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Abstract: Nowadays, most countries of the world are implementing the transition to the low-carbon
economy which implies the need to carry out a full-scale eco-modernization of the energy sector.
Green energy may be identified as one of the core concerns of energy sector modernization as it
allows a considerable decrease in emissions of harmful substances into the atmosphere. Therefore,
nuclear and renewable energy may become key areas of global energy development in the near future,
which is also in agreement with circular economy concepts. However, public opinion (and other
controversial visions/aspects) is one of the barriers to their development. The purpose of this study is
to analyze the relationship between attitudes towards nuclear and renewable energy in two countries:
a EU country (Italy) and a non-EU country (Russia), considering the level of their development. The
authors conducted a survey among residents regarding their attitude towards nuclear and renewable
energy, as well as their attitude to the present energy policy. The cluster analysis technique was
used to analyze the results. The obtained results confirmed the dependence between the level of
development of nuclear and renewable energy and the public attitude towards it. The national energy
policy also might influence public opinion on the development of nuclear or renewable energy. The
authors identified public attitude as one of the key factors in the development of energy and the
achievement of environmental and social sustainability.

Keywords: renewable energy; nuclear energy; environmental awareness; circular economy; social
sustainability; energy policy; energy sector

1. Introduction

In 2015, the world community prepared and accepted the Paris Agreement that sets a
global climate goal for all mankind—to keep the increase in the average temperature on
the planet within 2 °C (in the best scenario no higher than 1.5 °C) from the pre-industrial
level [1]. In 2021, most attendees of the 26th UN Climate Change Conference (COP26), the
third meeting of the parties to the Paris Agreement, agreed on the limitations of methane
emissions and set the target to reach net-zero carbon emissions over the next decades [2].

In the conditions of rapid scientific and technological progress, the growth in world
production, and the growth of energy consumption all over the world, achieving the
stated goals requires a revision of energy policies of most developed and developing
countries [3-7]. Considering the circular economy (CE) concepts, many countries are
developing or already following the programs to transfer the economy to a new sustainable
and low-carbon path of its development, attract investments in the development of green
technologies, and force polluting enterprises to reduce emissions of harmful substances
into the atmosphere [8-14].
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Despite the current climate agenda since 2015, the dynamics of global CO, emissions
into the atmosphere showed an upward trend until 2019 (Figure 1).

In 2019, world CO, emissions amounted to 34,357 million tons, but in 2020, emissions
decreased by 6.03% (to 32,284 million tons) due to the suspension of most enterprises in
the world because of the restrictions imposed by most countries due to the COVID-19
pandemic. Enterprises of many industries were forced to reduce production volumes or
even suspend work for a certain period of time, which led to a significant reduction of the
level of anthropogenic pressure on the environment [15].
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Figure 1. World CO, emissions from 2010 to 2020, million tons (created by the authors using data
from [16]).

Despite the positive environmental impact, the COVID-19 pandemic and restrictive
measures had an extremely unfavorable impact on the global economic situation: deterio-
ration of macroeconomic indicators, falling incomes, rising inflation, etc. All this led to a
decrease in investment activity in many sectors of the economy. Moreover, the connection
between CE and the COVID-19 situation may be seen in terms of waste-to-energy and clean
energy [17-24].

The global energy sector is one of the environmental polluters: according to the
statistical data in 2018, more than 48.7% of CO, emissions were produced by energy enter-
prises [16]. Therefore, the decarbonization policy of many countries is aimed primarily at
eco-modernization of the energy sector, namely the implementation of environmental mea-
sures at existing traditional energy facilities and increasing the share of green energy in the
structure of energy produced. Figure 2 shows the structure of global energy consumption
by fuel type in 2019 and 2020.
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Figure 2. (a) World energy consumption by fuel in 2019, %; (b) world energy consumption by fuel in
2020, % (created by the authors using data from [16]).

The structure of world energy consumption by fuel types remained almost unchanged.
The positive dynamic is a slight increase in the share of renewable energy from 4.96%
to 5.70%, an increase in the share of hydropower to 6.86%. In the structure of energy
consumption, traditional sources (oil, gas, coal) occupy more than 80%, which is a negative
factor and indicates a rather low rate of transition to a new sustainable and low-carbon
direction of further development. The share of nuclear power remains unchanged, despite
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its great potential, while they are able to produce large amounts of energy necessary to
ensure the normal functioning of large settlements.

For a full-fledged transition to a low-carbon path of development, the implementation
of the principles of the circular economy and the achievement of sustainable development
goals, a large-scale eco-modernization of the fuel and energy complex of most countries of
the world is required. The energy sector’s eco-modernization requires significant costs and
investments [25]. Figure 3 shows world spending on research and development (R&D) in
the energy sector.
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Figure 3. Spending on energy R&D by country from 2014 to 2019, USD 2019 billion (created by the
authors using data from [26]).

The volume of R&D expenditures shows an upward trend in the period from 2014 to
2019. According to the IEA [26], more than 80% of the costs are for the development and
implementation of low-carbon technologies. The increase in government spending on the
development of low-carbon and green energy technologies may considerably reduce the
anthropogenic impact of the sector on the environment in the future.

The largest amount of funds for the development and implementation of technologies
in the energy sector is spent by developed countries, namely North American and European
countries (USD 8.8 billion and USD 8.4 billion, respectively) and China (USD 7.9 billion),
whereas other countries (including developed and developing countries) account for more
than USD 1.6 billion in costs [26]. In order to achieve the goals set by the international
community, developing countries also need to pursue an active policy of eco-modernization
and decarbonization of the energy sector. Moreover, they need to increase the volume of
expenditures and investments in this area of the economy, since many developing countries
are among the largest environmental pollutants.

According to some opinions, the nuclear sector can play an important role in achieving
the stated climate goal. Its development could contribute to solving the problem of switch-
ing to a low-carbon direction of energy sector development in the immediate future [25-30].
However, the governments of many countries have a negative attitude towards nuclear
power enterprises due to the risks of accidents at facilities. For instance, the Italian govern-
ment suspended the construction and operation of nuclear power facilities due to the risks
of man-made disasters, and the Italian population, according to the results of previous
studies, demonstrates a negative attitude towards nuclear energy [31,32].

