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DEVELOPING THE CONCEPT OF ACCOUNTING AND SUSTAINABILITY DEVELOPMENT IN BUSINESS ENTITIES




ABSTRACT
Objective :As an understanding and explanation of the social and environmental effects as part of the consequences of human activities that have a real role, the role of sustainable development as a series and guideline for business organizing principles in various contexts, from business policy makers and on various scales that are considered important.
Study Design :Exploratory studies are conducted in order to explore research questions and do not intend to provide a final solution to a research problem.
Place and Duration of Study:Mineral water production company, PT. Fenishelo Putra Mahkota, between September 2024 to December 2024.
Methodology :This research method uses an exploratory approach based on the results of previous research in order to develop scientific knowledge related to sustainability accounting.
Results :The results of this study explain thatEfforts and steps in sustainable development are able to provide encouragement in overcoming complex problems and those related to sustainable development policies such as climate change, biodiversity management, social justice, and the rights of all people to manage the earth's resources which are very important for a permanent and applicable livelihood.
Conclusion :The urgency to address sustainable development issues and the lack of confidence in the possibility of a “solution” requires the development of science in order to resolve them.
Keywords :social and environmental, sustainability, human resources, exploration








1. INTRODUCTION
In the mid-1970s, where organizations and communities that have an understanding of the field of accounting experienced the development of enrichment of scientific knowledge by utilizing new intellectual agendas and approaches. In this article, researchers try to make a small contribution to its history and development by conducting a conceptual study of the possible relationship between the existing literature in accounting and sustainable development. Most of these literatures have never studied the conceptual study of sustainable development issues and over the last decade have begun to describe themselves as "taking sustainable development into account" to address all interests, both theoretically and practically, in organizational considerations that include issues of global social and environmental goals, beyond previous attention to local stakeholders and related organizational contexts. However, efforts to develop accounting practices in this field have not been easy to develop.
In particular, experts and academics note that it is difficult to define what sustainable development means in an organizational context and that there is a lack of credible and reliable reporting on sustainable development in practice.(Mahoney et al., 2013). There are two particular concerns that can focus the attention of researchers here. First, reviews of external reporting (sometimes described as sustainable development reporting) have found that this form of reporting has little to do with sustainable development. This has led some to argue that these reports should be understood as narratives of concepts divorced from the underlying organizational realities, intended (at best) to construct a plurality of discourses addressing issues related to sustainable development and among which no conclusive results can be reached. This perspective can be reflected in research that is able to examine the construction of corporate discourses on what constitutes a definition of sustainable development itself.(Andrianto, 2019).
The second focus of the research is how accounting science is able to try to engage with the principles contained in the concept of sustainable development which is carried out through full cost accounting calculations. From various accounting techniques and methods by trying to explain and reveal the problems of social, environmental and economic externalities in a sustainable manner better and are the roots of development that is not in a sustainable direction capacity, cost accounting science is able to be seen as the most promising science because it is not just an entity that can be able to identify externality problems.(Lee & Hageman, 2016). However, there are some experiments in this area, in which one can somehow make a statement (in an unsustainable approach that is hard to understand).
In the process of both series of observations have been able to create a puzzle of problems. Of course researchers seem unable to observe in their scientific practice, or consciously in experiments conducted academically, of course a strong explanation in recognizing (not) the sustainability of the organization. At the same time, the challenges faced by society in the economic, environmental, and social domains (and the problems that arise from the interrelationship of these factors) are certainly considered to still remain and cannot be considered to be underestimated. On the other hand, sustainable development remains a comprehensive concept based on a series of research and practical stages and thus becomes the center of articulation in these various challenges.(Sharma & Kelly, 2014). By combining these points, this article is motivated by various desires and how to keep open all possibilities that the existence of accounting discipline, under certain conditions and requirements, greatly enables organizations to overcome challenges and obstacles in this sustainable development. However, to achieve this, the researcher suggests that the basis of every policy consideration on sustainable development must be considered.
In particular, researchers can argue that any attempt to account for sustainable development is considered to be too scientifically based and too little based on sustainable development. Indeed, in previous research,Joseph & Taplin (2011)have suggested the same thing that “the burden associated with conventional accounting is considered no longer appropriate when trying to take into account the sustainability aspect”. In this case the researcher agrees with the statement and has suggested that in sustainable development accounting, as a distinctive and unique field of research, it has been considered not yet fully emerged and its realization greatly requires reconnection with the broader discussion of sustainable development in various disciplines in order to be able to identify the formulation of research questions that are considered to have broad relevance and research approaches that are very likely to be valuable. To achieve the objectives of this study, it refers more to the field of sustainability science in developing accounting scientific propositions.
