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A B S T R A C T

The implementation of the circular economy is negligible and painfully slow due to insufficient proof of tangible
benefits and awareness of how to implement it. The current geo-political turbulence has the potential to further
slow it down by diverting public sentiment and resources to national security.
This study systematically analyses 74 academic papers using the bibliometric (author co-citation analysis and

bibliographic coupling) and content analysis (quality ranking and thematic coding) methods to explore how
circular economy disruptions can be implemented and managed efficiently.
It identifies three thematic areas (conceptualisation, components, and challenges) where circular economy

disruption research has evolved. Europe’s thought leadership in this research field is evident, as is China’s
growing influence in emerging research areas such as circular entrepreneurship. It introduces green innovations
and Industry 4.0 as enablers for a circular economy-based, resilient, and sustainable global economy.
This study proposes an Industry 4.0-enabled framework for circular economy disruption in which leadership

support, digital infrastructure, and organisational resilience are critical antecedents to adopting Industry 4.0.
Stakeholder engagement and consumer perceptions are key components of the proposed framework, while
sustainability policies and regulations moderate the effectiveness of Industry 4.0 technologies in achieving a
circular economy. The framework’s implementation methodologies include a modular approach accommodating
various enterprise scales and regional conditions. By implementing this framework, countries could reduce de-
pendency on volatile supply chains and promote economic resilience through sharing and transferring circular
economy know-how and Industry 4.0 technologies.

1. Introduction

The global economy needs to transition to a circular economy (CE)
due to heightened environmental risks, the alarmingly fast depletion of
finite resources, and the necessity for sustainable business practices
(Sugg, 2022). The ongoing geo-political conflicts in Europe and the
Middle East further added to the irreversible environmental damage.
Neimark et al. (2024) estimate that emissions from just two months of
the Gaza conflict exceeded the annual carbon output of more than 20
climate-vulnerable nations, highlighting the environmental toll of
modern warfare. While comprehensive carbon accounting for the

Russian invasion of Ukraine is lacking, analysts agree that its scale has
had severe and lasting environmental consequences (Pearce, 2022).
These conflicts form part of a wider pattern of global militarisation,
which is now emerging as an existential threat to climate goals. NATO’s
planned rearmament alone could raise emissions by nearly 200 million
tonnes annually, equivalent to adding a country the size of Pakistan to
the world’s carbon ledger (Gayle, 2025). As military spending rises
sharply across Europe and beyond, this security-driven emissions surge
risks undermining global climate action while intensifying the very
conditions: scarcity, displacement, and conflict, that CE transitions are
meant to mitigate.
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Moreover, the cascading effects of global warming and geo-political
conflicts manifest in fast-increasing prices of commodities (Iliyasu &
Sanusi, 2024), food shortages (Muluneh, 2021), rising heat and
pollution-related health issues, and population displacements (Lenshie
et al., 2022). Such convergence of environmental and geopolitical crises
demands not just technical improvements, but a fundamental shift in
how we conceptualise and enact circularity. Circular Economy Disrup-
tion (CED) responds to this need by framing turbulence not as a barrier,
but as a catalyst for systemic transformation.

Nonetheless, critical issues exist in practice. The global circularity
rate stands at a mere 8.6 % (Circle Economy, 2022). Deloitte (2023)
estimated that only 7.2 % of the 100 billion tons of virgin resources
return to the global economy as recycled materials annually. To gauge
the slow transition, Bain & Company (n.d.) claimed that the path to a
circular business model (CBM) is uncharted territory for most com-
panies, while Saha et al. (2024) argued that unawareness of CED deters
firms’ willingness to become circular.

Acknowledging the pressing issue, Kirchherr et al. (2023), in their
editorial piece, argued that such slow progress is due to the focus of CE
literature on challenges and barriers to adopting CE practices instead of
how CE could be effectively operationalised. Addressing these issues
requires a clearer understanding of how CED has been conceptualised,
evolved, and studied in the existing literature, as well as how it might be
effectively operationalised under conditions of turbulence. This informs
our research questions:

RQ1: How has circular economy disruption (CED) research evolved?
RQ2: What are the main attributes of the current circular economy

disruption (CED) research?
RQ3: How can circular economy disruption (CED) be operational-

ised during socio-economic and geo-political turbulence?
This review consolidates and critiques the emergent literature on

CED using a combined bibliometric and content analysis approach.
Unlike prior reviews that centre on CE implementation or technological
affordances in isolation, our approach explicitly considers the role of
turbulence, leadership, digital infrastructure, and policy in shaping CED.
The resulting I4.0-enabled CED framework provides a novel contribu-
tion by integrating micro, meso, and macro-level enablers of disruptive
circular transitions.

In the subsequent sections of this paper, we present the background
and theoretical framing of CED (Section 2), outline the methodological
approach (Section 3) and report the findings obtained from the reviews
(Section 4). The discussion (Section 5) emphasises the contribution of
these findings and the potential future research directions before
concluding in Section 6.

2. Background

2.1. Conceptualising circular economy disruption (CED)

Blomsma et al. (2023a) define CED as a socio-technical trans-
formation that enables a systemic, rapid, and widespread shift away
from the dominant ‘take-make-use-dispose’ linear model towards more
sustainable and regenerative circular practices. Their WaveS model
conceptualises this process as occurring in both pre-implementation and
post-implementation phases, reflecting the dynamic and often non-
linear nature of circular transitions. Unlike incremental CE adoption
strategies, CED foregrounds disruption, whether through crisis, inno-
vation, or regulation, as a catalyst for deep and structural change across
sectors and systems (European Commission, 2023; Henry et al., 2020).

It is argued that CED can enhance resource efficiency (Unruh, 2018)
and reduce nations’ exposure to geo-political shocks through localised
and resilient supply chains (Hartley et al., 2024). CED can also deliver
competitiveness (Fraccascia, 2019) and corporate social responsibility
(CSR) (Alcayaga et al., 2019) while reducing environmental impact (Dey
et al., 2023) and operating cost (Saha et al., 2021) for both old industries
like textile and clothing (Saha et al., 2024) and new industries such as

space tourism (Paladini & Saha, 2023).
The conceptual utility of CED lies in its potential to reframe

disruption from a risk to an enabler of sustainability. Rather than
treating turbulence as an obstacle, the CED lens encourages firms and
policymakers to view crisis contexts as windows for rapid systemic
innovation. This reframing is particularly relevant in volatile geopolit-
ical and economic contexts, where traditional linear systems are proving
increasingly fragile. However, the conceptual traction of CED remains
limited by a lack of definitional precision and methodological consis-
tency. We realise that it is frequently invoked in normative terms yet
rarely operationalised in a way that enables systematic empirical
investigation or theoretical development.

2.2. Research gap and review rationale

There is a significant uptake of research articles concerning the CE
approach in different industries (Kumar et al., 2021), implementation
challenges (Blomsma et al., 2023a; b), benefits and consumers’ prefer-
ence for sustainable products (Brasche et al., 2023). To this end, Saha
et al. (2024) proposed a multilevel approach to capturing and under-
standing disruptions, encompassing micro (firm), meso (industry), and
macro (national).

Yet, no study systematically addresses CED as a solution to accelerate
CE implementation (Fernando et al., 2023a) during turbulent times or
how firms should forecast and manage it (Droege et al., 2023). Given its
novelty, only a handful of articles (e.g., Henry et al., 2023; Reike et al.,
2023) empirically assessed the concept. Nonetheless, their general-
isability suffers due to limited data and geographic scope (Neligan et al.,
2023), sectoral focus (Arekrans et al., 2023), disproportionate attention
to specific circular strategies (Blomsma et al., 2023b) and a lack of
engagement with emerging innovation ecosystems and cross-sectoral
applications (Kuhlmann et al., 2023).

In addition, the current literature lacks a comprehensive analysis of
how CE principles can be effectively implemented across different so-
cioeconomic systems to respond to such global challenges (Hartley et al.,
2024). For instance, the current geopolitical turbulence can disrupt the
stability of global manufacturing hubs in developing countries and their
pursuit of sustainable development goals (SDGs). It is also apparent that
there needs to be more conceptual studies and systematic literature re-
view (SLR), although there are numerous SLRs in other fields of CE
research (e.g. Lowe et al., 2024; Metic& Pigosso, 2022). Such absence of
review articles limits conceptual clarity and leads to hegemonic scien-
tific concepts regarding CE (Dzhengiz et al., 2023). These discrepancies
between theoretical assumptions and empirical evidence highlight the
need for a more nuanced understanding of CED. Therefore, we aim to
clearly understand the CED research as industries transition from linear
to circular and identify enablers to facilitate the transition during tur-
bulent times.

The rationale of this study is multifaced: first, we target the critical
knowledge deficit on the factors that stimulate CED. Investigating the
methodological and theoretical underpinnings of CED research is
essential to uncover these factors. Snyder (2019) suggested the need for
rigorous literature reviews as the pace of CE research accelerates in a
fragmented (Saha et al., 2024) and interdisciplinary manner.

In this case, an SLR enables a structured synthesis of how CED has
been framed, studied, and applied, thereby informing questions about its
evolution, dominant characteristics, and potential for operationalisation
during periods of turbulence. This review, therefore, provides the
foundation for a robust framework that can support resilient economic
recovery as the global economy grapples with lingering productivity and
supply chain disruptions stemming from geopolitical conflict and the
legacy of the COVID-19 pandemic.

Secondly, the cascading effect of the recent geo-political conflicts in
Eastern Europe and the Middle East is diverting policy focus away from
environmental sustainability towards national security. It is suspected
that the impetus of resourcing the circular transition in Europe and
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elsewhere will lessen as governments allocate more resources for
defence. This could hinder the progress towards a circular economy and
delay the necessary global response to environmental challenges. This
research offers a roadmap for firms to maintain environmental com-
mitments while coping with the resource constraints of increased na-
tional security spending.

Moreover, this review can guide international cooperation by
demonstrating the benefits of CE practices. CE champions like the
Netherlands (national circularity rate of 24.5%) (Circle Economy, 2022)
could form resource efficiency—and sustainability-focused global alli-
ances as a non-traditional security measure to address heightened
geopolitical risks. Such international alliances can enhance global sta-
bility by reducing dependency on volatile supply chains and promoting
economic resilience through shared knowledge and technology transfers
in CE frameworks.

In framing this review, the analysis draws attention to key insights
for managers and policymakers: notably, the need to embed digital ca-
pabilities, foster stakeholder alignment, and anticipate regulatory shifts
in navigating CED. Such insight affirms the growing relevance of CED in
supply chain and logistics contexts, where uncertainty is becoming the
norm.