In addition, the attitude towards renewable energy sources (RES) and their develop-
ment in the country are also interrelated: the result of a previous study showed that Russian
residents do not consider green energy as promising that correlates with the pace of its
development: traditional energy facilities prevail in Russia to a greater extent [5,33-35].
Consequently, the attitude of society, in this case, may also be considered as one of the
barriers to the development of renewable energy in Russia.

Generally, the main reason for the negative attitude towards nuclear or renewable
energy is the low level of public awareness. It includes insufficient knowledge of the
population about the principles of operation of nuclear power plants (NPP) and existing
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safety systems in Italy and the lack of awareness of the Russian population about the
potential of using green energy facilities.

Public opinion and the ecological outlook of the population can stimulate or, con-
versely, slow down the development of green energy and the transition to a low-carbon
economy. Therefore, the governments of the countries need to apply a comprehensive
transition in the implementation of national programs to achieve the stated climate goals,
such as Sustainable Development goals in agreement with the circular economy concepts
of “closing the loop”. In addition to financial support for enterprises and green energy
projects, it is necessary to raise public awareness through various public programs, events,
the inclusion of thematic courses in university programs, etc. [36—40].

The purpose of this study is to analyze the relationship between attitudes towards
nuclear and renewable energy in Italy and Russia and the level of their development. The
authors conducted a cluster analysis to identify groups of young people in relation to them
in Russia and Italy and identify the main trends in relation to both types of energy.

The structure of the paper includes a brief overview of the Italian and Russian energy
sectors, a description of the used research methods, results, as well as a discussion and
conclusion of the key results of the conducted study.

2. Italian and Russian Energy Sectors: Key Trends and Differences

Different priorities of the energy state policy and the different structures of the econ-
omy cause significant differences in the energy sectors in EU and non-EU countries like Italy
and Russia. However, both countries are including the circular economy concepts in their
policies also involving the energy sector, as a key point to complete as a sustainable strategy.

The total energy consumption in Italy in 2020 was 139.96 Mtoe, 9.3% less than in 2019.
The decrease in energy consumption in 2020 is due to COVID-19 restrictions that had a
negative impact on the production volumes. The energy policy of the Italian government
is more focused on the development of renewable energy: currently, Italy demonstrates
high rates of its development: renewable energy sources generate 114 TWh of all electricity
in Italy (10th place in the world [41] from different sources [42—45]). The government is
actively developing bioenergy, wind energy, and solar energy: according to data for 2020,
Italy accounts for 4.1% of all energy produced in the world at solar energy facilities (the
total capacity of the facilities is 20.1 GW) [41]. Figure 4 shows the structure of energy
consumption in Italy by fuel type.
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Figure 4. Energy consumption by fuel in Italy in 2020, % (created by the authors using data from [41]).

Green energy accounts for 18.43% of the structure, 7% of which is hydropower, 11.43%
is renewable energy. The share of natural gas is 41.64%, which could be considered as a
positive factor: the use of natural gas as fuel for energy production is a more environmen-
tally friendly option compared to oil. The generation of emissions of harmful substances
into the atmosphere when using gas as fuel is significantly lower, especially if advanced
environmental technologies are used at the energy facility. The share of oil in the structure,
despite the policy of the Italian government, is 36.55%.

In the 1960s and 1980s, the Italian government implemented programs for nuclear
energy development, but the disaster at the Chernobyl nuclear power plant (a territory
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of the former USSR) forced the Italian government to reconsider its views. Currently, the
operation and construction of nuclear power facilities have been completely suspended [42].

In the Russian energy sector, due to a large volume of natural energy carriers (oil, gas,
coal), traditional energy facilities predominate. But despite the availability of cheap energy
carriers, the Russian government actively supports the implementation of projects in the
nuclear power industry: currently, Russia is one of the leaders in this industry, the total
capacity of nuclear power facilities operated in Russia is 27 GW [41,46,47].

The total energy consumption in Russia in 2019 and 2020 were 714.14 Mtoe and
676.18 Mtoe respectively. The COVID-19 restrictions also negatively affected the Russian
economy: the decline in energy consumption is 5.5% which is lower than in Italy. Figure 5
shows energy consumption by fuel type in Russia in 2020.

6.67% _0-14%
6.77%

m Oil
M Natural gas
Coal
Nuclear energy
» Hydroelectricity
u Renewables

11.53%

Figure 5. Energy consumption by fuel in Russia in 2020, % (created by the authors using data
from [41]).

More than 50% of the structure of energy consumption is natural gas, followed by oil
(22.54%) and coal (11.53%). Nuclear power accounts for 6.77% of all energy consumed,
while the share of green energy, which can include renewable energy and hydropower, is
6.81% (6.67%—hydropower, 0.14%—renewable energy).

Thus, in Russia, the level of development of green energy remains at a low level in
comparison with Italy. The predominance of traditional energy facilities causes substantial
CO;, emissions: according to 2020 data, the volume of CO, emissions in Russia amounted
to 1482 million tons, whereas in 2010 it amounted to 1526 million tons. Consequently, the
reduction in CO, emission in Russia from 2010 to 2020 was only 2.9%.

The volume of CO; emissions in Italy shows a stable downward trend: in 2010, the
volume of emissions was 397.1 million tons of CO,, in 2020—317.1 million tons of CO,,
i.e., a decrease of 20.1%. It should be noted that in 2020, the global emissions indicator
decreased due to the restrictions imposed due to the COVID-19 pandemic [48].

The dynamics of CO; emissions in Russia remains ambiguous: despite the eco-
modernization of the energy industry that is the main environmental polluter, the volume
of CO, emissions in 2020 remains almost at the level of 2010, while in the period from 2011
till 2019, the volume of CO, emissions was higher than in 2010. It should be noted that
an increase in CO,-specific emissions in the process of fossil fuel combustion correlates
with increased toxic substances emission, and consequently characterizes the dynamics of
environmental pollution [49,50].

Table 1 shows the main indices of energy production and consumption in Italy and Russia.

