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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This report is part of SYMBI (Industrial Symbiosis for Regional Sustainable Growth and A Resource 

Efficient Circular Economy) project, realised under the “5th call for additional activities” (active 

during years 2021-2022). This lessons learned report presents the findings of the SYMBI project 

activity A5 “EU Green Deal and Circular Economy Action Plan related funding mechanisms for 

promoting industrial symbiosis and circular economy”. The aim of this activity is to identify good 

practises regarding industrial symbiosis (IS) and circular economy (CE) and their funding. 

One of the main objectives of the SYMBI project has been to identify enabling and driving 

factors for the formation of industrial symbiosis. Funding is an essential enabler of industrial 

symbiosis practices. During the SYMBI project extension the consortium conducted a peer 

review study and a workshop about how different funding schemes are used to support 

industrial symbiosis and if there is a linkage to EU Green Deal and Circular Economy Action Plan 

(CEAP). At EU level, EU Green Deal and the Circular Economy Action Plan are considered 

perhaps the main tools when it comes to advancing and supporting circular economy and 

industrial symbiosis.  

During the study SYMBI partners identified which kind of funding instruments are used to fund 

successful CE and moreover IS projects and initiatives. The focus of the activity was in collecting 

information about different funding instruments the partner countries have used to fund CE 

and IS activities and to estimate the success of the good practices identified. Each partner 

identified 1-2 good national/regional practises and described their link to EU Green Deal and/or 

CEAP and elaborated the funding that had enabled the practise. All together 11 practises were 

identified. Most of the cases were funded through public funding (6/11) but also companies 

own capital investment (3/11) and joint public private funding (2/11) had been utilized. 

SYMBI project aims to build regional capacity and increase regional development by exchanging 

of experiences and information. Finding good practices that could potentially be learned and 

transferred from one region to another is one of the key elements of Interreg Europe projects. 

As an output of this activity four (4) good practices were identified based on their high potential 

to be transferred also to other regions. In addition, four (4) good practices were identified based 

on their impact on the environment and economy and compliance with EU Circular Economy 

Action Plan.  
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1 SYMBI partnership 

In the context of the Interreg Europe 5th call, the SYMBI project brings together nine partners in 

total, from seven Member States (Spain, Poland, Italy, Slovenia, Greece, Hungary, and Finland).  

 

Table 1: The SYMBI partnership under the Interreg Europe 5th call for additional activities 

Country Partner organisation 

 Foundation FUNDECYT Scientific and Technological Park of Extremadura 

(FUNDECYT) 

 The Malopolska Region (MALOPOLSKA) 

 Chamber of Commerce of Molise (CoC-Molise) 

 Government Office for Development and European Cohesion Policy (SVRK) 

 Regional Development Agency of the Ljubljana Urban Region (RDA-LUR) 

 Pannon Novum West-Transdanubian Regional Innovation Non-Profit Ltd (PANOV) 

 Municipality of Kozani, Development and Planning Bureau (KOZANI) 

 Regional Council of Häme (HÄME) 

 Häme University of Applied Sciences Ltd (HAMK) 
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2 Thematic background for the funding instruments for European Green Deal 

and Circular Economy Action Plan 

The European Union and the European Commission have multiple plans to overcome the 

challenges caused by climate change and environmental degradation. European Green Deal and 

Europe’s growth and resilience strategy are among the key plan of actions to achieve these 

goals. Circular economy is seen as a way to bring environmental and economic benefits 

together and thus has been a long-term goal of the European Commission. Different funding 

schemes and instruments play an essential role in implementing these strategies. Below are 

listed the main plans, policies and instruments that are designed to contribute to the EU’s 

green transition and therefore also enhance circular economy. 

 

2.1 NextGenerationEU recovery plan 

NextGenerationEU (NGEU) is a temporary instrument to boost EU’s recovery from the 

pandemic and improve the economy. A key instrument under the NGEU is the Recovery and 

Resilience Facility which allows the Commission to raise funds to help Member States 

implement reforms and investments that are in line with the EU’s priorities. EU countries must 

devote at least 37% of the financing they receive under the 672.5 billion euros Recovery and 

Resilience Facility to investments and reforms that support climate objectives. Country specific 

Recovery and resilience plans can be found from: https://ec.europa.eu/info/business-economy-

euro/recovery-coronavirus/recovery-and-resilience-facility_en (European commission, n.d.-a) 

 