2. LITERATURE REVIEW
Research that is mostly related to sustainable accounting is more based on the framework for defining and applying measurement techniques, defining and applying sustainability variables used based on the triple bottom line model (TBLM), and reporting the actual status of variables in the company's public reports (Gray & Bebbington, 2000). In the sustainability accounting framework, it is a development by the Global Reporting Initiatives which consists of universal standards for disclosure and management approaches in using triple bottom line model variables. In carrying out sustainability objectives, especially those related to environmental protection, it is a competitive priority because there is a strong emphasis on integrating environmental protection into various systems and technologies in business entities such as manufacturing organizations.(Gray, 2010) 
Manufacturing organizations do so because they have recognized the value and purpose of the triple bottom line model for their business in the long term and have invested in various systems and standards to achieve it. However, the effectiveness of the triple bottom line implementation can only be achieved by the placement of each location in the network that is prepared according to the standards set at the network level. A stand-alone site may not have the capability to meet the standards of the triple bottom line implementation. Furthermore, business organizations may implement environmental practices as a precaution against their competitiveness even though they have a positive impact on quality, cost, delivery and flexibility.(Giovannoni & Fabietti, 2013). Having a systemic approach to the integration of green supply chain and environmental management practices with quality management practices will enable the improvement of green performance in business organizations. A good opportunity in this context is to implement the ISO 14001 standard and its controls.(Ivan, 2009).
This important finding byElkington (2004),Savitz (2013)connecting with the triple bottom line concept as part of the business organization network and the achievement of priorities for the business organization from the fundamentals as a key component of its fundamental design. The business organization model is traditionally considered to lack the effectiveness of delivery and flexibility in improving the triple bottom line concept.
Burritt et al., (2002)in their research found two main paths that are closely related to the development of sustainability accounting, namely the critical and managerial approaches. In the critical approach, accounting comes from sustainable reporting and is found by the authors as a source of problems that can lead to unsustainable development and the main focus of attention is awareness or awakening to this issue. The managerial path, which in turn views sustainability accounting as a provider of solutions to problems and directs attention to tools that can support decisions to be made in a series of diverse circumstances by various actors and various types of managers, as well as various stakeholders. Burrit and Schaltegger treat the management path as the path that is considered appropriate where in their publications they emphasize that theoretical research related to sustainability accounting will require the creation of meaningful indicators and information using various tools, support for meaningful interpretation and relevant use of these indicators and information, a reliable and transparent sustainability accounting system.
In the framework of sustainability accounting, attention is mainly paid to the basis of financial information, where sustainability accounting is defined as "an integrated system of financial measurement of economic, social and environmental aspects" so that it is considered capable of collecting, recording, processing, analyzing and reporting a lot of information related to economic, business environment and social aspects in an effort to improve balanced company performance. However, in this case the subject of sustainability accounting itself is a developing phenomenon and can be handled independently through integration in the view of resource-based organizations.

3. RESEARCH METHODS
This study uses an exploratory method for qualitative research, where this study is more based on exploration activities on a problem concept in understanding the problem. Where the purpose of exploration in this study is carried out in order to explore the research questions and does not intend to provide a final solution to a research problem. In this study, researchers do not yet have a conceptual framework that can be said to be a description of how to approach the definition or concept of research. The study will propose a descriptive area as a further exploration of information to obtain an insight into the topic of this study. This is because the nature of the research is creative, flexible, open and on all sources of information such as previous research journals, information media and books that provide information about the subject of the study (Cresswel, 1994).
This type of exploratory study is very good at digging up information obtained to become more vocal in developing scientific concepts with techniques in descriptive methods with an approach to previous research results in order to develop science on the concept of the research topic.(Ramalho et al., 2015). This study describes how the conceptual research framework works in business organizations that focus on achieving maximum profit.
In further description, this study describes more about the development of the scientific concept of sustainable accounting initiated by the author where this idea is considered as a research finding that has so far been studied and understood by researchers related to the topic of sustainable accounting working optimally in the framework of an organization, so that how the concept of sustainable accounting is implemented has many advantages in achieving the goals of a business organization.
