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A B S T R A C T

Reuse and recirculation of products and materials are the basis of the concept of the circular economy (CE). The
CE is an innovative proposal that can result in positive impacts such as reduced demand for raw materials,
reduced consumption of basic resources, and job creation, as well as preventing negative impacts resulting from
the exploitation and processing of natural resources. Mining is infamous for its potential environmental impact,
but mining waste from traditional mining (in the linear economy) may recover material through upcycling
techniques, as can urban mining of industrial and post-consumer waste categories (in the circular economy).
Urban mining, a form of closed-loop supply chain management, offers an attractive alternative to the man-
agement of waste electrical and electronic equipment (e-waste) and, at the same time, as a sustainable way to
exploit mineral resources, reduces primary material intake and stimulates the circularity in the supply chain. The
present study reviews the main CE solutions for e-waste management, highlighting the importance of recovering
and classifying mineral material according to urban mining procedures.

1. Introduction

The movement of hazardous waste across frontiers between devel-
oped and developing countries is among the most contentious of waste
management policies (Milovantseva and Fitzpatrick, 2015). The limits
seem to be not effectively established despite the Basel Convention
guidelines promulgated in 1989, which came into force in 1992, for the
Control of Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and Their
Disposal (Nnorom, 2008; Ogunseitan, 2014). This convention covers
the hazardous components from Waste Electrical and Electronic
Equipment (WEEE or e-waste). According to this convention, the
movement (import/export) of hazardous waste and other wastes be-
tween countries is prohibited or restricted (Albers, 2015; Lepawsky,
2017). Kummer (1995), based on Basel Convention, emphasizes that
“wastes should be disposed as close as possible to the source of gen-
eration”, endorsing the restrictions on movement proposed and also
specifying liability.

E–waste is one of the fastest growing categories of waste (Awasthi
et al., 2018). The hazardous potential of post-consumer electronic
equipment is raising concerns about the significant volume of e-waste
generated in the world, estimated at 44.7 million metric tonnes in 2016

(Baldé et al., 2017).
Part of mining sector waste generation can be included in the ana-

lysis of the e-waste life cycle, since the electrical and electronic devices
are mainly produced from mineral raw materials. Disasters in the
mining sector have had a long-term impact on environmental sustain-
ability. This has focused public attention on mining procedures for
waste management and sustainable solutions for e-waste life cycle
management (Talsen, 2017).

Some of the impacts of electrical and electronic equipment disposal
are also observed in mining waste management, which means that
contamination by metals and hazardous substances must be avoided in
both sectors: production/consumption/disposal of electronic devices
and mining activities.

The waste management strategies necessary for a transition from a
linear to a circular model are not always consistent with the basic
principles of economics. This is evident in developing countries where
the economic value of materials for the waste-pickers is less than the
financial value to a recycler or reverse manufacturer (Rebehy et al.,
2017). A case study of two developing countries (Indonesia and Brazil)
found that waste-pickers’ cooperatives are not a solution for this cate-
gory of waste management (Colombijn and Morbidini, 2017).
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Some authors propose an analogy between the organization of co-
operatives for waste management by waste pickers and the formation of
cooperatives by artisanal gold miners (Lee, 2005; De Theije and Bal,
2010). They suggest waste pickers and goldminers, “have embraced the
general principle that people who willingly forfeit protective bonds can
reach new levels of freedom” (Lee, 2005).

There are huge differences in e-waste management approaches in
developing countries. A classic case of a developing country's effort to
manage the huge volume of e-waste that comes from developed coun-
tries was presented by Ongondo et al. (2011). Sothun (2012) makes an
important contribution analyzing e-waste import and management
procedures in Cambodia with the support of the Secretariat of the Basel
Convention (SBC). Although Cambodia has no specific regulation for e-
waste management, the Ministry of Environment developed, together
with Korea's Ministry of Environment, a guideline for Cambodian e-
waste management with seven principles, as follows:

● Reuse e-waste as far as possible prior to disposal;
● Reduce e-waste from its sources, e.g. householders, retailers, re-

pairing and dismantling units;
● Repair electronic and electric equipment for reusing rather than

keeping it or disposing of it;
● Recycle e-waste prior to disposal: “Waste is Money”;
● Manage e-waste throughout its life cycle, e.g. generating process,

storage, transportation, treatment and disposal based on en-
vironmentally sound principles;

● Identify, establish and operate a safe dumpsite for hazardous waste,
including e-waste from selected urban areas;

● Comply with national and international laws, regulations, conven-
tions, and protocols.

The Basel Convention addresses the poverty and vulnerability of
developing countries related to waste management, related to the value
and efficiency, though not always fair, flows of post-consumer e-waste
products and materials. The post-consumer and disposal phases may
bring cumulative environmental and social impacts.

Waste management methods have been discussed for more than four
decades and in recent years a new paradigm has been proposed: the
transition from a linear to a circular model (Wang, 2005; Ellen
MacArthur Foundation, 2013; Cobo et al., 2017; Davis and Hall, 2017).
Although it is relatively easy to understand the importance of this
transition, it is challenging to implement it in countries with different
economic and technological status. According to the Ellen MacArthur
Foundation (2013), the Circular Economy (CE) is defined as an in-
dustrial system that aims to avoid waste through design of optimized
cycles of products, components and materials by keeping them at their
highest utility and value. In other words, it is desirable to maintain
products in use as long as possible, to incentivize repair, refurbishing
and reuse techniques, and promote the use of secondary raw material,
creating new growth and job opportunities.

Some specific approaches, such as reverse logistic and urban
mining, are part of the Circular Economy and may contribute to redu-
cing environmental impact. Wider analysis of the entire life cycle is
needed, to promote reinsertion of co- and by-products, as well as sec-
ondary raw materials, in a closed-loop supply chain, instead of the
classical linear produce-consume-disposal model.

In a recent report for the United Nations University, Baldé et al.
(2015) stated that e-waste recycling worldwide has been “limited due
to lack of incentives from legal frameworks, awareness of pollution
control during recycling as well as the lack of training opportunities for
certification”. The importance of circularity in the e-waste sector is
reinforced by the abundant workforce, advanced solid waste regulation,
and access to knowledge about the reuse of waste, (Baldé et al., 2017).

This article analyses some aspects of the mining sector and recycling
segment to reflect on potential changes to the CE concept, and how to
improve sustainability of those practices and increase the chance of

mutual feedback.
This paper is divided into four sections. This opening section in-

troduces the state of the art and theoretical background of the sus-
tainability and CE concepts, together with their development over time.
In the second section the methodological approach is presented and in
the third section the results are presented. The fourth section provides
discussion and conclusions.

2. Conceptual background

Mining is a basic industry that provides raw materials for the
manufacturing industry to produce essential goods. All society benefits
from the results of this activity. Over the centuries, mining activity has
evolved into businesses that today seek to conform to international
sustainability guidelines. We propose a historical approach to the main
concepts related to sustainability in mining and urban mining. In this
article, the term “urban mining” is applied exclusively to the recovery
of secondary raw material from waste under the 3Rs concept, which
means to reduce, reuse and recycle. The main premise is that valuable
materials may be recovered from waste in a way that is analogous
mining, to produce high value and sustainable secondary raw material,
so that industrial products can be supplied cheaper. In other words, the
e-waste management can result in profitable urban mining.

2.1. Early concepts

The carrying capacity is the most popular ecological concept linked
to sustainability and conveys a sense of precision that the sustainability
concept lacks (Sayre, 2008). Odum (1953) was one of the ecologists
who first proposed and discussed carrying capacity, which he described
as saturation level of the resources and environmental conditions re-
lated to public welfare.