3. Methodological approach

This research conducts an SLR (Bak et al., 2023) combined with
bibliometric and content analysis. The epistemological position of the
review is critical realism (Bhaskar, 1975) that embraces a mixed-method

approach (Creswell & Clark, 2017) since our bibliometric methods
follow a deductive and quantitative approach while the content analysis
uses an inductive qualitative (Zawacki-Richter et al., 2020) strategy. The
deductive approach of bibliometric review identifies overarching trends,
assesses the relative impact of different articles, and provides a
comprehensive picture of the field’s intellectual structure. On the other
hand, the content analysis introduces qualitative dimensions, enriching
our understanding with contextual insights and depth.

3.1. Identification of literature

We applied the PRISMA approach to conduct the SLR. The initial
search was conducted through the Scopus database (Donthu et al., 2021)
on 17 November 2023 based on keywords (“Circular economy”) AND
(Disrupt*) for search within “the title, abstract and keyword”.

We deliberately chose not to include interchangeably used keywords
such as ‘sustainable business models’, ’resource efficiency’, ’techno-
logical innovation’, and ’digital transformation’ to maintain the focus
on the CED. Including these terms would have broadened the scope
excessively, capturing a vast array of topics that, while relevant to CE, do
not directly address our core interest in transformative and disruptive
changes. Besides, keywords such as ’technological innovation’ and
’digital transformation’, often embedded within broader discussions of
disruption, were already captured in our primary search term ’Disrupt*’,
ensuring that our review focused on literature where technology
explicitly drives or results from disruptive changes. Fig. 1 represents the
details of the selection process. The keyword search captured 365

Fig. 1. Selection process based on PRISMA method ().
Source: Rethlefsen et al., 2021
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articles.
Following a filtering and rigorous quality assessment process using

the Chartered Association of Business Schools (CABS) and/or the
Australian Business Deans Council (ABDC) journal quality lists, we
selected 76 documents. During the final screening step, article abstracts
were evaluated to ensure their relevance to the research questions. As a
result, two documents were identified as irrelevant and subsequently
removed from the sample. Finally, 74 documents were selected as a final
sample for bibliometric analysis and content analysis (Table 1).

3.2. Bibliometric review process

In the bibliometric review, author co-citation and bibliographic
coupling of documents are employed to uncover diverse citation pat-
terns and cluster-related documents. The author co-citation analysis
involves assessing the co-citation frequency of each author’s work to
achieve three key objectives: (i) identifying influential scholars in a
specific research field, (ii) uncovering connections between scholars,
and (iii) gaining insight into main ideas and development direction
within the research domain (Donthu et al., 2021).

On the other hand, bibliographic coupling examines the degree of
similarity between the reference lists of different academic articles. It
involves identifying articles that cite similar references, indicating a
shared conceptual foundation (Vogel et al., 2021) and revealing the
emerging area in a specific field. The bibliometric analysis sheds light on
the fundamental intellectual structure of the CED field and reveals the
networks of collaborative communication among CE scholars (Saha
et al., 2025). This analysis generates visual maps and co-citation net-
works using the VOSviewer (Van Eck & Waltman, 2017) tool.

3.3. Content analysis process

Content analysis is a systematic, methodical, and organised reading
of literature for replicable and comprehensive interpretations of data
(Moldavska & Welo, 2017). We set coding criteria for contributions to
advancing CE implementation within critical thematic areas, analysing
theoretical foundations, and suggesting innovative research directions,
frameworks, or methodologies to progress CED research for each article.
The coding process captured these articles’ content (e.g., CBM, start-ups
and public authorities’ role in accelerating CE, barriers, and drivers, I4.0
to sustain CE practices, and methodological approaches).

Each article was independently ranked against the three RQs using 1
(low), 2 (medium) and 3 (high) scoring techniques to reach a total score
of importance (Saha et al., 2025; Vogel et al., 2021). Responses scoring
seven or higher are categorised as high, those falling between four and
six are considered medium, and any score below four is labelled as low.
The details of this categorisation are presented in Appendix 1. Two
Postgraduate management students were trained to follow a compre-
hensive coding reference guide under the supervision of the first author,
who independently examined all coded documents to adjust if there
were discrepancies. And thus, we classified 74 articles into three cate-
gories: high (52), medium (16), and low (6).

4. Results and analysis

This section represents the findings of our bibliometric review and
content analysis.

4.1. Bibliometric review: Evolution of CE-TC knowledge domain (RQ 1)

The citation analysis directly correlates with the content of the
studies by mapping the intellectual structure of the CED research field.
Through author co-citation analysis and bibliographic coupling, we can
identify relationships between studies based on how frequently specific
authors or papers are cited. This clustering of citations reveals key
themes, methodologies, and theoretical frameworks within the

Table 1
Selected literature based on PRISMA method for bibliometric analysis and
content analysis.

No Authors Source title Journal
indexa

Relevance to
review scope

1 Abdul-Hamid et al.
(2021)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

High

2 Adelodun et al.
(2021)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2/
ABDC A

High

3 Agarwal et al.
(2022)

Journal of Asia Business
Studies

CABS 1/
ABDC C

High

4 Åkerman et al.
(2020)

Geoforum CABS 2 High

5 Alcayaga et al.
(2019)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2/
ABDC A

High

6 Andersson and
Buser (2022)

Construction
Management and
Economics

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

High

7 Bai et al. (2022a) Industrial Marketing
Management

CABS 1/
ABDC C

High

8 Bai et al. (2022b) Operations
Management Research

CABS 1/
ABDC C

High

9 Blomsma et al.
(2023a)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3/
ABDC A

High

10 Carraresi and
Bröring (2021)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2/
ABDC A

High

11 Chandel et al.
(2024)

International Journal of
Quality and Reliability
Management

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

Medium

12 Chaouni
Benabdellah et al.
(2023)

Benchmarking CABS 1 High

13 Cherrafi et al.
(2022)

TQM Journal CABS 1 High

14 Cother (2020) Action Learning:
Research and Practice

CABS 1/
ABDC C

Medium

15 Dey et al. (2023) International Journal of
Production Research

CABS 3/
ABDC A

High

16 Droege et al. (2023) Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3 /
ABDC A

High

17 Dwivedi and Paul
(2022)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3 /
ABDC A

High

18 Dwivedi et al.
(2023a)

International Journal of
Logistics Management

CABS 3 /
ABDC A

High

19 Dwivedi et al.
(2023b)

Technological
Forecasting and Social
Change

CABS 3/
ABDC A

Medium

20 Esposito et al.
(2017)

Thunderbird
International Business
Review

CABS 2/
ABDC B

Medium

21 Ethirajan et al.
(2021)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3/
ABDC A

High

22 Faridi and Mir
(2022)

Emerald Emerging
Markets Case Studies

CABS 1 Low

23 Fernando et al.
(2023a)

Journal of Science and
Technology Policy
Management

CABS 1 High

24 Fernando et al.
(2023b)

International Journal of
Logistics Research and
Applications

CABS 1/
ABDC C

Medium

25 Finn et al. (2020) International Journal of
Technology
Management and
Sustainable
Development

CABS 1/
ABDC C

High

26 Fraccascia (2019) International Journal of
Production Economics

CABS 3/
ABDC A

Medium

27 García-quevedo
et al. (2020)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3/
ABDC A

High

28 Garmulewicz et al.
(2018)

California Management
Review

CABS 3/
ABDC A

Medium

29 Gavrila Gavrila and
de Lucass Ancillo
(2021)

Technological
Forecasting and Social
Change

CABS 3 /
ABDC A

Medium

30 Giovanardi et al.
(2023)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

Medium

(continued on next page)

K. Saha et al.



Cleaner Logistics and Supply Chain 16 (2025) 100227

5

literature, allowing us to connect citation patterns to the substantive
content of the research.

4.1.1. Author co-citation analysis (cited authors)
The author co-citation analysis (Fig. 2) illustrates the network of co-

cited authors, revealing the interconnected relationships among them,
while the inter-cluster connections and co-citation relationships reveal
the cross-pollination of ideas between clusters (Donthu et al., 2021).
Fig. 2 represents a network containing 52 nodes and 1281 links; each
node indicates an author, and each node’s size reflects the author’s
citation frequency. The thickness of the lines denotes the link strength
(LS), indicating the frequency of joint citations between two authors and
the strength of their association.

The most prominent cluster (green) showcases a dense network of
authors (e.g., Mangla S.K. (49 citations, LS 2284) with substantial node
sizes and thick interconnecting lines, indicating a high degree of co-
citation. This suggests that the authors in the green cluster are central
figures within this research domain, frequently referenced in the liter-
ature, and likely contributing foundational theories or widely accepted
methodologies. In contrast, the blue cluster (e.g., Gunasekaran A. [58
citations, LS 2696] and Ivanov D. [50 citations, LS 2258] shows slightly
less connectivity compared to the green, implying that the authors in
this cluster represent an emerging field or a sub-discipline gaining
traction (e.g., I4.0 technologies on sustaining CE practices), but perhaps
not as established as the one represented by the green cluster. Although
less established than the green cluster, the authors in this group are
rapidly gaining influence, reflecting a growing interest in the application
of digital transformation tools to improve CBM and enhance supply
chain sustainability.

The red cluster stands out due to several nodes with strong linkages
(e.g., Kirchherr J. [60 citations, LS 1451]), forming a tight-knit com-
munity of highly cited authors (e.g., Bocken, Hekkert and others). The
visualisation also reveals thinner lines stretching between clusters,
indicating inter-cluster connections and co-citation relationships be-
tween authors in red (e.g., Geissdoerfer), green (e.g., Mangla), blue (e.g.,
Gunasekaran) and yellow (e.g., Sarkis) clusters with a different research
focus. These links point to the cross-pollination of ideas for novel
research directions. For instance, authors like Kirchherr J. and Geiss-
doerfer M. in the red cluster are linked to Mangla S.K. in the green
cluster and Gunasekaran A. in the blue cluster, indicating significant

Table 1 (continued )