Russia, due to its more traditional energy sector, shows the worst indicators: the
ratio of CO; emissions to gross domestic product (GDP) is almost 6.6 times higher than in
Italy. The same trend could be observed in the ratio of CO, emissions to the population
as the amount of CO, emissions in Russia is considerably higher than in Italy. However,
the ratio of CO, emissions to the volume of energy produced is lower due to the larger
volume of energy produced in Russia. The ratio of the volume of energy produced to the
population in Italy is 2.49 toe/capital, in Russia 5.26 toe/capital which indicates a higher
energy production in Russia per inhabitant. The TES/GDP indicator, where TES is a total
energy supply, showed similar dynamics. Electricity consumption by one resident of Russia
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is 32.5% higher than in Italy that is related, first of all, to the climatic features (prolonged
winter period, large territories located in the northern regions with permafrost).

Table 1. Energy sector indicators for Italy and Russia for 2018 (created by the authors using data
from [41]).

TES/ Electricity CO,/
*
CO,, Mt GDE, USD TES / GDP Consumption/ CO,/TES Population CO,/GDP
Country TES, Mtoe 2015 Population . (kgCO,/
of CO, Billion (Toe/Capita) (Toe/2015 Population (tCO,/Toe) tCO,/ 2015 USD)
P USD) (kWh/Capita) Capita)
Italy 317.1 150.6 1906.5 2.49 0.08 5220 2.11 5.25 0.17
Russia 1587 759.3 1421.7 5.26 0.53 6917 2.09 10.98 1.12

* TES—total energy supply.

The energy sector of Italy and Russia is characterized by significant differences:

e in Russia, 86.42% of the structure of the energy sector is presented by traditional
energy enterprises using oil (22.54%), coal (11.53%), and natural gas (52.35%) as fuel for
energy production, the share of green energy enterprises is 6.81% (6.67%—hydropower,
0.14%—renewable energy);

e inltaly, despite the predominance of natural gas in the structure of energy consumption
(41.64%), the share of green energy is 18.43%, 7% of which is hydropower, 11.43% is
renewable energy, which indicates a relatively high rate of development of this energy
sector;

e ltaly has abandoned the use and development of nuclear energy; currently, no nuclear
power facilities are operated on the territory of the country, while Russia is a leader in
this industry: the total capacity of nuclear power facilities operated on the territory of
Russia is 27 GW (fifth place in the world according to 2020 data).

3. Materials and Methods

The research entails an international project studying young people’s attitudes towards
nuclear and renewable energy in Italy and Russia. The authors carried out a survey among
62 Russian and 50 Italian students in December for a period of 10-12 days. Students from
both universities (University of Trento, Italy, and Ural Federal University, Russia) studied
at engineering faculties. The age of respondents was 20-26 years. All respondents attended
academic courses regarding ecology or environmental technologies.

The survey was conducted by using printed copies and online tools (Google Forms).
The respondents were asked to answer the eight questions of the survey without any
time limitations.

The conducted survey includes 2 parts:

e 4 multiple-choice questions about the attitude towards nuclear and renewable energy
(Table 2).

e 4 questions with the evaluation scale (from 1 to 10) about the attitude towards the
current government energy policy (Table 3).

The cluster analysis of the obtained results was carried out separately for groups
of respondents from Italy and from Russia. The cluster analysis is a multidimensional
statistical procedure that collects data containing information about a sample of objects,
and then arranges objects into relatively homogeneous groups. It is used in many fields:
medicine, biology, psychology, chemistry, philology, and sociology. One of the main
advantages of cluster analysis is the visibility of clustering visualization.

The analysis was provided by using the SPSS Statistics software (VERSION 18.0.2)
(k-means method). K-means method consists in determining the reference clusters, and
then each object is attached to the nearest standard. The minimum distance within the
cluster relative to the average is used as a criterion.

Analysis of the results obtained from the second part of the survey was carried out
separately using the MS Excel software (ms 16.0).
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Table 2. The structure of the first part of the conducted survey.

The Question Answer Option
1. What is your attitude towards nuclear power .
e . . 1. Positive
facilities (including the potential nuclear power 2 Neutral
facilities) near the territory of your current residence? ' .
. A s ” 3. Negative
(variable “Attitudes_towards_nuclear energy”)
2. Do you consider nuclear energy as a type of safe 1. Yes
and green energy source? (variable 2. No
“Is_the_nuclear_energy_green_and_safe”) 3. Itis hard to answer

3. In your opinion, could renewable energy become
the dominant part of energy production in the country
of your current residence? (variable “Atti-
tudes_towards_renewable_energy_implementation”)

1. Yes, it could
2. No, it couldn’t
3. Itis hard to answer

1. I would prefer only the development
of renewable energy
4. Would you prefer the development of renewable or 2.  would prefer only the development

nuclear energy in the territory of your current of nuclear energy
residence? (variable “Attitudes_towards 3. I'would prefer development of both
_development_green_and_nuclear_energy”) types of energy facilities

4. I would prefer the development of
traditional energy

Table 3. The structure of the second part of the conducted survey.

The Question Evaluation Scale

1. How would you assess the level of energy
development in your country (the efficiency of
energy sector management, the use of the best

available technologies, the state of 1.  Evaluation from 1 to 4 points: I estimate
energy infrastructure)? it negatively
2. How would you assess the state’s 2. Evaluation from 5 to 7 points: I estimate
energy policy? it as normal
3. How would you assess the actions of the 3. Evaluation from 8 to 10 points: I estimate
state in the framework of support and it positively

development of green energy?
4. How would you assess the level of energy
security in your country?

4. Results and Discussion

Cluster analysis is an effective tool that allows dividing objects of the analysis (the
answers of the respondents in the present study) not by the only option but by a number
of features [51]. As a result of the cluster analysis (1st part of the survey), three clusters of
Italians were identified (Tables 4 and 5).

Table 4. Results of cluster analysis of Italian students.

Cluster’s Number

Variable
N1 Ne2 Ne3
Attitudes_towards_nuclear energy 1 2 3
Is_the_nuclear_energy_green_and_safe 1 2 2
Attitudes_towards_renewable_energy_implementation 2 2 1
Attitudes_towards_development_green_and_nuclear_energy 3 3 1
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Table 5. Number of observations in each cluster.

