future
element reuse (R3). The indicator also suggests using recycled content from
reclaimed resources (supporting product refurbishment (RS), remanufacture
(R6) and repurpose (R7)) and integrating it into new or renovated building
projects.

While this indicator does not rely on specific inputs from other indicators, the

information gathered for it provides reporting requirements to several other Level(s)
indicators, notably:

1.2. Life cycle global warming potential and/or any Life Cycle Assessment (LCA)
by supplying material and product life service information as inputs to LCA anal-
ysis, controlling and reducing (R2) environmental impacts and carbon footprints
through links between BoQ with LCA inventories or environmental databases like
EPD.

2.2. Construction and demolition waste and materials by converting the BoQ to
bill of materials (BoM), aiming to minimise and reduce (R2) waste production
and natural resource usage.

6.1. Life Cycle Costs (LCC) analysis by providing material and product life service
information, enabling BoQ to BoM conversion for costs breakdowns of each
material or product, critical for cost control and reduction (R2).
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Decisions made in this indicator regarding material selection significantly impact
the efficiency of other circularity design indicators, specifically, 2.3 Design for adapt-
ability and renovation and 2.4 Design for deconstruction for which material and
product lifespans supply crucial inputs.

Indicator 2.2. Construction and demolition waste and materials. In line with
the waste hierarchy, this indicator assesses the total volume of waste and materials
generated from construction, renovation, and demolition activities. This assessment
subsequently helps facilitate and enable systematic planning for waste reduction
(R2) as well as the reuse (R3), recycling (R8), or recovery of components for
repair (R4), refurbishment (R5), remanufacturing (R6), and repurposing (R7)
of materials and waste through the separate collection of CDW during construction,
renovation, and demolition activities. For unrecoverable waste, the indicator helps
streamline unrecoverable waste for material and energy recovery (R9).

This indicator relies on critical inputs from indicator 2.1. Bill of quantities,
materials and lifespans. It also closely relates to indicators 2.3 “Design for Adapt-
ability and Renovation” and 2.4 “Design for Deconstruction,” as the design concept
significantly influences waste management throughout construction, utilisation, and
end-of-life stages.

Indicator 2.3. Design for adaptability and renovation. The projected service life of
a building holds significant implications for the extent of functional utility achievable
through the initial investment of materials and resources in its construction. Delib-
erate considerations in designing a building for future adaptability indicate a primary
focus on optimising resource utilisation to maximise the building’s functionality over
an extended period (Rethink R1).

Incorporating contemplations of future flexibility and adaptability from the early
design stages holds tremendous potential in effectively addressing emerging changes
over the building’s lifecycle. Consequently, this approach contributes to the reduc-
tion (R2) of environmental impacts and material consumption throughout the entire
lifecycle of both the building and its constituent elements.

The concept of Design for Adaptability (DfA) enables more efficient utilisation
of space and building structures by providing the essential prerequisites to extend the
lifespan of the main building structure and components. This extension facilitates
multiple applications through adaptive reuse (R3), repair (R4), and refurbishment
(R5). In essence, this indicator plays a pivotal role in mitigating CDW (Indicator
2.2), which typically arises from premature demolition when a building no longer
aligns with evolving user and environmental requirements.

DfA goes hand in hand with DfD (indicator 2.4) as both indicators share some
important design concepts such as accessibility to services for easy maintenance,
repair (R4) and replacement of components.

Indicator 2.4. Design for Deconstruction. The indicator evaluates the capacity of
a building’s design to enable the efficient recovery of materials for future reuse or
recycling. It involves assessing the ease of disassembling essential building compo-
nents, followed by evaluating the ease of reusing and recycling these parts, as well
as their associated sub-assemblies and materials.
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This indicator allows to achieve circularity by enabling the recovery of compo-
nents for reuse (R3) in multiple cycles possibly in multiple buildings or building
systems refuse (RO0).

Ensuring easy accessibility to the different elements allows for easy repair
(R4) and recovery of components that can be reused (R3), refurbished (RS),
remanufactured (R6), repurposed (R7) and recycled (RS8).