2.2 EU Cohesion policy 

EU Cohesion policy is a regional policy instrument to improve EU’s economic well-being and to 

level and avoid regional disparities. The Policy helps EU countries, regions, local governments, 

and cities to implement large investments that contribute to the European Green Deal. All EU 

member states must devote at least 30 % of what they receive from the European Regional 

Development Fund to these priorities. (European commission, n.d.-a) 

 

https://ec.europa.eu/info/business-economy-euro/recovery-coronavirus/recovery-and-resilience-facility_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/business-economy-euro/recovery-coronavirus/recovery-and-resilience-facility_en
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2.3 Mobilising private investments 

The EU budget alone are not enough to achieve the goals of the green transition. The Commission 

aims to boost private sector investment in green and sustainable projects. One of the ways to 

increase investments in green and sustainable projects through private investments is the EU 

taxonomy classification. The EU taxonomy is a classification system to support sustainable 

financing through a list of environmentally sustainable economic activities. The taxonomy aims 

at providing companies, investors, and policymakers with appropriate definitions for which 

economic activities can be considered environmentally sustainable. (European Commission, n.d.-

c) 

 

2.4 European Green Deal 

The European Green Deal is a set of policy initiatives by the European Commission with the aim 

to make Europe the first climate-neutral continent by 2050. The Deal was approved 2020 and it 

consists of measures and actions to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, adapt to the impacts of 

climate change and to make Europe a climate resilient society. In addition, the initiative 

comprises of various policy initiatives in areas such as agriculture to energy efficiency, clean 

transport, and the circular economy, to reach the increased European Union’s 2030 climate and 

environmental goals. The EU Green Deal is Europe’s roadmap for more sustainable economy. 

The Green Deal will be mobilized through Direct EU funding and support to initiatives triggered 

by EU budget. (European Commission, n.d.-d) 

 

2.5 The European Green Deal Investment Plan and The Just Transition 

Mechanism 

The European Green Deal Investment Plan (EGDIP), also referred to as Sustainable Europe 

Investment Plan (SEIP), is the investment plan to support and execute the Green Deal. The plan 

is set to mobilise at least 1 trillion euros in sustainable investments over the course of 10 years. 

A set of measures will be undertaken to achieve this goal, they include: 

- capital from EU and national budgets, 

- public and private investments, 

- additional measures to facilitate and boost green public and private investment, 

- attractive investment conditions, 
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- technical assistance to help investors in selecting sustainable projects. (European 

commission, n.d.-a) 

The European Green Deal Investment Plan includes the Just Transition Mechanism, which 

focuses on ensuring a fair and just transition to a green economy, also known as the green 

transition. The Just Transition Mechanism will mobilise at least 100 billion euros in investments 

over the period 2021-2027 to support workers and citizens of the regions most impacted by the 

transition, which are territories in the EU that are currently hosting CO2-intensive industries 

and are thus most affected by the transition. (European Commission, n.d.-e) 

 

 

Picture 1: The European Green Deal Investment Plan of mobilizing at least 1 trillion of investments over 

the next decade consist of 25% of all European Union funding for climate measures, 30 % of InvestEU to 

projects that fight climate change and stimulating green investments with support from the EIB 

(European Investment Bank) Group. (European commission, 2020) 
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2.6 EU Circular Economy Action Plan 

The EU Circular Economy Action plan (CEAP) is part of the European Green Deal. The action plan 

describes EU’s transition to a circular economy through initiatives along the life cycle of 

products.  The plan targets legislative and non-legislative measures on how products are 

designed, promotes circular economy processes, encourages sustainable consumption, and 

aims at ensuring that waste is prevented, and the resources used are kept in the EU economy 

for as long as possible. The CEAP describes a sustainable production policy framework and plans 

to enhance waste policies and secondary raw material markets. The plan focuses on the sectors 

that use most resources and where the potential for circularity is high. Key product value chains 

specified in the Circular Economy Action Plan are: 

- Electronics and ICT, 

- Batteries and vehicles, 

- Packaging, 

- Plastics, 

- Textiles, 

- Construction and buildings, 

- Food, water and nutrients. (European Commission, n.d.-f). 