Cluster’s Number Number of Observations
Cluster Nel 9
Cluster Ne2 12
Cluster Ne3 29
Valid observations 50
Missed observations 0

Based on the results of the cluster analysis, the following three clusters were identified:

cluster “Positive attitude towards nuclear energy” (cluster Nel).
cluster “Neutral attitude towards nuclear and renewable energy” (cluster Ne2).
cluster “Negative attitude to nuclear energy” (cluster Ne3).

The smallest cluster “Positive attitude towards nuclear energy” (cluster Nel) comprised
only 18% of respondents. Representatives of the cluster consider nuclear power to be
green and note the low potential of renewable energy as part of the full replacement
of traditional energy facilities. The cluster members support the development of both
nuclear and renewable energy. Identification of this cluster might be atypical for the Italian
young generation as Italy does not accept this type of energy on the government level and
according to the results of the previous study, Italians have a low level of awareness of the
topic of nuclear energy.

Cluster Ne2 “Neutral attitude towards nuclear and renewable energy” includes 24% of
the respondents. Representatives of the cluster are characterized by a neutral attitude to
nuclear energy, do not assess it as safe and alternative, but support its development in Italy
in conjunction with the development of renewable energy.

Cluster Ne3 “Negative attitude to nuclear energy” is the biggest identified cluster that
includes 58% of the respondents. All of them have a negative attitude to the appearance of
nuclear power facilities in their territory of residence (Italy) and do not consider nuclear
power to be a safe alternative. The respondents of this cluster assess the high potential of
renewable energy and support only its development. The quantitative benefit of the cluster
is due to the present energy policy of Italy: the development of RES is a top priority for the
country’s development in the near future.

Thus, the majority of young Italian people showed a negative attitude towards nuclear
energy and its potential development, which is connected with the current policy of the
Italian government in the field of energy and the high level of development of renewable
energy in the country.

Tables 6 and 7 provide the final centers of the obtained clusters for Russians.

Table 6. Results of cluster analysis of Russian students.

Cluster’s Number

Variable
Nel Ne2 Ne3
Attitudes_towards_nuclear energy 1 1 3
Is_the_nuclear_energy_green_and_safe 2 1 2
Attitudes_towards_renewable_energy_implementation 2 2 2
Attitudes_towards_development_green_and_nuclear_energy 3 2 1
Table 7. Number of observations in each cluster.
Cluster’s Number Number of Observations

Cluster Nel 20

Cluster Ne2 31

Cluster Ne3 11

Valid observations 62

Missed observations 0
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Based on the results of the cluster analysis, the following three clusters were identified:

cluster “Positive attitude to nuclear energy and to the potential of RES use” (cluster Nel).
cluster “Positive attitude towards nuclear energy” (cluster Ne2).
cluster “Negative attitude to nuclear energy” (cluster Ne3).

Cluster Nel “Positive attitude to nuclear energy and to the potential of RES use” includes
32% of respondents and has a number of conceptual differences from the other identified
clusters: the respondents forming this cluster do not include nuclear energy in the sector of
green energy, but they support its development on an equal basis with renewable energy.
In addition, the cluster participants also do not share the opinion that RES can fully replace
traditional energy facilities.

Cluster Ne2 “Positive attitude towards nuclear energy” (cluster Ne2) is the biggest cluster
and includes 50% of all respondents. The cluster’s participants have a positive attitude
towards nuclear power facilities in their region, support its development, and do not
assess the potential of RES at a high level: most of the respondents do not share the
opinion that renewables can fully replace traditional energy facilities and do not support
the development of this energy sector. Thus, the cluster has congeniality with cluster
Nel—respondents of neither cluster believe that traditional energy can be fully replaced by
renewable energy facilities.

Cluster “Negative attitude to nuclear energy” is the smallest cluster that includes only 18%
and is characterized by an extremely negative attitude towards nuclear energy. Despite this,
the respondents also do not share the opinion that RES can fully replace traditional energy
facilities in Russia, but they are ready to support their construction and development.

Thus, 51 out of 62 respondents showed a positive attitude towards the development of
nuclear energy in Russia, forming two clusters. At the same time, the participants of only
the first cluster refer to nuclear energy as green energy and support only its development
on the territory of the Russian Federation. Participants in the other two classes demonstrate
a more positive attitude towards renewable energy sources and are willing to support their
development as well.

The results obtained during the cluster analysis generally related to the level of devel-
opment of nuclear energy in Russia: currently, the Government of the Russian Federation is
implementing a number of large-scale projects for the construction of nuclear power plants
in the regions and supports scientific and technical research in this industry [46].

The second part of the survey included four questions with an evaluation scale from
1 to 10. The purpose of this part of the survey was to analyze the attitude of the young
generation of both countries towards present energy policy and their opinion about the
present condition of the energy sector.

The first question was to evaluate the development level of the energy sector (Figure 6).

%
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42%

40
30%
30 27.42%,
22.58%
20 | 17.74% 14.52%
‘ 12% 12%
10 6.45% ‘ 6.45%
3.23% 2%‘, 2% I I 1.61%
0 I - | -
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
evaluation scale
M Italian respondents I Russian respondents

Figure 6. Structure of answers to the question “How would you assess the level of energy develop-
ment in your country?”.

The majority of Italian respondents rated the development level of the energy sector
as high: 84% of them rated it from 7 to 9 points. Only 2% of respondents evaluated it below
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4 points in comparison to 9% of Russian respondents. Most of them assessed the level of
the energy sector’s development from 5 to 7, which corresponds to the normal level. Only
22.58% of the Russian respondents evaluate the development level as high.

The second question of the second part of the survey was to evaluate the present
energy policy in their country (Figure 7).

%
50

40.32%
40 | 34%
29.03%
30 24%
20%
20

11.29% 8% 9.68% 10%
10 ‘ 3
3B%  161% ‘:’ I ’ 323% W 161% I
I
0
1 2 3 4 5 6

evaluation scale
M [talian respondents M Russian respondents

Figure 7. Structure of answers on the question “How would you assess the state’s energy policy?”.

According to the given results, Italian respondents support the present energy policy:
68% of the respondents ranked it from 8 to 10 points. The majority of Russian respondents
ranked the present energy policy from 5 to 7 points, which corresponds to the normal level
of evaluation. However, 16.13% of them assessed it at the lowest level (from 2 to 4 points),
which means that some of them completely do not support the government in the field of
the energy sector’s development.

