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Abstract  

This study explores literature survey approach with content search analysis on existing reports, 

research papers and publications bordering on Sustainability Accounting and the theoretical 

foundations and applications of Sustainability Accounting in modern economic systems. 

Grounded in stakeholder theory, legitimacy theory, institutional theory and normative theory, the 

study underscores how Sustainability Accounting expands the scope of Traditional Accounting to 

include Environmental, Social, Governance and Economic (ESG-E) metrics. Reporting 

frameworks such as the Global Reporting Initiative (GRI), the Sustainability Accounting 

Standards Board (SASB), and the European Union’s Corporate Sustainability Reporting 

Directive (CSRD) illustrate the institutionalization of sustainability practices and reflect the 

growing demand for transparency and accountability. The study revealed that Sustainability 

Accounting is essential for promoting responsible business conduct and sustainable development 

and that for businesses to be relevant with greater market share, the non-financial reporting 

aspect (ESG report) should be taken seriously as it enhances the credibility, reliability and 

acceptability of the financial reporting aspect (Economic report) in the 21st century economy. As 

economies become more interdependent and sustainability risks intensify, the integration of non-

financial reporting into mainstream accounting practices is not just beneficial, it is imperative. 

Thus, the study concludes that Sustainability Accounting advances accounting thought by 

recognizing the interconnectedness of environmental, social, governance and economic 

performance. 

 

Keywords: Environmental reporting, Social reporting, Governance reporting, Economic report, 

Traditional accounting, 21st century economy.   

 

INTRODUCTION 

The 21st century economy is marked by rapid globalization, technological advancement, and 

growing concern over environmental degradation, social inequality, and climate change. In this 

dynamic context, the role of businesses has expanded beyond profit generation to include 

responsibility for sustainable development. This evolution has sparked a transformation in 

accounting practices, leading to the emergence of Sustainability Accounting (SA), a discipline 

that integrates environmental, social, and governance (ESG) factors into the traditional financial 

reporting framework (Gray, 2010). The increasing prominence of sustainability issues has 

pushed businesses, governments, and institutions to seek more transparent and comprehensive 

ways of measuring corporate performance, prompting a shift toward sustainable business models 

and reporting mechanisms. 
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SA has emerged as a crucial discipline in response to the evolving demands of the 21st century 

economy. Traditional financial accounting, which primarily focuses on profitability and 

shareholder returns, is increasingly viewed as inadequate in addressing the broader social and 

environmental responsibilities of organizations. As businesses face growing pressures from 

stakeholders, regulators, and global sustainability challenges such as climate change and 

inequality, SA offers a framework to measure, disclose and manage non-financial performance. 

The modern economic reporting integrates financial and non-financial aspects, reflecting a shift 

in accounting thought towards: 

 Holistic approach by considering environmental social, governance and economic 

performance (ESG-E). 

 Stakeholder centric by focusing on value creation for diverse stakeholders. 

 Long-term perspective by emphasizing sustainability and intergenerational equity. 

 Expanded reporting by incorporating non-financial metrics and narratives. 

 New metrics by developing and using sustainability metrics like TBL and ESG. 

 Interdisciplinary approaches by integrating insights from environmental science, 

sociology and ethics. 

Accounting thought has advanced considerably as SA recognizes the interconnectedness of ESG-

E performance. It has gained significant traction due to rising stakeholder awareness and the 

need for long-term value creation. Stakeholders, which includes investors, regulators, consumers, 

and civil society are demanding that organizations should not only disclose financial outcomes 

but also their broader impact on society and the environment (Freeman, 1984). As a result, SA is 

no longer viewed as a voluntary or peripheral practice but as a fundamental tool for strategic 

decision making, risk management and accountability (Bebbington & Larrinaga, 2014). 