No Authors Source title Journal
indexa

Relevance to
review scope

31 Gupta and Singh
(2021)

International Journal of
Logistics Research and
Applications

CABS 1 High

32 Hatzfeld et al.
(2022)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

High

33 Hosseini-motlagh
et al. (2020)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

Medium

34 Julkovski et al.
(2023)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3 /
ABDC A

High

35 Kandasamy et al.
(2023)

Operations
Management Research

CABS 1/
ABDC C

High

36 Kahupi et al. (2021) Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

High

37 Karmaker et al.
(2023)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

High

38 Kayikci et al.
(2022)

Journal of Enterprise
Information
Management

CABS 2/
ABDC A

High

39 Kirbac et al. (2023) Foresight CABS 1 /
ABDC C

High

40 Kirchherr et al.
(2023)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3/
ABDC A

High

41 Krstić et al. (2023) British Food Journal CABS 1 /
ABDC B

High

42 Kuhlmann et al.
(2023)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3 /
ABDC A

High

43 Kunttu (2021) Technology Innovation
Management Review

CABS 1 /
ABDC C

Low

44 Lapko et al. (2019) Journal of Industrial
Ecology

CABS 2 Medium

45 Lazarevic et al.
(2022)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

High

46 Le et al. (2023) European Journal of
Innovation
Management

CABS 1 /
ABDC C

Medium

47 Lekan et al. (2021) Economic Geography CABS 4/
ABDC A

High

48 Liaros (2020) Smart and Sustainable
Built Environment

ABDC C Low

49 Liu et al. (2022) Operations
Management Research

CABS 1/
ABDC C

High

50 Mukherjee et al.
(2021)

Operations
Management Research

CABS 1 /
ABDC C

High

51 Nandi et al. (2021) International Journal of
Logistics Research and
Applications

CABS 2 High

52 Nandi et al. (2023) Industrial Management
and Data Systems

CABS 1 High

53 Närvänen et al.
(2021)

Industrial Marketing
Management

CABS 3 /
ABDC A

High

54 Neligan et al.
(2023)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3/
ABDC A

High

55 Niskanen et al.
(2020)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2/
ABDC A

High

56 Norris (2019) Business History CABS 4/
ABDC A

Medium

57 Pasteris et al.
(2022)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2/
ABDC A

Low

58 Piyathanavong
et al. (2022)

Operations
Management Research

CABS 1/
ABDC C

High

59 Rajala et al. (2018) California Management
Review

CABS 3/
ABDC A

High

60 Reike et al. (2023) Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3 /
ABDC A

High

61 Rollin et al. (2022) Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

Low

62 Sajjad et al. (2024) Journal of Retailing and
Consumer Services

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

High

63 Saritas and
Proskuryakova
(2017)

Foresight CABS 1/
ABDC C

Low

64 Sehnem et al.
(2022a)

Sustainable
Development

ABDC C High

Table 1 (continued )

No Authors Source title Journal
indexa

Relevance to
review scope

65 Sehnem et al.
(2022b)

Business Strategy and
the Environment

CABS 3/
ABDC C

High

66 St. Clair et al.
(2023)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2/
ABDC A

High

67 Sugg (2022) Journal of Fashion
Marketing and
Management

CABS 1/
ABDC B

High

68 Talens Peiró et al.
(2020)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2/
ABDC A

Medium

69 Unruh (2018) California Management
Review

CABS 3/
ABDC A

Medium

70 Van Opstal and
Borms (2023)

Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2/
ABDC A

High

71 Vargas-Sánchez
(2018)

Worldwide Hospitality
and Tourism Themes

CABS 1/
ABDC C

Medium

72 Vines et al. (2023) Journal of Cleaner
Production

CABS 2 /
ABDC A

High

73 Xin et al. (2022) Operations
Management Research

CABS 1/
ABDC C

High

74 Yazdani et al.
(2019)

Management Decision CABS 2/
ABDC B

High

a We followed CABS 2021 journal ranking as this quality process was con-
ducted during November-December 2023. The CABS 2024 ranking was not
available at this time.
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cross-disciplinary collaboration. These inter-cluster connections
demonstrate how different areas of CED research, such as policy
frameworks, circular business models (CBMs), and digital innovations,
are influencing each other, leading to novel research directions that
integrate these themes. Here, we see that the works of highly cited au-
thors form part of a larger research cluster (e.g., Mangla and Gunase-
karan for supply chain resilience and technological enablers). The
correlation between citation analysis and study content is evident in
how these co-cited authors have shaped the field, providing insights into
key concepts of CSC and I4.0.

Fig. 2 also reveals the geographical and sectoral leadership in CED

research. European researchers dominate discussions on policy and
regulatory frameworks for CE implementation, while Chinese re-
searchers are increasingly contributing to areas like circular entrepre-
neurship and the application of I4.0 in emerging sectors. The geographic
distribution (further discussed in Section 3.2) of the research focus in-
dicates the global nature of CED research and the varying priorities
across regions.

Thus, the author’s co-citation analysis reveals the intellectual land-
scape of CED research, highlighting key thought leaders, emerging sub-
fields, and the cross-pollination of ideas that drive innovation in the
field. These insights provide a foundation for understanding the

Fig. 2. Co-citation of authors (UoA: Cited Authors).

Fig. 3. Bibliometric coupling (UoA: documents).
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evolution of CED research and identifying future directions, particularly
in integrating I4.0 technologies with CE principles.

4.1.2. Bibliographic coupling (documents)
Bibliometric coupling analysis groups documents based on shared

references to reveal the intellectual cohesion within specific research
clusters. We applied the VOSviewer software to produce a bibliometric
map of 74 documents (Fig. 3); however, only 68 documents were sub-
jected to analysis, as it is the most extensive set of connected items.

Based on Fig. 2, the bibliometric coupling analysis represents six
clusters formed by 929 links. Table 2 presents the composition of each
cluster, including authors, primary topic, methodology, and total link
strength (LS) of the articles. By categorising literature into these clusters,
we bridge the gap between quantitative citation analysis and the qual-
itative themes emerging from the studies. This process ensures that the
citation analysis reveals intellectual relationships and the substantive
content trends in CED research, such as the influence of I4.0, policy-
driven circular practices, and green innovation.

The LS of a document indicates the degree of relatedness between
documents within each cluster. A higher link strength indicates a
stronger relationship between the documents, suggesting they share a
larger number of references in common. For example, Blomsma et al.
(2023a) have the highest LS (121) in Cluster 1 (red), as it shares a sig-
nificant number of references with other documents in Cluster 1. We also
found that Cluster 1 focuses heavily on conceptualising CED and
developing CBMs. This document appears to be a seminal work in
conceptualising CED. In Cluster 2 (green), Bai et al. (2022b) and Gupta
& Singh (2021) are impactful works (LS 116 and 112, respectively) in
the assessment of the implications of I4.0 on CE implementation. These
works highlight the transformative potential of digital technologies in
enhancing supply chain resilience and operational sustainability.

With a similar focus, Neligan et al. (2023) occupy the second-highest
LS (109) in Cluster 3 (blue), and Nandi et al. (2021, 2023) have the two
highest LSs in Cluster 5 (purple). On the other hand, Cluster 4 (yellow)
focuses on the risk assessment of the CSC. Ethirajan et al. (2021) tops the
table in this cluster with 128 LS, whereas Bai et al. (2022a) and Yazdani
et al. (2019) influence this stream of literature with their empirical
works receiving 116 and 82 LS, respectively. Cluster 6 (turquoise) is the
smallest, with two publications: Sehnem et al. (2022a) (LS 11) and
Cother (2020) (LS 2), indicating a nascent or highly specialised field of
research on circular entrepreneurs. It is intriguing that Droege et al.
(2023), Närvänen et al. (2021) and Van Opstal and Borms (2023) from
Cluster 1 also discussed circular entrepreneurship (Table 2).

Fig. 3 shows that the authors in the red cluster (e.g., Alcayaga et al.,
2019; Garcia-Quevdo, 2020; Kahupi et al., 2021) provide foundational
frameworks that have shaped subsequent research. In contrast, the green
and blue clusters focus on the technological impacts of I4.0 on CBM and
CSC. Documents in these clusters, such as Bai et al. (2022b) and Gupta&
Singh (2021), highlight how digital technologies enhance operational
efficiency and sustainability within CSCs. The clustering of these docu-
ments reveals the thematic diversity within CED research, with a strong
focus on how technological innovation drives the adoption of circular
practices in industries.

We also apply the density visualisation (Fig. 4) technique to present
the concentration of specific attributes (e.g., documents, keywords, or
authors) within a network based on the frequency of their occurrence or
the strength of their links. Fig. 4 presents the gradation from yellow to
green and blue, suggesting a spectrum of relevance or interconnected-
ness. In the centre (yellow), we have highly connected works such as
Nandi et al. (2021), Alcayaga et al. (2019), and García-Quevedo et al.
(2020) as central nodes, indicating high connectivity and influence
within the CED knowledge network. Moving outward, the intercon-
nectedness and, presumably, the shared reference count diminish.
Norris (2019) and Gavrila Gavrila and de Lucas Ancillo (2021) might
draw on different literature or contribute new perspectives (in this case,
circular entrepreneurs or stakeholder engagement) that have not yet

Table 2
Analysis of Clusters data.

Count Author Main topic Method Link
strength

  Cluster 1
(Documents 21)

 

1 Blomsma et al.
(2023a)

Conceptualisation of
circular disruption

Concept
framework

121

2 Alcayaga et al.
(2019)

Circular business
model

Literature
review

114

3 Kirchherr et al.
(2023)

Conceptualisation
and characterisation
of circular disruption

Literature
review

104

4 Närvänen et al.
(2021)

Circular
Entrepreneurship

Qualittaive
interview (n =

9)

92

5 Niskanen et al.
(2020)

The role of
stakeholders in speed
up CE

Literature
review

88

6 Hatzfeld et al.
(2022)

Circularity
challenges

Case study (n =

2)
69

7 García-quevedo
et al. (2020)

Barriers to develop
CE

SME survey (n
= 441)

66

8 Droege et al.
(2023)

Circular
Entrepreneurship

Qualitative
interviews (n =

24)

66

9 Julkovski et al.
(2023)

Circular business
model

Two countries
comparative
case study
(interviews
data, n = 22)

63

10 Van Opstal and
Borms (2023)

Circular
Entrepreneurship

Quantitative
survey (n= 165)

55

11 Reike et al.
(2023)

The role of
stakeholders in speed
up CE

Qualitative
interviews (n =

29)

51

12 Lekan et al.
(2021)

Challenges to
develop CE

Qualitative
interviews (n =

13)

48

13 Andersson and
Buser (2022)

Challenges to
develop CE

Qualitative
interviews (n =

31)

39

14 Adelodun et al.
(2021)

The impact of CE on
sustainability

Literature
review

38

15 Kahupi et al.
(2021)

The role of
stakeholders in speed
up CE

Qualitative
interviews (n =

15)

37

16 Akerman et al.
(2020)

Circular business
model

Qualitative
interviews (n =

14)

31

17 Lazarevic et al.
(2022)

Policy and
Regulatory
Frameworks to
develop CE

Literature
review

27

18 Vines et al.
(2023)

Policy and
Regulatory
Frameworks to
develop CE

Case study (n =

1)
24

19 Finn et al.
(2020)

Drivers to develop
CE

Case study 21

20 Norris (2019) Circular business
model

Case study 6

21 Gavrila Gavrila
and de Lucass
Ancillo (2021)

Drivers to develop
CE

Qualitative
interview (n =

20)

3

  Cluster 2
(Documents 15)

 

1 Bai et al.
(2022b)

Impact of I4.0
technologies on
sustaining CE
practices

Case study 116

2 Gupta and Singh
(2021)

Impact of I4.0
technologies on
sustaining CE
practices

Literature
review

112

(continued on next page)
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Table 2 (continued )

