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Abstract: This research develops a dual-cycle ELV recycling and remanufacturing system to better
understand and improve the efficiency of the ELV recycling and remanufacturing businesses. For the
flawless operation of this system, the researchers employed evolutionary game theory to establish
a game model between original vehicle manufacturers (OVMs) and third-party recyclers with the
government involved. This research presents evolutionary stable strategies (ESS) that could promote
an ELV recycling and remanufacturing system. Results show that OVMs’ expected profit difference
between choosing and not choosing authorization is crucial in their ESS. The licensing fee plays a part
of OVMs’ expected profit difference. Based on the results, optimal ESS could be achieved when the
OVMs’ expected profit difference between choosing authorization and not choosing authorization
and the third-party recyclers’ profit when paying the licensing fee are both positive. Then, the two
groups’ involvement in dual-cycle ELV recycling and the remanufacturing system can be ensured.
This research implicates the government to devise appropriate reward and punishment strategy to
encourage OVMs and third-party recyclers to collaborate for efficient recycling and remanufacturing
systems. Particularly, the government is suggested to impose strict restrictions on OVMs to carry ELV
recycling and provide support to promote recycling quantity standards. Hence, the ELV recycling
and remanufacturing system would be strengthened, thus improving waste management which is
crucial for both environmental and resource efficiency.

Keywords: end-of-life vehicle; authorization; recycling and remanufacturing; double-cycle system;
circular economy

1. Introduction

Over the last decade, China has dominated the whole world in terms of vehicle sales.
Such rapid growth in vehicle sales has also resulted in a substantial increase in the country’s
total number of end-of-life vehicles (ELVs) [1]. Due to this, China is currently facing a
significant challenge of car recycling where a vast quantity of ELVs need to be disposed of
or recycled. Dismantling such a large number of ELVs can cause severe pollution to the
surroundings [2]. Hence, there would be a significant increase in China’s total quantity
of waste if these ELVs are not adequately recycled [3]. On the other hand, these ELVs can
significantly contribute to efficient resource utilization and economic development through
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proper recycling. Meanwhile, with the influential circular economy concept, the ELVs have
gained significant attention from researchers. It is estimated that 89% of recycled ELVs
would be contributing to the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of Europe by 2030 [4]. Many
developed countries, including Germany, America, the United Kingdom, and Japan, have
recycled more than 85% of their ELVs [5]. However, compared with developed countries,
the recycling system in China is still immature and lacks efficiency and performance [6].
Although Chinese authorities are developing various strategies to achieve an 85% recycling
rate for ELVs, it is still tricky for the recyclers to achieve this target. It is reported that only
14.1% ELVs were collected in 2019 through official recycling channels [7]. There are various
practical reasons behind the low recycling rate, for instance, lack of recycling technologies,
inefficient recycling system, incomplete laws, and lack of environmental awareness among
people [8]. Considering these, an efficient recycling system and perfect recycling policy
have become major challenges that need to be aggressively addressed by the government
of China [3].

In China, ELVs are being recycled through two main ways, including legal and illegal
recycling channels. The legal channel, which constitutes licensed companies, plays a major
role in the recycling industry, whereas the illegal recovery sector is also present for various
socioeconomic reasons [9]. The legal channel is considered a rational utilization of resources
as it provides economic benefits and environmental protection [10]. On the other hand, the
illegal channel is causing severe adversities to both environment and society [11]. Similarly,
nonstandard and inefficient recycling practices also cause tremendous environmental
damage. Hence, the government of China has implemented various policies to promote
legal and standard ELV recycling. The extended producer responsibility (EPR) policy has
been implemented as a standard for remanufacturing to enact essential regulations on ELV
recycling [12].

The EPR policy has become a popular tool that holds producers liable for their end-
of-life products. It requires original vehicle manufacturers (OVMs) to take responsibility
for the entire life cycle of a product, including collection, dismantling, and recycling at
its end of life [13]. In turn, EPR reverses the underlying roles in the product life cycle by
pursuing a dual objective, where it aims to put the responsibility on the producers for the
cost of waste management. On the other hand, it also intends to improve product design to
reduce those costs [14]. In doing this, EPR also forces producers to consider environmental
aspects of their operations [15]. EPR also aims to promote waste management by incentiviz-
ing producers to consider environmental protections and implement effective recycling
processes [16]. EPR has been widely adopted in Europe and other developed countries,
resulting in improved resource recovery from waste material. However, it is observed that
it does not provide valuable incentives for achieving higher levels of the waste hierarchy.
Nevertheless, authorities in Europe have started to promote reuse activities under EPR
schemes [17].