The intentional design of buildings for deconstruction implies an upfront life-
cycle thinking on how to use building components and products to their highest
extent (Rethink R1) which is essential to reduce (R2) the environmental impacts
and material use and resource consumption subsequently impacting the amount of
waste generated from multiple building activities during construction, operation and
maintenance and end-of-life phases (indicator 2.2).

Furthermore, the circularity indicators namely design for adaptability and reno-
vation (indicator 2.3) and design for deconstruction (2.4) have an important indirect
impact on the indicators in macro objective 4 by enabling facilitated possibilities to
meet the healthy and comfort requirements to users by allowing a certain level of
flexibility and upgradability to meet any emergent needs to meet these requirements
along the lifecycle of a building.

Indicator 1.1 Use stage energy performance. This indicator measures the energy
performance of a building based on the calculated (in design stage) or actual energy
consumption (in operational stage) in order to meet the various energy requirements
associated with its use. Reporting on this indicator can provide useful insights on the
implication of circularity practices on production and use stages related to material
use, replacement and refurbishment. By balancing the relationship between circu-
larity and environmental impacts, the most beneficial circularity design and material
selection options can be appraised to reduce (R2) the environmental impacts since the
early design decisions by proactive thinking about the whole lifecycle performance.

Indicator 1.2 Life cycle Global warming potential. This indicator measures the
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and the global warming contribution associated
with the building at different stages along the life cycle from cradle through to grave.
Cradle to grave consideration allows contemplating the most beneficial design solu-
tions to balance the levels of embodied carbon and use stage carbon emissions. It
helps identify design and material aspects that contribute the most to GHG emissions
along a building lifecycle. It therefore, helps improve the design concepts and mate-
rial selection by recommending relevant circularity aspects to reduce the embodied
carbon and use stage emissions. Applying the circularity design and material concepts
(Macro objective 2) since the design stage has great influence on reducing (R2)
embodied carbon levels by contemplating future adaptive reuse of the building itself
during the operational stage and creating circular path of recovered materials through
reuse, recycling and disposal in the end-of-life deconstruction stage.

Indicator 6.1 Life cycle costs. Life Cycle Costing is a technique that enables
comparative cost assessments to be made over a specified period of time, taking
into account initial capital costs and future operational and asset replacement cost. It
is particularly relevant to achieving an improved environmental performance (rele-
vance with Macro objective 1 indicators 1.1 and 1.2) because higher initial capital
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costs may be required to achieve lower life cycle running costs (Reduce R2). This
indicator allows stakeholders to understand the relationship between upfront capital
costs and use stage costs. The development of a medium to long-term maintenance
and replacement plan by applying circularity design and material concepts (Macro
objective 2 indicators) can support more cost-effective management of assets and
subsequently, reduced overall building-associated costs through the whole lifecycle.
In the conceptual design stage, this indicator recommends implementing a lifecycle
thinking to appraise specific design and material decisions (relevance to Macro objec-
tive 2 indictors and indicators 1.1 and 3.1) based on their long-term impact on the
overall lifecycle costs.

Indicator 3.1 Use stage water consumption. In addition to the previous indica-
tors, indicator 3.1 Use stage water consumption also establishes an important direct
connection to circularity. This indicator measures the total consumption of water
for an average building occupant, with the option to split this value into potable and
non-potable water. From a lifecycle perspective, this indicator helps appraising lower
water consumption alternatives over water-intensive processes or products (Rethink
R1). Reducing water consumption will reduce the embodied environmental impacts
of delivering water to the point of demand (Reduce R2).

19.3.6 SBTool

Introductory remarks. SBTool (Sustainable Building Tool) is a constantly evolving
international framework for the assessment of buildings’ environmental performance,
under the responsibility of iiSBE (international initiative for a Sustainable Built
Environment) since 2002. It is the successor (in essence, the evolution) of GBTool,
which constituted the computational implementation of the GBC (Green Building
Challenge) assessment method. The contribution of researchers and organisations of
several countries has been one of the basic pillars for the development of the method
and its evolution over time. One important aspect is that SBTool is a generic rating
framework or toolbox that only becomes efficient after contextualising the scope,
weights and benchmarks [31]. It has been reported to have been used in several
countries and regions [31]. Fully functional, adjusted to the local conditions and
priorities versions of the method are available for, among others, Italy (Protocollo
ITACA), Portugal (SBTool-PT) and Czech Republic (SBTool-CZ).