Various global initiatives and regulatory frameworks, such as the Global Reporting Initiative 

(GRI), the Sustainability Accounting Standards Board (SASB), and the European Union’s 

Corporate Sustainability Reporting Directive (CSRD), have institutionalized SA, encouraging 

organizations to adopt consistent and comparable ESG-E disclosures (KPMG, 2022; European 

Commission, 2023). Despite the progress made, challenges persist in aligning SA with actual 

organizational practices and the effective integration of sustainability metrics into mainstream 

accounting systems. Issues such as greenwashing, lack of standardized reporting, and limited 

integration into strategic decision making hinder its full potential. However, technological 

innovations and regulatory advancements are paving the way for more robust and meaningful 

sustainability disclosures.  

The purpose of this paper is to explore the theoretical, conceptual and practical dimensions of SA 

in the 21st century economy. Examining the foundational theories underpinning SA, such as 

stakeholder theory, legitimacy theory, institutional theory and normative theory, and discusses 

how these theories explain corporate motivations and behaviors related to sustainability reporting. 

Additionally, the paper provides a conceptual review of SA, highlighting its evolution, key 

principles, and application in organizational contexts. 

The need to understand the role of non-financial information in complimenting the overall 

reporting system in the 21st century economy, is what drives this study. The aim of the study is 

to highlight the SA metrics of ESG-E and enlighten business organisations, policy makers, 

management, etc to be more concerned about a holistic approach to accounting.  

The paper is structured as follows: Introduction, Literature Review, Methodology, Discussion 

and Conclusion. 
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LITERATURE REVIEW  

Conceptual Review 

Sustainability Accounting and Traditional Accounting  

Sustainability Accounting (SA), also referred to as environmental, social, and governance (ESG) 

accounting or non-financial reporting, represents a significant shift in how organizations measure 

and communicate their performance. Conceptually, it goes beyond Traditional Accounting by 

capturing the multidimensional impacts of corporate activity on society and the environment. It 

provides stakeholders with a more holistic view of organizational performance, aligning business 

practices with broader goals such as environmental stewardship, social equity, and economic 

resilience (Elkington, 1997). 

The conceptual foundation of SA is grounded in the notion of the Triple Bottom Line (TBL), 

introduced by Elkington (1997), which advocates for assessing business performance based on 

three dimensions; People, Planet and Profit. Unlike conventional financial metrics, SA captures 

qualitative and quantitative data on resource usage, emissions, labor practices, diversity, 

community engagement and governance structures (Gray & Milne, 2002). 

Several frameworks guide the implementation of SA. The Global Reporting Initiative (GRI) 

provides a widely accepted structure for ESG disclosures, emphasizing materiality, stakeholder 

inclusiveness, and sustainability context (GRI, 2021). Similarly, the Sustainability Accounting 

Standards Board (SASB) focuses on sector specific materiality, helping firms identify which 

sustainability issues are most relevant to financial performance (SASB, 2022). More recently, the 

International Sustainability Standards Board (ISSB) and regulatory initiatives like the CSRD 

have aimed to harmonize standards and enhance transparency across global markets (European 

Commission, 2023). 

At its peak, the modern economy is concerned by the recognition that financial data alone does 

not provide a complete picture of an organization’s value or risks.  Hence, ESG-E reporting as a 

holistic approach to accounting in the 21st century economy. Climate risks, human rights 

violations and weak governance can have material impacts on a company’s reputation and long-

term viability, which are impacts that traditional accounting often fails to capture (Stubbs & 

Higgins, 2018). As such, SA serves both internal and external purposes as it supports managerial 

decision-making, while also responding to stakeholder demands for accountability and ethical 

conduct (Burritt & Schaltegger, 2010). 

Despite growing adoption, the field still faces conceptual and practical challenges. One of the 

major concerns is the risk of greenwashing, where organizations selectively disclose positive 

sustainability metrics while ignoring negative impacts (Cho et al., 2015). Additionally, the lack 

of standardization and assurance mechanisms can undermine the credibility and comparability of 

sustainability reports (Bebbington & Larrinaga, 2014). 