 

Table 2 The EU Circular Economy Action plan (CEAP) is part of the European Green Deal. The action plan describes EU’s 
transition to a circular economy through various initiatives. 
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3 Data collection and peer-review process 

The aim of the activity was to collect and exchange good practices on how to build synergetic 

actions with circular EU instruments, to prescribe funding mechanisms for promoting industrial 

symbiosis as a recovery tool. This was done by collecting general information about national 

implementation of The Recovery and Resilience Facility instrument and European Regional 

Development Fund. In addition to this, each SYMBI partner identified 1-2 national or regional 

good practices that have been funded through different schemes. The partners that come from 

the same country were advised to coordinate and consult each other to avoid repetitions and 

therefore could do the activity jointly.  

 

3.1 Data collection methods 

SYMBI partners were advised to conduct the activity by desk research and/or consulting 

relevant national or regional experts. The information was collected during spring 2022 through 

a Webropol survey created by HAMK (Annex 1). The activity consists of three main aims: 

1. Collect general information about the ways each SYMBI partner country or region is 

planning to mobilize funding allocated to green transition and in particular circular 

economy (CE) and IS through the two EU funding schemes. And to explain if CE and/or IS 

constitute to these national schemes. The two EU funding schemes are: 

a. The Recovery and Resilience Facility instrument (EU countries must devote at 

least 37 % of the financing they receive under the Recovery and Resilience 

Facility to investments and reforms that support climate objectives) 

b. The EU Cohesion Policy (EU countries must devote at least 30% of what they 

receive from the European Regional Development Fund to the EU Green Deal 

priorities) 

2. Identify 1-2 good practices per SYMBI partner, for example: 

a.  a good practice that is funded mainly through public funding (any portion of the 

funding being public) 

b.  a good practice that is funded through private funding (any portion of the 

funding being private) 

3. Evaluate the success of the good practices collected 

a. Evaluation scale from 1 - low economic impact to 5 - high (positive) economic 

impact 
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b. Evaluation scale from 1 - low environmental impact to 5 – high (positive) 

environmental impact. 

The aim of the activity was to identify which kind of funding instruments are used to fund 

successful CE and moreover IS projects and initiatives. The focus of the activity was in collecting 

information about different funding instruments the partner countries have used to fund CE 

and IS activities and to estimate the success of the good practices identified. The success of the 

practises was evaluated by economic and environmental impact. The aim was to identify what 

kind of funding instruments have created the most successful projects or initiatives. 

 

3.2 Evaluation methodology of the good practices 

The success of the good practices was evaluated through the effectiveness and impact of the 

practice in five main levels: 

1. Economic impact 

a. for example, reduction in waste management costs or production or 

procurement costs. Increase in employment.  

b. Evaluation scale from 1 - low economic impact to 5 – high (positive) economic 

impact. 

2. Environmental impact 

a. for example, reduction of CO2 or other emissions in production, logistics of other 

parts of the value chain. Replacing virgin raw materials with secondary raw 

materials. Reducing the amount of waste. 

b. Evaluation scale from 1 - low environmental impact to 5 – high (positive) 

environmental impact. 

3. Extent of the impact 

a. Organisational/regional/national or international level 

b. Continuation of the practice after the funding 

4. General description of the success of the practice  

a. Scoring the level of the impact and justification of answers. 

5. How well the practice is in line with the objectives of the Circular Economy Action Plan 

and Green Deal. 

a. Assessed through to which key product value chains listed in the CEAP, the 

practise related to:  

i. Electronics and ICT 
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ii. Batteries and vehicles 

iii. Packaging 

iv. Plastics 

v. Textiles 

vi. Construction and buildings 

vii. Food water and nutrients. 

b. Open ended justification on how the practise related to EU Green deal and/or 

CEAP.   

 

3.3 Peer-review process 

In addition to partners own evaluation of the good practises they selected. The practises were 

also evaluation through peer-review. All partners evaluated all practises, so all practises were 

evaluated seven times. The peer review process was conducted by a Webropol survey (Annex 

2). The peer-review consist of the evaluation of: 

1. Economic and environmental impact 

2. Transferability of the good practise 

a. If a similar practise already exists in the region/country 

b. The transferability to the region/country 

c. Interest of the good practise 

3. Transferability of the financial instruments 

a. If a similar financial instrument already exists in the region/country 

b. The transferability of the financial instrument to the region/country 

c. Interest of the financial instrument 

4. Compliance with EU Green Deal and/or Circular Economy Action Plan 

a. Evaluation scale from 1 – not at all in line with to 5 – as well as possible in line 

with EU Green Deal and/or Circular Economy Action Plan. 
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Table 3: The rating system 