The Chinese authorities have recently implemented an EPR policy that requires OVMs
to take responsibility for the entire life cycle of a product, including collection, dismantling,
and recycling at its end of life [13]. EPR is adopted to ensure efficient legal recycling of
ELVs, further sustaining consumer confidence in the OVMs. However, OVMs hesitate to
invest in recycling because they fear losing their new product market share [1]. Various
existing studies implied that the profitability of ELV remanufacturing plays a crucial role
in OVMs’ decision-making on ELV recycling [18]. It is difficult for legal OVMs to afford
recycling costs, mainly when they fear losing their new product market share. Due to the
stiff competition in China, most OVMs hold down their prices for new vehicles to win
market share [1]. Suppose they take responsibility for their vehicles’ whole life cycle; in
that case, along with recycling ELVs, they also have to tackle environmental adversities
by following expensive and standard processes. Besides, it is also a challenge to recover
heavy investments in recycling the ELVs [19]. Thus, OVMs hesitate to undertake the ELV
recycling business.
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Moreover, there have been many qualified and professional ELV recyclers called
third-party recyclers in China. They acquire the ELVs from the consumers and directly
remanufacture them to be reused. In this process, these recyclers also generate economic
benefits by selling the leftover parts and materials (metals and plastics) from ELVs [8].
Hence, in compliance with EPR, OVMs can ease their burden by collaborating with these
third-party recyclers for ELV recycling and remanufacturing [20]. The Chinese government
has also broadened the product range for ELV parts remanufacturing since 2020. It is an
opportunity for the OVMs to benefit from ELV parts remanufacturing where ELVs are
disassembled and their parts are repaired to be reused as new products. ELV remanufac-
turing operations are often required to adopt high-quality standards to improve OVM’s
brand equity and customers loyalty [18]. Further, ELV remanufacturing also reduces raw
material costs, resulting in the lower price of the new product. Still, OVMs have to bear
higher processing costs, so, they cannot offer competitive prices to the owners of ELVs.
Resultantly, illegal recyclers take this opportunity and grab the market by providing higher
prices as they do not consider standard processes and environmental protection [3]. This is
the reason why authorities have to devise strategies to encourage OVMs to adopt standard
recycling and remanufacturing business.

Various existing studies have investigated multiple recycling modes in the context
of China. For instance, Wang et al. [21] state that OVMs select recycling mode depending
on the quality of their waste products. Under the constraints of transfer payment and
manufacturing cost, Tong [22] established a recovery model that associates the recovery
channel’s choice with the recovery rate. Next, Zhang et al. [23] analyzed three recycling
modes with the manufacturer, retailer, and third-party involvement; their results showed
that the third-party recyclers require high investment efficiency in the ELV recycling busi-
ness. Similarly, Liu et al. [24] investigated different ELV recycling channels and suggested
that collaboration-based recycling between OVMs and vehicle retailers is the best recy-
cling mode. A collaboration-based strategy is also supported by the work of Ferrao and
Amaral [25], which illustrated the interconnectedness of subsystems under the recycling
industry. Considering China’s national conditions, various other studies [26] have also
analyzed recycling modes and concluded that third-party recycling could be a better choice
as a recycling mode. Mainly, an inter-enterprise alliance could play a vital role in devel-
oping China’s ELV recycling industry. Yang and Song [27] showed that acquisition price
competition among recyclers significantly promotes the overall recycling rate.

Regarding the EPR system, Li and Zhu [28] analyzed ELV recycling to replace the new
vehicles with the old ones. Their results show that the cost structure and ELV processing
capability affect the OVMs’ decision on third-party alliances for recycling. Similarly, Cao
and Wu [29] conducted an in-depth analysis of the reward and punishment mechanism
of the ELV recycling rate under the EPR policy. Their results suggested that although
the reward and punishment system may enhance the number of collected ELVs, ELV
part remanufacturing plays a more crucial role in OVMs’ decision-making. According
to Oersdemir et al. [30], ELVs’ quality is the main factor determining recyclers’ decision-
making on remanufacturing rate, as both OVMs and independent remanufacturers prefer
high-quality ELVs to maximize their profits by utilizing good quality ELV parts. Several
studies [31,32] have also analyzed competition between OVMs and independent remanu-
facturers involved in ELV recycling and remanufacturing. Bulmus et al. [31] reported that
the acquisition price of independent remanufacturers does not influence OVMs’ acquisition
price. Xia et al. [32] suggested that the OVMs should outsource the remanufacturing
services to strengthen their competitive position and maximize their profits. Further, the
literature also indicates that the government’s environmental regulations and standard
recycling processes play an essential role in improving value creation and reducing the eco-
logical impact of ELV processing [33]. Several researchers have also focused on regulatory
aspects of ELV recycling and remanufacturing. For example, Shih et al. [34] suggested that
it is necessary to establish an environmental fund for ELV recycling and remanufacturing,
and the government should take the responsibility of managing this environmental fund.
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Similarly, Brain and Ravi [35] explored the environmental and economic performance of
ELV recycling within an EPR program, and their results showed that EPR significantly
enhances the ELV recycling rate and improves the environmental performance of the ELV
recycling industry. The authors of [36] also argue that OVMs should share the responsi-
bility of ELV recycling. Further, Duberg et al. [37] suggest that the government provide
financial support to the OVMs to facilitate ELV remanufacturing. They also state that
OVMs with mature vehicle manufacturing technology have the best capability for carrying
ELV remanufacturing business.

Considering that OVMs still hesitate to invest in the recycling business because of
their priority towards the new product market, researchers need to extensively analyze the
ELV recycling industry and explore effective solutions to enhance the ELV recycling rate.
Similarly, it is also important to understand the dynamics of OVMs’ decision-making on
ELV recycling. In addition to this, existing literature has also overlooked the concerns of
OVMs concerning EPR policy and implementation. Only a few researchers have focused
on both the recycling and remanufacturing under EPR while considering the collaboration
of OVMs with third-party recyclers, which would ultimately shorten the payback period
of ELV recovery for OVMs. To fill the aforementioned gap, this research aims to analyze
China’s ELVs recycling and remanufacturing system, consisting of three major parties:
OVMs, third-party recyclers, and the government. Specifically, this research explores the
ELV recycling market by developing an evolutionary game model between OVMs and
third-party recyclers under the EPR policy. In this research model, we assumed that under
EPR, the OVMs have the authority of ELV recycling and remanufacturing. At the same
time, the OVMs and the third-party recyclers are both capable of acquiring ELVs from
consumers. However, due to less accessibility to the consumers, third-party recyclers are
more advantageous for recycling the ELVs. Due to the participants’ information protection,
it is challenging for the OVMs and third-party recyclers to rationalize their decision-making.
So, it is assumed that both groups make decisions considering their profits with limited
rationality. So, the evolutionary game theory was applied to analyze the group game
between third-party recyclers and OVMs. Particularly, this research aims to explore the
long-term evolution of the two groups (OVMs and the third-party recyclers) and provide
an evolutionarily stable strategy, which can be the decision support for both OVMs and
third-party recyclers to achieve a better Nash equilibrium.