Nonetheless, SA continues to evolve, influenced by technological innovation and regulatory 

momentum. Advances in data analytics, artificial intelligence, and blockchain are enabling more 

accurate and real-time tracking of ESG data, improving both reporting quality and accountability 

(Maroun, 2019). 

SA represents a conceptual transformation in accounting thought, one that aligns organizational 

reporting with the broader goals of sustainable development. It seeks to redefine corporate 

success, not solely in terms of profit but also in terms of social and environmental contributions 

which is an imperative in today’s complex, interconnected economy. 
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The 21st Ccentury Economy 

The 21st century economy (Richard, 2002) is marked by profound changes in global economic 

systems, fueled by technological progress, sustainability awareness and evolving societal norms. 

which includes: 

 Digital transformation: Industries are being reshaped by digital technologies like AI, 

blockchain and IoT, unlocking new growth and innovation opportunities. 

 Sustainability focus: Businesses and governments prioritize environmental stewardship, 

social responsibility and good governance, reflecting a growing emphasis on 

sustainability. 

 Global interconnectedness: Global trade and investment remain vital, with emerging 

markets playing a pivotal role in driving growth and development. 

 Knowledge driven growth: The economy is increasingly reliant on intellectual capital and 

innovation, with ideas and knowledge driving economic progress and competitiveness.  

 

Sustainability Accounting in the 21st Century Economy 

In the 21st century economy, Sustainability Accounting (SA) has become increasingly relevant 

as global stakeholders, such as governments, investors, consumers, and civil society, demand 

greater accountability regarding the environmental and social impacts of corporate activities. 

Traditional accounting systems, which prioritize financial information, are no longer sufficient 

for decision making in an era characterized by climate change, resource scarcity and growing 

social inequality (Gray, 2010). This shift responds to the growing consensus that financial 

success and long-term value creation are closely linked to sustainable business practices 

(Elkington, 1997). The Triple Bottom Line (TBL) approach - people, planet, and profit, 

introduced by Elkington has laid the conceptual groundwork for integrating sustainability into 

accounting frameworks (ESG-E). 

In the modern economy, companies are under pressure to disclose their environmental 

performance, carbon emissions, labor practices and community impacts in a transparent manner. 

Frameworks such as the GRI and the SASB have provided structured approaches for such 

disclosures, enabling comparability and consistency across organizations and industries (KPMG, 

2022). These frameworks reflect a growing institutionalization of SA, transforming it from a 

voluntary practice into a quasi-mandatory requirement, particularly in regions like the European 

Union with the introduction of the CSRD (European Commission, 2023). 

Bebbington and Larrinaga (2014) point out that while sustainability reports have become more 

common, they often fail to reflect substantive organizational change. Instead, some firms use 

these reports primarily as public relations tools, a phenomenon known as greenwashing. This 

disconnection between reporting and performance undermines the credibility of SA and 

highlights the need for more integrated, assurance backed systems. Again, the integration of 

sustainability into core accounting practices is still limited. Burritt and Schaltegger (2010) argue 

that many companies treat SA as an external communication tool rather than as an internal 

decision making aid. This separation limits the potential of sustainability data to influence 

strategic planning, risk management and operational efficiency. 

However, Technological advancements are shaping the future of SA. With the rise of big data, 

artificial intelligence, and blockchain, companies are increasingly able to track and verify 

sustainability metrics in real-time, enhancing the accuracy and reliability of their disclosures 

(Stubbs & Higgins, 2018). This digital transformation could make SA more actionable and 

reduce the gap between reporting and actual impact. 
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SA is a crucial response to the demands of the 21st century economy, where long-term success is 

intrinsically tied to environmental, social and corporate responsibility. While significant progress 

has been made in developing reporting frameworks and regulations, the field must evolve further 

to ensure that sustainability data meaningfully influences corporate behavior and contributes to 

the 17 Global Sustainable Development Goals, viz: 1. No poverty, 2. Zero hunger, 3. Good 

health and well-being, 4. Affordable education, 5. Gender equality,  6. Clean water and sanitation,  

7. Affordable and clean energy,  8. Decent work and economic growth, 9. Good infrastructure, 

10. Reduced inequalities, 11. Sustainable cities and communities, 12. Responsible consumption 

and production, 13. Climate action, 14. Life under water,  15. Life on land, 16. Peace, justice and 

strong institutions, 17. Partnerships for the goals (United Nations, 2015). 