The process of contextualisation consists of the selection of the most relevant
criteria, the allocation of weights to each criterion to reflect local priorities, and
the definition of benchmarks based on local conditions. This tool was specifically
designed to allow users to reflect on different priorities and to adapt it to the envi-
ronmental, socio-cultural, economic and technological context for its application
[32]. The result is a framework that can measure the sustainability level of buildings,
concerning the context in which it is located.

The family of iiSBE frameworks entails specific tools for buildings, neigh-
bourhoods, and other applications allowing to assign sustainability scores in those
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different scales. The tools’ structure consists of a hierarchy of parameters with the
following main characteristics: all the examined parameters (for each scale a different
set of problems are examined) are classified into major performance issues (referred
to also as issues from now on); each issue includes several performance categories,
which, in turn, are consisted of a number of performance criteria (referred to also as
categories and criteria, respectively, in the following). The latter represent the level
of the tool’s structure where the assessment takes place via the examination of the
respective indicator and assessment scale.

SBTool for Buildings 2022 [25], which is examined in this work, is consisted
of seven issues (i. Site Regeneration and Development; ii. Energy and Resources
Consumption; iii. Environmental Loading; iv. Indoor Environmental Quality; v.
Service Quality; vi. Social Cultural and Perceptual Aspects; vii. Costs and Economic
Aspects), 20 categories, and more than 100 potentially active criteria (depending on
the scope of the analysis selected, on the phase of the life cycle of the building, on the
building uses and on other factors). The methodology also dictates that in the context
of the contextualisation, KPIs need to be determined [26]. The evaluation performed
by SBTool can be applied to the four fundamental phases of the construction cycle:
pre-design, design, construction or operations, and up to three different occupancy
types separately or in a single project can be taken into account. It also considers
new or renovation projects.

As previously mentioned, the assessment takes place at the criteria level. Each
criterion is assigned a score ranging from -1 to 4+ 5 (with the exception of those
characterised as mandatory, for which the minimum potential score is higher than 1, to
adegree decided by the third party contextualising the tool). In this assessment scale,
the benchmark of score “0” corresponds to the minimum acceptable performance
(established by legislation, standards, or existing performance levels) and 5 represents
avalue for excellent or ideal performance (where 3 identifies a best-practice value). In
other words, each “score” is the outcome of a comparison between the building under
consideration and national / regional references. Databases from many sources are
used to calculate the score of each criterion. For the calculation of the scores of higher
structural levels (performance categories and issues, total score), the approach used
in the SBTool is to weigh the scores of the individual criteria and apply a weighted
aggregation process. The weighting variables are set at the national/ regional level, in
order to achieve the tool’s adjustment to the local conditions. The approach adopted
enables international comparisons of buildings from various countries [32].

Obviously, the process of weighing and benchmarking are fundamental stages
of the process of contextualisation for further assessment on a local/national level.
Different weighting systems are used in different adapted versions of the generic
tool; in the one reviewed in this study, the weighting takes place at the criteria level.

The application (adaptation) of SBTool is divided in 4 steps:

1. Selection of criteria (local authorities or applicant, among others: selection of
issues, criteria and indicators)

2. Weight definition

3. Benchmark definition
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4. Indicators assessment

The framework is materialised in two interconnected Microsoft Excel workbooks.
The first one (file A) is used to set locally relevant weights, benchmarks, laws,
and standards for generic building types in their own region; in other words, this
workbook forms the frame, the basis and the context for each local assessment, it is
the centre of the methods’ contextualisation and adjustment to local conditions (the
input in the first file, where the region, occupancy type, weights and benchmarks
are determined, are in the local context). The second workbook (file B) is used to
compile information about a single project during the assessment. The second file
contains particular project weights and benchmarks that are used to perform project
information, performance targets, and simulations. A single file A can correspond to
any number of files B; for example, file A for office buildings in a given region can
be used for the evaluation of any number of office buildings (each one corresponding
to its own file B) in this area.