This research provides policymakers a new dimension of understanding how OVMs
make decisions regarding ELV recycling under EPR. Similarly, we also explore the potential
role of third-party recyclers in facilitating efficient ELV recycling and remanufacturing
system. This study can be the decision support for the OVMs to collaborate with third-party
recyclers and provide the government an image of ELV recycling when both the OVMs and
ELV recyclers exist in the market to devise better policies for facilitating ELV recycling and
remanufacturing in China. Meanwhile, the analysis results also provide the government a
full image of ELV recycling in terms of collaboration in the industry.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 discusses the research
method and developed evolutionary game model between OVMs, third-party recyclers,
and the government. Next, Section 3 provides results and discussion. In the end, Section 4
presents concluding remarks and potential future research directions.

2. Research Model
2.1. Dual Recycling System

To explore the ELV recycling market under EPR policy, this research develops a dual
recycling system by employing an evolutionary game model between OVMs and third-
party recyclers under EPR policy. Under EPR, the authority of recycling ELV belongs to
OVMs, which is also a way to avoid potential competitors for OVMs in the vehicle market.
However, in our dual recycling system, both OVMs and third-party recyclers are considered
capable of doing the recycling business. At the same time, the OVMs have expertise to
remanufacture the ELV parts, whereas the third-party recyclers are more advantageous to
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acquire ELVs from consumers. So, the OVMs need to authorize the third-party recycler
to recycle their ELVs by requiring a licensing fee. If the third-party recycler accepts the
authorization, the OVM will buy the required disassembled auto parts from the third-party
recycler and then decide the remanufacturing quantity. The third-party recycler will sell
the left usable parts of ELVs to other manufacturers, such as the manufacturers for the
recovery of metals and plastics.

Thus, the whole recycling and remanufacturing dual-cycle system can be established,
as illustrated in Figure 1. The OVM leads one recycling cycle, and the third-party vehicle
recycler leads the other cycle. The connection point between the two cycles is the third-
party recycler. If the third-party recycler does not accept the authorization, the OVM
has to build its own ELV recycling logistics. Implementing a dual cycle of ELV recycling
and remanufacturing increases the value creation of ELV and decreases OVM’s economic
pressure from ELV remanufacturing. The ELV recycling strategy of OVM depends on
the cost and benefit of ELV recycling and remanufacturing and the third-party recycler’s
acceptance of ELV recycling. In this dual-cycle system, the government acts as an external
driving factor, ensuring the implementation of EPR and providing subsidies to OVM and
third-party recyclers for promoting remanufacturing and recycling of ELVs.
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Figure 1. Dual-cycle ELV recycling and remanufacturing system.

When applying the dual-cycle recycling system to the ELV recycling and remanufac-
turing, we assumed that the two groups (OVMs and the third-party recyclers) have low
rationality in decision-making on ELV recycling and remanufacturing. We used evolution-
ary game theory to analyze the decision-making of the two groups.

In this paper, for better modeling ELV recycling and remanufacturing, we assumed
that under EPR, when the quantity of ELVs that the OVMs recycle reaches a certain level,
the government decides whether the OVMs receive a penalty or reward based on the
recycling standard. To soon achieve the circular economy, the government encourages
OVMs to do ELV remanufacturing by providing valuable support. Besides, the ELVs
needing to be recycled are the same in this model.
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2.2. Model Construction and Analysis

One OVM decides whether to authorize one third-party recycler to do ELV recycling.
If the OVM chooses to do authorization, the licensing fee (U) of their ELV recycling and
the least ELV recycling quantity need to be determined. If the third-party recycler chooses
to pay the licensing fee (U) to the OVM, it needs to acquire the ELVs from consumers and
process them. Then the OVM buys the processed ELV parts from the third-party recycler for
remanufacturing. In this research, we assumed the OVMs have no ELV recycling facilities,
i.e., they need to invest more in acquiring ELV from consumers. If the OVM chooses to
recycle the ELVs or the third-party recyclers do not pay the licensing fee, then the OVM
builds its ELV recycling system and remanufactures the ELV parts. However, the OVM
will not spare their resource for processing ELVs, which means they will have to dispose of
the left parts of ELVs or sell them at a low price. So, the profit from the leftover parts of the
ELVs almost offsets the treatment cost of the leftover parts of the ELVs. Hence, a successful
dual cycle of ELV recycling and remanufacturing needs the two parties (OVM and the
third-party recycler) to participate and cooperate in ELV recycling and remanufacturing.
This paper also assumed that every OVM has a similar quantity and quality of ELVs in the
market, and the selling price of remanufactured parts is the same.

Then, we set several variables and parameters as follows Q: the number of ELVs the
third-party recycler decides to recycle, when the third-party recyclers choose to recycle the
ELVs.