Hardin (1968) summarized the ecological carrying capacity concept
as, “A finite world can support only a finite population …” This is a rich
sentence that introduces the understanding of finiteness and also pro-
vides tools to rethink the exploitation of natural resources. Industrial
ecology (Erkman, 1997) was proposed in the 1970s, to show the po-
tential symbiosis between the productive processes and the ecosystem
of cities, through the pioneering reuse of waste in the form of raw
material. Industrial metabolism (Ayres, 1989) proposes a similar ap-
proach inside industrial ecosystems. Some authors argue for a potential
interaction between industrial metabolism and CE and propose some
case studies related to metal recovery (Octave and Thomas, 2009; Han
et al., 2016; Gómez et al., 2017).

In the early 1980s, the British Standards Institute, especially in BS
7750, proposed the basis for environmental management from an or-
ganizational point of view. This may be regarded as a basis for sus-
tainability presented in the report, Limits to Growth, published in 1972
by the Club of Rome. The Brundtland Report (1987) also reinforced the
sustainability movement and the concept of sustainable development
(Strong, 1992).

As Stahel (2017) pointed out, the Club of Rome considered the
transition to this model as a way to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by
70% and to grow demand for labor force by 4%. We believe the CE may
facilitate the achievement of United Nations’ Sustainable Development
Goals (SDG), potentially bringing more pragmatism to actions, as it
includes businesses as relevant players. The current production and
consumption models, as well as business models, need to be completely
rethought, to align with the changes that the CE model embodies.

With the emergence of technological and strategic tools in reverse
logistics, urban mining can provide the best solution for e-waste man-
agement. Cossu and Williams (2015) argue that e-waste is the backbone
of urban mining, that can recover secondary raw material that is of
critical industrial interest.

Previous approaches of Closing the Loop, or, earlier, of Cradle to
Cradle, were conceived in the early 1980s to combine biological and
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technical cycles (McDonough and Braungart, 2013), as proposed by the
3Rs concept. While Cradle to Cradle is related to a circular approach, the
Cradle to Grave approach is related to a linear conception of the product
life cycle. McDonough and Braungart (2013) noted that there was a
“downcycling” (i.e., lowering value) of some products and material
instead of “upcycling” (i.e., increasing value) during recycling pro-
cesses. In addition, they remarked that closing the loop is not a positive
event when the reprocessed material or product is toxic, for example.

2.2. Sustainable mining

Many experts have suggested that mining is an inherently un-
sustainable activity, since it is based on the exploitation of non-re-
newable resources (Lins and Horwitz, 2007). However, some initiatives
may reduce or mitigate the impact. As there are potential impacts on
the environment, health, communities and economies of neighboring
areas where mining takes place, society requires sound sustainable
development actions. However, improving sustainability in the re-
sources industry can be a challenge, especially to address the three
dimensions of the sustainability concept: environmental, social and
economic aspects. The concept of sustainability implies the use of re-
sources without compromising their potential use for future genera-
tions, and as mineral resources are finite, some authors consider that
there is no place for sustainability in the mining industry. Mudd (2010)
clarifies this argument: since, “mineral resources are widely interpreted
to be finite or non-renewable; to consider sustainability in mining
would constitute a paradox.

Other authors believe that the net of benefits of extractive resources
industry can be balanced (Villas-Bôas and Beinhoff, 2002; Jenkins and
Yakovleva, 2006; Shields and Solar, 2007). Machado et al. (2011)
emphasized the importance of sustainable mining through a legal fra-
mework and administrative procedures for environmental protection of
mining sites.

Mudd (2010) also argues for considering the benefits of the mining
industry as a whole and not only one segment of the sector: “It is the
sum of all individual mines over time and space and their respective
resources, impacts and benefits, which should be considered in as-
cribing sustainability to mining”. Sustainable mining needs to be ad-
dressed not only to obtain social license to operate – given the relevance
of the issue for investors and consumers – but for economic growth
(Ellen MacArthur Foundation, 2013), and economically sustainable
development (Robeyns, 2005; Ayres, 2008; UNDP, 2015).

In general, sustainable mining seeks to combine social responsibility
and environmental preservation with the financial objectives of mining
operations, as has been attempted in countries with a tradition of
mining such as Australia, Canada and US (Solomon et al., 2008). More
recently, developing countries have also invested in better and sus-
tainable mining practices, such as China (Zeng et al., 2016); Burkina
Faso (Ouoba, 2017); Ghana (Essah and Andrews, 2016); Greenland
(Tiainen, 2016); Poland (Pactwa and Woźniak, 2017); and Brazil
(Carmo et al., 2017; Aires et al., 2018).

Brown et al. (2007) highlight the 1992 UN Environment Conference
in Rio as a turning point in the discussions of shared responsibilities
among governments, non-governmental organizations, global corpora-
tions and society. Environmental, social and economic impacts – the
triple bottom line of sustainability – frame discussions about private
corporations having an active role, not as part of the environmental
problem but as part of the solution. The CE model makes it feasible to
include businesses as part of the solution. The following section ana-
lyses products and materials from e-waste according to CE requirements
in different countries.

2.3. To infinity and beyond

Investments for a transition towards a CE have been made by the
European Union, the US, Australia and China. Sweden had a pioneer

initiative to reduce by 50% the tax on repaired products, as well as
removing taxes on workers employed in repairing services (Stahel,
2017). In Australia the project, Wealth from Waste, was created among
its main universities and the CSIRO to optimize the reuse of waste and
also mapping urban mining using Proxy and GIS tools (CSIRO, 2015).
Initial studies recognize the importance of metal reuse and recycling,
but some authors remark the need to find technical solutions, as well as
appropriate policies, to make mineral reuse feasible and suggested the
need to solve the overlap of the life cycle of minerals in different in-
dustrial sectors to avoid the over-taxation in a CE (Golev et al., 2016).

The European Union has discussed the possibility of providing
economic incentives for production including the principles of CE, and
to reduce the price of products in proportion to the length of their life
cycle.

Companies in the US have developed robots to extract materials
from cell phones, with the capacity to recover minerals such as alu-
minum, copper, gold, platinum group metals, silver, tin, rare earth
elements, cobalt, tungsten, and tantalum. Those metals can be reused in
new gadgets and the pilot plant – developed in 2016 with the capacity
to process 24 million gadgets per year – is approved (CEC, 2017).

Given some of the outcomes listed above, it can be seen that, the
focus on CE is on more tangible results for the environment, businesses
and communities. In the traditional linear approach, economic growth
was indicated by only the increase of gross domestic product (GDP),
and is interpreted as an absolute sign of well-being and quality of life,
assuming a direct correlation between access to consumer goods and
quality of life (Mishan, 1967; Robeyns, 2003). However, some schools
of economics have questioned this mainstream assumption that growth
indicated by GDP assures quality of life (Boulding, 1966; Atkinson,
1970).

Moreover, the linear model does not take into account the costs and
impacts on the environment and to public health because of the way it
treats goods and resources as disposable and inexhaustible. In this
model, the costs of natural resources are not taken into account
(Hardin, 1968; Ayres, 2008). As Mudd (2010) highlighted, sustain-
ability in the mining sector can be interpreted as an oxymoron as
“mineral resources are widely known to be finite”. In fact, the mining
industry was conceived in the paradigm of the linear model – in con-
trast with the CE - so there are some obstacles to achieving sound
sustainability approaches in the sector, although the International
Council on Mining and Metals claims it to be possible in regard to the
SDGs (ICMM, 2014).