The assessment results contain an extended set of data regarding the performance
of the examined building [29]. Specifically, the results of the assessment are repre-
sented by a spider web diagram that describes the sustainability level achieved in
each one of the issues and an overall score of the sustainability performance of
the building. Other important aspects of the examined building’s performance are
summarised in the results report, such as the individual scoring by issue, and the
project information. It is important to note that not only the derived values rela-
tive to the zero benchmark are provided, but also absolute results are shown. Also,
occupancy-specific outcomes are provided [29]. In the results report, data regarding
central components of the assessment (e.g. relative weights of the active issues) is
also presented.

Circularity implementation. The implementation of circularity criteria is devel-
oped with a detailed evaluation of each indicator in the SBTool framework. This
issue is crucial and is at the core of this report. The intention is to understand HOW
this circularity is put forward, in practice, or implemented within the framework of
analysis.

The criteria listed in SBTool are associated with the circular economy 10-R
framework of circular economy strategies and are classified in Tables 19.12 and
19.13. Table 19.12, consists of the criteria that have been found to have a direct
association with CE, while Table 19.13 shows the criteria that have an indirect rela-
tion. The association was established based on the description and evaluation of each
criterion (aim, benchmark, indicators, etc.). Additionally, the tables mention which
specific principles/strategies were associated with each one of the criteria, as well as
the step of the building life cycle in which it is situated. A significant clarification in
relation to the referred strategies is that general circularity principles (adaptability,
resilience, etc.) have also been considered; in fact, they were “correlated” with one
or more of the 10 strategies involved in the employed 10-R framework and appear
accordingly in the following tables.

The same approach as in the other methods was employed in cases where disagree-
ments among the members of the sub-group working on SBTool occurred regarding
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Table 19.13 Criteria which are indirectly'! associated with circularity (circular principles as

reflected in the 10-R framework)

Issue Category Criterion Association with Level (site,
circularity (employed material,
framework) design,

construction,
management)

A. Urban, site A.1 Site Al.6 | Shading of REDUCE: reduce Site

and regeneration building(s) by | energy needed for
infrastructure | and deciduous trees | cooling of buildings
systems development RETHINK The use of
trees for carbon
sequestration
Al.7 | Useof REPAIR / Site
vegetation to REFURBISH: restoring
provide damaged wetland
ambient provides higher scores
outdoor cooling | within the assessment
scale of the criterion
A1.10 | Provision and | REDUCE: Indirect Site
quality of relation with the
children’s play | reduction of fuel
area(s) consumption/COyp
emissions by reducing
transportation needs
A1.12 | Provision and | REDUCE: indirect Site
quality of relation with the
bicycle reduction of fuel
pathways and | consumption/CO,p
parking emissions by reducing
transportation needs
A.2 Urban A2.2 | Reducing need | REDUCE: indirect Site
design for commuting | relation with the
transport reduction of fuel
through consumption/COyp
provision of emissions by reducing
mixed uses transportation needs
A2.3 | Impact of REDUCE energy Design
orientation on | consumption via passive
the passive solar systems
solar potential
of building(s)
(continued)

1 Indirect association: no reference/description in the intent, indicator, benchmarks, and generally, in the
structure and content of the criterion. However, we see a clear connection of the type: if this criterion is
met, then, as a consequence, a circularity principle will be served.
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Table 19.13 (continued)
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Issue Category Criterion Association with Level (site,
circularity (employed material,
framework) design,

construction,
management)

A2.5 |Impactof site | REDUCE energy Design
and building consumption from the
orientation on | need of mechanical
natural ventilation systems
ventilation of
building(s)
during warm
season(s)

A2.6 |Impactofsite | REDUCE energy Design
and building consumption from the
orientation on | need of mechanical
natural ventilation systems
ventilation of
building(s)
during cold
season(s)

A.3 Project A3.9 | Provision of REDUCE the impact of | Design
infrastructure surface water water sewage systems
and services management RETHINK: improve
system flood resilience capacity
of the site