The last two questions of the second part of the survey were to evaluate the govern-
ment’s action in the field of green energy development (Table 8) and to evaluate the level of
energy security in their country (Table 9).

Table 8. Structure of answers on the question “How would you assess the state’s energy policy?”.

Evaluation Scale % of Italian Respondents % of Russian Respondents
From 1 to 4 points 2.00 29.03

From 5 to 7 points 34.00 62.90
From 8 to 10 points 64.00 8.06

Table 9. Structure of answers on the question “How would you assess the level of energy security in
your country?”.

Evaluation Scale % of Italian Respondents % of Russian Respondents
From 1 to 4 points 10.00 4.84

From 5 to 7 points 70.00 37.10
From 8 to 10 points 20.00 58.06

The Italian respondents” attitude towards government activity in the field of green
energy development is positive: 64% of them ranked it at the highest level, 34% of them
assessed it from 5 to 7 points. However, 29% of Russian respondents demonstrated a
negative attitude towards the Russian government’s green energy policy (ranked it from 1
to 4 points). The majority of them (62.9%) assessed it as normal.

Respondents from both countries assessed the level of energy security highly: 70% of
Italian respondents ranked it from 5 to 7 points, 20% from 8 to 10 points; 58.06% of Russian
respondents assessed it from 8 to 10 points, 37.10% from 5 to 7 points.

The following conclusions could be drawn from the second part of the survey:
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e Italian respondents assessed the level of energy development in Italy highly whereas
Russians assessed it as “normal”. The identified trends may be due to the level of
renewable energy development in both countries: at present, it is the presence of RES
that can characterize the level of development of the energy sector as high. In Russia,
renewable energy is only at the initial stage of development, while in Italy, more than
11% of the energy consumed is accounted for by RES.

e  The Italian young generation supports the present energy policy: 68% of the respon-
dents ranked it from 8 to 10 points. That trend might correlate with the results obtained
during the cluster analysis: the Italian government supports RES development and
the biggest identified clusters of the respondents support further RES development.

e [talian respondents showed a positive attitude towards the present energy policy in
Italy, whereas 29% of Russian respondents demonstrated a negative attitude towards
the Russian government’s green energy policy (ranked it from 1 to 4 points). The
uncovered trend might correlate with the low level of green energy development in
Russia and the predominance of traditional energy facilities in the structure of the
energy sector.

e  The reason for the higher ranking of the energy security level from Russians might
be the low cost of electricity in the residential sector and large deposits of natural
resources in Russia.

There is an obvious relationship between the attitude of young people to nuclear
energy and the level of its development (or lack of it) in the territory of their country of
residence. Public acceptance of nuclear energy mostly depends on the following factors:
normative beliefs [52], the level of population’s awareness in the field of nuclear energy [32],
the fact of NPP operation in the country [53], and the present energy policy and political
environment [53-56]. The last factors, the national energy policy and political environment,
might have a considerable impact on nuclear energy development as the government
can directly affect the public attitude towards different energy sources through various
information tools and social campaigns [52]. If the government does not support nuclear
energy, the population also demonstrates a negative attitude.

However, the absence of accidents on nuclear energy facilities over the years and the
need of providing stable access of households to electricity positively affect the public
attitude. For instance, in the U.S., both of these factors led to the increase of public
acceptance of nuclear energy from 49% in 1983 to 65% in 2016 [53]. Thus, the positive
attitude of Russians to nuclear energy may be due to its effectiveness and prospects in
providing stable energy access in remote areas of the country.

The same trends could be observed in the field of renewable energy. The population
of European countries supports the transition to the low-carbon economy and RES im-
plementation. Public perception of renewable energy in most European countries is on
the high level that might be related to the level of RES development in the EU and the
present European energy policy [57-59]. However, at the end of 2021, the EU has started
considering nuclear energy as one of the ways to achieve sustainability and to implement
circular economy principles in the energy sector [60]. The population of lead countries
in the field of nuclear energy also demonstrates a positive attitude towards renewable
energy [32,53] which corresponds to the given results of the present study.

The results of the present study allowed us to identify three main groups with different
attitudes towards both considered types of energy among Italian and Russians. The authors
uncovered the group of Italians that showed a positive attitude towards nuclear energy.
This implies that some part of the population could have a different view regarding the
national energy policy. The study also focused on the attitude of the young generation
towards the national energy policy and their opinion about the present condition of the
national energy sector. Respondents from Italy demonstrated a higher level of government
support in the field of energy development in comparison to Russian respondents, which
might be related to the different levels of renewable energy development in both countries.
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The group of respondents selected for this study was specifically students who were
studying at the University of Trento (Italy) and Ural Federal University (Russia) at engi-
neering faculties. The age of respondents was 20-26 years. The results obtained in this
study may not be applicable to other age groups in both countries. It is needed to increase
the number of respondents in the next studies to produce more accurate results.

In conclusion, young people from Russia demonstrated a low level of awareness of
renewable energy issues that are related to the low level of its development in Russia. A
similar situation is observed in the attitude of the Italian population to nuclear energy: the
refusal of the Italian government to use nuclear energy is connected with a low level of
confidence in this energy sector among young people.

Finally, it must be taken into account that the nuclear issue does not have a homo-
geneous vision as demonstrated in the recent COP26 summit, where the EU countries
showed divisions in considering nuclear energy as a green source [61]. In spite of that,
some literature underlines the potentialities of nuclear energy to help close the loop of
CE [62].

5. Conclusions

The obtained results confirm the existence of a correlation between the state policy in
the field of energy and the current structure of the energy complex with the attitude of the
population to a particular type of energy:

e  Russian respondents showed mostly the positive attitude towards nuclear energy
development, owing to the level of development of nuclear energy in Russia: currently,
the Government of the Russian Federation is implementing a number of large-scale
projects for the construction of nuclear power plants in the regions and supports
scientific and technical research in this industry;

e the majority of Italian respondents showed a negative attitude towards nuclear energy
and its potential development that is due to the current policy of the Italian government
in the field of energy and the high level of development of renewable energy in the
country.