While sustainability initiatives have been progressively introduced
and put on the agenda of enterprises and organizations, the CE model
has the potential to bring about a long list of amendments, corrections,
changes, and new developments that may significantly improve sus-
tainability outcomes, and that can benefit the planet.

While the traditional linear model does not consider that natural
resources are finite, and the sustainability approach is required to ad-
dress its impacts, the circular model tries to integrate the finiteness of
resources into the model and proposes the reintroduction of materials
from secondary sources in a regenerative system (Braungart and Lovins,
2014). The value of products, materials and resources should remain in
the economy for as long as possible, since they should be designed to
return to the production cycle or to the services system, even if in other
loops.

The scarcity of natural resources may compromise some technolo-
gical and sustainable products through lack of supply or the rising price
of critical raw materials such as rare earth or valuable metals (Pavel
et al., 2017). It is possible to reduce the demand for resources by effi-
ciency improvements, design for environment and substitution strate-
gies for material. The concept of the circular economy provides more
direct solutions to address ecological footprints. According to the Ellen
MacArthur Foundation, the adoption of a “more restorative approach”
would save “more than USD 600 billion p.a. by 2025, net of material
costs incurred during reverse-cycle activities” (Ellen MacArthur
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Foundation, 2013).
According to Luthra et al. (2015), in their remarkable contribution

to Green Supply Chain Management (GSCM), the scarcity of natural
resources has been identified as the main Critical Success Factor (CSF)
to guarantee business sustainability.

The circular model is thus “an industrial system that is restorative or
regenerative by intention and design” (Ellen MacArthur Foundation,
2013), which aims to reduce the need for primary resource extraction
and it targets zero waste generation (WRAP, 2016). In fact, waste is
considered in the CE model as “a failure of design” (Ellen MacArthur
Foundation, 2013). According to the Ellen MacArthur Foundation,
more thought should be given to a “restorative use of non-renewable
resources” (Ellen MacArthur Foundation, 2013), as businesses could
invest on “an industrial model that decouples revenues from material
input” (Ellen MacArthur Foundation, 2013), as is envisaged in the CE
model. As a result of this view, the acquisition of a new product is not
seen in the CE paradigm as the good option. It is implicit that a transition
towards a CE model will require changes in organizational culture,
leading to changes in the production processes in general, mining in-
cluded, as well as consumer behavior and marketing practices, to re-
duce the impact of obsolescence.

The CE is based on a “make-and-remake /use-and-reuse” model
(Ellen MacArthur Foundation, 2013) where resources and products in
the production system run in more efficient and innovative ways, as
highlighted by the European Commission in the European Union Action
Plan for the Economic and Social Committee (COM, 2015). This model
does not rule out profit but seeks to find economic outlets for the “long-
term effect of having not considered the finiteness of natural resources
at the starting point of the industrialization process, whose costs need
to be addressed for the planet sustainability” (Ribeiro-Duthie and Lins,
2017).

Although reprocessing residual waste could be interpreted as a sort
of reuse of resources, for some authors the waste reprocessing under-
taken in the mining industry cannot be considered a CE initiative, even
if it is in line with sustainability in the industry. According to Lèbre
et al. (2017), “reprocessing mine waste in order to recover further
minerals is classified as primary extraction rather than a case of metal
recycling”. However, if reprocessing mineral waste is not recycling,
such processes still make it feasible to re-use minerals. How the classic
mining industry can integrate CE principles is still a road untraveled. In
the case of urban mining, CE model seems to motivate and reinforce the
activity.

The use of the CE terminology is incipient in the mining sector.
Some mining or industry-related experiments or organizations, both
internationally and nationally, may be in tune with the CE paradigm. In
this context, in 2018 was created the Technical Committee from the
International Organization for Standardization ISO TC 323 on Circular
Economy, secretariat by the Association Française de Normalisation
(AFNOR) and with 68 countries taking part in the scope of the estab-
lishment of requirements for circular economy projects.

2.4. Mining and urban mining

The application of the principles of sustainable development to the
mining sector has been extensively discussed (Lins and Horwitz, 2007;
Gomes et al., 2014; Giurco et al., 2014; Vintró et al., 2014; Zvarivadza,
2018). Mining is one of the oldest and most traditional economic ac-
tivities, responsible for providing raw material for different supply
chains.

China is responsible for around 90% of the world's supply of rare
earth elements (REE), and these elements are critical for the countries
that use them in different applications, for example: permanent mag-
nets (20%), polishing (15%), fluid-cracking catalysts (13%), other
metallurgy (10%), batteries (8%), glass (7%), phosphors (7%), auto-
catalysts (6%), ceramics (5%), and other (8%) (García et al., 2017).The
natural reserves of REE are concentrated inafew countries: China,

Brazil, Canada, US, Russia and Congo (Massari and Ruberti, 2013;
Paulick and Machacek, 2017).

Brazil has the fourth largest mining sector in the world. The country
is internationally considered a global player for its exports of niobium
(1st), iron ore (3rd), manganese (5th), tantalum (2nd), graphite (3rd),
bauxite (3rd) and large stones (4th). However, Brazil is an import-de-
pendent country for metallurgical coal, sulfur, potassium, phosphate
rock and rare earths (KPMG, 2015; IBRAM, 2017). Materials are clas-
sified into strategic or critical according to the trade-off between
availability and lack of these materials. In the case mentioned above,
for example, niobium is strategic for Brazil, but it is critical for those
countries that do not have their own ore.

Despite the different motivations, environmental regulations are the
basis for the sustainable management of natural resources and con-
solidation of the CE by promoting the closed loop of products and
material. The main goal is to coordinate economic, social and en-
vironmental targets in order to attain mutual benefits. As the demand
for high tech products increases and the strategic or critical raw ma-
terials become scarce, the e-waste emerges as an important supply of
secondary resources (Tansel, 2017; Marra et al., 2018). In 2016 it was
estimated that Latin American countries generated 4.2Mt of electronic
waste. Brazil is the second major e-waste generator among American
countries, with 1.5Mt tons per year, behind United States (6.3Mt) and
followed by México (1Mt) and Argentina (0.4Mt) (Baldé et al., 2017).
This strategic position of Brazil in the volume of e-waste generation in
Latin America has been exacerbated by the economic growth experi-
enced by the country in the last decade, as well as by the strong legal
framework related to e-waste management. Impact mitigation resulting
from e-waste urban mining can also be interpreted as an economic
solution for social and environmental issues.

The transition from a linear to a circular economy model demands
the integration of different areas of knowledge. This flux can be ex-
emplified through the comparison between the traditional mining
processes and the new urban mining possibilities. In this conceptual
background, inspired by the current scenario of e-waste management,
we presented the original concepts that led to the consolidation of the
circular economy concept, presented some challenges for a sustainable
mining, and introduced some innovative processes for material re-
covering as secondary raw material.

3. Methodology

This section is structured as follows. After a literature review on the
concepts of sustainable mining, e-waste urban mining and CE, to pro-
duce the conceptual framework, we present the specifics of e-waste
urban mining, highlighting the linear and circular economy trade-off,
and classify the secondary raw materials according to the criteria for
economic, environmental and social aspects.

3.1. Conceptual framework

This is a theoretical study of sustainability and CE, and of the re-
lated set of concepts, their interactions, and the contribution of e-waste
urban mining. The methodology consists of reviewing literature and
regulations on CE and sustainability in different countries and identi-
fying the importance of recovering critical and strategic materials from
post-consumer electrical and electronic devices.