A3.13 | Provision of REDUCE: indirect Design
on-site parking | relation with the
facilities for reduction of fuel
private vehicles | consumption/COyp

emissions by reducing
transportation needs

B. Energy and B1. Total life | B1.3 | Consumption of | REDUCE: reduces Design &

resource cycle non-renewable | resources consumption | management
consumption | non-renewable energy for all
energy building
operations
B2.Electrical | B2.1 | Electrical peak | REDUCE: reduce Design
peak demand demand for resources consumption,
building often obtained from
operations fossil-fuel generated
electrical power

(continued)
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Issue Category Criterion Association with Level (site,
circularity (employed material,
framework) design,

construction,
management)

B2.2 | Scheduling of | REDUCE: Related with | Management
building indicator B1.1
operations to
reduce peak
loads on
generating
facilities

C. C.1 Cl.1 | GHG emissions | REDUCE: Reduction of | Materials

Environmental | Greenhouse from energy GHG emissions
loadings gas emissions embodied in considering the entire
original life cycle of materials
construction
materials

Cl1.2 | GHG emissions | REDUCE: Reduction of | Materials &
from energy GHG emissions management
embodied in considering the entire
construction life cycle of materials
materials used
for maintenance
or
replacement(s)

C1.3 | GHG emissions | REDUCE: Reduction of | Materials,
from primary GHG emissions from construction
energy used for | calculated energy use in | &
all purposes in | the building management
facility
operations

C.2 Other C2.1 | Emissions of REDUCE: reduction of | Design &
atmospheric ozone-depleting | emissions, which are management
emissions substances considered as an impact,
during facility | consequence of the
operations implementation of other
circularity indicators

C2.2 | Emissions of REDUCE: reduction of | Design &
acidifying emissions, which are management
emissions considered as an impact,
during facility | consequence of the
operations implementation of other

circularity indicators

C2.3 | Emissions REDUCE: reduction of | Design &

leading to emissions, which are management

photo-oxidants
during facility
operations

considered as an impact,
consequence of the
implementation of other
circularity indicators

(continued)
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Table 19.13 (continued)
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Issue Category Criterion Association with Level (site,
circularity (employed material,
framework) design,

construction,
management)
C.3 Solid and | C3.2 | Solid RECYCLE: considering | Materials &
liquid wastes non-hazardous | future recycling of construction
waste from construction waste
facility
operations sent
off the site
C.5 Other C5.1 | Impact on REDUCE of resources | Site & design
local and access to consumption
regional daylight or considering solar power
impacts solar energy potential
potential of
adjacent
property
E. Service E.1 Safety and | E1.3 | Risk to Related to resilience as | Site & design
quality security occupants and | a general circular
facilities from | economy principle.
flooding Hence, associations
with principles of the
employed framework
are implied:
REDUCE resources
consumption for repair
REUSE/REPAIR
facilities
El.4 |Riskto Related to resilience as | Site & design
occupants and | a general circular
facilities from | economy principle.
windstorms Hence, associations
with principles of the
employed framework
are implied:
REDUCE resources
consumption for repair
REUSE/REPAIR
facilities
E1.9 | Maintenance of | REDUCE: related to Management
core building resilience
functions
during power
outages
E3 E3.1 | Effectiveness of | REDUCE (indirect
Controllability facility impact on energy
management consumption)

control system

(continued)
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Issue Category Criterion Association with Level (site,
circularity (employed material,
framework) design,

construction,
management)
E3.2 | Capability for | REDUCE (indirect Design &
partial impact on energy management
operation of consumption)
facility
technical
systems
E3.3 | Degree of local | REDUCE (indirect Design &
control of impact on energy management
lighting consumption)
systems
E3.4 | Degree of REDUCE (indirect Design &
personal control | impact on energy management
of technical consumption)
systems by
occupants
E.5 E5.5 | On-going REDUCE: ensure the Management
Optimization monitoring and | reduction of energy and
& verification of | water consumption over
maintenance performance time
of operating
performance
F. Social, F.2 Culture F2.4 |Useof REDUCE: could Design &
cultural and and heritage traditional local | encourage reduction of | construction
perceptual materials and the use of high
aspects techniques embodied energy
materials, raw-materials
consumption
G. Cost and G.1 Costand | Gl1.2 |Operating and | REDUCE water and Management
Economic economics maintenance energy consumption
aspects cost

the existence and type of association of each criterion with the 10-R framework. As
also indicated in all other methods, the outlined associations in the following tables
are those that were estimated to exist for each criterion by at least one member of

the sub-group working on SBTool.