W: the number of ELVs that OVM will recycle from consumers when the third-party
recycler refuses to accept the authority of ELV recycling, W ≤ Q.

ct: the unit processing cost of ELVs for third-party recyclers.
cm: the unit processing cost of ELVs for OVMs before remanufacturing when the OVM

chooses to do ELV recycling itself.
cr: the unit remanufacturing cost for OVM.
pt: the unit acquisition price of ELVs for third-party recyclers to pay, which includes

all the cost before the ELVs arrive at the third-party recyclers’ processing site. For all
third-party recyclers in this model, it is assumed that pt is the same.

po: the unit acquisition price of ELVs for OVMs to pay, which includes all the cost
before the ELVs arrive at OVMs’ processing site. For all OVMs in this model, it is assumed
that pt: is the same.

pr: the unit purchasing price of ELVs for OVM buying the remanufacturable parts
from the third-party recycler, pr > po, pr > pt.

ps: the unit price of the remanufactured parts, ps > pr > po, ps > pr > pt.
pd: the unit selling price of the leftover parts that are not to be bought by the OVM.
S: the subsidy amount per unit ELV for third-party recyclers processing the ELVs.
K: the ELV recycling quantity standard for OVM recycling the ELVs from consumers

when the OVM needs to acquire the ELVs from consumers themselves.
T: the ELV remanufacturing standard for rewarding OVMs, T < K.
R: the unit reward for OVMs for the recycled ELVs that exceed K.
P: the unit penalty for OVMs for insufficient ELV recycling below K.
G: the remanufacturing quantity of the ELVs parts that OVM decides to remanufacture,

and the purchasing quantity of ELV from the third-party recycler is the same as G.
U: the licensing fee the third-party recycler needs to pay the OVM when the third-

party recycler accepts the ELV recycling authorization.
r: the unit reward for OVMs for the remanufacturing ELVs that exceed T.
When the OVM chooses to authorize the third-party recycler to do ELV recycling, and

the third-party recycler accepts to pay the licensing fee, the OVM’s profit will be:

π1
m = G ∗ ps + (G − T) ∗ r − G ∗ cr − G ∗ pr + U (1)

The third-party recycler’s profit is:

π1
t = G ∗ pr + (Q − G) ∗ pd − Q ∗ pt − Q ∗ ct + S ∗ Q − U (2)
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When the OVM has to do recycling and remanufacturing, or the third-party recycler
refuses to pay the licensing fee to the OVM, the OVM’s profit will be:

π2
m = G ∗ ps + (G − T) ∗ r + (W − K) ∗ R − (K − W) ∗ P − G ∗ cr − W ∗ cm − W ∗ po (3)

The third-party recycler’s profit is:

π2
t = 0 (4)

To further show the relationship between the OVMs and third-party recyclers in the
dual-cycle model, the OVM and third-party recycler’s decision tree on ELV recycling is
given below (Figure 2).
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Here, we assumed that the proportion of the OVMs that choose to authorize the third-
party recyclers to do ELV recycling is x,and 1 − x the proportion of the OVMs that choose
not to do authorization of ELV recycling. Similarly, we assumed that y is the proportion of
the third-party recyclers who decide to pay the licensing fee to OVM and do ELV recycling,
and 1 − y is the proportion of the third-party recyclers who decide not to pay the licensing
fee OVM. So, given that the OVMs and third-party recyclers have insufficient rationality
during decision-making, we did the replicated dynamic analysis of this model.

Then, the expected profits for the OVMs that take different strategies are:

um1 = y ∗ π1
m + (1 − y) ∗ π2

m (5)

um2 = π2
m (6)

Then the average expected profit for the OVMs is:

um = x ∗ um1 + (1 − x) ∗ um2 (7)

The expected profits for the third-party recyclers that take different strategies are:

ut1 = x ∗ π1
t (8)

ut2 = 0 (9)



Sustainability 2021, 13, 11215 8 of 14

Then, the average expected profit for the third-party recyclers is:

ut = xy ∗ π1
t (10)

The replicated dynamic equation of OVMs is:
dx
dt = x ∗ (1 − x) ∗ (um1 − um2)
= xy ∗ (1 − x) ∗ (π1

m − π2
m)

= xy ∗ (1 − x) ∗ (U − G ∗ pr + W ∗ p0 + (K − W) ∗ P − (W − K) ∗ R)
(1 ≥ x, y > 0) (11)

Because y > 0, we need focus on π1
m − π2

m, When π1
m − π2

m > 0, x∗ = 0 and x∗ = 1
both are the stable state of OVMs. x∗ = 1 is the evolutionary stable state (ESS). While,
when π1

m − π2
m < 0, x∗ = 0, and x∗ = 1 both are also the stable state of OVMs. However,

the ESS is x∗ = 0 (See Figures 3 and 4). In addition, K and P both are proportional to the
value of π1

m − π2
m, while R has an inverse relationship with π1

m − π2
m. The reward r for

OVMs remanufacturing has no impact on the π1
m − π2

m. U is positively affecting the value
of π1

m − π2
m. (Figures 3 and 4)
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m − π2

m < 0.

The replicated dynamic equation of the third-party recyclers is:
dy
dt = y ∗ (1 − y) ∗ (uti − ut2)
= xy ∗ (1 − y) ∗ π1

t
= xy ∗ (1 − y) ∗ (G ∗ pr + (Q − G) ∗ pd − Q ∗ pt − Q ∗ ct + S ∗ Q − U)

(1 ≥ x, y ≥ 0) (12)

Similarly, when π1
t > 0, y∗ = 0 and y∗ = 1 both are the stable state of -party recyclers.

y∗ = 1 is the evolutionary stable state (ESS). While, when π1
t < 0, y∗ = 0 and y∗ = 1
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both are also the stable state of third-party recyclers. However, the ESS is y∗ = 0 (See
Figures 5 and 6). Further, S is proportional to the value of π1

t , while in third-party recyclers’
replicated dynamic equation, U is negatively associated with π1

t . (Figures 5 and 6).
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t < 0.