The bibliographical research analyses traditional mining (linear
economy) to urban mining (circular economy) and CE concept, to
provide elements of the conceptual framework, linking the key-con-
cepts.

3.2. Secondary raw-material classification

Since the traditional mining has well defined phases, it was neces-
sary to identify the urban mining stages. There are not specific
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definitions in the literature in this specific area, but some details are
provided according to the category of input material in the traditional
supply chain and this base was considered as start point in this classi-
fication. The secondary raw materials resulting from e-waste urban
mining are classified according to economic and environmental char-
acteristics. The evolution of CE and related practices in different
countries was highlighted as the basis of the discussion.

The material classification took into account the specificities of the
secondary raw material from different technological processes. The
definition of each class was made by focusing in the circularity poten-
tial of those materials in the electronic equipment supply-chain.

4. Results and discussion

One straightforward piece of information obtained from the theo-
retical approach is the set of concepts that support sustainability and
the CE approach. The coverage of e-waste highlighted the importance
of urban mining and the importance of biotechnology for material re-
covery from e-waste. The results are presented according to the main
topics covered in the theoretical approach.

4.1. Conceptual framework

The literature review revealed that the CE concept is not a dis-
ruptive innovation, but a set of concepts integrated so as to promote
waste prevention, 3Rs incentives and sustainability practices. The CE
concept has a strong legacy gathered from classical concepts such as
carrying capacity, industrial ecology and industrial metabolism. But it
also has important contributions from the environmental management
regulations started in the 1980s. The following analysis is based on the
chronological ordinance of these classic definitions (Fig. 1).

The chronological analysis depicted in Fig. 1 presents the main
concepts of sustainability and the CE. All the concepts emerge from the
concept of carrying capacity proposed by Odum (1953). This concept
identifies a limit to the provision capability that is the main pillar of
resource management. How to manage the available resources ac-
cording to the present and future demand is still the main focus in
sustainability and also in new concepts such as Extended Producer
Responsibility (EPR) and the Integrated Policy Product (IPP). The IPP
was introduced by the European Community regulation as a strategy to
promote the development the market of greener products; while the
EPR, adopted by several countries, is the producer responsibility and
commitment on collect and recycle the products on its behalf in order to
reduce the respective impact along the life cycle.

In a nutshell, to promote a sustainable corporative image, the or-
ganizations are searching for reduce hazardous substances and recycle
materials, while the consumers are been introduced to the reuse pos-
sibilities. Together, the 3Rs, reverse logistics and urban mining con-
cepts are among the most important in the CE. Reduce, reuse and re-
cycle are the main steps for reverse logistics and urban mining, both
related to the CE concept.

The following evaluation focuses on e-waste management proce-
dures in the most recent frontier of urban mining, regarding e-waste
management as an opportunity to recover and upcycle materials as well
as manage waste and energy efficiently.

4.2. E-waste urban mining

Open pit mines and piles of sterile material deposits are a reality of
almost all mineral activities in mining. This aspect allied to failures in
environmental restrictions and to costs to maintain tailings, contribute
to the trend of disposing of open-pit mining waste on the surface and
result in environmental impacts.

To minimize and solve these problems, it is important to promote
the sustainable production of the sector with support for programs for
the correct management of tailings and mine closure, as well as in-
centives to recycle and reuse products and reuse materials from mineral
resources, in line with the concepts of the 3 Rs (reduce, reuse and re-
cycle) from the development of the circular economy. A remarkable
advantage of urban mining, i.e. mining from secondary sources, is that
the proportion of valuable metals that can be recovered from e-waste is
up to ten times greater than the amount extracted from primary mineral
deposits (Szamałek and Galos, 2016). To extract ore from a mine site, it
is necessary to undertake a geological study and a survey before mining
operations start. Even then, the exact amount of the metal of interest in
the site cannot be known. Therefore, urban mining appears, at first
sight, to be a better option. For example, the recovery of gold from e-
waste may represent 250–350 g per ton of scrap, while conventional
gold mine extraction will yield only 1–5 g per ton of ore (Owens, 2013).
High yields of precious metals and aid in reducing environmental im-
pacts seem to be characteristics that the mineral sector needs to have
social, political and economic support for important advances. This
work goal contributes to paving the way for a more sustainable industry
and to optimize the recovering and use of minerals and metals.

The European Union's Restriction of Hazardous Substances (RoHS)
Directive was the first initiative to restrict the use of specific substances
in electrical and electronic equipment, i.e. lead (Pb), mercury (Hg),
cadmium (Cd), hexavalent chromium (Cr6+) and flame retardants. This
established the parameters to guide the definition of toxic substances in
e-waste.

The sustainable management of e-waste calls for the technologies of
treatment of this waste to be based on innovation and sustainable
practices. It is necessary to search for optimized and low-cost solutions
for handling, extraction and recovery of metals of interest, both from
the environmental liability that is already established, and new e-waste
that will be generated in the coming years (Hunt et al., 2013).

E-waste basically consists of polymers, metals and ceramics, but the
complexity of separating these types of materials requires the use of a
differentiated set of unitary operations. Experts agree that investment
in the development of state-of-the-art technologies for the manufacture
of electrical and electronic equipment should equal investment for the
proper management of waste and the complete recovery of mineral
goods (Hunt et al., 2013; Khaliq et al., 2014).

Each possibility analyzed can reduce demand for primary raw ma-
terials, since they result in substitution of the entire product, its com-
ponents or materials. They encourage the reduction of new material
exploitation and support the urban mining, reducing energy con-
sumption, lowering emissions and reinforcing sustainability standards.
Recycling is the last step in the chain as a product reaches the end of its
life. Recycling involves more cost and technical complexity toFig. 1. Chronological analysis of sustainability and the circular economy.
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reintroduce the material in a service or production loop. The ideal
procedure is to design for reuse and repair. Implementing the CE
principles involves integrating some steps to reach the stage where all
industries design with the CE model in their initial project conception.

The extent to which raw mineral extraction can be reduced is still to
be evaluated, and the tools for applying the model in the mining in-
dustry need to be improved.

Among the materials that make up e-waste, the metallic resources
are those that add more value and receive more attention in the re-
cycling process. The metals in the electronic waste can be found in their
native metallic form or in alloys embedded in non-metallic parts. The
metals present in e-waste are commonly divided into precious metals,
base metals and toxic metals (Ogushi et al., 2013). According to Işıldara
et al. (in press), base, precious and REE are collectively termed as
technology metals. This classification summarizes the technological
potential inherent to the respective materials, as well as their economic
potential.

Some metals have been characterized as critical, when their supply
is much lower than increasing demand, including their rare geological
occurrence. These minerals can be also considered strategic, as they do
not have substitutes and often have been used for specific applications
such as military equipment and hi-tech products (Bakas et al., 2014,
2016). The mineral raw materials commonly found in e-waste are il-
lustrated in Fig. 2.

Precious metals and strategic minerals may account for about 80%
of the intrinsic value of the equipment, but they do not amount to 1% of
the total equipment weight. Despite their low recovery levels from e-
waste recycling, there are some metals and minerals which are essential
for the development of hi-tech products. Recycling of these strategic
elements could contribute to reducing dependency on a permanent
supply of essential resources, boosting recycling companies, minimizing
environmental contamination and solving e-waste management
(HYDROE-WASTE, 2014).