Count Author Main topic Method Link
strength

3 Abdul-Hamid
et al. (2021)

Drivers of I4.0 in the
sustaining CE
practices

Literature
review

97

4 Dwivedi et al.
(2023b)

CE practices in
supply chains

Literature
review

94

5 Kayikci et al.
(2022)

Circular supply chain Literature
review

88

6 Agarwal et al.
(2022)

Sustainable supply
chain management

Quantitative
survey (n = 29)

64

7 K et al. (2023) Barriers to the
adoption of CE

Quantitative 64

8 Karmaker et al.
(2023)

Improve SSC by I4.0 Quantitative
survey (n= 200)

65

9 Dey et al. (2023) Improve SSC by
disruptive
technologies

Quantitative
survey (n= 280)

62

10 Piyathanavong
et al. (2022)

Improve SSC by I4.0 Case studies (n
= 3)

61

11 Fernando et al.
(2023a)

Improve SSC by
disruptive
technologies

Quantitative
survey (n= 130)

55

12 Xin et al. (2022) Improve SSC by I4.0 Quantitative 56
13 Sajjad et al.

(2024)
Customer behaviour
towards circular
products

Quantitative
survey (n= 994)

30

14 Le et al. (2023) Business model
innovations (BMI)

Quantitative
survey (n = 467
samples)

18

15 Dwivedi et al.
(2023b)

Sustaining CE
practices by
disruptive
technologies

Literature
review

4

  Cluster 3
(Document 15)

 

1 Kirbac et al.
(2023)

Theoretical roots of
CSC

Literature
review

115

2 Neligan et al.
(2023)

Digitalisation as a
driver of circular
business models

Quantitative
survey (n-895)

109

3 Kuhlmann et al.
(2023)

Circular business
model innovation

Case studies (n
= 2)

90

4 Cherrafi et al.
(2022)

Digital technologies
as an enabler to
support sustainable
supply chain
management

Qualitative
interviews (n =

15)

45

5 Rajala et al.
(2018)

Develop more
competitive closed-
loop systems by
business model
innovators

Qualitative
interviews (n =

35)

40

6 Carraresi and
Bröring (2021)

How does business
model redesign foster
resilience in
emerging circular
value chains?

Case studies (n
= 4)

40

7 Fernando et al.
(2023b)

Digital technologies
as an enabler of
sustainable supply
chain

Literature
review

19

8 Garmulewicz
et al. (2018)

Disruptive
Technology (3D
printing) as an
Enabler of the
Circular Economy

Case studies (n
= 3)

16

9 Lapko et al.
(2019)

Moving towards
circular supply chain

Qualitative
interviews (n =

10)

16

10 Vargas-Sánchez
(2018)

Challenges and
opportunities of
Tourism industry
from transition
towards CE

Literature
review

15

Table 2 (continued )

Count Author Main topic Method Link
strength

11 Unruh (2018) Disruptive
Technology (3D
printing) as an
Enabler of the
Circular Economy

Qualitative
interviews (n =

12)

13

12 Hosseini-
motlagh et al.
(2020)

Moving towards
circular supply chain

Case study (n =

3)
5

13 Esposito et al.
(2017)

Examine how the
circular model is
pushing companies
to come up with
disruptive
technology

Literature
review

2

14 Fraccascia
(2019)

Mapping the physical
and monetary flows
resulting from
Industrial symbiosis
business model
among companies

Case study (n =

2)
1

15 Talens Peiró
et al. (2020)

Waste management
and Critical raw
materials

Case study (n =

1)
1

  Cluster 4
(Document 9)

 

1 Ethirajan et al.
(2021)

Risk assessment of
adopting sustainable
circular supply chain

Literature
review

128

2 Bai et al.
(2022a)

Risk assessment of
adopting sustainable
circular supply chain

Quantitative 116

3 Liu et al. (2022) Improve SSC by
disruptive
technologies

Quantitative
Survey (n =

277)

111

4 Yazdani et al.
(2019)

Risk assessment of
adopting sustainable
circular supply chain

Quantitative 82

5 St. Clair et al.
(2023)

Risk assessment of
adopting sustainable
circular supply chain

Observational
workshop

73

6 Krstić et al.
(2023)

Risk assessment of
adopting sustainable
circular supply chain

Quantitative 48

7 Sehnem et al.
(2022a)

The role of startups
to accelerate CE

Qualitative
interviews (n =

50)

46

8 Sugg (2022) Challenges to
develop CE

Qualitative
interviews (n =

3)

28

9 Giovanardi et al.
(2023)

Role of the Internet
of Things (IoT) to
support CE principles

Qualitative
interviews (n =

8)

15

  Cluster 5
(Documents 6)

 

1 Nandi et al.
(2021)

Investigate the
relationship between
the circular digital
supply chains and
Blockchain
Technology (BT)

Qualitative
interviews (n =

24)

133

2 Nandi et al.
(2023)

Digital supply chain Concept
framework

132

3 Chaouni
Benabdellah
et al. (2023)

Investigate the role
of BT in shaping
circular digital
supply chain

Literature
review

77

4 Dwivedi and
Paul (2022)

Provide a framework
for digital supply
chains

Qualitative
interviews (n =

5)

58

5 Mukherjee et al.
(2021)

Evaluate the
significance of

Literature
review

31

(continued on next page)
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been as widely referenced but are beginning to gain traction in the
literature. Through density visualisation, we demonstrate the promi-
nence of certain topics within CED literature while highlighting newer
areas of inquiry that are likely to become more influential over time.

4.1.3. Key topic areas and Cluster overlaps
Bibliographic coupling allows us to group studies based on shared

references, which helps to identify thematic clusters within the litera-
ture. Studies that cite similar references are likely to explore related
topics. We identified seven key topics (from conceptual exploration to
applied implementation challenges) present across different clusters
(Table 3). Examining these overlapping themes provides a comprehen-
sive perspective of CED research. This demonstrates how citation pat-
terns reflect the content of the studies by aligning quantitative citation
data with the qualitative themes emerging from the studies.

For instance, the roles of I4.0 are evident across clusters 2, 3, and 4,
each examining different aspects of such technologies. Cluster 2 presents
how I4.0 can be practically applied for operational advantages, while
Cluster 3 expands the discussion to the broader impact of digital trans-
formation on CBMs. CBM is also significant within Clusters 1, 2, and 3,
with the most extensive discussion in Cluster 3. Improving SSC through
I4.0 is a common thread that also overlaps in Clusters 2, 3, 4, and 5, with

Cluster 5 entirely dedicated to exploring this intersection. Table 3 shows
that 48 % of documents have undertaken digital tech and risk managing
its adoption as a critical enabler for CED. At the same time, Cluster 4
focuses on the risks and strategic management involved in implementing
I4.0 within supply chains. Such an overwhelming presence of I4.0
technologies reflects a keen interest in how digitalisation and innovation
can redefine CED business models.

Similarly, there is widespread acknowledgement of stakeholders’
role (Clusters 1, 2, and 4) in CE development. As Kirchherr et al. (2023)
critiqued earlier, the recurring themes of barriers to CE development are
present across Clusters 1 to 4. The overlaps also indicate current
research trends and areas where further investigation could benefit CED.
Thus, we traced the evolution of these research themes by connecting
the citation frequency with the substantive content trends in CED
research. We discussed these themes in detail in the following content
analysis section.

While the clustering and topics presented in Tables 2 and 3 group
documents based on thematic areas, a temporal perspective reveals how
key research topics have evolved in response to external factors and
technological advances (Table 4). For example, early works like Esposito
et al. (2017) and Unruh (2018) laid the groundwork by examining how
disruptive technologies, such as 3D printing, reshape CBMs. These early
studies focused on the theoretical potential of digital innovations in
circular practices. By the early 2020s, CED research evolved to address
global challenges like climate change, trade wars, and geopolitical
conflicts, exposing the fragility of global supply chains.

This period, from 2020 to 2022, saw a shift toward the practical
application of I4.0 technologies, such as blockchain, AI, and IoT, in
enabling circular practices. Studies by Bai et al. (2022b) and Gupta &
Singh (2021) exemplify this shift, as they examined how digital tech-
nologies enhance supply chain resilience and mitigate reliance on global
value chains. The increased importance of I4.0 is reflected in Table 3,
where disruptive technologies and I4.0 account for 38 % prevalence
across Clusters 2, 3, and 5. This evolution also corresponds with policy-
driven initiatives, such as the European Green Deal and China’s Circular
Economy Action Plan, which accelerated research into circular entre-
preneurship (e.g., Sehnem et al., 2022a) and stakeholder engagement (e.
g., Reike et al., 2023).

As the field continued advancing, the focus broadened to include risk
management and supply chain resilience, especially in response to

Table 2 (continued )

Count Author Main topic Method Link
strength

blockchain-enabled
supply chains

6 Chandel et al.
(2024)

Versatility of
blockchain
technology in
disrupting business
processes

Literature
review

9

  Cluster 6
(Documents 2)

 

1 Sehnem et al.
(2022a)

Circular
Entrepreneurs

Qualitative
interviews (n =

50)

11

2 Cother (2020) Circular
Entrepreneurs

Quantitative
Survey (n = 5)

2

Fig. 4. Density visualisation according to link strengths (UoA: documents).
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external shocks like the COVID-19 pandemic and the Russian invasion of
Ukraine. Studies by Krstić et al. (2023) and St. Clair et al. (2023) are
notable examples of CSC to mitigate risk in the food supply chain. This
period, from 2023 to the present, is characterised by a growing emphasis
on risk mitigation and circular entrepreneurship, as seen in Cluster 4
(57 % prevalence for risk assessment) and Cluster 5 (100 % overlap for
digital supply chains and blockchain technology). Table 4 presents the
temporal evolution of research topics in three different periods between
2017 to the present day.

4.2. Content analysis: Attributes of CED research (RQ2)

Our bibliometric analysis laid the foundation for the content anal-
ysis. In our content analysis, we discovered major research themes,
geographical scope, methodological approaches and industries adopting
CED. Fig. 5 displays these attributes of CED research.