Criterion – Definition Scale Evaluation Rate Minimum 

Points 

Maximum 

Points 

Economic impact 1-5 
1- low economic impact 

5- high economic impact 
1 5 

Environmental impact 1-5 
1- low environmental impact 

5- high environmental impact 
1 5 

Transferability 1-5 
1- Low transferability potential 

5- High transferability potential 
1 5 

Compliance with EU 

Green Deal and/or 

Circular Economy 

Action Plan objectives 

1-5 

1- Not at all in line with the objectives 

5- As well as possible in line with the 

objectives 

1 5 
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4 Analysis of data on good practises 

During the activity 11 practises were identified. The full presentation of the practises can be 

found from annexes 3-13 and the summary list from the grid below. The grid presents the name 

of the good practise, the country from which they originate, the description of the funding 

instrument and the primary funding body, the scope (regional/ national/ international) and to 

which key value chains of the CEAP they are linked to.  

 

1. Design, Financing, Construction, Maintenance and Operation of Infrastructure of the Integrated 

Waste Management System (IWMS) of the Region of Western Macedonia with PPP (Greece) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

- The European Investment Bank (EUR 13 

million) 

- The Jessica financial instrument (EUR 13 

million) - an amount that will be returned to 

Western Macedonia for reinvestment 

- The National Bank of Greece (EUR 6 million) 

- Equity of 17 million euros of the Private 

Partnership Agency EPADYM SA 

Joint public-private 

funding 

Regional level Packaging, 

Plastics, 

Textiles, Food, 

water and 

nutrients 

2. Rehabilitation of an abandoned quarry in the Region of Attica (Greece) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

Private funds. The initial funds needed were 

from company's own capital and bank loans. 

After starting to provide services, operating 

expenses and loan payback is achieved by a 

specific fee/ton of waste for the accepted waste, 

set by the alternative management systems 

responsible for the rehabilitation. 

Company's own 

capital investment, 

private investment 

Regional level Construction 

and buildings 

 

 

3. Circular Economy Technology Platform (Hungary) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

100 % of the initial seed funding was provided 

through the project (Project ID: 2020-2.1.1-ED-

2020-00117), Circular Economy Science Park 

National public 

funding 

National 

public funding 

Electronics 

and ICT, 

Construction 
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Phase I. – Planning phase”, funded by Ministry of 

Technology and Innovation, and the National 

Research, Development and Innovation Agency. 

The funding condition was to create a 

Technology Platform and start expanding 

membership. Project funding covers the start-up 

phase (max 1 year). 

and buildings, 

Food, water 

and nutrients 

4. RoboKaland (Hungary) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

No funding instrument was involved. It is a 

garage-scale initiative, which was built up step-

by-step. 

Company's own 

capital investment 

Regional level Electronics 

and ICT 

5. WHRS - Waste Heat Recovery System (Italy) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

The funding consists in the release of Energy 

Efficiency Qualification (TEE) - White 

Certificates: The TEEs are issued by the GSE 

(Energy Services Management) annually based 

on the energy savings achieved. To obtain the 

TEEs there must be a tangible result in terms of 

energy efficiency. The issue of TEE has a 

duration of 10 years. 

National public 

funding 

Organisational 

level 

Construction 

and buildings 

6. P2P- Packaging to Polymers: the new joint venture made up of Unilever and Seri Plast (Italy) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

National Agency for Investment Attraction and 

Business Development, owned by the Ministry 

of Economy. Project > 50 M €. 

National public 

funding 

National level Plastics 
 

7. SPIN- Transfer Centers of Knowledge in Małopolska Region (Poland) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

The services provided by Knowledge Transfer 

Centers are provided under de minimis aid. The 

entrepreneur pays only VAT, the rest is financed 

by the European Regional Development Fund. 

EU funding Regional level Food, water 

and nutrients 
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Project SPIN is implemented in 2019-2023 with 

the budget PLN 20 million. The planned effect 

for the project is to provide advisory support to 

754 entrepreneurs from Małopolska. 

8. Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) Voucher Scheme (Slovenia) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

Period of eligible costs: they start from the 

publication of the public call and last until 30th 

September 2023. Minimum incentive: EUR 

3,000.00. Maximum incentive: EUR 9,999.99. 