For example, antimony is currently produced from stibnite ore
(Sb2S3) which is processed into antimony metal and antimony oxide
(Sb2O3) and is applied as a flame retardant in plastics, coatings and
electronics. This metal also has important applications in lead-acid
batteries, as a catalyst for the production of PET plastic and in fluor-
escent lamps containing halophosphates. However, it is estimated that
in about 10 years, or by 2050, antimony reserves will be scarce in the
world. It will be the first mineral to have its production totally de-
pendent on secondary sources, mainly from e-waste as batteries and
passive fluorescent lamps containing halophosphates (Dupont and

Binnemans, 2016).
Another group of strategic minerals which has attracted attention to

recovery through the recycling of e-waste are the rare earth elements,
17 elements consisting of the 15 lanthanides plus scandium and yt-
trium. Rare earth elements are also considered strategic minerals due
an increasing demand for new technology-based and innovative pro-
ducts that could lead to a scarcity of these resources in future and a
dependency on a very few supply countries (Binnemans et al., 2013).

4.3. Urban biomining: innovations in e-waste recycling

Limitations on recovering precious and strategic minerals from e-
waste are related to conventional approaches, such as pyr-
ometallurgical and hydrometallurgical techniques, which are rapid and
efficient, but cause secondary pollution and are often economically
unviable (Prya and Hait, 2017). Biohydrometallurgical processes are
one of the most promising technologies in metallurgy due the possibi-
lity of treating low-grade resources, easier control of waste, and lower
energy consumption (Chauhan and Upadhyay, 2015).

Microbes have great potential for e-waste recycling, and integrated
biohydrometallurgical processes have been developed for metal re-
covery mainly form waste printed circular boards (WPCBs) (Luda,
2011), phosphor lamps and cracking catalysts (Reed et al., 2016), waste
liquid crystal display (WLCDs) (Higashi et al., 2011), computer gold
finger motherboards (Madrigal-Arias et al., 2015), waste electric cables
(Lambert et al., 2015). Urban biomining comprises mainly three unit
operations based on the use of microorganisms as illustrated in Fig. 3.

The interactions between microbes, their metabolites and e-waste
could promote selective or non-selective recovery of precious metals
and other strategic elements such as rare earths. This characteristic is
inherent in biohydrometallurgy and favors the use of a combination of
different unit operations to dissolve, extract and recover the separation
of valuable elements (Machado et al., 2011; Park et al., 2015). Urban
biomining can achieve closed-loop recycling of the waste with sig-
nificant efficiency.

Bioleaching has been successfully applied to recover precious metals
and copper from ores, and recently from e-waste. In this bioprocess,
some bacteria are able to withstand extreme conditions of pH, con-
tributing to metal extraction by oxidizing e-waste with ferric ions
generated from ferrous ion oxidation. With this process, in about 5
days, copper can be totally biosolubilized from waste PCBs (Xiang et al.,
2010).

In minerals containing gold, these bacteria can catalyze oxidation of

Fig. 2. Classification of mineral raw materials present in e-waste: aPrecious metals, bBase metals and cToxic metals.
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sulfide matrices making gold accessible for dissolution during cyani-
dation. This process is called bio-oxidation and is commonly used as a
pre-treatment step. In a specific case of an e-waste containing gold and
copper, bio-oxidation can result in the removal of in excess of 80% of
the copper, increasing the gold/copper ratio in the residual solid and
improving gold recovery by a posterior bioleaching (Pham and Ting,
2009).

Biosorption involves the ability of biosorbents to bind metal ions
present in the external environment at the cell surface or to transport
them into the cell for various intracellular functions depending on the
specific properties of the biomass (alive, or dead, or as a derived pro-
duct). The passive physicochemical interaction occurs between the
charged surface groups of microorganisms and ions in solution and
often the biosorption process is integrated with the processes of acid
leaching or pyrometallurgy to recover and concentrate precious metals
and strategic minerals (Luda, 2011).

Scientific efforts are made to develop hydrometallurgical techniques
for the recovery of metal components from e-waste, especially by se-
lective leaching (Silvas et al., 2015), selective precipitation (Provazi
et al., 2011) and liquid-liquid extraction (Provazi et al., 2012). How-
ever, as the particularity of these approaches may be not en-
vironmentally friendly, some research groups have developed biohy-
drometallurgical strategies for recycling metal values from e-waste
(Yamane et al., 2011, 2013). The development urban biomining tech-
niques will be important to assist in the construction of an economic
model of recovery of non-renewable values from secondary recycled
resources, contributing to the insertion of CE concepts into e-waste
management.

5. Discussion and conclusion

The urban mining of technological waste is an item on the political
agenda of many countries. Since the Basel Convention proposed the
prevention of waste import/export movements, many other initiatives
were implemented in technical, economic and environmental ap-
proaches. Regulations that focus on the CE cover different dimensions
according to the respective priority of each country. Sustainability in e-
waste management can be achieved by promoting the 3Rs principle,
while the closed-loop supply chain can contribute to CE efficiency.
Carrying capacity can be regarded as the basis of the chronological

analysis presented, from which derive important concepts such as in-
dustrial ecology, industrial metabolism and sustainability.

This paper proposes a theoretical approach to sustainability and the
CE in e-waste management. From a robust literature review, the key-
concepts are analyzed, and a chronological framework of sustainability
and the circular economy is proposed. Recovery, reuse, classification
and recirculation of e-waste material are important aspects of sustain-
ability and the CE and can be supported by biotechnology. The main
techniques available to material recovering are presented in order to
provide a connection between managerial and technical requirements.
The importance of international e-waste management and trading in
different countries and the critical raw materials procedures were
presented as basis for discussion regarding sustainability on CE fra-
mework. Thus, we propose the technological routes to recovering sec-
ondary raw material as one of the most important solutions to achieve
the sustainability of e-waste urban mining.

The theoretical approach allowed an analysis of privileged strategic
conditions in different countries due to both ownership of critical or
strategic raw material reserves, the volume of e-waste generated an-
nually and the consolidation of regulatory instruments on urban mining
of e-waste. Urban mining can be seen as a multifaceted solution to
social (through employment generation), environmental (to mitigate
the environmental impact of e-waste and even traditional mining) and
economic issues (making financial gains through innovation).

The classification of secondary raw materials from e-waste urban
mining into strategic minerals, precious metals, base metals and toxic
metals seems to meet an international demand for reverse logistics
solutions, which means CE business models and a strategy for e-waste
management. In future research, economic and social criteria should be
considered in order to provide another analysis of sustainability and the
CE of e-waste management.

Acknowledgments

We gratefully acknowledge the fellowship support of CNPq-CETEM
and the reviewers for their important contributions.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://

Fig. 3. Biohydrometallurgical processes used in urban biomining.

L.H. Xavier, et al. Resources Policy xxx (xxxx) xxxx

7

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2019.101467


doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2019.101467.

References

WRAP - Waste & Resources Action Program, 2016. Waste and Resources Action Plan and
the Circular Economy.

Aires, U.R.V., Santos, B.S.M., Coelho, C.D., Silva, D.D., Calijuri, M.L., 2018. Land Use
Policy 70, 63–70.

Albers, J., 2015. Responsibility and Liability in the Context of Transboundary Movements
of Hazardous Wastes by Sea. Existing Rules and the 1999 Liability Protocol to the
Basel Convention, first ed. Springer, Berlin.

Atkinson, A.B., 1970. On the measurement of inequality. J. Econ. Theory 2, 244–263.
Awasthi, A.K., Cucchiella, F., D'Adamo, I., Li, J., Rosa, P., Terzi, S., Wei, G., Zeng, X.,

2018. Modelling the correlations of e-waste quantity with economic increase. Sci.
Total Environ. 613–614, 46–53.

Ayres, R., 1989. Industrial metabolism. In: Ausubel, J.H., Sladovich, H.E. (Eds.),
Technology and Environment. National Academy Press, Washington DC, pp. 23–49.