So, in this game between OVMs and the third-party recyclers, there are two evolution-
ary stable strategies: x∗ = 1, y∗ = 1, and x∗ = 0, y∗ = 0. We can see the relationship and
stability of the replication dynamics of OVMs and third-party recyclers in Table 1. The ESS
is associated with the value of π1

m − π2
m and π1

t , which are given below:

π1
m − π2

m = U − G ∗ pr + W ∗ p0 + (K − W) ∗ P − (W − K) ∗ R
= U − G ∗ pr + W ∗ (p0 − P − R) + K ∗ (P + R)
= U − G ∗ pr + (K − W)(P + R) + W p0

(13)

π1
t = G ∗ pr + (Q − G) ∗ pd − Q ∗ pt − Q ∗ ct + S ∗ Q − U

= G ∗ (pr − pd) + Q ∗ (pd − pt − ct + S)− U
(14)
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Table 1. ESS Results.

Condition ESS

π1
m − π2

m > 0, π1
t > 0 (1, 1)

π1
m − π2

m < 0, π1
t < 0 (0, 0)

π1
m − π2

m > 0, π1
t < 0 (0, 0)

π1
m − π2

m < 0,π1
t > 0 (0, 0)

So, in this study the ESS of the group game on ELV recycling between OVMs and
third-party recyclers depends on OVM’s profit difference between the third-party recycler
taking the authorization and not taking the authorization of ELV recycling, and third-party
recycler’s profit when he takes the ELV recycling authorization. The unit price of the
remanufactured parts, ps, has no impact on the ESS.

3. Results and Discussion

The successful dual-cycle evolution mainly depends on the participation of OVMs and
third-party recyclers. The results show that OVMs’ ESS of authorization depends on the
expected profit difference between choosing authorization and not choosing authorization.
Besides, results reveal that the licensing fee determined by the OVMs for third-party
recyclers is also crucial; it positively influences the OVMs to take the authorization strategy
but negatively affects the third-party recyclers to pay the licensing fee. The optimal ESS
is that all the OVMs choose to do authorization, and all the third-party recyclers pay
the licensing fee to the OVMs. Based on the results, optimal ESS is achieved through
the evolutionary process when the OVMs’ expected profit difference between choosing
authorization and not choosing authorization and the third-party recyclers’ profit when
choosing to pay the licensing fee are both positive. Then, the two groups’ involvement in
dual-cycle ELV recycling and the remanufacturing system can be ensured. On the other
hand, results show that the selling price of remanufactured parts has no impact on ESS.
It is noteworthy that the remanufacturing quantity of ELVs is negative with the OVMs’
expected profit difference between choosing authorization and not choosing authorization,
which means that the increasing of the remanufacturing quantity of ELVs will reduce
the cooperation possibility between OVMs and third-party recyclers. The quantity of
remanufacturing is affected by market demand and the cost of remanufacturing business,
while the purchasing price of remanufactured ELV parts negatively affects ESS, which
is the basic reason for the cooperation between OVMs and third-party recyclers on ELV
recycling. Whether the related decisions can influence ESS depends on the connections
between ELV authorization and associated decisions. In addition, the EPR policy restriction
on OVMs also plays a positive role in the optimal ESS. Due to EPR, the OVMs have to
participate in ELV recycling and remanufacturing. Further, the increasing of reward and
penalty for OVMs on recycling quantity and the recycling quantity standard (K) of ELV
will enhance the possibility of both groups’ participation in the dual cycle of ELV recycling.
When the recycling quantity standard (K) is higher than the ELV recycling quantity that
OVM can acquire from consumers, the three parameters (reward and penalty for OVMs
on recycling quantity and the recycling quantity standard (K) of ELV) have a positive
relationship with OVMs’ expected profit difference between choosing authorization and
not choosing authorization.

However, like other developing countries, the cost of recycling and remanufacturing
in China is still high; therefore, this system needs the government’s support [38]. The
results suggest that under EPR policy, the government could encourage the OVMs to do
authorization by providing rewards when they choose to engage in the ELV recycling
system. These findings are consistent with the existing studies [39,40], which suggest
that the EPR provides the government the advantage of supervising ELV recycling and
remanufacturing and makes OVMs undertake extra cost burdens for a long time. Moreover,
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cooperation with third-party recyclers can be a good solution for OVMs to manage the
cost of recycling and remanufacturing of ELVs. The OVMs can do ELV recycling and
remanufacturing, but they profit from the ELVs only through remanufacturing. The OVMs
need to afford the ELVs’ acquisition and processing costs and penalties when they cannot
reach the ELV recycling standard. Therefore, they will probably choose to authorize
third-party recyclers to do the ELV recycling if the recycling standard and penalty are high.

On the other hand, the results also suggest government should encourage third-party
recyclers to pay the licensing fee to OVMs by providing subsidies on the ELV recycling
cost. The licensing fee is a part of OVM’s profit, but it is also part of third-party recyclers’
cost. Therefore, the profit of third-party recyclers when they decide to accept the ELV
recycling authorization should be ensured. Although recycling costs are the primary factor
for third-party recyclers, remanufacturing quantity should also be considered. Hence, this
research implicates that lower recycling costs and higher purchase of remanufacturable
parts can enhance the third-party recyclers’ decision to cooperate with OVMs.