The results of cluster analysis demonstrated a different attitude of young people in
Russia and Italy towards nuclear energy. Two of the three clusters of Italians (cluster Ne2
and cluster Ne3) showed a negative or distrustful attitude towards nuclear energy and its
development, while representatives of all three clusters have a positive attitude towards
the development of renewable energy.

Two of the three identified clusters of Russians evaluate nuclear energy positively and
support its further development. At the same time, cluster Ne1 opposed the development
of renewable energy, while the other two clusters support its further development on
the territory of the Russian Federation jointly or separately from the development of
nuclear energy.

According to the given results, public opinion and the level of people’s awareness
about nuclear and/or renewable energy have a role to play in their development. Conse-
quently, it is important to implement special programs at the state level that will aim to
change public opinion in a positive way regarding different types of energy and to increase
people’s awareness about the advantages and risks of the operation of the various energy fa-
cilities. It might significantly accelerate the transition to the new sustainable and low-carbon
world economy and increase the level of social and environmental sustainability.

Nuclear and renewable energy development in EU and non-EU countries are the most
promising areas of the energy sector eco-modernization. Both considered types of energy
meet the requirements of sustainable development and might be used as an effective tool
for the implementation of CE principles in the energetics in the immediate future.

The present work opens to future developments useful to support the decision-makers
involved in strategies in the energy sector in the EU and non-EU countries.



Sustainability 2022, 14, 1283 13 of 15

Author Contributions: Conceptualization: A.K. and E.C.R.; methodology: A.K,; validation: E.M.,
V.T,, PV. and E.C.R,; investigation: A.K.; data curation: A.K. and E.M.; writing—original draft
preparation, A K.; writing—review and editing, EM., V.T., PV. and E.C.R,; supervision, EM., V.T.
and E.C.R. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: The research was supported by the Russian Science Foundation grant No. 22-28-01740,
https:/ /rscf.ru/en/project/22-28-01740/ (accessed on 6 December 2021).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.
Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

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

References

1.  The Paris Agreement. United Nation. Available online: https:/ /treaties.un.org/doc/Treaties/2016/02/20160215%2006-03%2
0PM/Ch_XXVII-7-d.pdf (accessed on 13 October 2021).

2. UN Climate Change Conference UK 2021. Available online: https://ukcop26.org/ (accessed on 1 November 2021).

3.  Bataille, C.; Ahman, V.; Neuhoff, K.; Nilsson, L.J.; Fischedick, M.; Lechtenbohmer, S.; Solano-Rodriquez, B.; Denis-Ryan, A.;
Stiebert, S.; Waisman, H.; et al. A review of technology and policy deep decarbonization pathway options for making energy-
intensive industry production consistent with the Paris Agreement. J. Clean. Prod. 2018, 187, 960-973. [CrossRef]

4. Proskuryakova, L.N. Updating Energy Security and Environmental Policy: Energy Security Theories Revisited. . Environ. Manag.
2018, 223, 203-214. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Karaeva, A,; Magaril, E.; Torretta, V.; Ragazzi, M.; Rada, E.C. Green energy development in an industrial region: A case-study of
Sverdlovsk region. Energy Rep. 2021, 7, 137-148. [CrossRef]

6.  Pathak, L.; Shah, K. Renewable energy resources, policies and gaps in BRICS countries and the global impact. Front. Energy 2019,
13, 506-521. [CrossRef]

7. Mikova, N.; Eichhammer, W.; Pfluger, B. Low-carbon energy scenarios 2050 in north-west European countries: Towards a more
harmonised approach to achieve the EU targets. Energy Policy 2019, 130, 448—460. [CrossRef]

8.  Abdelshafy, A.; Walther, G. Exploring the effects of energy transition on the industrial value chains and alternative resources: A
case study from the German federal state of North Rhine-Westphalia (NRW). Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 2022, 177,105992. [CrossRef]

9. Drozdz, W.; Bilan, Y.; Rabe, M.; Streimikiene, D.; Pilecki, B. Optimizing biomass energy production at the municipal level to move
to low-carbon energy. Sustain. Cities Soc. 2022, 76, 103417. [CrossRef]

10. Chepeliev, M.; Osorio-Rodarte, I.; Mensbrugghe., D. Distributional impacts of carbon pricing policies under the Paris Agreement:
Inter and intra-regional perspectives. Energy Econ. 2021, 102, 105530. [CrossRef]

11.  Watari, T.; Nansai, K.; Nakajima, K.; Giurco, D. Sustainable energy transitions require enhanced resource governance. J. Clean.
Prod. 2021, 312, 127698. [CrossRef]

12.  Gitelman, L.; Magaril, E.; Kozhevnikov, M.; Rada, E.C. Rational behavior of an enterprise in the energy market in a circular
economy. Resource 2019, 8, 73. [CrossRef]

13. Iacobuta, G.I.; Hohne, N.; van Soest, H.L.; Leemans, R. Transitioning to low-carbon economies under the 2030 agenda: Minimizing
trade-offs and enhancing co-benefits of climate-change action for the sdgs. Sustainability 2021, 13, 10774. [CrossRef]

14. Creti, A.; Nguyen, D.K. Energy and environment: Transition models and new policy challenges in the post Paris Agreement.
Energy Policy 2018, 122, 677-679. [CrossRef]

15. Syed, F; Ullah, A. Estimation of economic benefits associated with the reduction in the CO, emission due to COVID-19.
Environ. Chall. 2021, 3, 100069. [CrossRef]

16. Statistical Review of World Energy 2021, 70th Edition. Available online: https://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/business-
sites/en/global/corporate/pdfs/energy-economics/statistical-review /bp-stats-review-2021-full-report.pdf (accessed on
13 October 2021).