Ayres, R., 2008. Sustainability Economics: where do we stand? Ecol. Econ. 281–310.
Bakas, I., Fischer, C., Haselsteiner, S., McKinnon, D., Milios, L., Harding, A., Plepys, A.,

Tojo, N., 2014. Present and Potential Future Recycling of Critical Metals in WEEE.
Copenhagen Resource Institute. https://www.cri.dk/sites/cri.dk/files/dokumenter/
artikler/weee_recycling_paper_oct14.pdf, Accessed date: 5 October 2017.

Bakas, I., Herczeg, M., Vea, E.B., Fråne, A., Youhanan, L., Baxter, J., 2016. Critical Metals
in Discarded Electronics Mapping Recycling Potentials from Selected Waste
Electronics in the Nordic Region. Norden, Denmark.

Baldé, C.P., Wang, F., Kuehr, R., Huisman, J., 2015. The global e-waste monitor -
Quantities, flows and resources. United Nations University, IAS-SCYCLE, Bonn,
Germany.

Baldé, C.P., Forti, V., Gray, V., Kuehr, R., Stegmann, P., 2017. The Global E-Waste
Monitor. 201. . Available at: ewastemonitor.info. , Accessed date: June 2018.

Binnemans, K., Jones, P.T., Blanpain, B., VanGerven, T., Yang, Y., Walton, A., Buchert,
M., 2013. Recycling of rare earths: a critical review. J. Clean. Prod. 51, 1–22.

Boulding, K.E., 1966. The economics of the coming spaceship earth. In: Garrett, B.M.D.
(Ed.), Environmental Quality in a Growing Economy. Essays from the 6th RFF Forum.
John Hopkins University Press, Baltimore.

Braungart, M., Lovins, A., 2014. A New Dynamic: Effective Business in a Circular
Economy. Ellen MacArthur Foundation Publishing. https://www.
ellenmacarthurfoundation.org/publications/a-new-dynamic-2.

Brown, H., Sezjnwald, H., Jong, M., Lessidrenska, T., 2007. The rise of the global re-
porting initiative (GRI) as a case of institutional entrepreneurship. In: Corporate
Social Responsibility Initiative, Working Paper No. 36. Cambridge, MA: John F.
Kennedy School of Government, Harvard.

Carmo, F.F., Kamino, L.H.Y., Tobias Junior, R., Campos, I.C., Carmo, F.F., Silvino, G.,
Castro, K.J.S.X., Mauro, M.L., Rodrigues, N.U.A., Miranda, M.P.S., Pinto, C.E.F.,
2017. Fundão tailings dam failures: the environment tragedy of the largest techno-
logical disaster of Brazilian miningin global context. Pers. Ecol. Cons.

CEC, 2017. Circular economy Club. Circular economy knowledge club. https://www.
circulareconomyclub.com/circular-economy-knowledge-hub/, Accessed date: 9
October 2017.

Chauhan, R., Upadhyay, K., 2015. Removal of heavy metal from E-Waste: a review. Int. J.
Chem. Stud. 3, 15–21.

Cobo, S., Dominguez-Ramos, A., Irabien, A., 2017. From linear to circular integrated
waste management systems: a review of methodological approaches. Resour.
Conserv. Recycl. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.08.003.

Colombijn, F., Morbidini, M., 2017. Pros and cons of the formation of waste-pickers’
cooperatives: a comparison between Brazil and Indonesia. Decision 44, 91–101.

Cossu, R., Williams, I.D., 2015. Urban mining: concepts, terminology, challenges. Waste
Manag. 45, 1–3.

CSIRO – Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research, 2015. More from less: getting
the most from Australian ores. Resourceful 7, 21.

Davis, G.G., Hall, J.A., 2006. Circular economy legislation. The International Experience.
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTEAPREGTOPENVIRONMENT/Resources/
CircularEconomy_Legal_IntExperience_ExecSummary_EN.doc, Accessed date: 30
October 2017.

De Theije, M., Bal, E., 2010. Flexible migrants: Brazilian gold miners and their quest for
human security in Surinam. In: Eriksen, T.H., Bal, E., Salemink, O. (Eds.), A World of
Insecurity: Anthropological Perspectives on Human Security. Pluto Press, London.

Dupont, D., Binnemans, K., 2016. Preventing antimony from becoming the next rare
earth. Recycling Technol. https://www.recyclinginternational.com/magazine/rt/
issue-october-2016/article/10265/belgium-preventing-antimony-becoming-next-
rare-earth, Accessed date: 20 September 2017.

Ellen MacArthur Foundation, 2013. Towards the circular economy. In: Economic and
Business Rationale for an Accelerated Transition. vol. 1.

Erkman, S., 1997. Industrial ecology: an historical view. J. Clean. Prod. 5, 1–10.
Essah, M., Andrews, N., 2016. Linking or de-linking sustainable mining practices and

corporate social responsibility? Insights from Ghana. Resour. Policy 50, 75–85.
García, M.V.R., Krzemien, A., Campo, M.A.M., Álvarez, M.M., Gent, M.R., 2017. Rare

earth elements mining investment: it is not all about China. Resour. Policy 53, 66076.
Giurco, D., Littleboy, A., Boyle, T., Fyfe, J., White, S., 2014. Circular economy: questions

for responsible minerals, additive manufacturing and recycling of metals. Resour 3,
432–453.

Golev, A., Schmeda Lopez, D., Smart, S., Corder, G., McFarland, E., 2016. Where next on
e-waste in Australia? Waste Manag. 58, 348–358.

Gomes, C.M., Kneipp, J.M., Kruglianskas, I., Rosa, L.A.B., Bichueti, R.S., 2014.
Management for sustainability in companies of the mining sector: an analysis of the

main factors related with the business performance. J. Clean. Prod. 84, 84–93.
Gómez, A.M.M., González, F.A., Bárcena, M.M., 2017. Smart eco-industrial parks: a cir-

cular economy implementation based on industrial metabolism. Resour. Conserv.
Recycl. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.08.007.

Han, F., Yu, F., Cui, Z., 2016. Industrial metabolism of copper and sulfur in a copper-
specific eco-industrial park in China. J. Clean. Prod. 133, 459–466.

Hardin, G., 1968. The tragedy of the commons science. Science 162, 1243–1248.
Hunt, A.J., Farmer, T.J., Clark, J.H., 2013. Elemental sustainability and the importance of

scarce element recovery. In: Hunt, A.J. (Ed.), Element Recovery and Sustainability.
RSC Publishing, Cambridge, pp. 1–28.

HydroWEEE, 2014. Innovative Hydrometallurgical Processes to Recover Precious and
Critical Metals from WEEE and Other HighTech Products. European Comission.
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/tools-databases/eip-raw-materials/en/content/
innovative-hydrometallurgical-processes-recover-precious-and-critical-metals-weee-
and-other.

IBRAM Brazilian Mining Association, 2017. Relatório anual de Atividades (annual activity
report) - junho 2016 a junho 2017. http://portaldamineracao.com.br/ibram/wp-
content/uploads/2017/08/WEB_REL_IBRAM_2017.pdf, Accessed date: 3 October
2017.

ICMM (International Council on Mining & Metals), 2014. The role of mining in national
economies. https://www.icmm.com/publications/pdfs/8264.pdf 2014.