 

Environmental, Social, Governance and Economic (ESG-E) reporting  

Sustainability Accounting involves measuring and reporting an organization's environmental, 

social, governance and economic performance. Largely considering such areas as: 

1. Environmental Accounting 

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions: Tracking and reporting emissions. 

Resource usage: Monitoring water, energy, and material usage. 

2. Social Accounting 

Labor practices: Reporting on working conditions, employee well-being, and diversity. 

Community engagement: Measuring community involvement and impact. 

3. Governance Reporting 

Sustainability reporting: Disclosing sustainability performance and progress. 

Stakeholder engagement: Engaging with stakeholders to understand their expectations. 

4. Economic Accounting 

Financial performance: Reporting on economic viability and sustainability. 

Value creation: Measuring value created for stakeholders. 

SA helps organizations make informed decisions, manage risks, and improve their sustainability 

performance. 

 

Financial and non-financial aspects of Sustainability Accounting  

The financial aspect of SA includes the following: 

Financial performance: Reporting on revenue, profitability and return on investment. 

Cost savings: Measuring cost reductions from sustainable practices. 

Investments: Tracking investments in sustainable initiatives. 

However, the Non-fnancial aspects centres in such areas as: 

Environmental impact: Measuring greenhouse gas emissions, water usage and waste 

management. 

Social responsibility: Reporting on labor practices, human rights and community engagement. 

Governance: Evaluating board composition, executive compensation and audit practices. 

 

Integration of the financial and non-financial aspects of Sustainability Accounting  

Integrated reporting: Combining financial and non-financial information to provide a 

comprehensive view of an organization's performance. 

Sustainability metrics: Using metrics like triple bottom line (TBL) people, planet and profit or 

ESG-E (Environmental, Social, Governance and Economic) to measure sustainability 
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performance. SA considers both financial and non-financial aspects to provide a holistic view of 

an organization's performance and impact. 

 

Theoretical Framework 

Sustainability Accounting, as an emerging paradigm within accounting thought, is grounded in a 

combination of normative, stakeholder, legitimacy and institutional theories. These theoretical 

lenses help explain why organizations adopt SA practices and how such practices evolve within 

the socio-economic context of the 21st century economy. 

 

Normative Theory 

At the core of SA lies normative theory, which argues that accounting should serve broader 

societal interests beyond financial profitability. Unlike traditional accounting frameworks that 

prioritize shareholder wealth, SA considers the ethical responsibility of organizations to future 

generations, ecosystems and marginalized communities (Gray, 2010; Rawls, 1971). This ethical 

orientation aligns with the growing expectations placed on businesses to contribute to sustainable 

development. 

 

Stakeholder Theory 

Stakeholder theory is another foundational framework, suggesting that organizations must 

account for the interests of all stakeholders, not just shareholders (Freeman, 1984). In the context 

of SA, this means considering the environmental and social impacts of business activities on 

employees, customers, regulators, local communities, and the natural environment. Stakeholder 

theory emphasizes transparency, engagement, and accountability, which are essential for 

legitimacy and long-term organizational survival in the modern economy. 

 

Legitimacy Theory 

Closely related is legitimacy theory, which posits that companies seek to ensure their activities 

are perceived as legitimate within the norms and expectations of society (Suchman, 1995). As 

public awareness of environmental degradation and social inequality increases, SA becomes a 

tool for organizations to justify their operations and maintain social license to operate. By 

disclosing sustainability related information, firms aim to align themselves with societal values 

and reduce the risk of reputational damage. 