Maximum funding rate: 60 %. Funds available 

for the period 2021-2023: EUR 409,000.00 until 

2023. Special condition: The applicant must have 

at least 3 employees on the day of submitting 

the application, according to the Health 

Insurance Institute of Slovenia. 

EU funding National level Electronics 

and ICT, 

Batteries and 

vehicles, 

Packaking, 

Plastics, 

Textiles, 

Construction 

and buildings, 

Food, water 

and nutrients 

9. Localcir project (Spain) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

The project is co-financed by the European 

Regional Development Fund through the 

INTERREG V-A SPAIN PORTUGAL (POCTEP) 2014-

2020 programme. Under the technical 

coordination of the Extremadura Energy Agency-

AGENEX, the project is being implemented by 16 

partners, 12 Extremaduran and 4 Portuguese 

from the regions of Alentejo and Centro and has 

a total budget of 3,284,870 euros. The co-

funding of 25 % of the budget is provided by 

public sector entities and several non-profit 

organisations. 

EU funding, 

regional public 

funding 

Regional level Electronics 

and ICT, 

Packaging, 

Plastics, 

Textiles, 

Construction 

and buildings, 

Food, water 

and nutrients 

10. Electricity production with recycled photovoltaic panels (Spain) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 
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100 % of the investment was the company's own 

capital. There has been no external financing by 

banks or other private investors. The total 

financing of the project has been carried out by 

the two cooperating companies. 

Company's own 

capital investment 

Organisational 

level 

Electronics 

and ICT 

11. ExpandFibre (Finland) 

Funding instrument Primary funding Scope CEAP 

ExpandFibre is funded through A joint public-

private funding scheme. The public funding 

covers for 40 % of the total funding and is 

funded through Partnership model funding by 

Business Finland. Total budget of 50 M € out of 

which 20 M € is funded by Business Finland. 

Fortum’s share is 32 M € (12.8 M € funding) and 

Metsä Group’s 18 M € (7.2 M €). The public 

funding is a grant (no payback) and the duration 

of the project is 2020-2024. Business Finland is a 

public organization under the Finnish Ministry of 

Employment and the Economy. 

Joint public-private 

funding 

 

International 

level 

Packaging, 

Plastics, 

Textiles, Food, 

water and 

nutrients 
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4.1 Economic and environmental impact 

The economic and environmental impact of the collected cases was evaluated combining 

partners own evaluation and the peer-review. SYMBI partners were advised to consider 

economic impacts such as reduction in waste management costs or production or procurement 

costs or increase in employment. Environmental impacts were evaluated in the same way 

considering for example reduction of CO2 or other emissions, logistics, replacing virgin raw 

materials with secondary raw materials and reducing the amount of waste. 

Few cases stand out with highest ranking but mostly the results are very even (table 4). To 

better conclude and demonstrate differences among the cases, the compliance with CEAP was 

examined together with the environmental and economic impact. The good practises with the 

highest evaluation points were: 

1. ExpandFibre (Finland) 

2. P2P- Packaging to Polymers: the new joint venture made up of Unilever and Seri Plast 

(Italy) 

3. Integrated Waste Management System (IWMS) of the Region of Western Macedonia 

(Greece) 

4. Rehabilitation of an abandoned quarry in the Region of Attica (Greece). 

The good practises that got the highest points with this evaluation are all large private or state-

owned companies that handle voluminous amounts of waste and secondary raw materials. 

Their scale is notable and vary from regional, national to international level.  



 

 
 

 

 
 

18 
 

 

Table 4: Good practise evaluation results from economic and environmental impact and the com pliance with EU Circular 
Economy Action Plan. 
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4.2 Transferability of the good practise 

Transferability indicates the capability to transfer the practise from one country/region to 

another. This is essential in Interreg Europe projects as the aim of Interreg Europe is to bring 

people together to share innovative and sustainable solutions to regional development 

challenges. Learning from other regions/countries/partners is one of the main objectives of the 

SYMBI project funding and cooperation.  

The transferability of the good practise was evaluated mainly through the peer-review process. 