Işıldara, A., Rene, E.R., Hullebusch, E.D., Lens, P.N.I., 2018. Electronic waste as a sec-
ondary source of critical metals: management and recovery technologies. Resources.
in press. Conserv. Recycl.

Jenkins, H., Yakovleva, N., 2006. Corporate social responsibility in the mining industry:
exploring trends in social and environmental disclosure. J. Clean. Prod. 14, 271–284.

Khaliq, A., Rhamdhani, M.A., Brooks, G., Masood, S., 2014. Review metal extraction
processes for electronic waste and existing industrial routes: a review and Australian
perspective. Resour 3, 152–179.

KPMG GLOBAL MINING INSTITUTE, 2015. Brazil country mining guide. https://assets.
kpmg.com/content/dam/kpmg/pdf/2016/01/brazil-mining-country-guide.pdf,
Accessed date: 4 October 2017.

Kummer, K., 1995. International Management of Hazardous Wastes: the Basel Convention
and Related Legal Rules, first ed. Oxford University Press Inc., Clarendon.

Lambert, F., Gaydardzhiev, S., Léonard, G., Lewis, G., Bareel, P.-F., Bastin, D., 2015.
Copper leaching from waste electric cables by Biohydrometallurgy. Min. Eng. 76,
38–46.

Lèbre, É., Corder, G., Golev, A., 2017. The role of the mining industry in a circular
economy. J. Ind. Ecol. 21, 662–672.

Lee, R.L.M., 2005. Bauman, liquid modernity and dilemmas of development. Thesis Elev.
83, 61–77.

Lepawsky, J., 2017. Legal geographies of e-waste legislation in Canada and the US:
Jurisdiction, responsibility and the taboo of production. Geoforum 81, 87–99. http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2017.02.007.

Lins, C., Horwitz, E., 2007. Sustainability in the mining sector. Fundação Brasileira para o
Desenvolvimento Sustentável (FBDS). http://www.fbds.org.br/IMG/pdf/doc-295.
pdf, Accessed date: 5 October 2017.

Luda, M.P., 2011. Recycling of printed circuit boards. In: Kumar, S. (Ed.), Integrated
Waste Management – Volume II. INTECH, New York, pp. 307–447.

Luthra, S., Garg, D., Haleem, A., 2015. An analysis of interactions among critical success
factors to implement green supply chain management towards sustainability: an
Indian perspective. Resour. Policy 46, 37–50.

Machado, M.D., Soares, E.V., Soares, H.M., 2011. Selective recovery of chromium,
copper, nickel, and zinc from an acid solution using an environmentally friendly
process. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int. 18, 1279–1285.

Madrigal-Arias, J.E., Argumedo-Delira, R., Alarcón, A., Mendoza-López, M.R., García-
Barradas, O., Cruz-Sánchez, J.S., Ferrera-Cerrato, R., Jiménez-Fernández, M., 2015.
Bioleaching of gold, copper and nickel from waste cellular phone PCBs and computer
goldfinger motherboards by two Aspergillus niger strains. Braz. J. Microbiol. 46,
707–713.

Marra, A., Cesaro, A., Belgiorno, V., 2018. Separation Efficiency of Valuable and Critical
Metals in WEEE Mechanical Tratments. 186. pp. 490–498.

Massari, S., Ruberti, M., 2013. Rare earth elements as critical raw materials: focus on
international markets and future strategies. Resour. Policy 38, 36–43.

McDonough, W., Braungart, M., 2013. The Upcycle. Beyond Sustainability – Designing for
Abundance. North Point Press, New York.

Milovantseva, N., Fitzpatrick, C., 2015. Barriers to electronics reuse of transboundary e-
waste shipment regulations: an evaluation based on industry experiences. Resour.
Conserv. Recycl. 102, 170–177.

Mishan, E.J., 1967. The Costs of Economic Growth, first ed. Staples Press, London.
Mudd, G.M., 2010. The environmental sustainability of mining in Australia: key mega-

trends and looming constraints. Resour. Policy 35, 98–115.
Nnorom, I.C., Osibanjo, O., 2008. Overview of electronic waste (e-waste) management

practices and legislations, and their poor applications in the developing countries.
Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 52, 843–858.

Octave, S., Thomas, D., 2009. Biorefinery: toward an industrial metabolism. Biochimie
91, 659–664.

Odum, E.P., 1953. Fundamentals of Ecology, first ed. W. B. Saunders Co., New York.
Oguchi, M., Sakanakura, H., Terazono, A., 2013. Toxic metals in WEEE: characterization

and substance flow analysis in waste treatment processes. Sci. Total Environ. 1,
463–464.

Ogunseitan, O.A., 2014. The Basel Convention and e-waste: translation of scientific un-
certainty to protective policy. Lancet Glob. Health 1, e313–e314.

Ongondo, F.O., Williams, D., Cherrett, T.J., 2011. How are WEEE doing? A global review
of the management of electrical and electronic wastes. Waste Manag. 31, 714–730.

Ouoba, Y., 2017. Economic sustainability of the gold mining industry in Burkina Faso.

L.H. Xavier, et al. Resources Policy xxx (xxxx) xxxx

8

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2019.101467
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref7
https://www.cri.dk/sites/cri.dk/files/dokumenter/artikler/weee_recycling_paper_oct14.pdf
https://www.cri.dk/sites/cri.dk/files/dokumenter/artikler/weee_recycling_paper_oct14.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref10
http://ewastemonitor.info
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref13
https://www.ellenmacarthurfoundation.org/publications/a-new-dynamic-2
https://www.ellenmacarthurfoundation.org/publications/a-new-dynamic-2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref16
https://www.circulareconomyclub.com/circular-economy-knowledge-hub/
https://www.circulareconomyclub.com/circular-economy-knowledge-hub/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref19
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.08.003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref25
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTEAPREGTOPENVIRONMENT/Resources/CircularEconomy_Legal_IntExperience_ExecSummary_EN.doc
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTEAPREGTOPENVIRONMENT/Resources/CircularEconomy_Legal_IntExperience_ExecSummary_EN.doc
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref27
https://www.recyclinginternational.com/magazine/rt/issue-october-2016/article/10265/belgium-preventing-antimony-becoming-next-rare-earth
https://www.recyclinginternational.com/magazine/rt/issue-october-2016/article/10265/belgium-preventing-antimony-becoming-next-rare-earth
https://www.recyclinginternational.com/magazine/rt/issue-october-2016/article/10265/belgium-preventing-antimony-becoming-next-rare-earth
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref35
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.08.007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref40
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/tools-databases/eip-raw-materials/en/content/innovative-hydrometallurgical-processes-recover-precious-and-critical-metals-weee-and-other
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/tools-databases/eip-raw-materials/en/content/innovative-hydrometallurgical-processes-recover-precious-and-critical-metals-weee-and-other
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/tools-databases/eip-raw-materials/en/content/innovative-hydrometallurgical-processes-recover-precious-and-critical-metals-weee-and-other
http://portaldamineracao.com.br/ibram/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/WEB_REL_IBRAM_2017.pdf
http://portaldamineracao.com.br/ibram/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/WEB_REL_IBRAM_2017.pdf
https://www.icmm.com/publications/pdfs/8264.pdf%202014
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref46
https://assets.kpmg.com/content/dam/kpmg/pdf/2016/01/brazil-mining-country-guide.pdf
https://assets.kpmg.com/content/dam/kpmg/pdf/2016/01/brazil-mining-country-guide.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref52
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2017.02.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2017.02.007
http://www.fbds.org.br/IMG/pdf/doc-295.pdf
http://www.fbds.org.br/IMG/pdf/doc-295.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref72


Resour. Policy 51, 194–203.
Owens, B., 2013. Mining: extreme prospects. Nature 495, S4–S6.
Pactwa, K., Woźniak, J., 2017. Environmental reporting policy of the mining industry

leaders in Poland. Resour. Policy 53, 201–207.
Park, S.M., Yoo, J.C., Ji, S.W., Yang, J.S., Baek, K., 2015. Selective recovery of dissolved

Fe, Al, Cu, and Zn in acid mine drainage based on modeling to predict precipitation
pH. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int. 22, 3013–3022.