 

Institutional Theory 

Institutional theory offers further insight by examining how external pressures, such as 

regulatory mandates, industry norms and international standards, shape the adoption of SA 

practices (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983). This theory explains the increasing convergence of 

sustainability reporting frameworks, such as the GRI, the ISSB and the European Union’s CSRD, 

which exert coercive, normative, and mimetic pressures on firms to adopt similar SA practices. 

These theoretical perspectives are especially relevant in the context of the 21st century economy, 

which is characterized by rapid globalization, climate change, digitalization and social 

transformation. Businesses now operate in complex and interdependent systems where 

sustainability risks and opportunities can significantly affect financial performance. As such, 

traditional accounting models are being complemented by integrated approaches that align 

environmental, social, governance and economic dimensions of performance. 
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In practice, SA is often operationalized through TBL reporting, IR and ESG-E disclosures 

(Elkington, 1997). These tools reflect the influence of the aforementioned theories and support 

the shift toward more holistic performance measurement. 

The theoretical framework of SA in the 21st century economy is multifaceted, drawing on 

normative, stakeholder, legitimacy, and institutional theories. Though, the study is largely 

grounded in the legitimacy theory by Suchman (1995) which largely considers the acceptability 

of the activities of the organisation by the society as reported and the normative theory which 

posits that accounting should be taken beyond financial profitability to include public interest. 

However, these theories put together, provide a robust foundation for understanding the rationale, 

evolution and implementation of SA, highlighting its critical role in promoting transparency, 

acceptability, accountability and sustainable value creation in modern organizations. 

 

Empirical Review 

Sustainability Accounting (SA) has emerged as a critical component of corporate reporting, 

reflecting the growing need for businesses to account for their environmental, social and 

governance (ESG) impacts. Traditionally, accounting focused primarily on financial 

performance, but the rise of global sustainability challenges has prompted scholars and 

practitioners to consider broader dimensions of value creation (Gray, 2010). 

One of the seminal works in this field is by Elkington (1997), who introduced the Triple Bottom 

Line (TBL) framework, which emphasizes the importance of measuring organizational success 

not only by economic outcomes but also by environmental and social performance. This concept 

laid the foundation for integrating sustainability into accounting practices. 

Gray and Milne (2002) argue that SA should not only serve the purpose of transparency but also 

drive organizational change toward sustainable development. Their work emphasizes the 

normative role of accounting in shaping ethical and environmentally responsible behavior. 

More recent literature has focused on the standardization of sustainability reporting. The Global 

Reporting Initiative (GRI) and the Sustainability Accounting Standards Board (SASB) have 

played pivotal roles in developing standardized metrics (KPMG, 2022). These frameworks aim 

to improve the comparability and reliability of sustainability disclosures across industries and 

regions. 

However, challenges persist in the practical implementation of SA. According to Bebbington and 

Larrinaga (2014), there is often a disconnection between what organizations report and their 

actual sustainability performance. They emphasize the risk of greenwashing, where firms may 

overstate their positive sustainability achievements/impacts to appease stakeholders. 

Furthermore, the integration of SA into decision making processes remains limited in many firms. 

Burritt and Schaltegger (2010) noted that while sustainability reports are increasingly common, 

internal accounting systems often fail to reflect sustainability related costs and benefits, limiting 

their strategic value. 

Mitchell et al. (2015) in their study, Integrating Stakeholder Theory and SA, finds that 

Integrating stakeholder theory and SA helps to understand who needs to be accounted for and 

what topics are relevant. Thus, recommends a stakeholder centric approach to Identify and 

prioritize stakeholder needs. 

Yang et al. (2019) examines corporate non-financial disclosure and its influence on corporate 

strategies and performance. Non-financial disclosure impacts corporate strategies and 

performance in developing transparent and comprehensive non-financial disclosure practices 

which enhances the overall reporting.  
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Gray (2010) and Lamberton (2005) studied SA guidelines and discusses the evolution of SA and 

its recognition as a form of environmental accounting. And that SA guidelines are standardized 

guidelines to enhance comparability acceptability and transparency. Asked regulatory bodies and 

organizations to develop and adopt standardized SA guidelines. 