The sub-group working on SBTool consisted of five members. In the analysis of
each of the criteria many differences were found between the members of the sub-
group, mainly in the indirect association with circular economy due to the subjectivity
of interpretation of the criteria. In SBTool, there is no direct mention of circular
economy or consideration of CE in the evaluation of the criteria but is implied in the
formulation of the tool since it considers criteria for the entire life cycle process of

buildings.
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The criteria that were more evidently related to CE to all the members of the group,
were the ones that considered life cycle assessment and that were oriented to optimi-
sation, flexibility and adaptability, reduction and efficiency strategies. Finally, just
over a quarter of the total number of criteria considered are presented in Table 19.12
indicating the direct association.'? For instance, within the Flexibility and Adapt-
ability category, all five criteria were found to be directly associated with circularity.
A similar approach emerged in the Use of Materials category, where all five criteria
(with the exception of one underdeveloped criterion, aligned with the principles of
optimisation and minimisation, which was not considered in the present analysis
anyway) are directly contributing to the circular economy concept. The following
categories were also represented by a large number of criteria with a direct asso-
ciation in Table 19.12: Use of Potable Water, Stormwater and Greywater (all three
criteria available), Project Infrastructure and Services (seven out of 11 available),
Total Life Cycle Non-Renewable Energy (three out of 4 available). As well as some
specific single criteria of the following categories are present in Table 19.12: Urban
Design, Solid and Liquid Wastes, Impacts on Project Site, Optimization and Main-
tenance of Operating Performance, Life-cycle cost and others. Regarding the seven
examined issues, it is evident that some of them, like A. Urban, Site and Infrastructure
Systems and B. Energy and Resource Consumption are more strongly represented
in Tables 19.12 and 19.13 than for example G. Cost and Economic Aspects. It is
also important to note that this domination could be also related to the number of
accompanied credits in each issue.

The criteria that were defined with an indirect relationship and approximately
account for just over one-sixth of the total number of criteria, are the ones related
with the GHG, energy consumption and waste reduction since there was a discussion
in the differentiation between circularity and sustainability. This is demonstrated in
categories such as Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Other Atmospheric Emissions
(all three criteria in each category), Controllability (all four criteria), and Electrical
peak demand (all two criteria). In the above-mentioned Urban Design category
there are also criteria with indirect association, which account for the majority of
those available for assessment (four out of five criteria). Site Regeneration and
Development is characterised by the same number of direct and indirect associations
concerning circularity, four for each type out of twelve possible. The remaining
criteria are found individually within their respective categories.

The concept of “Reduce” dominates in indirect associations, while in direct asso-
ciations, it occurs, but not so often, typically in combination with other concepts of
the employed framework. Additionally, there are some criteria that can be included
as CE strategies but do not meet the requirements of proposed methodology, as they
could not be related to the strategies of the 10-R framework, but could be included
in a new aspect, resilience, as seen in the case of the Service Quality issue.

12 The numbers of criteria referred to in this section are based on the maximum scope of application
of the examined version of SBTool for new buildngs; the underdeveloped criteria were not included
in the analysis, while no separate or in any sense special consideration was provided for criteria
applicable for specific cases (large projects, etc.).



620 C. Giarma et al.

In the issue A. Urban site and infrastructure, the most common associations
are with the strategies of “Repair” or’Refurbish”, regarding site regeneration and
“Reduce” or ‘Rethink” when it comes to criteria related to resources consump-
tion for the urban adaptation of buildings. Also, regarding the issues B. Energy and
resource consumption, C. Environmental loadings and G. Cost and economic aspects,
the association with CE is mainly regarding the reduction of resources consumption.