Paulick, H., Machacek, E., 2017. The global rare earth element exploration boom: an
analysis of resources outside of China and discussion of development perspectives.
Resour. Policy 52, 134–153.

Pavel, C.C., Lacal-Arántegui, R., Marmier, A., Schüler, D., Tzimas, E., Buchert, M., Jenseit,
W., Blagoeva, D., 2017. Substitution strategies for reducing the use of rare earths in
wind turbines. Resour. Policy 52, 349–357.

Pham, V.A., Ting, Y.P., 2009. Gold bioleaching of electronic waste by cyanogenic bacteria
and its enhancement with bio-oxidation. Adv. Mater. Res. 71–73, 661–664.

Priya, A., Hait, S., 2017. Comparative assessment of metallurgical recovery of metals from
electronic waste with special emphasis on bioleaching. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int.
24, 6989–7008.

Provazi, K., Campos, B.A., Espinosa, D.C.R., Tenório, J.A.S., 2011. Metal separation from
mixed types of batteries using selective precipitation and liquid liquid extraction
techniques. Waste Manag. 31, 59–64.

Provazi, K., Espinosa, D.C.R., Tenório, J.A.S., 2012. Metal recovery of discarded stacks
and batteries, liquid-liquid extraction and stripping parameters effect. Mater. Sci.
Forum 727–728, 486–490.

Rebehy, P.C.P.W., Costa, A.L., Campello, C.A.G.B., Espinoza, D.F., Neto, M.J., 2017.
Innovative social business of selective waste collection in Brazil: cleaner production
and poverty reduction. J. Clean. Prod. 154, 462–473.

Reed, D.W., Fujita, Y., Daubaras, D.L., Jiao, Y., Thompson, V.S., 2016. Bioleaching of rare
earth elements from waste phosphors and cracking catalysts. Hydrometal 166 64-40.

Report, Brundtland, 1987. Report of the world commission on environment and devel-
opment: our common future. http://www.un-documents.net/our-common-future.
pdf, Accessed date: 31 October 2017.

Ribeiro-Duthie, A.C., Lins, F.A.F., 2017. A Economia Circular e sua relação com a
Mineração. Bras. Miner. 374, 66–69.

Robeyns, I., 2005. The Capability Approach: a theoretical survey. J. Hum. Dev. 6, 93–114.
Sayre, N.F., 2008. The genesis, history, and limits of carrying capacity. Ann. Assoc. Am.

Geogr. 98, 120–134 Taylor & Francis, LLC.
Shields, D.J., Solar, S.V., 2007. Sustainable Development and Minerals: measuring

mining's contribution to society. In: Pettersen, M. (Ed.), Sustainable Mineral
Development in Developing Nations. London Geological Society, London.

Silvas, F.P.C., Jiménez Correa, M.M., Caldas, M.P.K., De Moraes, V.T., Espinosa, D.C.R.,

Tenório, J.A.S., 2015. Printed circuit board recycling: physical processing and copper
extraction by selective leaching. Waste Manag. 46, 503–510.

Solomon, F., Katz, E., Lovel, R., 2008. Social dimensions of mining: research, policyand
practice challenges for the minerals industry in Australia. Resour. Policy 33,
142–149.

Sothun, C., 2012. Situation of e-waste management in Cambodia. In: Procedia
Environmental Sciences, The 7th International Conference on Waste Management
and Technology. 16. pp. 535–544.

Stahel, W., 2017. Economy without waste: what are the challenges and opportunities of
moving towards a circular economy? Sustainable Goals. http://www.
sustainablegoals.org.uk/economy-without-waste/, Accessed date: 31 October 2017.

Strong, M.F., 1992. From Stockholm to Rio: a journey down a generation. In: United
Nations Conference on Environment and Development, in: in Our Hands: Earth
Summit '92.

Szamałek, K., Galos, K., 2016. Metals in Spent Mobile Phones (SMP) – a new challenge for
mineral resources management. Gospod. Surowcami Miner. J. 32, 45–58.

Talsen, B., 2017. From electronic consumer products to e-wastes: global outlook, waste
quantities, recycling challenges. Environ. Int. 98, 35–45.

Tiainen, H., 2016. Contemplating governance for social sustainability in mining in
Greenland. Res. Pol. 49, 282–289.

UNDP United Nations Development Programme, 2015. Sustainable Development Goals.
Geneva. http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/sustainable-development-
goals.html, Accessed date: 31 October 2017.

Villas-Bôas, R.C., Beinhoff, C., 2002. Indicators of Sustainability for the Mineral
Extraction Industry. CNPq/CYTED, Rio de Janeiro.

Vintró, C., Sanmiquel, L., Freijo, M., 2014. Environmental sustainability in the mining
sector: evidence from Catalan companies. J. Clean. Prod. 84, 155–163.

Wang, M.Y., 2005. On the concept of circular economy. Chin. J. Popul. Resour. Environ.
15, 13–18.

Xiang, Y., Wu, P., Zhu, N., Zhang, T., Liu, W., Wu, J., Li, P., 2010. Bioleaching of copper
from waste printed circuit boards by bacterial consortium enriched from acid mine
drainage. J. Hazard Mater. 184, 812–818.

Yamane, L.H., Espinosa, D.C.R., Tenório, J.A.S., 2011. Biolixiviação de cobre de sucata
eletrônica. Rev. Esc. Minas 64, 323–333.

Yamane, L.H., Espinosa, D.C.R., Tenório, J.A.S., 2013. Lixiviação bacteriana de sucata
eletrônica: influência dos parâmetros de processo. Tecnol. Metal. Materiais Min. 10,
50–56.

Zeng, L., Wang, B., Fan, L., Wu, J., 2016. Analyzing sustainability of Chinese mining cities
using an association rule mining approach. Resour. Pol. 49, 394–404.

Zvarivadza, T., 2018. Sustainability in the mining industry: an evaluation of the National
Planning Commission's diagnostic overview. Resour. Policy 56, 70–77.

L.H. Xavier, et al. Resources Policy xxx (xxxx) xxxx

9

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref84
http://www.un-documents.net/our-common-future.pdf
http://www.un-documents.net/our-common-future.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref94
http://www.sustainablegoals.org.uk/economy-without-waste/
http://www.sustainablegoals.org.uk/economy-without-waste/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref99
http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/sustainable-development-goals.html
http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/sustainable-development-goals.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref101
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref101
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0301-4207(17)30543-3/sref108

	Sustainability and the circular economy: A theoretical approach focused on e-waste urban mining
	Introduction
	Conceptual background
	Early concepts
	Sustainable mining
	To infinity and beyond
	Mining and urban mining

	Methodology
	Conceptual framework
	Secondary raw-material classification

	Results and discussion
	Conceptual framework
	E-waste urban mining
	Urban biomining: innovations in e-waste recycling

	Discussion and conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary data
	References