4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Social and Environmental Accounting
Many projection calculations related to the topic of sustainable development originate from environmental accounting science, which is an extension of social accounting work activities.(Kirchler et al., 2003). Before entering the nineteen eighties, the concept of environmental accounting science could not be articulated as a discussion of the subject of research carried out with a different approach.(Xing et al., 2009). However, over the last few decades, there has been pressure on corporate organizations as profit-oriented business organizations to always be able to disclose environmental social responsibility (which often arises from the litigation process) and of course this has led to the emergence of research that tries to explain environmental disclosure in relation to company characteristics.(Sherman, 2011). The focus of the scientific studies is considered as an expression of the concept of environmental issues that are basically carried out locally and can have a material impact on the sustainability of the company. However, in the late nineteen eighties, there were various policy considerations, where perhaps the most influential was the publication of a regulatory guideline relating to Environmental Reports in corporate business organizations, where with this regulatory guideline it was able to create a push in the field of research that could be identified in this field, namely environmental accounting(Peršić et al., 2017). In this regulatory guideline, it is able to reflect a concern regarding the scale of human impact on the influence of the global environment and the possibility of equality in human growth and uses the study of concepts from the development of sustainable development science in describing the expected results (related to socially just and environmentally friendly development). In addition to containing such reports, it also contains reports related to environmental economics which ultimately gave rise to influential theories such as the green economy)(Ng, 2018).
The dominance of research oriented towards corporate reporting is caused by the tendency of scholars to consider the busyness of accounting science itself (namely by explaining managerial behavior and examining parts of financial and non-financial indicators and using theoretical concept studies and research methods that are already available and driven by various academic communities and various journals in other fields).(Tiwari & Khan, 2020). As stated byGray (2006), 'that most research on the topic of sustainability is a routine description of disclosure practices with theoretical explanations of sustainability'. This research is indeed dominated by explanations which are mostly taken from the concepts of voluntary disclosure, resource dependence and legitimacy theory. The focus on the narrative of the study of these concepts is very important in building what can be called a "prepared sociology". On the other hand, the focus on this can also create methodological preferences.(Wilkinson & Pickett, 2009). Specifically, with the perspective of sociology of preparation, the object of research is defined as a narrative study of sustainable development in the environmental (and to a lesser extent social) field found in reports of business organizations such as companies. These reports are separated from “various factual business actions of organizations” which from the perspective of sustainable development are unsustainable directions.(Spangenberg, 2011). Of course, furthermore, the existence of these difficulties is able to translate the direction of sustainable development into the deepest level of organizational achievement and is not handled together with the assessment of the direction of the unsustainability of the business organization itself. Therefore, the understanding of business organizations in the context of the direction of sustainable development itself cannot be developed in the literature within the framework of this research.
In summary, the researcher argues that there is a process similar to the process by which an environmental-focused account may be initiated in order for a sustainable development account to emerge. In creating this possibility, the researcher believes that there is a need for an understanding of sustainable development itself so that the focus on accounting science issues can be replaced by a more contextual appreciation of the environmental issues that may be at stake in the development of accounting science.(Gray, 2006). Similarly, the researcher argues that sustainable development accounting science requires a specific research approach that is very likely to give rise to a broader concept. Overall, the researcher really hopes that this material concept can be able to carry out and lead to research investigation targets that will respond to frustration and can be expressed in environmental accounting science regarding the achievements of the field in the context of sustainable development.  (Loh et al., 2017).
Perspectives on Accounting Concepts and Sustainable Development in the Future
In this section, we attempt to show what might be needed in the development of sustainable development accounting in the future by investigating two stages of activity. First, an attempt to describe the concept of problems related to sustainable development. Second, there is a translation of a problem into the context of the accounting science section which is carried out by taking and developing the concept of the second section. The purpose of these two approaches is as to distinguish accounting science, especially those that focus on social and/or environmental activities more clearly from accounting science so that it can be estimated in sustainable development.
Discussing sustainable development is often interpreted as development that is considered to be able to meet all current and future needs without having to sacrifice the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.(Munda, 2003). However, this definition is very familiar to most people, where its radical nature cannot only be understood in the context when the definition was announced to the public. In previous research,Schaltegger & Wagner (2006)This concept of sustainable development takes into account that:
“adoption of the term of the concept of sustainable development, experts argue that sustainable development problems such as poverty, inequality, basic human needs cannot be separated from, and are even causally related to environmental problems such as resource depletion, biodiversity, pollution and life support systems and the clear link between "population problems" and "development problems" in developing countries with "consumption" problems in developed countries in particular, which shows that the development that is shown is also a global issue concept.”.