4.2.1. Key thematic focus of CED research
Considering the thematic overlaps identified through bibliographic

analysis, we categorise those aforementioned seven key topics (Table 3)
into four overarching themes: (i) the concept of CED, (ii) key compo-
nents of CED, (iii) digitalisation as an enabler of CED and (iv) challenges

to CED.
The concept of CED (5 %) primarily focuses on defining its principles

and positioning it within sustainability discourse. Early contributions,
such as Blomsma et al. (2023a) and Kirchherr et al. (2023), establish the
theoretical foundation, while research like Neligan et al. (2023) evalu-
ates its environmental, economic, and social impacts. A significantly
larger portion of the literature (40 %) (e.g., Carraresi and Bröring, 2021;
Kirbac et al., 2023; Rajala et al., 2018) is dedicated to the key compo-
nents that drive CED implementation. Central to this discussion are
CBMs (21 %), which explore strategies for sustainable value creation
across industries. Another essential component is the role of stake-
holders (18 %) in accelerating CED adoption, highlighting the contri-
butions of startups, policymakers, and consumers (Närvänen et al.,
2021; Lazarevic et al., 2022). The role of digitalisation as an enabler of
CED (35 %) is another dominant research theme. I4.0 technologies (10
%) are recognised for their role in improving efficiency, resource opti-
misation, and CSCs (Bai et al., 2022a; Dwivedi et al., 2023a; Gupta and
Singh, 2021). Disruptive technologies (12 %), such as IoT and AI, are
further explored in supply chain management to enhance sustainability
(Dey et al., 2023; Karmaker et al., 2023). A growing area of interest is
Blockchain Technology (BT) and Viable Circular Digital Supply Chains
(VCDSCs) (14 %), where research investigates the role of blockchain-
based traceability in reducing risks and improving supply chain trans-
parency (Mukherjee et al., 2021; Nandi et al., 2021).

Despite these advancements, 20 % of research highlights challenges
in CED adoption, with circular supply chain risks (10 %) and barriers to
CE (10 %), such as policy gaps, technological constraints, and resistance
to change (Ethirajan et al., 2021; Sugg, 2022). Recognising these chal-
lenges, we propose an I4.0-enabled CED framework that provides
companies with a structured approach to mitigating these barriers in
Section 4.3.

While these thematic insights provide a comprehensive under-
standing of CED research, the methodological approaches employed in
the literature reveal notable limitations. The field remains heavily
reliant on qualitative methods, particularly case studies (32 %) (e.g., Bai
et al., 2022a; Kuhlmann et al., 2023), which primarily focus on firm-
level and regional applications of CE principles. Research on barriers
to adoption, stakeholder collaboration, and CBMs predominantly em-
ploys qualitative methods. In contrast, quantitative approaches (23
%)—including surveys (15 %) (e.g., Liu et al., 2022) and statistical
modelling techniques such as structural equation modelling (SEM) (e.g.,
Dey et al., 2023) and stepwise weight assessment ratio analysis
(SWARA) (e.g., Yazdani et al., 2019)—have been used to assess the
impact of I4.0 and risk factors associated with CE adoption. However,
the lack of longitudinal studies and big data analytics restricts our ability
to track CED adoption over time and evaluate its long-term impact
across industries.

Table 3
Topic prevalence and cluster overlaps.

Main topics Prevalence of
topic across all
clusters (%)

Topic
overlaps

Overarching
themes

1 Impact of disruptive
technologies and I4.0

38 Clusters 2
(34 %), 3(34
%), 4(10 %),
5(100 %)

Digitalisation as
an enabler of
CED

2 Conceptualisation of
CED

18 Clusters 1
(10 %), 6
(100 %)

Concept of CED

3 CBM 15 Clusters 1
(22 %), 2(6
%), 3(60 %)

Key components
of CED

4 Indicators (barriers,
drivers, and
challenges) to develop
CE

10 Clusters 1
(26 %), 2 (6
%), 3(6 %),
4 (23 %)

Challenges to
CED

5 Risk assessment of
adopting digital
technology

10 Cluster 4
(57 %)

Digitalisation as
an enabler of
CED

6 Role of stakeholders in
CED

9 Clusters 1
(37 %), 2 (6
%), 4 (10 %)

Key components
of CED

7 Impact of CE on
sustainability

1 Cluster 1 (5
%)

Concept of CED

Table 4
Temporal evolution of research topics according to external influences.

Time period Key research topics External influences Representative studies Focus area Number
of articles

2017–2019 Conceptualisation and Early
Adoption of CED

Early environmental awareness and focus
on resource efficiency and sustainable
business practices.

Esposito et al. (2017),
Lapko et al. (2019),
Rajala et al. (2018)

Examining how disruptive technologies
(e.g., 3D printing) enable circular models.
Mapping the early adoption of CBMs.

10

2020–2022 Technological Disruption
(Industry 4.0) and Circular
Business Models (CBMs)

Political instability (e.g., trade wars and
geopolitical tensions), COVID-19
pandemic, regulatory shifts (e.g., the
European Green Deal and China’s Circular
Economy Action Plan), climate change, and
resource scarcity.

Bai et al. (2022b),
García-Quevedo et al.
(2020), Närvänen et al.
(2021)

Investigating how Industry 4.0
technologies (e.g., AI, blockchain, IoT)
support CE and enhance circular business
models. Focus on stakeholder engagement
and barriers to CE adoption.

33

2023 −

Present
Risk Management and
Supply Chain Resilience

The need for resilient CSC supported
enabled by I4.0 as the result of geopolitical
conflicts (e.g., the Russian invasion of
Ukraine), the COVID-19 pandemic, and
environmental crises (e.g., climate change
and disaster-related disruptions)

Krstić et al. (2023), St.
Clair et al. (2023)

Addressing risks in circular supply chains,
particularly in response to geopolitical
events and COVID-19. Exploring how
blockchain and other digital technologies
mitigate supply chain risks.

25
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4.2.2. Geographic scope and regulatory influence
Our geographic scoping assessment positions Europe (72 %) as the

leader of CED research. We identified three critical elements for
Europe’s success so far: (i) institutional environment, (ii) academia-
industry collaboration, and (iii) favourable consumer attitude to sus-
tainable products (Julkovski et al., 2023). Europe’s advanced policy
frameworks, such as the European Green Deal, Right to Repair, Ecode-
sign for Sustainable Products Regulation (ESPR) and the Circular
Economy Action Plan (European Commission, 2023), have established a
fertile ground for research and innovation. European academic in-
stitutions have also contributed a substantial volume of literature, as
indicated by thought-leading publications (e.g., Hatzfeld et al., 2022;
Kuhlmann et al., 2023; Närvänen et al., 2021), and collaborated with
industry to support the practical application of research findings. And a
cultural shift toward sustainability pivots consumer preference for more
sustainable products and services. The regulatory push and pull factors
(e.g., social expectations) create a robust framework for CED across
various European industries.

Despite initial concerns that the UK’s departure (Brexit) from the EU
might slow its progress towards circularity (Horton, 2024), the reality
has shown continued commitment and adaptation to CE principles. For
example, the UK has actively maintained its environmental standards by
implementing the Circular Economy Package (CEP), which was adopted
while still a member of the EU. The package includes directives
addressing recycling and waste reduction through sustainable product
design and consumer behaviour. The UK government has made only
minor technical adjustments to these EU directives to ensure compliance
within its own legislative framework (Gov.UK, 2020). The pioneering
work of the Ellen Macarthur Foundation, as the world-leading circular
think tank, also supports the UK’s soft power in global sustainability
policy. While it is inspiring to observe the academic stride of Asia and
Oceania (16 %) (e.g., Cother, 2020; Kayikci et al., 2022) for circularity,
the lag in the Americas (12 %) (e.g., Kahupi et al., 2021; Rajala et al.,
2018) is evident. This variation in regional engagement with CE

principles is also reflected at the industry level. In the following section,
we examine how CE research is distributed across industries, high-
lighting key areas of focus, emerging trends, and gaps that warrant
further investigation.

4.2.3. Sectoral trends in circular economy disruption research
The distribution of CED research across industries presented in

Table 5 reveals a heavy concentration in manufacturing (50 %),
particularly in general industrial production (30 %), where circularity is
explored in materials reuse, industrial waste reduction, and digital
supply chain integration. While sectors like textile and fashion (10 %)
and construction (5 %) are gradually adopting circular strategies.
However, the automotive industry (3 %) is trying to reduce its ecological
footprint by recently moving to circular design principles, electrifica-
tion, and integrating sustainable materials in vehicle manufacturing
(Ahuja et al., 2020). Key pieces of legislation (e.g., the Resource Con-
servation and Recovery Act) in the automotive industry are also paving
the path for circularity. However, caveats exist as these focus on the
environmental aspects of recycling End-of-life vehicles (ELVs) but do not
specifically impose formal requirements on steel recycling (World Eco-
nomic Forum, 2024). Similarly, steel and metals (2 %) remain under-
explored despite their significant environmental impact.

Agriculture (4 %) and food (15 %) are the second most (19 %)
evaluated industries (e.g., St. Clair et al., 2023). Among others, services
(14 %) (Cherrafi et al., 2022), technology (8 %) (Van Opstal and Borms,
2023), and healthcare (7 %) (Carraresi and Bröring, 2021) are promi-
nent. The energy industry, however, is evaluated in only 2 % of the
publications (Finn et al., 2020). Future CE literature should focus on this
issue as the most significant contributor to environmental pollution. The
uneven distribution of research across industries indicates a strong focus
on tangible production processes, while service-oriented and highly
regulated industries lag behind.

Building on the thematic and sectoral insights discussed in this sec-
tion, it is essential to examine how the key components and challenges of

Fig. 5. Main themes and subtopics, geographic scope, industry, and methodology with their frequency.
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CED manifest across different industries as sector-specific dynamics
shape the adoption, implementation, and scalability of circular strate-
gies. While CBMs (21 %) and stakeholder involvement (18 %) are widely
recognised as essential drivers, their implementation differs by industry.
For instance, manufacturing and technology sectors emphasise resource
optimisation and waste reduction, whereas fashion and retail focus on
reuse and resale platforms. Similarly, stakeholder roles vary, with public
authorities and policymakers playing a dominant role in highly regu-
lated sectors such as healthcare and energy, while consumer engage-
ment is more critical in the retail and food industries.

Conversely, challenges in CED adoption (20 %), such as CSC risks
(10 %) and structural barriers (10 %), manifest differently. Industries
with complex supply chains, such as automotive and electronics, face
higher risks due to technological limitations and fragmented value
chains. In contrast, agriculture and food industries struggle with policy
gaps (e.g., lack of standardised regulations on food waste valorisation
and secondary raw materials) and infrastructural barriers (i.e., limited
cold chain logistics for food redistribution and inadequate waste pro-
cessing facilities) that hinder scalability. Moreover, while technology-
intensive sectors (e.g., logistics, IT) leverage I4.0 technologies to miti-
gate these risks, traditional industries (e.g., construction, steel) lag due
to capital-intensive transitions and regulatory uncertainties. These var-
iations highlight the necessity of industry-specific CED strategies, which

our I4.0-enabled CED framework (section 4) seeks to address by
providing sector-tailored adaptation pathways.