Further, it is also found that the government reward for OVMs’ ELV remanufacturing
does not affect the OVMs’ ESS, because it is provided under both strategies of authorization
and not authorization. However, it is suggested that the government reward for OVMs’ ELV
remanufacturing will affect the remanufacturing quantity of OVMs [41]. In this research,
EPR makes government policy connect with OVMs’ profit of remanufacturing directly,
which is an effective way to maximize the value of ELV considering OVMs’ capabilities,
such as understanding their products structure materials and owning the reutilization
channel of remanufactured parts.

Their decisions are also dependent on the prices of remanufacturable auto parts and
the remaining parts of ELVs, which means the consumers’ recognition of the ELV parts
affects the operation of the dual-cycle ELV recycling remanufacturing system [42,43]. The
recognition of the remanufacturing vehicles determines the demand for ELV remanu-
facturing; further, the recognition of the other parts of ELVs also influences the selling
price and the revenue of third-party recyclers. Hence, the consumers’ recognition of the
ELV parts could also be an important driving factor for the dual-cycle ELV recycling and
remanufacturing system.

4. Conclusions and Policy Implications

However, compared with the ELVs quantity generated in China, the ELV recycling
rate in China is still low due to the inefficient recycling system. Therefore, authorities and
researchers are continuously looking for the optimal solutions to promote and strengthen
the ELV recycling and remanufacturing system in China. Hence, this research aims to
improve the efficiency and value creation ability of the ELV recycling and remanufac-
turing sector through developing a dual-cycle recycling and remanufacturing system for
ELVs. Then, a recycling and remanufacturing game model between OVMs and third-party
recyclers with the government involved under EPR policy is established and analyzed.
We employed evolutionary game theory to investigate the evolutionary stable state of
two players. Results show that though the OVMs and third-party recyclers have limited
rationality in decision-making, the ESS of the game is significantly dependent on the OVMs’
profit difference between choosing authorization and not choosing authorization. Similarly,
the ESS of the game is also related to the profit of third-party recyclers. Moreover, the
recycling quantity standard and penalty for OVMs recycling is positively correlated with
the dual-cycle ELV recycling and remanufacturing system operation. Further, it is also
found that the reward for OVMs doing remanufacturing has no impact on the final ESS of
the game. However, the licensing fee fixed by OVMs is found to play a crucial role in the
ESS.

Based on the findings, this research provides various policy implications for the
government to strengthen dual-cycle recycling and remanufacturing system operations.
Most importantly, it implicates that the government should focus on the cost and profit
structure of the OVMs and the third-party recyclers when improving ELV recycling rates
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and efficiency, especially when the ELV recycling and remanufacturing industries are still
in an early stage. Various cost components such as technology, infrastructure, and labor
costs play a crucial role in restraining both OVMs and third-party recyclers from carrying
ELV recycling operations. In addition, before setting the reward and penalty and the ELV
recycling quantity standard for the OVMs, the OVMs’ capability of ELV recycling from
consumers should be understood. Next, the government should also develop subsidy
strategies to support and encourage third-party recyclers to implement standard recycling
processes. Regarding EPR policy, the government should also resolve concerns of OVMs
to help and encourage them to efficiently utilize ELVs. The government should also
influence OVMs to authorize third-party collaboration by setting high recycling standards
and imposing penalties.

Moreover, it is also implicated that the dual-cycle ELV recycling and remanufacturing
system would help improve ELV recycling rates and efficiency. Hence, this dual-cycle ELV
recycling and remanufacturing system would ultimately assist in protecting environment
and enhancing resource efficiency. In addition, OVMs and third-party recyclers are sug-
gested to understand each other’s cost/profit structure, so that the authorization fee cannot
be the barrier to their cooperation. Meanwhile, both groups should also continuously
improve their technologies and reputation of ELV recycling and remanufacturing, which
can significantly reduce their ELV processing costs. For OVMs, the remanufacturing quan-
tity can enhance the possibility of dual-cycle ELV recycling implementation, and for the
third-party recyclers, recycling quantity from consumers also can enhance the collaboration
with OVMs.

Limitations and Future Research Directions

i. In terms of limitations, this research has developed its model based on the immature
recycling and remanufacturing market, while different markets have different ELV
recycling and remanufacturing levels. Therefore, it would be crucial to consider other
markets and different city development levels in future studies.

ii. Besides, with the development of the circular economy and increasing market of
remanufactured products, researchers should also conduct in-depth exploration of
the competition between remanufactured vehicles and new vehicles in the future
research.

iii. As our research model is a particular case for the ELV market, therefore, we also
suggest researchers to extend the dual-cycle recycling and remanufacturing system to
the other end-of-life product markets.

iv. At last, different research methodologies should also be incorporated in the future
to explore better insights. For instance, survey methods and advanced evolutionary
game theory could be useful in estimating more accurate results in the future.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, S.A.R.K., D.I.G., G.T. and M.T.; methodology, S.A.R.K.
and M.T.; software, S.A.R.K., M.T. and H.M.Z.-u.-h.; validation, M.T., H.M.Z.-u.-h. and H.M.; formal
analysis, S.A.R.K., M.T. and H.M.; investigation, M.T. and H.M.; resources, G.T. and M.T.; data
curation, S.A.R.K., G.T. and M.T.; writing—original draft preparation, S.A.R.K., M.T., G.T.; writing—
review and editing, S.A.R.K., H.M.; visualization, G.T., M.T., H.M.Z.-u.-h.; supervision, S.A.R.K., G.T.;
project administration, G.T., M.T. and H.M.; funding acquisition, G.T., M.T. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research is supported by Beijing Key Laboratory of Urban Spatial Information Engi-
neering (No. 20210218) and the Research Center of ILMA University.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: All authors of this article would like to thank the Prince Sultan University
for their financial and academic support to conduct this research and publish it in the journal of
Sustainability.