Gray et al. (2014) explores SA and reporting in the mining industry, highlighting its importance 

in managing social and environmental issues. The study finds that industry specific approaches 

are necessary to develop tailored SA approaches for the mining industry. Further discusses 

sustainability performance evaluation and the need for further research in SA and assessment. 

Opins that regular evaluation is necessary to develop and implement sustainability performance 

evaluation frameworks 

Sustainability Accounting: A New Era by Burritt and Schaltegger (2010) explores the role of SA 

in corporate decision making. SA informs corporate decision making. It integrates SA into 

decision making processes. 

Gray and Bebbington (2001) in their study on Environmental Accounting and Sustainability, 

discusses the relationship between environmental accounting and sustainability. Environmental 

accounting is crucial for sustainability. Also suggests that environmental accounting should be 

integrated into SA practices. 

Sustainability Reporting and Corporate Performance by Deegan and Rankin (2008) examines the 

relationship between sustainability reporting and corporate performance. Findings shows that 

sustainability reporting impacts corporate performance, prompting that organizations should 

develop transparent and comprehensive sustainability reporting practices. 

O'Dwyer and Unerman (2007) discusses the importance of stakeholder engagement in SA. Finds 

that stakeholder engagement is essential. And recommended stakeholders engagement in SA 

practices. 

Adams and Larrinaga-Gonzalez (2007) Sustainability Accounting and Organizational Change, 

explores the role of SA in organizational change and that sustainability accounting drives 

organizational change. Suggested the use of SA to inform and drive organizational change 

towards sustainability reporting.  

In recent years, there has been a push for mandatory sustainability reporting, especially in the 

European Union, to address issues of accountability and consistency (EU Commission, 2023). 

This trend suggests a shift from voluntary disclosures toward regulatory frameworks that embed 

sustainability into the core of corporate governance. 

The literature highlights that while SA has evolved significantly, there is still a need for more 

robust, integrated approaches that go beyond compliance and contribute to genuine sustainable 

development. 

 

Gap in Literature Reviewed 

While SA has gained traction globally, a persistent gap exists in the comprehensive integration 

of financial and non-financial information within a unified reporting and decision making 

framework. Most studies tend to treat environmental, social, and governance (ESG) data as 

separate from traditional financial reporting, leading to fragmented insights and reduced 

effectiveness in strategic planning (Gray, 2010; de Villiers et al., 2014). 

Additionally, the lack of standardized models that effectively measure and connect sustainability 

outcomes with financial performance continues to hinder meaningful application, particularly in 

developing economies (Etim, 2023; Muhammad, 2023). This separation is also seen in the 
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inconsistent use of sustainability reporting frameworks such as GRI, SASB, and IFRS S1 and S2, 

which complicate comparability and investor interpretation (Simnett & Huggins, 2015). 

Existing empirical studies often focus on either financial impact or sustainability disclosure, but 

very few of them comprehensively explore how integrated reporting (IR) contributes to value 

creation over time (Zhou et al., 2017). There is limited research on causal relationships, 

particularly how non-financial performance (e.g., carbon reduction, community engagement) 

drives financial performance metrics like ROI, ROE, or EVA across sectors (Sudha, 2020). 

 

METHODOLOGY 

This study explores literature survey approach with content search analysis on existing reports, 

research papers and publications bordering on SA and the theoretical foundations and practical 

applications of SA in modern economic systems. This is in line with the works of Webster and 

Watson (2002) which asserts that a literature survey approach is a research methodology that can 

be used to identify, evaluate and synthesize existing research studies and literature on research 

question or a specific topic. A comprehensive review of both published and unpublished sources 

such as books, conference papers, reports and academic journals are explored to identify 

important concepts, findings and theories that are relevant to the research topic. Synthesising the 

findings to identify patterns, themes and relationships to provide a framework for understanding 

the research topic and possible areas for further studies (King & He, 2015). 