4.2.4. Green innovation for CED
Green innovation (i.e., business model, product, and process) is

widely recognised as a key enabler of CED (Saha et al., 2024, 2025).
Technology has emerged as the most dominant factor (Gupta & Singh,
2021; Karmaker et al., 2023) influencing green innovation, with 48 % of
reviewed articles (Table 3). I4.0 technologies are essential for enhancing
resource traceability, reducing waste, and optimising production effi-
ciency (Garmulewicz et al., 2018). In CBM-driven sectors, digital plat-
forms such as Blockchain-Enabled E-commerce Platforms (BEEP) are
already being used to improve consumer trust and transparency in the
second-hand and refurbished goods market (Jain et al., 2022). Com-
panies such as Amazon Renewed, Laptops Direct, and Back Market
demonstrate how blockchain and digital certification systems can
enhance market confidence in pre-owned electronic goods, promoting
circular consumption (Passingham, 2024).

Despite these advancements, several critical barriers hinder the
scalability of green innovations. Financial constraints remain the most
significant challenge, limiting firms’ ability to invest in digital infra-
structure and advanced sustainability solutions (Ethirajan et al., 2021).
Beyond financial limitations, technological barriers (e.g., limited access,
expertise, and digital infrastructure) prevent many firms, particularly
SMEs, from adopting circular innovations at scale (Narula et al., 2023).

An often-overlooked but equally significant barrier is the negative
perception of digitalisation and green innovation within organisations.
Decision-makers frequently resist I4.0 adoption due to uncertainties
regarding its tangible benefits (Piyathanavong et al., 2024). The
perception that digital circular strategies require high initial investment,
complex integration, and uncertain returns leads many firms to delay or
abandon digital transformation efforts (Kandasamy et al., 2023). Addi-
tionally, cultural and organisational inertia within industries slows
down the shift toward circular and digitally enabled business models
(Kayikci et al., 2022).

4.3. A framework for I4.0 technology enabled CED for turbulent times
(RQ3)

The increasing complexity and volatility of global markets, exacer-
bated by environmental concerns and geopolitical disruptions, necessi-
tate a structured, technology-enabled framework for sustaining CED.
Drawing on insights from our bibliometric and content analyses, our
framework synthesises the seven key topics derived from the biblio-
metric analysis and the four overarching themes categorised from the
content analysis (Table 3). Our framework in Fig. 6 presents that lead-
ership support, digital infrastructure, organisational resilience and
willingness have a bidirectional relationship and are antecedents to
adopting I4.0. At the same time, stakeholder engagement and consumer
perception mediate how I4.0 influences CED. Sustainability policies and
regulations act as moderators that can either accelerate or hinder the
effectiveness of I4.0 technologies in achieving CE goals.

The framework is grounded on well-recognised technology accep-
tance theories, e.g., the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) and the
Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology (UTAUT) (Davis,
1993; Kiel et al., 2017), since negative perceptions and insufficient proof
of tangible advantages (Piyathanavong et al., 2022) are critical hin-
drances for adopting I4.0. The technology acceptance theories help us
understand the extent to which individuals within organisations recog-
nise the benefits of adopting I4.0 to enhance CE practices. This will also
allow us to identify how performance and effort expectancies, social
influence, and facilitating conditions will influence the adoption of our
proposed model.

4.3.1. Leadership support for digital infrastructure development
The successful adoption of I4.0 in CE practices depends on the

Table 5
Main themes of CED research.

Industry Focus areas and representative references

Manufacturing (50 %) General Manufacturing (30 %) − CE adoption in industrial
production (Kuhlmann et al., 2023; Bai et al., 2022b; Liu
et al., 2022; Karmaker et al., 2023; Dey et al., 2023).
Textile & Fashion (10 %) − Circular strategies in textile
and apparel industry (Reike et al., 2023; Sugg, 2022; Saha
et el., 2021; 2024).
Construction (5 %) − Sustainable materials and circular
practices (Ethirajan et al., 2021).
Automotive (3 %) − CE in vehicle production and
recycling (Rajala et al., 2018; Cherrafi et al., 2022; Unruh,
2018).
Steel & Metals (2 %) − Recycling and reuse in metal
production (Piyathanavong et al., 2022; Nandi et al.,
2021).

Agriculture and Food
(19 %)

Food & Beverage (15 %) − CE in food production and
waste reduction (St. Clair et al., 2023; Kayikci et al., 2022;
Närvänen et al., 2021; Julkovski et al., 2023).
Agriculture (4 %) − CE applications in sustainable farming
(Yazdani et al., 2019; Krstić et al., 2023; Mukherjee et al.,
2021).

Services (14 %) Retail (5 %) − Sustainable retail practices and circular
supply chains (Gavrila Gavrila and de Lucas Ancillo, 2021;
Andersson and Buser, 2022; Van Opstal & Borms, 2023)
General Services (4 %) − CE integration in various service-
oriented businesses (Neligan et al., 2023; García-Quevedo
et al., 2020).
Consultancy (2 %) − CE in consulting firms and business
advisory (Cherrafi et al., 2022; Dwivedi et al., 2023a;
Dwivedi and Paul, 2022).
Transportation & Logistics (2 %) − Role of CE in logistics
and supply chain efficiency (Dwivedi et al., 2023a).
Tourism (1%) − Sustainability in tourism and hospitality (
Cherrafi et al., 2022).

Technology (8 %) IT Industry (6 %) − Digitalization and CE principles in IT (
Sehnem et al., 2022a; Van Opstal & Borms, 2023).
Electronics Industry (2 %) − Circular strategies in
electronic waste management (Cherrafi et al., 2022;
Unruh, 2018)

Healthcare (7 %) Pharmaceuticals (3 %) Circular models in pharma industry
(Cherrafi et al., 2022)
Health (2 %) − CE implications in healthcare services (
Sehnem et al., 2022a).
Biotechnology (2 %) − Sustainable practices in biotech (
Sehnem et al., 2022b; Carraresi and Bröring, 2021).

Energy (2 %) CE applications in sustainable energy practices (Finn et al.,
2020).
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interplay between leadership support and digital infrastructure devel-
opment. Leadership provides the strategic vision and policy alignment
necessary to drive digital transformation while fostering stakeholder
collaboration to integrate businesses, policymakers, and supply chain
partners into the transition toward circularity (Kuhlmann et al., 2023).
Effective leadership becomes even more essential in adapting corporate
governance structures to balance legacy systems with technological
innovation in uncertain economic and geopolitical landscapes to miti-
gate regulatory and operational risks (Henry et al., 2020; 2023).
Moreover, as disruptions expose vulnerabilities in traditional linear
supply chains, leadership’s willingness to champion digital trans-
formation is crucial for deploying enabling technologies for operational
agility and resilience (Rusch et al., 2023).

At the same time, digital infrastructure serves as the technological
foundation that operationalises CE strategies by enhancing transparency
and resource optimisation. I4.0 solutions improve supply chain resil-
ience, minimise waste, and enhance material traceability (Dwivedi
et al., 2023a). Additionally, 3D printing and digital platforms facilitate
production reconfiguration, reducing resource dependency and pro-
moting sustainable supply chain strategies (Fernando et al., 2023b).

However, disparities in digital infrastructure investment across in-
dustries and regions exacerbate inequalities in CE adoption (Dey et al.,
2023). To eliminate such inequalities, cross-sector collaboration and
targeted investment strategies must be implemented to ensure the
scalable and equitable implementation of I4.0 technologies. In this
context, leadership must proactively mobilise financial and policy re-
sources to bridge digital infrastructure gaps and enhance industrial
resilience against global disruptions.

4.3.2. Mediating role of stakeholder engagement and consumer perception
Collaboration among key actors (e.g., startups, entrepreneurs, public

authorities, and businesses) ensures that digital transformation in CE is
not only technologically feasible but also scalable and resilient to
external shocks. Startups and entrepreneurs are particularly vital in
pioneering new CBMs and integrating I4.0 solutions into CE practices.
Their innovation drives adaptability, and without their active partici-
pation, digital transition efforts remain fragmented and difficult to
implement at scale (Närvänen et al., 2021).

Similarly, businesses and supply chain actors drive the large-scale
implementation of smart technologies to enhance efficiency, resource
optimisation, and transparency. These capabilities are essential for
helping industries stay resilient and adaptable in the face of economic
and geopolitical turbulence. On the other hand, public authorities and
policymakers further shape this landscape by designing sustainability
policies and economic incentives that enable smoother transitions to
I4.0-driven circularity (Reike et al., 2023). In uncertain regulatory en-
vironments, strong institutional support helps businesses overcome the
risks associated with investing in digital CE solutions.

Beyond stakeholder engagement, consumer perception of circular
products and services is another key mediator influencing the market
acceptance of digitally enabled CBMs. Firms may struggle to scale their
solutions effectively if consumers perceive circular offerings as lower
quality, unreliable, or expensive (Saha et al., 2024, 2025). Technologies
such as blockchain-based traceability systems and AI-driven trans-
parency tools can help alleviate these concerns by providing verifiable
product histories, ensuring quality assurance, and enhancing consumer
trust in refurbished, remanufactured, or subscription-based circular
goods. This is particularly relevant during geopolitical disruptions,
where resource scarcity and supply chain instability make consumer
trust in circular alternatives.

4.3.3. Sustainability policies & regulations as a moderator for I4.0-enabled
CED

Sustainability policies and regulations serve as moderators, either
accelerating or hindering the effectiveness of these technological ad-
vancements. Well-designed policy frameworks provide incentives,
enforce compliance, and establish standardisation (Dey et al., 2023). For
example, Europe’s right-to-repair laws and eco-design regulations have
incentivised businesses to integrate with CE standards. In contrast,
policy gaps, misaligned regulations, or a lack of enforcement create
barriers for firms attempting to integrate digital solutions (Saha et al.,
2021, 2025). This contrast is particularly noticeable in the U.S. auto-
motive industry (mentioned earlier), where policy influence on circu-
larity and digital adoption remains inconsistent.

Moreover, regulatory inconsistencies across global markets create
adaptation challenges for multinational firms, particularly during tur-
bulent times when policy shifts and economic uncertainties further
complicate the implementation of I4.0-driven circular practices. These
disparities highlight the need for globally coordinated policies to ensure
that firms across different economies can effectively leverage I4.0 to
navigate turbulent times.

4.3.4. Applicability of the I4.0-enabled CED framework
Our framework can support national economies in turbulent times as

it employs insights into technology acceptance and implementation
dynamics. By reducing dependency on imported raw materials, CED
promotes reusing, refurbishing, and recycling existing materials. How-
ever, the proposed framework requires comprehensively mapping
various I4.0 technologies to specific sustainability goals (e.g., economic
resilience, social equity, and environmental restoration) to ensure that
each technological application directly contributes to one or more sus-
tainability objectives. For example, adopting blockchain and AI can
provide real-time supply chain transparency during geopolitical con-
flicts to reduce dependency on vulnerable global supply chains (e.g., the
impact of the Iran-Israel war and the Russian invasion of Ukraine’s en-
ergy markets). Similarly, IoT can improve resource tracking and

Fig. 6. I4.0 enabled CED framework for turbulent times.
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operational resilience during environmental crises, such as natural di-
sasters that disrupt supply chains. Such mapping exercises can deal with
negative perceptions and criticisms regarding the clear benefits of the
I4.0-enabled CED. Thus, the framework provides practical pathways for
businesses and policymakers to implement I4.0 technologies effectively
for tangible improvements across various dimensions of sustainability.