Sustainability 2021, 13, 11215 13 of 14

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Chen, Y.; Ding, Z.; Liu, J.; Ma, J. Life cycle assessment of end-of-life vehicle recycling in China: A comparative study of

environmental burden and benefit. Int. J. Environ. Stud. 2019, 76, 1019–1040. [CrossRef]
2. Gong, B.G.; Cheng, J. Decision-makings for collection and dismantling of discarded automobiles considering manufacturing. J.

Manag. Sci. China 2013, 22, 991–1010.
3. Yu, Z.; Tianshan, M.; Rehman, S.A.; Sharif, A.; Janjua, L. Evolutionary game of end-of-life vehicle recycling groups under

government regulation. Clean Technol. Environ. Policy 2020, 1–12. [CrossRef]
4. Idiano, D.; Massimo, G.; Paolo, R. Recycling of end-of-life Vehicles: Assessing trends and performances in Europe. Technol.

Forecast. Soc. Chang. 2020, 152, 1–14.
5. Zhang, Y.H.; Zheng, X.X. Current Situation and Development Prospect of Recycling and Utilization of Waste Vehicles in China.

ATM 2018, 7, 59–63.
6. Li, Y. A primary research on the development trend of China’s end-of-life vehicles market. China Resour. Compr. Util. 2020, 13,

18–22.
7. Industry Channel. Analysis on the Number, Structure, Value and Development Trend of ELVs in China in 2019. 2020. Available

online: http://www.chyxx.com/industry/202003/839007.html (accessed on 24 May 2021).
8. Xu, G.; Yano, J.; Sakai, S.I. Recycling Potentials of Precious Metals from End-of-Life Vehicle parts by Selective Dismantling.

Environ. Sci. Technol. 2019, 53, 733–742. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
9. Yu, L.; Jia, H.; Yang, Y. An improved artificial bee colony for facility location allocation problem of end-of-life vehicles recovery

network. J. Clean. Prod. 2018, 205, 134–144.
10. Alwaeli, M. End-of-life vehicles recovery and recycling and the route to comply with eu directive targets. Environ. Prot. Eng.

2016, 42, 191–202. [CrossRef]
11. Hu, S.; Wen, Z. Monetary evaluation of end-of-life vehicle treatment from a social perspective for different scenarios in China. J.

Clean. Prod. 2017, 159, 257–270. [CrossRef]
12. Xiang, W.; Ming, C. Implementing extended producer responsibility: Vehicle remanufacturing in China. J. Clean. Prod. 2011, 19,

680–686. [CrossRef]
13. Cao, J.; Lu, B.; Chen, Y.; Zhang, X.; Zhai, G.; Zhou, G.; Jiang, B.; Schnoor, J.L. Extended producer responsibility system in China

improves e-waste recycling: Government policies, enterprise, and public awareness. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2016, 62, 882–894.
[CrossRef]

14. Maitre-Ekern, E. Re-thinking producer responsibility for a sustainable circular economy from extended producer responsibility to
pre-market producer responsibility. J. Clean. Prod. 2021, 286, 125454. [CrossRef]

15. OECD. Extended Producer Responsibility: Guidance Manual for Governments. 2001. Available online: https://www.oecd-
ilibrary.org/docserver/9789264189867en.pdf?expires=1554383735&id=id&accname=id20501&checksum=68C4B01337B695C8
5210BB3ACF85AF0C (accessed on 21 July 2021).

16. Shooshtarian, S.; Maqsood, T.; Wong, P.S.; Khalfan, M.; Yang, R.J. Extended Producer Responsibility in the Australian Construction
Industry. Sustainability 2021, 13, 620. [CrossRef]

17. Dalhammar, C.; Wihlborg, E.; Milios, L.; Richter, J.L.; Svensson-Höglund, S.; Russell, J.; Thidell, Å. Enabling Reuse in Extended
Producer Responsibility Schemes for White Goods: Legal and Organisational Conditions for Connecting Resource Flows and
Actors. Circ. Econ. Sustain. 2021, 1, 671–695. [CrossRef]

18. Ferrer, G.; Swaminathan, J.M. Managing new and remanufactured products. Manag. Sci. 2006, 52, 15–26. [CrossRef]
19. Zhou, Q.; Meng, C.; Yuen, K.; Sheu, J.B. Remanufacturing Authorization Strategy for an Original Equipment Manufacturer-

Contract Manufacturer Supply Chain: Cooperation or Competition? Int. J. Prod. Econ. 2021, 240, 108238. [CrossRef]
20. Mao, W.; Xu, C. Research on the Design of Waste Vehicle Reverse Recovery Network Based on EPR System. Logist. Sci-Tech 2018,

12, 50–53.
21. Wang, M.; Li, Y.; Li, M.; Wan, L.; Miao, L.; Wang, X. A comparative study on recycling amount and rate of used products under

different regulatory scenarios. J. Clean. Prod. 2019, 235, 1153–1169. [CrossRef]
22. Tong, J. Effect of Recovery Rate on the Recycling Channel Selection of Re-manufacturing Products of Discarded Automobiles.