In conclusion, the author argues that although all of this must be acknowledged that for environmental problems that have physical substance (which is uncertain), the consideration of the concept of the sustainable development approach itself needs to be based on the difference between incomplete knowledge about phenomena in the natural and social concept systems which of course have a contestable nature and on various concepts of the "social" framework that can be attached to each individual in the insight into sustainable development as an object of knowledge.
While ecological issues are so focused on threats to the future and survival of humanity, there are also contemporary challenges to well-being, development, however, can be conceptualized, because it is in this way that development is seen as largely free and unequal, with some people experiencing extreme poverty and others experiencing the “diseases of affluence” (e.g., obesity, heart disease, and poor psychological health). Concerns about the inequalities associated with sustainable development are very much present in debates on global equity such as those envisioned by the UN Economic and Social Affairs Council, but equity within countries remains a central policy concern and drives, to varying degrees, the policy agendas of national governments. Indeed, the nature and drivers of human population well-being are re-emerging as an area of ​​active debate and experimentation in many countries, drawing on previous work on the issue.
The lack of a formal definition that discusses sustainable development can also give rise to accusations that this concept is less meaningful (from a scientific perspective - mode). In previous research,Paolone et al., (2020), the assumption that rejecting the suggestion of the "concept of sustainable development" is indeed considered correct, so it can be said that this makes it a potential breakthrough in thinking about the relationship between environmental and social problems. This is very possible, even very necessary for the recognition of the questionable nature of the concept of environmental issues and development that are interconnected globally, that the report on the definition of sustainable development has made it very possible for a broad coalition to be able to unite in the rhetoric of its practice(Quental et al., 2011). Furthermore, considering the complex nature and interconnectedness of the problems identified above, a specific research framework in a discipline is unlikely to be sufficient to fully describe or address certain sustainable development issues. For example, characterizing the problem of poverty in rural areas as being caused by a lack of income, but the formulation and resolution of this problem is not necessarily able to reveal the problems of land ownership; agricultural practices; or gender inequality that may reinforce poverty. Although many disciplines have many benefits that can provide conceptual explanations of some aspects of the problem(Lee & Hageman, 2016).
The Boundaries of Accounting Concepts and Sustainable Development
In the concept of developing scientific knowledge, especially accounting, there are no clear and consistent boundaries that are able to describe in the literature between accounting for sustainable development and social and environmental accounting itself.(Schneider, 2015).However, it is important for researchers in arguing by proposing in this article to distinguish between these two interrelated fields. Moreover, there is no literature that is able to attempt to reveal the differences between these two limits of accounting scientific concepts. As a result, researchers have used various truths that have been found both in books and other research journals in exploiting accounting and accounting science that appears in the context of sustainable development as a way and step in initiating researchers' thinking for the development of accounting science itself. In particular, previous studies have also gathered insights from previous researchers who may have a conception of the possibility of developing accounting for sustainable development. However, many authors are not directly able to discuss the differences between accounting for sustainable development and social and environmental accounting itself.
Of the many authors, they can be divided into several scientific categories. First, where some parties are able to state that they consider the activities that make and are the calculation of social and environmental costs can be considered to lead to the possibility of calculating the costs of sustainable development itself, however they are very unsure whether these activities really exist when they write about their research contributions. For example,Thomson et al., (2014) has conducted research that he is not so sure that sustainability reporting itself exists and therefore he is able to provide for the reporting that occurs. For the first series of responses, it becomes that there is a rebuttal of the first response as seen in the researchGray (2010)also emphasized that there is a gradual change in the level of analysis scale and target achievement standards sought along with the scientific shift from social and environmental accounting to accounting for sustainable development. Indeed, it is true that the idea of ​​“step change” is able to lead to this. Likewise,Amaeshi et al., (2019) asking whether it is time to enter into a meaningful discourse about whether accounting scholarship is a coherent and unified field of study. On the other hand, it also argues that as it is currently constructed, there is a danger that accounting for sustainable development itself may become “simply an empirical site on which accounting and finance researchers can focus their empirical and theoretical microscopes”.