For the scalability and practical applicability of our framework, we
propose a modular adaptation approach that accommodates various
enterprise scales, industry sectors, and regional economic conditions.
For instance, a small textile manufacturer in Bangladesh might deploy
the framework for supply chain transparency and waste reduction, while
a large electronics producer in China may integrate advanced AI and
blockchain to enhance product lifecycle management and comply with
strict environmental regulations for its European export markets.

Managers can begin with a stakeholder analysis to identify all rele-
vant parties affected by or involved in the framework’s implementation.
This should be followed by a cost-benefit analysis to evaluate the eco-
nomic feasibility and potential environmental benefits of adopting the
framework. Based on these analyses, the framework must be piloted in
targeted sectors under real-world conditions. These pilots would serve as
a basis for refining the framework and demonstrating its efficacy before
wider application. This tiered adaptation allows the framework to be
customised and applied flexibly according to organisational contexts. It
is envisaged that innovation and competitiveness delivered by such a
framework can reduce local industries’ geo-political shock exposure as
they adapt to resource fluctuations and market dynamics.

5. Discussion

Our bibliometric study demonstrates the multidimensional and
fragmented nature of the academic research on CED. Through various
clustering, we observed that recurring themes such as the impact and
risk management of I4.0 and stakeholders’ role in CED are becoming
prominent, while pioneering earlier research focused on con-
ceptualisation, impact assessment, promoting CBM and identifying
drivers and challenges to CED. We also find Sarkis J., Kirchherr J.,
Gunasekaran A., Ivanov D., and Mangla S.K. as thought leaders in
advancing academic knowledge in CBM, SSC, and the impact of I4.0 to
support circular strategies.

Furthermore, the findings solidify Europe’s position as the leader of
CED research. It appears that significant regulatory push and stake-
holder engagement in sustainability discourse have successfully directed
European academia and industry towards a more circular path. The
notable academic engagement from Asia (and in particular from China)
is inspiring for a sustainable future, given this region’s critical role as a
global manufacturing hub. In terms of industry, manufacturing and
agriculture are rightly ahead of assessing CED due to their significant
environmental footprint and socio-economic contributions.

5.1. Pathways for academic growth in CED research

Our assessment suggests that the trajectory of CED research is
significantly shifting from foundational conceptualisations towards a
more dynamic integration of advanced technologies and stakeholder
involvement. The noticeable trend toward exploring the implications of
disruptive technologies and I4.0 within the CE framework will increas-
ingly focus on how these cutting-edge technologies can be harnessed.
This will involve understanding and engaging diverse stakeholders,
from policymakers to consumers, to eliminate negative perceptions of
I4.0 and ensure that ethical and judicial use of these technologies is
broadly supported and successfully implemented for CED.

We also shortlist three key areas (circular entrepreneurship, tech-
nological risk management, and firms’ resilience in adopting CE) in
which academic growth is expected for speedy and successful CED. The
works of Carraresi and Bröring (2021), Ethirajan et al. (2021), and
Norris (2019) can be foundational for future research in these areas. We

also suggest that future research focus more on the service, health care,
and energy industries. One critical aspect of our finding is limited
research (8 %, Fig. 5) on circularising the IT industry which consumes
substantial energy and generates e-waste.

As the field evolves, there is a growing emphasis on the practical
implementation of CBMs and the operational challenges associated with
scaling them. One major criticism is their excessive reliance on sub-
sidies, raising concerns about long-term viability (Bodenheimer et al.,
2022). However, some circular businesses are proving that scalability
and profitability are achievable, as seen in Vinted’s recent success. The
platform, a leader in the used fashion industry, reported its first-ever
profit of €17.8 million, with revenue surging 61 % to €596.3 million-
—driven by the cost-of-living crisis, increasing environmental aware-
ness, and high-profile social media endorsements (Hooker, 2024). This
signals that CBMs can thrive under the right economic and social con-
ditions. Given Europe’s strong leadership in CED research, it is well-
positioned to drive these evolving discussions and shape future in-
dustry strategies.

However, impactful research on these critical industries requires
suitable and effective methodological approaches. The limited depth
and breadth of data (Table 2) captured in this review may have
contributed to the negative perceptions and lack of evidence of tangible
benefits observed earlier by Piyathanavong et al. (2022). Similar to the
generalisability and applicability question, limited data hinder the
theorisation process of CED research across various dimensions. As
analytical models used in the reviewed literature integrated multiple
variables and complex relationships among them, small data may not
have provided enough information on all relevant variables or their
interactions, leading to oversimplified models that fail to capture the
complexity of the real-world CED.

5.2. Circular economy disruption (CED) for a turbulent world: Our
contributions

Snyder (2019) presented three limitations (methodological trans-
parency, restrictive literature search, and underutilisation of data) in
review studies. From the onset, our effort was to eliminate such limi-
tations from our review. Therefore, we have meticulously documented
each step of our literature review process for clarity and replicability of
our study. Accordingly, we have included various data visualisations
and provided thorough explanations and discussions of their meanings.
This method enhances the comprehensibility of our findings, allowing
readers to grasp the full implications of the data presented (Fan et al.,
2022). To overcome the narrow literature scope and hegemonistic
conceptualisation, we expanded our search to include a wider range of
reputed journals and did not apply a time span. Such a rigorous
approach ensures that our review captures a more comprehensive range
of insights and contributes to a deeper understanding of the field.

Our method synergistically combined the bibliometric and content
analysis to comprehensively examine selected literature. The biblio-
metric analysis allowed us to map out the research landscape, high-
lighting key focus areas and emergent themes in the vast corpus of CE
literature. Key findings from this stage, such as prominent authors,
influential papers, and the prevalence of specific topics, directly
informed the subsequent content analysis phase, in which we qualita-
tively interpret the theoretical implications and practical suggestions.
This iteration between the two methods ensured that insights from one
phase reinforced and validated findings from the other. For instance,
identifying Cluster 5 on ‘disruptive technologies and I4.0’ in the bib-
liometric phase led to a targeted qualitative review of articles (e.g.,
Nandi et al., 2021, 2023) within that cluster to understand the theo-
retical underpinnings and practical applications being discussed. The
interlinking of quantitative and qualitative findings ensured a trans-
parent reporting of processes and enhanced the reliability and credi-
bility of our findings.

Due to its thematic scope and methodological affinities, our study is
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broadly convergent with recent reviews (e.g., Hunger et al., 2024;
Garrido et al., 2024; Manikandan et al., 2024). Our methodological
approach (e.g., Bak et al., 2023) and findings on green innovation (e.g.,
Narula et al., 2023) and digital technologies (e.g., Ai et al., 2024).

Yet, our contributions are unique and multifaceted. First, the bib-
liometric review identified the research trend, its current trajectory, key
thematic areas, thought leaders, adopted methodological approach, and
emerging areas of CED research. Emerging researchers may use these
insights to align their studies with the evolving dynamics of the field.
Highlighting the strengths and limitations of existing methodological
approaches, we inform future studies to refine their research strategies
for enhanced robustness. Besides, our review helps inspire collabora-
tions and mentorships with leading figures in the field. Our findings can
also aid academic and funding institutions in strategically allocating
resources to the most promising areas of CE research to promote aca-
demic growth and more impactful collaboration with industries.

Secondly, this review consolidates and synthesises existing research
on the disruptive potential of CE practices across various industries,
highlighting how these practices can deliver environmental benefits as
well as respond effectively to geo-political crises. This aligns with
emerging views (Hartley et al., 2024) on the need for a broader con-
ceptualisation of CED that extends beyond environmental sustainability
to include its socio-economic impacts.

Most importantly, this review makes a significant theoretical and
practical contribution by introducing an I4.0-enabled CED framework
(Fig. 6) that redefines how CE models can operate amidst socio-
economic and geopolitical turbulence. Traditional CE models primar-
ily focus on environmental and social dimensions, often overlooking the
disruptive impact of geopolitical and economic instability. In contrast,
our proposed framework integrates advanced digital capabilities while
embedding stakeholder dynamics to enhance adaptability, resilience,
and scalability. Beyond its theoretical advancements, it offers businesses
and policymakers a robust, actionable guide to drive sustainability-
oriented innovation and long-term competitive advantage in an
increasingly volatile world.

6. Conclusion

Technology has always driven transformation, but it is the conver-
gence of external forces that shapes how societies respond to innovation.
The adoption of I4.0 technologies for CED is no different. Our review
demonstrates that the CE is not just a theoretical model but a practical
approach for addressing pressing global challenges, from environmental
degradation to resource scarcity. Yet, just as historical transformations
required tools to drive change, the circular economy today relies on the
support of I4.0 technologies to realise its full potential. These tech-
nologies—blockchain, AI, IoT, and others—are not ends in themselves
but essential enablers that help organisations implement circular models
more effectively.

Looking ahead, our proposed I4.0-enabled CED framework provides
a practical guide for implementing circular economy strategies that are
both adaptive and scalable. The framework shows how circular business
models can thrive through careful integration of digital tools while
addressing broader sustainability goals. As economies around the world
seek ways to become more sustainable, our framework offers a pathway
toward resilience and long-term competitiveness, especially in times of
environmental, social, and geopolitical turbulence.

CRediT authorship contribution statement

Krishnendu Saha: Writing – review & editing, Writing – original
draft, Supervision, Resources, Project administration, Methodology,
Investigation, Formal analysis, Data curation, Conceptualization. Ate-
feh Karami: Writing – original draft, Investigation, Formal analysis,
Data curation. Veronica Ohah Linus: Writing – original draft, Investi-
gation, Formal analysis.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence
the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgements

We acknowledge the Centre for Applied Finance and Economics
(CAFE) Research at Birmingham City University Business School for
hosting the working paper presentation. We are grateful for the
constructive feedback of all attendees of the presentation.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.clscn.2025.100227.

Data availability

Data will be made available on request.

References

Abdul-Hamid, A.Q., Ali, M.H., Osman, L.H., Tseng, M.L., 2021. The drivers of industry
4.0 in a circular economy: The palm oil industry in Malaysia. J. Clean. Prod. 324,
129216.

Adelodun, B., Kareem, K.Y., Kumar, P., Kumar, V., Choi, K.S., Yadav, K.K., Yadav, A., El-
Denglawey, A., Cabral-Pinto, M., Son, C.T., et al., 2021. Understanding the impacts
of the COVID-19 pandemic on sustainable agri-food system and agroecosystem
decarbonization nexus: A review. J. Clean. Prod. 318, 128451.