19.4 Conclusions

In this chapter, a first approach to the investigation of the way circularity principles
and concepts are implemented into the structure of well-known buildings’ sustain-
ability assessment methods is attempted. Under this light, observations related to the
sustainability and circularity relationship, as well as the latter’s representation in the
examined methods can be drawn.

A first conclusion lies in the difficulty of establishing clear expert opinions of
what is actually circular within a sustainability-oriented context when specific issues
and criteria are examined. This difficulty was expected, also based on the various
approaches existing for the relationship between sustainability and circularity and
its complex nature, as analysed in the respective section of the chapter. Indeed, as
noted in the respective sections, disagreements among the members of each expert
group examining a method arose. In fact, an absolute consensus in every case was
not reached, at least easily. Indicative of the various expert opinions expressed is
the fact that the specific principles found to be associated with each criterion by the
individual members of each expert group were not the same in all cases.

Of course, differences in the expressed opinions, in terms of whether a type and
a scale (and which one) of association exists for specific issues, can be detected in
the results derived by each group. However, the central issues do present a degree of
homogeneity in the way they were approached in each method. At this point it has to
be highlighted that the whole content of the examined level of each method (crite-
rion, issue) was taken into consideration; this explains the fact that while a criterion
in one tool seems to be associated with the employed CE framework, a criterion
with a similar title in another tool does not. Differentiations among the evaluation
implementation and obstacles encountered for the examined methods arose also due
to the fact that their structures are varying, and that the examination took place at the
lowest autonomously scored level. For example, for DGNB this means the criterion
level, with each criterion encompassing a number of different indicators, while for
SBTool it corresponds to the criterion level, with each criterion being based on one
indicator (i.e., in fact having a narrower scope). Some differentiations were based
on the approaches adopted in each method; for example, in DGNB CE bonuses are
explicitly related to specific criteria.

Another challenge that arose during the process consisted in associating widely
accepted building circularity principles (such as adaptability and resilience) or other
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concepts (e.g. upcycling) with specific circularity strategies of the employed frame-
work. Relevant expert comments and explanations can be found in the “circularity
implementation” section of each method, in the tables and or in the text. One possible
explanation for this difficulty could be related to the fact that the employed 10-
R framework is not oriented towards the building sector exclusively; however, it is
important to note that the scope of the analysis considered both building products and
buildings as products, mitigating this issue for the majority of cases. Clear matching
in such cases may warrant further research and discussion. Furthermore, the devel-
opment of frameworks capable of comprehensively addressing the complexities of
the built environment may be a future goal.

It is interesting to note that the age of the tools may also, to some degree, be
reflected in the language used in its assessment. Early tools such as BREEAM were
created when the waste hierarchy consisted of three levels, reduce, reuse and recycle.
On the other hand, Level(s)’ more explicit alignment with 10-R principles could be
related to its more recent formation, and its adoption of the expanded waste hierarchy
from the literature. In the context of the afore-mentioned example including the oldest
and the most recent methods among the assessed ones in this work, it is worth noting
that i) the head of the Building Research Establishment is reported in stating that
BREEAM will be aligned with Level(s) and ii) BREEAM have recently expanded
their tool to be more explicit in measuring circularity. The latter fact shows the
flexibility which all these tools exhibit, allowing them to adapt and improve on their
sustainability measurements.

Finally, in the majority of the criteria estimated to have an association with circular
economy, more than one level (site, material, design, construction, management) was
found to be implicated. This fact reveals the complexity of the involved issues and
scopes.

It’s worth noting that alternative approaches could have been adopted in the context
of this work, employing a more “narrow” or “broad” interpretation of whether and to
which degree circularity is represented in each criterion. In any case, the presented
results should be treated as indications and preliminary findings, as well as a potential
basis for future work. This might include the broader participation from stakeholders
and researchers, as well as expanded examination of the different methods by a larger
and more diverse group of experts, with almost equivalent number of examiners for
each method. Furthermore, the scope of the study could be extended to encompass
other sustainability assessment methods, other aspects (e.g., existing buildings), and
other scales (e.g., neighbourhood or urban scale).
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