Partners evaluated whether the good practise and/or the financial instrument could be 

transferred to their region/country and the interest towards the practise was evaluated. Table 

5 presents the results combined with the impact evaluation. The cases that got the highest 

points were:  

1. WHRS - Waste Heat Recovery System (Italy) 

2. Electricity production with recycled photovoltaic panels (Spain) 

3. Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) Voucher Scheme (Slovenia) 

4. ExpandFibre (Finland). 

The cases are of smaller scale (2 organisational level, 1 regional level, 1 international level) 

compared to the ones ranked the highest in the impact evaluation. Smaller scale practises can 

be seen more transferable than activities of large companies. The case from Slovenia, the Life 

Cycle Assessment (LCA) Voucher Scheme differs from all other cases as it is a funding 

instrument in itself. Such funding instrument already exists in some of the partner countries but 

is new to most. The Finnish case ExpandFibre is the only practise that is among both of the four 

good practise lists.  

Based on the evaluation one practice was ranked the most interesting, even though its impact 

evaluation was low, as it is a regional small-scale practice. This practice was RoboKaland (HU); a 

small family enterprise that holds workshops for children to disassemble old electronic tools 

and create new electronic gadgets. Because of the scale of the practice RoboKaland did not get 

high points but is worth mentioning as it serves as a great way to spread information and 

increase knowledge. The full description of the good practice can be found from Annex 5.  
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Table 5 Good practise evaluation results from economic and environmental impact and the com pliance with EU Circular 
Economy Action Plan together with transferability evaluation. The results are average from economic, environmental and CEAP 

compliance and the average of the good practise and financial instrument evaluation. 
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4.3 Compliance with EU Green Deal and Circular Economy Action Plan 

 

All the good practises were in line with the EU Green Deal and Circular Economy Action Plan 

objectives. Many of the practises were linked to more than one of the key value chains 

identified in the CEAP. All the key value chains were covered by the cases collected. The 

number of the cases concerning each key value chain are listed below: 

- Food, water, and nutrients (6) 

- Plastics (5) 

- Construction and buildings (5) 

- Electronics and ICT (5) 

- Textiles (4) 

- Packaging (4) 

- Batteries and vehicles (1). 

Most of the practises were related to the key value chain “food, water, and nutrients”. Table 6 

presents the key value chains division among the cases. From CEAP circular economy policies 

and objectives the cases mostly contribute to waste prevention by the utilization or recovering 

waste or secondary raw materials and advancing EU market for secondary raw materials (table 

2). 
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Table 6 presents the Circular Economy Action Plan key value chains the good practises are related to.  
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4.4 Funding instruments 

Both public and private funding play an important role in funding CE and IS activities. When the 

different variety of public funding from EU funding, national public funding and regional public 

funding are combined, they form the biggest (54 %) funding source for the good practises 

identified during this activity (table 7). Companies own capital investments are the second 

largest funding instrument (28 %) and the most significant instrument when all of the 

instruments are examined separately (table 7). Joint public-private funding covered for 18 % of 

the good practises funding, which is the third largest funding instrument. It is notable from the 

good practises identified, that it has not always been easy or clear to identify which funding 

instrument has been used to fund some of the good practises. For example, often EU funding is 

distributed through national and/or regional organisations and thus can be interpreted either 

as EU funding or national/regional funding. Thus, the different public funding instruments are 

examined together and grouped as a bigger whole.  

 

 

Table 7: The different funding instruments of the good practises collected. 
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4.5 Conclusions 

The aim of this activity was to identify which kind of funding instruments have been used to 

fund industrial symbiosis and circular economy activities. The objective was to collect activities 

with significant impact environmentally and/or economically, high possibility for transferability 

and linkage to EU Green Deal and moreover EU Circular Economy Action Plan. In addition to the 

impact and transferability, the funding of the good practises was examined with the aim of 

identifying which kind of financial instruments create more successful IS and CE activities. The 

initial aim of this activity was to be able to conclude four good practises that stand out with the 

highest ranking based on partners own evaluation and the peer review. When examining the 

evaluation results it was noted that different cases stand out when assessing the environmental 

and economic impact compared to the transferability. Both before mentioned qualities are of 

high importance, so the SYMBI consortium decided to select four good practises that got the 

highest results based on environmental and economic impact and the compliance with CEAP 

and another set of four good practises that got the highest results based on the transferability 

of the good practise combined with the results from the impact evaluation. 

The results from partners own evaluation and the peer-review were relatively even, and thus 

the ranking does not indicate high quality differences between the cases. Partners had already 

identified and selected cases that were compliant with the evaluation criteria and among the 

best national/regional practises. All the practises identified were good and had good 

performance in the evaluation process.  

The grid below presents the two sets of the good practises that were selected the most 

successful. The colouring resembles the colouring of the analysable factors presented in the 

previous chapters.  