In an effort to identify “who matters” social and environmental accounting has been able to make a strong commitment to the information rights of stakeholders which is a central issue in developing a more pluralistic environment. However, more than that, being able to define stakeholders requires a specific definition of the area of ​​concern (or entity) in which the rights of stakeholders can be determined. In accounting science, this is primarily determined by reference to an entity that is defined in a legal form (and is an entity of analysis that is the “standard” for an accountant).(Kaur & Sapra, 2018). Likewise, how stakeholders make their impacts felt and / or stakeholders who require organizational responses are usually determined by the various relative powers to influence the entity concerned. This is certainly able to lead to the development of stakeholder theory as a step and way in determining "who is important" and on the focus to what extent the legitimacy of the business entity is created and maintained.
Overall, of course, this can also be able to create an argument in conducting a continuous examination of the environmental performance conditions themselves where the business entity operates. For example, if we examine the desire for a better sustainable development report than the previous period, then we need to understand how a performance guideline and or sustainable development report itself is developed. In addition, we can also look at the points of change in certain environmental performance conditions that are very likely to be needed (but often considered insufficient) for less sustainable business operations.(Larrinaga-Gonzélez & Pérez-Chamorro, 2008). Likewise, in considering the possibility of changes at the country or regional sector level and how to view these aspects of indicators can spread to each business entity which is the development of relevant knowledge insights to be owned. But in the end, in the study conducted from the public sector (and considered as a process that can be formed and guided to society and into oneself) which is likely to produce results. This approach will be considered to reduce the focus on certain business entities in an effort to achieve indicators of success in sustainable development, at least also until reaching the limits of the institutions around them are changed.


Table 1- 
Core Concept Boundary Questions of Sustainability Science
	How can the dynamic relationships between the concepts of nature and society – including inertia – be better characterized by models that fit into emerging types and conceptualizations that integrate Earth systems, human development and sustainability science itself?
How long-term trends in environmental and development models, including how consumption and population, are reshaping the relationship between nature and society is highly relevant to sustainability.
What determines the vulnerability or resilience of natural and environmental community systems in particular places and for particular types of ecosystems and human livelihoods?
Can “limits” or “boundaries” that are scientifically equivalent be defined so as to provide effective warning of conditions beyond which nature and society’s systems are at significantly increased risk of serious degradation?
What incentive structures – including markets, rules, norms, and scientific information – are most effective in increasing social capacity to guide interactions between nature and society in a more sustainable direction?
How can existing operational systems for monitoring and reporting environmental and social conditions be integrated or reviewed to provide more useful guidance in efforts to navigate the transition to sustainability?
How can the relatively independent activities of research planning, monitoring, evaluation and decision support be better integrated? Adaptive management systems and community learning?


If we return to the literature related to sustainable development, then there are two processes that cross the boundaries of the field, namely the fragility of biodiversity and the nitrogen cycle. However, there is a new literature development related to the focus of biodiversity. The field that can be connected in terms of operations is the agricultural industry and or through food as a focus of research. Researchers argue that there is a research gap that often arises because accounting researchers are considered to have less exposure to explanations of ecological problems as part of biodiversity that often arise from the field of sustainable development. A similar picture also appears in the arena that focuses on the social field such as accounting science, except for a few who work in the field of trade that is considered fair and human rights. From a scientific perspective, accounting is considered not to have systematically and actively considered the issue of social justice.(Lee & Hageman, 2016). The opinion of this argument is how researchers consider that we take the concept of issues of sustainable development as a starting point, then there will be more on the relevant topics that will be discussed and may be researched by utilizing work in the field of accounting that has been considered to be able to address the various issues of concern.
Theories that are able to explain how the practices of business entities as for-profit organizations become more similar to each other and how these moments of change emerge may also be useful (and can be applied to the institution itself). In addition, if researchers are able to place sectors and countries as the center of the problem, then of course we can identify the context in countries that have significant amounts of natural resources in the Pacific, but in any case the capacity of this problem is considered relatively weak in regulating private company activities effectively.(Menegaki & Tugcu, 2016). In such conditions, of course, the possibility of supervising and disciplining several areas of company activity creates opportunities that can be provided by private organizational entity agencies (for example, sector-based self-regulation, although this may be considered problematic). Learning from the process of determining regulations by business entities in the private sector or private sector can be the basis for the Government in controlling which may have significant impacts and are caused by private companies. This does not indicate that this is the only possible way forward, but the device for the concept of framing in the issue of sustainable development tends to be able to shift to a context that is able to shape the behavior of business entities rather than focusing on entity accounts.