17.  Cazcarro, I.; Garcia-Gusano, D.; Iribarren, D.; Linares, P.; Romero, ].C.; Arocena, P; Arto, I.; Banacloche, S.; Lechén, Y.; Miguel, L.J.;
et al. Energy-socio-economic-environmental modelling for the EU energy and post-COVID-19 transitions. Sci. Total Environ. 2022,
805, 150329. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Bonam, D.; Smadu, A. The long-run effects of pandemics on inflation: Will this time be different? Econ. Lett. 2021, 208, 110065.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Hesselman, M.; Varo, A.; Guyet, R.; Thomson, H. Energy poverty in the COVID-19 era: Mapping global responses in light of
momentum for the right to energy. Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 2021, 81, 102246. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Hyman, M.; Mark, C.; Imteaj, A.; Ghiaie, H.; Rezapour, S.; Sadri, A.M.; Amini, M.H. Data analytics to evaluate the impact of
infectious disease on economy: Case study of COVID-19 pandemic. Patterns 2021, 2, 100315. [CrossRef]

21. Mekonnen, B.A.; Aragaw, T.A. Environmental Sustainability and COVID-19 Pandemic: An Overview Review on New Opportuni-

ties and Challenges. Environ. Footpr. Eco-Des. Prod. Process. 2021, 117-140. [CrossRef]


https://rscf.ru/en/project/22-28-01740/
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Treaties/2016/02/20160215%2006-03%20PM/Ch_XXVII-7-d.pdf
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Treaties/2016/02/20160215%2006-03%20PM/Ch_XXVII-7-d.pdf
https://ukcop26.org/
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.03.107
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2018.06.016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29929076
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.egyr.2021.08.101
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11708-018-0601-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.03.047
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2021.105992
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2021.103417
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2021.105530
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.127698
http://doi.org/10.3390/resources8020073
http://doi.org/10.3390/su131910774
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2018.07.048
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envc.2021.100069
https://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/business-sites/en/global/corporate/pdfs/energy-economics/statistical-review/bp-stats-review-2021-full-report.pdf
https://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/business-sites/en/global/corporate/pdfs/energy-economics/statistical-review/bp-stats-review-2021-full-report.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150329
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34818757
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.econlet.2021.110065
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34566209
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2021.102246
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34692421
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.patter.2021.100315
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-3860-2_5

Sustainability 2022, 14, 1283 14 of 15

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.
27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

Felix, C.B.; Ubando, A.T.; Chen, W.-H.; Goodarzi, V.; Ashokkumar, V. COVID-19 and industrial waste mitigation via thermochem-
ical technologies towards a circular economy: A state-of-the-art review. |. Hazard. Mat. 2022, 423, 127215. [CrossRef]

Su, C.; Urban, E. Circular economy for clean energy transitions: A new opportunity under the COVID-19 pandemic. Appl. Energy
2021, 289, 116666. [CrossRef]

Sharma, H.B.; Vanapalli, K.R.; Samal, B.; Cheela, V.R.S.; Dubey, B.K.; Bhattacharya, J. Circular economy approach in solid waste
management system to achieve UN-SDGs: Solutions for post-COVID recovery. Sci. Total Environ. 2021, 800, 149605. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Zhang, M.M.; Wang, Q.; Zhou, D.; Ding, H. Evaluating uncertain investment decisions in low-carbon transition toward renewable
energy. Appl. Energy 2019, 240, 1049-1060. [CrossRef]

International Energy Agency. Available online: https://www.iea.org/ (accessed on 15 October 2021).

Verbruggen, A.; Laes, E.; Lemmens, S. Assessment of the actual sustainability of nuclear fission power. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev.
2014, 32, 16-28. [CrossRef]

Barron, RW.; Hill, M.C. A wedge or a weight? Critically examining nuclear power’s viability as a low carbon energy source from
an intergenerational perspective. Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 2019, 50, 7-17. [CrossRef]

Mallah, S. Nuclear energy option for energy security and sustainable development in India. Ann. Nucl. Energy 2011, 38, 331-336.
[CrossRef]

Karakosta, C.; Pappas, C.; Marinakis, V.; Psarras, ]. Renewable energy and nuclear power towards sustainable development:
Characteristics and prospects. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2013, 22, 187-197. [CrossRef]

Karaeva, A.; Ionescu, G.; Cioca, L.I.; Magaril, E.R.; Rada, E.C. Renewable Sources and its Applications Awareness in Educational
Institutions. In Proceedings of the 2019 International Conference on Energy and Environment (CIEM), Timisoara, Romania,
17-18 October 2019; pp. 338-342. [CrossRef]

Karaeva, A.; Magaril, E.R.; Rada, E.C. Students’ attitudes towards nuclear energy: Russian and Italian experience. WIT Trans.
Ecol. Environ. 2019, 237, 121-132. [CrossRef]

Proskuryakova, L. Foresight for the ‘energy’ priority of the Russian Science and Technology Strategy. Energy Strateg. Rev. 2019,
26,100378. [CrossRef]

Kovtun, D.; Tovmasyan, N.; Nazarov, A. Trends and conditions for the development of green energy in the Russian Federation.
E3S Web Conf. 2021, 270, 01040. [CrossRef]

Nurulin, Y.; Skvortsova, I.; Vinogradova, E. Green Energy Markets: Current Gaps and Development Perspectives in the Russian
Federation. In Studies on Entrepreneurship, Structural Change and Industrial Dynamics; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2021; pp. 199-209.
[CrossRef]

Cébelkova, L; Strielkowski, W.; Streimikiene, D.; Cavallaro, F; Streimikis, J. The social acceptance of nuclear fusion for decision
making towards carbon free circular economy: Evidence from Czech Republic. Technol. Forecast. Soc. Chang. 2019, 163, 120477 .
[CrossRef]

Roh, S. Big Data Analysis of Public Acceptance of Nuclear Power in Korea. Nucl. Eng. Technol. 2017, 49, 850-854. [CrossRef]
Geng, L.; Liu, T.; Zhou, K,; Yang, G. Can power affect environmental risk attitude toward nuclear energy? Energy Policy 2019,
113, 87-93. [CrossRef]

Arikawa, H.; Cao, Y.; Matsumoto, S. Attitudes toward nuclear power and energy saving behavior among Japanese households.
Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 2014, 2, 12-20. [CrossRef]

Rijnsoever, FJ.; Mossel, A.; Broecks, PEK. Public acceptance of energy technologies: The effects of labeling, time, and heterogeneity
in a discrete choice experiment. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2015, 45, 817-829. [CrossRef]

Key World Energy Statistics 2020. IEA. Available online: https://www.iea.org/reports/key-world-energy-statistics-2020
(accessed on 17 October 2021).

Nuclear Energy in Italy: Italian Nuclear Power. Available online: https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-
profiles/countries-g-n/italy.aspx (accessed on 18 October 2021).