 

DISCUSSION  

Sustainability Accounting has emerged as a pivotal tool for businesses seeking to align financial 

performance (Economic report) with environmental, social and governance (ESG) 

responsibilities. The integration of financial and non-financial information within sustainability 

reporting frameworks has garnered significant academic interest. However, the literature reveals 

persistent fragmentation in how these aspects are measured, reported and utilized in strategic 

decision making. 

One of the major themes emerging from the literature is the limited integration between financial 

outcomes and non-financial sustainability indicators. Gray (2010) emphasizes that SA often fails 

to move beyond symbolic representation, with many organizations treating sustainability 

disclosures as separate from financial reports. This dichotomy weakens the strategic utility of 

sustainability reporting and undermines its potential to drive real change. Similarly, de Villiers et 

al.  (2014) argue that despite the theoretical underpinnings of integrated reporting (IR), empirical 

evidence on its effectiveness in linking financial and ESG performance remains scarce. 

Several empirical studies conducted in developing countries, especially Nigeria, have further 

highlighted the limitations of current SA practices. Etim (2023) found that while social 

disclosures are becoming more common among healthcare firms in Nigeria, their financial 

impact remains negligible or even negative. This aligns with the findings of Muhammad (2023), 

who observed that, although economic sustainability disclosures positively impact financial 

performance in Nigeria’s oil and gas sector, environmental and social disclosures do not yield 

similar results. These findings raise questions about the alignment between ESG initiatives and 

value creation, particularly in emerging markets where regulatory frameworks and stakeholder 

expectations are still evolving. 

Moreover, the inconsistency in the use and interpretation of global reporting standards adds 

another layer of complexity. Simnett and Huggins (2015) noted that although frameworks such 

as the Global Reporting Initiative (GRI) and the International Integrated Reporting Council 
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(IIRC) provide guidance, their application varies widely across industries and regions. This has 

resulted in a lack of comparability and standardization, making it difficult for investors and other 

stakeholders to assess an organization's holistic performance. 

Integrated reporting (IR) has been promoted as a potential solution to the above challenges, 

offering a unified framework that combines financial and sustainability information. Zhou et al.  

(2017) examined the capital market effects of IR adoption and found a modest positive impact on 

firm valuation. However, they caution that IR effectiveness depends heavily on the quality and 

depth of the information disclosed. In many cases, IR has been implemented superficially, with 

companies providing boilerplate statements that lack actionable data or measurable outcomes. 

This issue, often referred to as greenwashing, is particularly problematic when firms seek 

legitimacy rather than transparency through sustainability disclosures. 

From a theoretical perspective, the stakeholder and legitimacy theories underpin much of the 

literature on SA. According to stakeholder theory, firms are accountable not only to shareholders 

but also to a broader set of stakeholders, including employees, communities and the environment 

(Gond et al., 2012). However, empirical studies suggest that this broader accountability is often 

compromised in practice. For instance, Hall et al. (2015) found that while manufacturing firms in 

Nigeria reported improvements in economic value added through sustainability practices, these 

disclosures were primarily financially motivated, rather than driven by genuine stakeholder 

engagement. 

The technological dimension of SA is another area receiving growing attention. Harrison and 

Van der. (2015) applied panel data methods to examine how environmental accounting impacts 

productivity and environmental outcomes. Their findings suggest a positive relationship between 

the adoption of SA practices and improved environmental performance. This supports the notion 

that when properly implemented, SA can serve as a catalyst for operational efficiency and long-

term value creation. 

Nevertheless, the literature remains limited in offering longitudinal insights or causal 

explanations for how and why sustainability practices translate or fail to translate into financial 

gains. Many studies rely on short-term cross-sectional data, which may not capture the delayed 

impact of sustainability initiatives. Moreover, sector specific dynamics often distort 

generalizations. For example, Sudha (2020) found in the Indian context that eco-efficiency is 

positively associated with corporate financial performance, supporting the win win hypothesis. 