Agarwal, S., Tyagi, M., Garg, R.K., 2022. Restorative measures to diminish the covid-19
pandemic effects through circular economy enablers for sustainable and resilient
supply chain. J. Asia Bus. Stud. 16 (3), 538–567.

Ahuja, J., Dawson, L., Lee, R., 2020. A circular economy for electric vehicle batteries:
driving the change. J. Property Plann. Environ. Law 12 (3), 235–250. https://doi.
org/10.1108/JPPEL-02-2020-0011.

Ai, H., Islam, N., Mangla, S.K., Song, M., Tan, X., 2024. Circular economy, open
innovation and green innovation: empirical evidence from prefecture-level cities in
China. IEEE Trans. Eng. Manage. https://doi.org/10.1109/TEM.2024.3357350.

Åkerman, M., Humalisto, N., Pitzen, S., 2020. Material politics in the circular economy:
The complicated journey from manure surplus to resource. Geoforum 116, 73–80.

Alcayaga, A., Wiener, M., Hansen, E.G., 2019. Towards a framework of smart-circular
systems: an integrative literature review. J. Clean. Prod. 221, 622–634.

Andersson, R., Buser, M., 2022. From waste to resource management? Construction and
demolition waste management through the lens of institutional work. Constr.
Manag. Econ. 40 (6), 477–496.

Arekrans, J., Ritzén, S., Laurenti, R., 2023. The role of radical innovation in circular
strategy deployment. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 32 (3), 1085–1105.

Bai, C., Orzes, G., Sarkis, J., 2022a. Exploring the impact of industry 4.0 technologies on
social sustainability through a circular economy approach. Ind. Mark. Manag. 101,
176–190.

Bai, L., Garcia, F.J.S., Mishra, A.R., 2022b. Adoption of the sustainable circular supply
chain under disruptions risk in manufacturing industry using an integrated fuzzy
decision-making approach. Oper. Manag. Res. 15 (3–4), 743–759.

Bain and Company. (n.d.). The circularity challenge: Expect disruption. Financial Times.
Retrieved from https://www.ft.com/partnercontent/bain-and-company/the-circula
rity-challenge-expect-disruption.html.

Bak, O., Shaw, S., Colicchia, C., Kumar, V., 2023. A systematic literature review of supply
chain resilience in small-medium enterprises (SMEs): a call for further research. IEEE
Trans. Eng. Manag. 70 (1). https://doi.org/10.1109/TEM.2020.3016988.

Bhaskar, R., 1975. A Realist Theory of Science. Leeds Books, Leeds.
Blomsma, F., Bauwens, T., Weissbrod, I., Kirchherr, J., 2023a. The ’need for speed’:

Towards circular disruption—What it is, how to make it happen and how to know
it’s happening. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 32 (3), 1010–1031.

Blomsma, F., Tennant, M., Ozaki, R., 2023b. Making sense of circular economy:
understanding the progression from idea to action. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 32 (3),
1059–1084.

Bodenheimer, M., Schuler, J., Wilkening, T., 2022. Drivers and barriers to fashion rental
for everyday garments: an empirical analysis of a former fashion-rental company.
Sustainability: Sci., Pract. Policy 18 (1), 344–356.

Brasche, G.P., Eichinger, J., Grotepass, J., 2023. The role of digital twins for trusted
networks in the “production as a Service” Paradigm. In: The Digital Twin. Springer
International Publishing, Cham, pp. 181–203. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-
21343-4_7.

Carraresi, L., Bröring, S., 2021. How does business model redesign foster resilience in
emerging circular value chains? J. Clean. Prod. 289, 125823.

K. Saha et al.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clscn.2025.100227
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clscn.2025.100227
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h90051
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h90051
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h90051
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h90102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h90102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h90102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h90102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/optE5SJmzGJ3K
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/optE5SJmzGJ3K
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/optE5SJmzGJ3K
https://doi.org/10.1108/JPPEL-02-2020-0011
https://doi.org/10.1108/JPPEL-02-2020-0011
https://doi.org/10.1109/TEM.2024.3357350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/opt2cpLVSMHjI
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/opt2cpLVSMHjI
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/optrg3h6Rm1Xc
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/optrg3h6Rm1Xc
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/optrg3h6Rm1Xc
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0035
https://www.ft.com/partnercontent/bain-and-company/the-circularity-challenge-expect-disruption.html
https://www.ft.com/partnercontent/bain-and-company/the-circularity-challenge-expect-disruption.html
https://doi.org/10.1109/TEM.2020.3016988
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0070
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-21343-4_7
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-21343-4_7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(25)00026-5/h0085


Cleaner Logistics and Supply Chain 16 (2025) 100227

16

Chandel, A., Bhanot, N., Sharma, R., 2024. A bibliometric and content analysis discourse
on business application of blockchain technology. Int. J. Qual. Reliab. Manag. 41 (8),
2095–2121.

Chaouni Benabdellah, A., Zekhnini, K., Cherrafi, A., Garza-Reyes, J.A., Kumar, A., El
Baz, J., 2023. Blockchain technology for viable circular digital supplychains: an
integrated approach for evaluating the implementation barriers. Benchmarking Int.
J. 30 (10), 4397–4424.

Cherrafi, A., Chiarini, A., Belhadi, A., El Baz, J., Chaouni Benabdellah, A., 2022. Digital
technologies and circular economy practices: vital enablers to support sustainable
and resilient supply chain management in the post-COVID-19 era. TQM J. 34 (7),
179–202.

Circle Economy (2022). The circularity gap report. Available at https://www.circle-eco
nomy.com/resources/circularity-gap-report-2022 [Accessed 30 Nov 2023].

Cother, G., 2020. Developing the circular economy in Tasmania. Action Learning: Res.
Pract. 17 (1), 108–124.

Creswell, J.W., Clark, V.L.P., 2017. Designing and Conducting Mixed Methods Research.
Sage Publications.

Davis, F.D., 1993. User acceptance of information technology: system characteristics,
user perceptions and behavioral impacts. Int. J. Man Mach. Stud. 38 (3), 475–487.

Deloitte. (2023). The circular economy is shrinking: Here’s how to expand it. The Wall
Street Journal. Retrieved from https://deloitte.wsj.com/sustainable-business/th
e-circular-economy-is-shrinking-heres-how-to-expand-it-01674585095.

Dwivedi, A., Paul, S.K., 2022. A framework for digital supply chains in the era of circular
economy: Implications on environmental sustainability. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 31
(4), 1249–1274.

Dwivedi, A., Chowdhury, P., Paul, S.K., Agrawal, D., 2023a. Sustaining circular economy
practices in supply chains during a global disruption. International Journal of
Logistics Management 34 (3), 644–673.

Dwivedi, Y.K., Sharma, A., Rana, N.P., Giannakis, M., Goel, P., Dutot, V., 2023b.
Evolution of artificial intelligence research in Technological Forecasting and Social
Change: Research topics, trends, and future directions. Technol. Forecast. Soc.
Change 192, 122579.

Dzhengiz, T., Miller, E.M., Ovaska, J.P., Patala, S., 2023. Unpacking the circular
economy: a problematising review. Int. J. Manag. Rev. 25, 270–296.

Dey, P.K., Chowdhury, S., Abadie, A., Vann Yaroson, E., Sarkar, S., 2023. Artificial
intelligence-driven supply chain resilience in Vietnamese manufacturing small- and
medium-sized enterprises. Int. J. Prod. Res. https://doi.org/10.1080/
00207543.2023.2179859.

Donthu, N., Kumar, S., Mukherjee, D., Pandey, N., Lim, W.M., 2021. How to conduct a
bibliometric analysis: an overview and guidelines. J. Bus. Res. 133, 285–296.

Droege, H., Kirchherr, J., Raggi, A., Ramos, T.B., 2023. Towards a circular disruption: on
the pivotal role of circular economy policy entrepreneurs. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 32
(3), 1142–1158.

Esposito, M., Tse, T., Soufani, K., 2017. Is the Circular Economy a New Fast-Expanding
Market? Thunderbird Int. Bus. Rev. 59 (1), 9–14.

Ethirajan, M., Arasu, M.T., Kandasamy, J., Simon Peter Nadeem, V.K.E.K., Kumar, A.,
2021. Analysing the risks of adopting circular economy initiatives in manufacturing
supply chains. Bus. Strategy Environ. 30 (1), 204–236.

European Commission (2023). Right to repair: Commission introduces new consumer
rights for easy and attractive repairs. 22 Mar, European Commission. Retrieved from
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52022IP0126.

Fan, D., Breslin, D., Callahan, J.L., Iszatt-White, M., 2022. Advancing literature review
methodology through rigour, generativity, scope and transparency. Int. J. Manage.
Rev. 24 (2), 171–180.

Faridi, M.R., Mir, 2022. Artientifique: a case study of transforming used cosmetics into
creating wealth of art. Emerald Emerg. Mark. Case Stud. 12 (4), 1–43.

Fernando, Y., Al-Madani, M.H.M., Shaharudin, M.S., 2023a. COVID-19 and global supply
chain risks mitigation: systematic review using a scientometric technique. J Sci.
Technol. Policy Manage.

Fernando, Y., Tseng, M.L., Nur, G.M., Ikhsan, R.B., Lim, M.K., 2023b. Practising circular
economy performance in Malaysia: managing supply chain disruption and
technological innovation capability under industry 4.0. Int. J. Logist. Res. Appl. 26
(12), 1704–1727.

Finn, J., Barrie, J., João, E., Zawdie, G., 2020. A multilevel perspective of transition to a
circular economy with particular reference to a community renewable energy niche.
Int. J. Technol. Manage. Sustain. Dev. 19 (2), 195–220.

Fraccascia, L., 2019. The impact of technical and economic disruptions in industrial
symbiosis relationships: an enterprise input-output approach. Int. J. Prod. Econ. 213,
161–174.
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Rajala, R., Hakanen, E., Mattila, J., Seppälä, T., Westerlund, M., 2018. How do intelligent
goods shape closed-loop systems? Calif. Manage. Rev. 60 (3), 20–44.

Reike, D., Hekkert, M.P., Negro, S.O., 2023. Understanding circular economy transitions:
the case of circular textiles. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 32 (3), 1032–1058.

Rethlefsen, M.L., Kirtley, S., Waffenschmidt, S., Ayala, Moher, D., Page, M.J., Koffel, J.B.,
Blunt, H., Brigham, T., Chang, S., et al., 2021. PRISMA-S: an extension to the
PRISMA Statement for Reporting Literature Searches in Systematic Reviews. Syst.
rev. 10 (1), 39–39.

Rollin, S., Gupta, A., Puri, M., 2022. Optimising pineapple filtrate assisted cell disruption
of wet thraustochytrid biomass for improved lipid extraction. J. Clean. Prod. 378,
134393.
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