Value Eng. 2016, 35, 83–85.
23. Zhang, L.; Pan, X.; Wang, Z.; Dong, T. A Study on Different Take-Back Modes for End-of-life Vehicle Reverse Logistics. Automot.

Eng. 2011, 33, 823–828.
24. Liu, L.W.; Wang, Z.; Hong, X. Collection effort and reverse channel choices in a closed-loop supply chain. J. Clean. Prod. 2017, 144,

492–500. [CrossRef]
25. Ferrao, P.; Amaral, J. Assessing the economics of auto recycling activities in relation to European Union Directive on end of life

vehicles. Technol. Forecast. Soc. Chang. 2006, 73, 277–289. [CrossRef]
26. Tian, L. Li, W.; Wu, Z. Research on the Model Analysis and Pricing of Scrap Car Recycling. Ecol. Econ. 2019, 35, 91.
27. Yang, T.; Song, J. Research on the Recovery Pricing Strategy of third party Platform Based on Pricing Competition. J. Ind. Technol.

Econ. 2019, 38, 50–57.

http://doi.org/10.1080/00207233.2019.1618670
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10098-020-01898-9
http://www.chyxx.com/industry/202003/839007.html
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b04273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30532963
http://doi.org/10.37190/epe160114
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.05.042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2010.11.016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2016.04.078
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.125454
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/9789264189867en.pdf?expires=1554383735&id=id&accname=id20501&checksum=68C4B01337B695C85210BB3ACF85AF0C
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/9789264189867en.pdf?expires=1554383735&id=id&accname=id20501&checksum=68C4B01337B695C85210BB3ACF85AF0C
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/9789264189867en.pdf?expires=1554383735&id=id&accname=id20501&checksum=68C4B01337B695C85210BB3ACF85AF0C
http://doi.org/10.3390/su13020620
http://doi.org/10.1007/s43615-021-00053-w
http://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.1050.0465
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2021.108238
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.06.320
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.12.126
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2004.03.010


Sustainability 2021, 13, 11215 14 of 14

28. Li, C.; Zhu, H. Optimal Recovery Strategies of Home Appliance Trade-in Scheme under EPR. Oper. Res. Manag. Sci. 2017, 26,
67–75.

29. Cao, J.; Wu, S. Corporate Strategies on Remanufacturing with EPR Regulation. Control Decis. 2019, 4, 1–14.
30. Oersdemir, A.; Kemahlioglu-Ziya, E.; Parlaktuerk, A.K. Competitive quality choice and remanufacturing. Prod. Oper. Manag.

2014, 23, 48–64. [CrossRef]
31. Bulmus, S.C.; Zhu, S.X.; Teunter, R. Competition for parts in remanufacturing. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 2014, 233, 105–113. [CrossRef]
32. Xia, X.; Geng, Y.; Zhu, Q. Study on competition and coordination strategy between OEM and remanufacturer based on outsourcing

remanufacturing. China Popul. Resour. Environ. 2019, 29, 168–176.
33. Wang, W.; Da, Q. Study on Premium and Penalty Mechanisms for the Electronic Product Reverse Supply Chain Considering the

Leading of Government. Chin. J. Manag. Sci. 2010, 18, 62–66.
34. Shih, H.; Cheng, C.; Chen, H. Recycling fund management for a cleaner environment through differentiated subsidy rates. J.

Clean. Prod. 2019, 240, 118–146. [CrossRef]
35. Brian, W.J.; Ravi, S. Sharing Responsibility for Product Recovery Across the Supply Chain. Prod. Oper. Manag. 2012, 21, 85–100.
36. Zhang, S.; Sun, S.; Ma, H. Evolutionary Game Analysis of Low Value Recyclable Management Mechanism. J. Univ. Shanghai Sci.

Technol. 2018, 40, 249–258.
37. Duberg, J.V.; Johansson, G.; Sundin, E.; Kurilova-Palisaitiene, J. Prerequisite factors for original equipment manufacturer

remanufacturing. J. Clean. Prod. 2020, 270, 122309. [CrossRef]
38. Xia, X.; Cao, Y. Studying on the impact of government subsidies on manufacture/remanufacture based on outsourcing remanu-

facturing. Syst. Eng. Theory Pract. 2020, 40, 1780–1791.
39. Hammond, D.; Beullens, P. Closed-loop supply chain network equilibrium under legislation. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 2007, 183, 895–908.

[CrossRef]
40. Wu, J.; Zhang, Q.; Xu, Z. Research on China’s photovoltaic modules recycling models under extended producer responsibility.

Int. J. Sustain. Eng. 2019, 12, 423–432. [CrossRef]
41. Wu, C. Strategic and operational decisions under sales competition and collection competition for end-of-use products in

remanufacturing. Int. J. Prod. Econ. 2015, 169, 11–20. [CrossRef]
42. Gao, Y.; Feng, Y.; Wang, Q.; Tan, J. A multi-objective decision making approach for dealing with uncertainty in ELV recovery. J.

Clean. Prod. 2018, 204, 712–725. [CrossRef]
43. Pokharel, S.; Liang, Y. A model to evaluate acquisition price and quantity of used products for remanufacturing. Int. J. Prod. Econ.

2012, 138, 170–176. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1111/poms.12040
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2013.08.025
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118146
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.122309
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2006.10.033
http://doi.org/10.1080/19397038.2019.1674940
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2015.07.020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.09.080
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2012.03.019

	Introduction 
	Research Model 
	Dual Recycling System 
	Model Construction and Analysis 

	Results and Discussion 
	Conclusions and Policy Implications 
	References