Yet, this finding may not be applicable in sectors with heavy regulatory burdens or low 

consumer visibility. 

A final challenge identified in the literature is the lack of integrated performance metrics. 

Current accounting systems are ill-equipped to quantify the intangible benefits of sustainability 

initiatives, such as brand reputation, employee morale, or ecosystem services. As Gray (2010) 

and Buallay (2019) both note, traditional accounting practices need to evolve to incorporate 

broader definitions of value that reflect the complex interdependencies between financial 

performance and sustainable development. 

The literature reveals a growing recognition of the importance of integrating financial and non-

financial dimensions in SA, but significant theoretical, methodological, and practical gaps persist. 

Future research should focus on developing standardized, sector specific frameworks that 

effectively bridge this divide, while longitudinal studies are needed to explore the causal 

relationships between sustainability initiatives and firm performance. As SA continues to evolve, 

achieving true integration remains both a challenge and an opportunity for academics, 

practitioners, and policymakers alike. 
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CONCLUSION 

Sustainability Accounting has become increasingly central to how contemporary organizations 

address environmental and social issues in today’s global economy. Departing from traditional 

financial accounting, which centers primarily on economic metrics, SA incorporates 

environmental, social, and governance (ESG) considerations to offer a more comprehensive view 

of corporate performance (Gray, 2010; Gond et al., 2012). This evolution aligns with a broader 

realization that sustainable business practices are essential for long-term viability within the 

ecosystems and communities where firms operate (Buallay, 2022). 

Several theoretical frameworks underpin SA, notably stakeholder theory, legitimacy theory, 

institutional theory, and normative theory. These perspectives explain why organizations engage 

in sustainability reporting, emphasizing the growing influence of stakeholders who seek 

transparency and ethical behavior (Hassan & Romilly, 2018; Gond et al., 2012). In response, 

gaining public legitimacy has become a strategic objective for many companies. Furthermore, 

regulations and global initiatives are pushing for standardized and credible sustainability 

disclosures (EU Commission, 2023). 

Although, the practice is gaining traction, SA remains in flux. Some organizations still approach 

it as a regulatory requirement rather than embedding it into strategic decision making. Persistent 

challenges include greenwashing and inconsistent reporting practices (Harrison & Van der, 

2015). Nevertheless, technological advancements such as real-time analytics and blockchain 

present promising avenues for improving data accuracy and transparency (Hall et al., 2015). 

However, SA has transitioned from a marginal concern to a fundamental aspect of modern 

business strategy. As societal and environmental pressures intensify, integrating ESG factors into 

accounting systems (ESG-E) is not optional but essential for building resilience and sustained 

value in the 21st century economy (Hassan & Romilly (2018)). 

 

Areas for Further Studies 

1. Development of Integrated Reporting Models: Future research should focus on designing and 

testing comprehensive models that integrate financial data with ESG indicators. These models 

should go beyond disclosure to show how sustainability directly contributes to long term 

financial performance. 

2. Sector Specific Frameworks: Since sustainability impacts vary by industry, further studies are 

needed to develop sector specific SA standards that address unique environmental and social 

challenges in areas like manufacturing, healthcare, agriculture and oil & gas. 

3. Role of Technology in SA: Emerging technologies like AI, blockchain, and data analytics 

could transform how sustainability information is captured and verified. Future research should 

examine how digital tools can enhance the reliability, transparency, and usefulness of integrated 

reports. 

4. Comparative Studies Across Countries and Regions: More comparative research is needed to 

understand how cultural, regulatory and economic contexts influence the integration of financial 

and non-financial reporting, especially between developed and developing countries. 

5. Stakeholder Influence and Materiality Assessment: Future studies could assess how 

organizations determine which sustainability issues are material to stakeholders, and how these 

material issues are integrated into financial decisions and reporting. 
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