The conclusions and lessons learned from this SYMBI activity is that when examining the 

funding of the most successful cases it can be noted that joint public-private funding stand out 

from the funding instruments. Only two cases were funded by Joint public-private funding and 

both of them are among the ones with highest impact and one (ExpandFibre) is among both 

main practises. 

Public funding plays a key role in supporting the formation of IS and CE activities as the sole 

funding instrument or as part of a public-private funding. Moreover, companies own 

investments are crucial and indicate that IS and CE activities are profitable and worth investing 

in. Companies own investment through capital investment or private loans play an important 

role in funding IS and CE activities as part of a public-private funding or as the sole funding. 
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Another conclusion of the study is that most of the good practices were related to CEAP key 

value chain “food water and nutrients” but when looking at the most successful and 

transferable cases the most presented key value chain was plastics (6 cases). Packaging, textiles 

and food, water and nutrients were jointly the second largest key value chain the good 

practices related to (each 4 cases). Based on this activity it could be said that practices that are 

related to recycling or replacing plastics are the most successful, but this result can not be 

generalized outside of this study.  

 

Good practices with the highest ranking with economic and environmental impact and compliance 

with CEAP 

Good practice Primary funding Scope CEAP 

Integrated Waste Management 

System (IWMS) of the Region of 

Western Macedonia with PPP 

(Greece) 

Joint public-private 

funding 

Regional 

level 

Packaging, Plastics, 

Textiles, Food, water and 

nutrients 

Rehabilitation of an abandoned 

quarry in the Region of Attica 

(Greece) 

Company's own 

capital investment, 

private investment 

Regional 

level 

Construction and buildings 

P2P- Packaging to Polymers: the new 

joint venture made up of Unilever 

and Seri Plast (Italy) 

National public 

funding 

National 

level 

Plastics 
 

ExpandFibre (Finland) Joint public-private 

funding 

International 

level 

Packaging, Plastics, 

Textiles, Food, water and 

nutrients 

 

Good practices with the highest ranking with transferability and impact evaluation 

Good practice Primary funding Scope CEAP 

Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) Voucher 

Scheme (Slovenia) 

EU funding National level Packaging, Plastics, 

Textiles, Food, water and 

nutrients, Construction 

and buildings, Electronics 

and ICT 
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Electricity production with recycled 

photovoltaic panels (Spain) 

Company's own 

capital 

investment, 

private 

investment 

Organisational 

level 

Construction and buildings 

 

WHRS - Waste Heat Recovery System 

(Italy) 

National public 

funding 

Organisational 

level 

Plastics 
 

ExpandFibre (Finland) Joint public-

private funding 

International 

level 

Packaging, Plastics, 

Textiles, Food, water and 

nutrients 

 

 

The number of cases being so low combined with the lack of similar studies no generalizable 

outcome or cause and effect relationship can be drawn. However, the conclusions can act as a 

base and bring additional value to similar studies, in the future. It can also be said that the 

results are very indicative and coherent. Presenting and promoting good practices and 

showcasing the funding behind successful cases can accelerate learning from others and can 

help with directing funding to the right places to create IS and CE that are environmentally and 

economically viable. Through the different funding mechanisms, instruments and schemes 

aiming to fund the EU Green Deal (presented in the thematic background), EU partner countries 

have and continue to have even more greatly in the future, possibilities to support and develop 

industrial symbiosis and circular economy.  
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ANNEX 1 DATA COLLECTION SURVEY 
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ANNEX 2 PEER-REVIEW SURVEY 
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 ANNEX 3 Expand Fibre, Finland 
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ANNEX 4 Integrated Waste Management System & Rehabilitation of an abandoned 

quarry, Greece  

Design, Financing, Construction, Maintenance and Operation of Infrastructure of the Integrated Waste 

Management System (IWMS) of the Region of Western Macedonia & Rehabilitation of an abandoned 

quarry in the Region of Attica  
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ANNEX 5 Circular Economy Technology Platform & RoboKaland, Hungary 
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ANNEX 6 P2P- Packaging to Polymers & WHRS (Waste Heat Recovery System), Italy 
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ANNEX 7 Localcir project & Electricity production with recycled photovoltaic 

panels, Spain 
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ANNEX 8 SPIN- Transfer Centers of Knowledge in Małopolska Region, Poland 
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ANNEX 9 Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) Voucher Scheme, Slovenia 
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