Development of Accounting Science and Sustainability Science Perspective
Although the existence of a sustainability science perspective has been used to reflect on research and practice from existing accounting science, this perspective can also be used in exploring areas where social and environmental accountants do not exist but where they can make contributions (taking into account that most accounting has dealt with social and environmental accounting), certification issues, but not in this particular policy context. The existence of a sustainability science perspective is a cross-sectoral theme of sustainable development.(Andrianto, 2019). In this topic, we try to find ways to transform productive activities so that in the perspective of sustainability science they can be compared to the current business patterns that are less sustainable. The context of sustainable business often focuses on situations where business communities are far apart in terms of geographical location and social and economic conditions. Typically, communities are located in the southern hemisphere while some are located in the northern hemisphere. In addition, the market where the traded products are produced is seen as having a sense of imperfection that can lead to the exploitation of the natural environment and/or the impoverishment of communities.(Ivan, 2009). The idea behind sustainability is that if demand can be stimulated for products that support producers, then sustainable development will be more likely. Certification schemes that focus on fair trade will set an example for sustainable communities and pay attention to environmental credibility in production.
The existence of a sustainable community which is and makes a classic issue of sustainable development problems will certainly consider the problems/solutions that arise at the meeting of society - the environment where there is concern for ecological integrity, social justice and economic growth, for example by doing it through fair exchange, which becomes the core of the problem of sustainable development. Furthermore, the existence of a market for economic activities, both consumption and production, means that many institutional actors are involved, some of whom have a fairly large economic incentive concept in the sustainability of the current and future economic concept paradigm that has incentives (but not necessarily in the form of power) in creating new forms of activity.(Laine et al., 2021). In terms of the concepts used earlier in this article, these are wicked problems that require immediate resolution and involve complex moral and systemic dynamics to understand.
Part of the economic activity in the sustainable arena is closely related to how certification schemes are able to provide a series of incentives to producers and signals to consumers about the characteristics of products and sustainable development processes. Certification schemes address aspects of activities including the impact of production on natural resources in areas such as animal diversity such as fisheries and land resources, including “organic” food production methods and coffee production. At the same time, a number of certification schemes focus on characteristics or processes provided in areas such as tourism and buildings through “green” and “sustainable” building regulations.
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Figure I. Concept of Sustainability Science (Source: Processed by the Author)
Deeper questions also arise from the examination of certification schemes, perhaps the most interesting of which is in the area of ​​regulation. Some might argue that in a global economy, states have less ability to regulate (especially) corporate activities and that certification schemes can therefore provide an alternative governance mechanism that can operate across national boundaries, often with the active involvement of non-governmental organizations that have social and/or biodiversity/ecological concerns and credibility.(Moore & Manring, 2009). Of course, this is a contested issue and a consequence of the use of a certification approach rather than regulation which is the focus of the literature in this area of ​​sustainability. In addition, this approach is considered capable of having consequences for the way we understand the role of consumer behavior in shaping business behavior.
5. CONCLUSION
In a research study by O'Rionden (2004) was able to explain and note that efforts and steps in sustainable development are able to provide encouragement in overcoming complex problems and related to sustainable development policies such as climate change, biodiversity management, social justice, and the rights of all people to manage the earth's resources which are very important for a permanent and applicable livelihood. The existence of these things happens, where the results are currently not realized in practice and therefore continue to motivate researchers and academic practitioners. It is true, the failure to achieve sustainable development has encouraged the emergence of social and environmental accounting science (accounting sub-discipline) which focuses more on the impact of organizations on society and biodiversity / ecology. There are various disciplines that are also trying to address this issue, by taking, like accounting and their own commitments, theories, and ways of producing knowledge, doing what they do, and calling it science in sustainability which is also knowledge and can be used in policy and other areas of decision making to move implementation in society towards a form of sustainable development that is recognized and followed up as scientific development.
The authors have argued in this article that the latter way of thinking (known as sustainability science) has influenced how disciplines come together to develop knowledge and define the scientific subject matter from which knowledge can be generated and which can inform the development of the discipline itself. Sustainability science has several characteristics including considering problem areas as objects of research (rather than organizations) and encouraging a transdisciplinary approach to the research process (which includes things that can influence and be influenced by the results of the application of scientific knowledge). Overall, this approach attempts to respond to the specific characteristics of the sustainable development problem itself. The authors also attempt to explain how such an approach can shape the way accounting scholars approach sustainable development research.
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