Borasio, M.; Moret, S. Deep decarbonisation of regional energy systems: A novel modelling approach and its application to the
Italian energy transition. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2022, 153, 111730. [CrossRef]

Di Silvestre, M.L.; Ippolito, M.G.; Sanseverino, E.R.; Sciume, G.; Vasile, A. Energy self-consumers and renewable energy
communities in Italy: New actors of the electric power systems. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2021, 151, 111565. [CrossRef]
Adami, L.; Tubino, M.; Ragazzi, M.; Conti, F.; Rada, E.C. Local actions for reducing global greenhouse gas footprint: 10 years of
covenant of mayors initiative. Int. J. Sustain. Dev. Plan. 2020, 15, 247-252. [CrossRef]

Nuclear Energy in Russia: Russian Nuclear Power. Available online: https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/
country-profiles/countries-o-s/russia-nuclear-power.aspx (accessed on 18 October 2021).

Vladimirovich, G.N.; Akimovich, E.A.; Sergeyevna, G.O. Nuclear power engineering as an important element of Russia’s national
priority projects. Yad. Energ. 2021, 1, 5-15. [CrossRef]

Li, Y;; Li, M.; Rice, M.; Yang, C. Impact of COVID-19 containment and closure policies on tropospheric nitrogen dioxide: A global
perspective. Environ. Int. 2022, 158, 106887. [CrossRef]

Golubeva, A.; Magaril, E. Improved economic stimulation mechanism to reduce vehicle CO, emissions. WIT Trans. Built Environ.
2013, 130, 485-489. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2021.127215
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2021.116666
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.149605
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34426367
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.01.205
https://www.iea.org/
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2014.01.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.10.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.anucene.2010.10.010
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2013.01.035
http://doi.org/10.1109/CIEM46456.2019.8937582
http://doi.org/10.2495/ESUS190111
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.esr.2019.100378
http://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/202127001040
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-59959-1_13
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2020.120477
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.net.2016.12.015
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2017.10.051
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2014.04.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.02.040
https://www.iea.org/reports/key-world-energy-statistics-2020
https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-g-n/italy.aspx
https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-g-n/italy.aspx
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2021.111730
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2021.111565
http://doi.org/10.18280/ijsdp.150216
https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-o-s/russia-nuclear-power.aspx
https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-o-s/russia-nuclear-power.aspx
http://doi.org/10.26583/NPE.2021.1.01
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2021.106887
http://doi.org/10.2495/UT130391

Sustainability 2022, 14, 1283 15 of 15

50.

51.

52.

53.
54.

55.

56.
57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

Magaril, E.; Magaril, R. Fuel quality: Challenges to the sustainable development of automobile transport and approach to solution.
E3S Web Conf. 2016, 6, 03001. [CrossRef]

Riefer, D.M. The advantages of mathematical modeling over traditional methods in the analysis of category clustering. J. Math.
Psychol. 1982, 26, 97-123. [CrossRef]

Hu, X.; Zhu, W.; Wei, J. Effects of information strategies on public acceptance of nuclear energy. Energy 2021, 231, 120907.
[CrossRef]

Bisconti, A.S. Changing public attitudes toward nuclear energy. Prog. Nucl. Energy 2018, 102, 103-113. [CrossRef]

Corner, A.; Venables, D.; Spence, A.; Poortinga, W.; Demski, C.; Pidgeon, N. Nuclear power, climate change and energy security:
Exploring British public attitudes. Energy Policy 2011, 39, 4823-4833. [CrossRef]

Clulow, Z.; Ferguson, M.; Ashworth, P.; Reiner, D. Comparing public attitudes towards energy technologies in Australia and the
UK: The role of political ideology. Glob. Environ. Chang. 2021, 70, 102327. [CrossRef]

Cadoret, I.; Padovano, F. The political drivers of renewable energies policies. Energy Econ. 2016, 56, 261-269. [CrossRef]
Kaldellis, ].K.; Kapsali, M.; Katsanou, E. Renewable energy applications in Greece—What is the public attitude? Energy Policy
2012, 42, 37-48. [CrossRef]

Hainsch, K.; Loffler, K.; Burandt, T.; Auer, H.; Crespo del Granado, P; Pisciella, P.; Zwickl-Bernhard, S. Energy transition scenarios:
What policies, societal attitudes, and technology developments will realize the EU Green Deal? Energy 2022, 239 Pt C, 122067.
[CrossRef]

Komendantova, N.; Neumueller, S.; Nkoana, E. Public attitudes, co-production and polycentric governance in energy policy.
Energy Policy 2021, 153, 112241. [CrossRef]

EU Proposes Labeling Gas and Nuclear Energy as Climate Friendly. DW. Available online: https://www.dw.com/en/eu-
proposes-labeling-gas-and-nuclear-energy-as-climate-friendly /a-60308833 (accessed on 3 January 2022).

EU States Split on Classifying Nuclear Energy as ‘Green’. DW. Available online: https://www.dw.com/en/eu-states-split-on-
classifying-nuclear-energy-as-green/a-59792406 (accessed on 13 November 2021).

Ramirez-Corredores, M.M.; Gadikota, G.; Huang, E.E.; Gaffney, A.M. Radiation-Induced Chemistry of Carbon Dioxide: A
Pathway to Close the Carbon Loop for a Circular Economy. Front. Energy Res. 2020, 8, 108. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20160603001
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-2496(82)90038-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2021.120907
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnucene.2017.07.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.06.037
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2021.102327
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2016.03.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.11.017
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2021.122067
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2021.112241
https://www.dw.com/en/eu-proposes-labeling-gas-and-nuclear-energy-as-climate-friendly/a-60308833
https://www.dw.com/en/eu-proposes-labeling-gas-and-nuclear-energy-as-climate-friendly/a-60308833
https://www.dw.com/en/eu-states-split-on-classifying-nuclear-energy-as-green/a-59792406
https://www.dw.com/en/eu-states-split-on-classifying-nuclear-energy-as-green/a-59792406
http://doi.org/10.3389/fenrg.2020.00108

	Introduction 
	Italian and Russian Energy Sectors: Key Trends and Differences 
	Materials and Methods 
	Results and Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

