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Abstract 



Aims: This study aims to investigate the adoption of environmental sustainability practices as predictor of financial performance.
Study design: This study employs a systematic review methodology to synthesize SME’s research on adopting environmental sustainability practices as predictor of financial performance. 
Place and Duration of Study: This study was conducted in Bacolod City for two months (March and April 2025).
Methodology: Peer-reviewed articles focusing on environmental sustainability practices indicators such energy usage, water usage, chemical usage and waste management as predictor of financial performance. It analyzed 77 peer-reviewed publications from four academic databases, selected using exact inclusion and exclusion criteria that followed the PRISMA 2020 standards and requirements. To detect trends in environmental sustainability practices as drivers of financial performance across different types of SMEs, geographical areas, and academic disciplines, the study used thematic and comparative analyses. Because all of the data came from publically available sources, academic integrity was ensured, and ethical procedures involving human participants were no longer essential.
Results: The review reveals significant variations in the adaptation of environmental sustainability practices influenced by indicators such as energy usage, water usage, chemical usage and waste management as predictor of financial performance with such indicator of revenue, cost and profit. Adopting environmental sustainability practices have a significant positive impact that would increase and enhance financial performance among small and medium enterprises. But also, the study reveals challenges that hinders the integration of sustainability initiatives such as limited resources, knowledge and information gap, inadequate government support, regulatory burden and compliance costs, and cultural and operation constraints. This analysis shows how effective highlights how effective implementation leads to enhanced environmental obligation and financial performance. 
Conclusion: Environmental sustainability practices adoption is highly recommended. Specific environmental sustainability practices are crucial for successful implementation. Collaborative efforts and strategic planning of integration of practices are essential for enhancing financial performance and achieve long-term sustainability profitability and success.
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1. INTRODUCTION
In 2015, the United Nations adopted the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) to promote global prosperity, social inclusion, and environmental protection, with the aim of achieving these objectives by 2030. The SDGs align with the three interrelated dimensions of sustainable development—economic growth, environmental sustainability, and social inclusion addressing the most pressing global challenges that hinder both human and environmental well-being. Central to this agenda is the call for collective action, encouraging cooperation among nations to foster prosperity, order, peace, and long-term stability. 
Incorporating sustainability into business plans, the Global Reporting Initiative (GRI) allows standards and underlying theories that offer organized sustainability methods. Promoting balance integration of the three dimension of sustainability through transparent reporting and progress is the component of Triple Bottomline Line (TBL) thoery (Abeysekera, 2022). Stakeholder Theory underscores inclusivity, recognizing that the expectations and interests of diverse groups—including employees, communities, investors, customers, and regulators—are essential in shaping sustainability strategies (Mihai & Aleca, 2023; Khan et al., 2023). Materiality Theory further asserts that organizations should identify and prioritize sustainability issues most relevant to their operations and stakeholders, ensuring that disclosures address the most critical aspects of performance in alignment with frameworks such as the GRI (Beske et al., 2019).
For small and medium enterprises (SMEs), these theories offer practical frameworks for integrating sustainability into business models, enhancing stakeholder engagement, and addressing multidimensional challenges. Empirical evidence shows that adopting TBL practices can significantly improve market performance, as demonstrated in agro-processing and food-catering SMEs that balanced economic, social, and environmental priorities (Alayed & Alayed, 2022). Some SMEs employ expert consensus methods, such as the Delphi technique, to weigh these dimensions equally (Vasconcelos et al., 2024). Additionally, stakeholder pressure has been shown to drive innovation and resilience, particularly in crisis contexts such as the COVID-19 pandemic (Rubio-Andrés et al., 2023). Corporate social responsibility (CSR) and materiality are intrinsically linked, with stakeholder participation playing a pivotal role in ensuring transparency and accountability (Saraswati, 2021; Lisi et al., 2023).
Within the sustainability discourse, the environmental pillar is often regarded as foundational, as it underpins both social and economic well-being. A healthy environment sustains the natural resources and ecosystem services necessary for human life and economic activity (Kumar, 2024). Some scholars argue for a “nested” model, in which economic and social systems are contained within environmental limits, underscoring their dependence on ecological health (Simon, 2024). Key environmental sustainability indicators include carbon footprint, energy consumption, waste management, water usage, and biodiversity preservation (Chen & Cheng, 2021; Charis, 2024). Achieving environmental sustainability requires integrated actions such as mitigating climate change, protecting biodiversity, maintaining air and water quality, reducing waste and pollution, and promoting social equity (International Fund for Animal Welfare, 2024a; Charis, 2024a).
Research increasingly links environmental sustainability practices to financial performance. For instance, Pham et al. (2021) found a positive association between corporate sustainability and financial metrics such as earnings yield, return on assets, return on equity, and return on capital employed. In the banking sector, environmental funding initiatives have been associated with improved financial performance, particularly for smaller institutions (Nizam et al., 2019). Similarly, Liu et al. (2022) observed that environmental regulations in China positively influence corporate sustainability, with green organizational identity and sustainable innovation serving as mediators.
Despite these benefits, SMEs particularly in the Philippines face challenges in implementing environmental sustainability practices that translate into financial gains. Limited research exists on this relationship within the local SME context. Addressing this gap requires focusing on well-defined sustainability indicators such as energy, water, and chemical use, and waste management and aligning them with strategic goals. By effectively integrating environmental, social, and economic dimensions, SMEs can mitigate environmental impacts, advance social equity, and drive sustainable economic growth.
2.  methodology 

This global systematic literature review (SLR) investigated the adoption of environmental sustainability practices among small and medium enterprises (SMEs) and its impact on the financial performance across various educational and digital contexts. This design allowed for an exploration of how these environmental sustainability practices indicators, such as energy usage, water usage, chemical usage and waste management shape the adoption of geographical setting of SME's impact their financial performance through financial indicators such as cost, revenue and profit. 

2.1 RESEARCH DESIGN

This systematic literature review employed a global scope, analyzing peer-reviewed journal articles relevant to environmental sustainability practices implementation within small and medium enterprises (SMEs). The focus of the analysis centers on the nuances of environmental sustainability practices implementation within diverse spatial indicators: energy usage, water usage, chemical usage and waste management. Guided by the PRISMA 2020 framework (Page et al., 2021), the study systematically identified, screened and synthesized peer-reviewed article. This examines how these various environmental sustainability practices affects the financial performance such revenue, cost and profit among SMEs. 

2.2 RESEARCH QUESTIONS

This review address the following research questions:

1. What does existing literature reveal about the role of environmental sustainability practices as predictors of financial performance among small and medium enterprises (SMEs)?
2. How do specific environmental sustainability practice indicators influence the financial performance of SMEs?
3. What are the key challenges or gaps that hinder the effective implementation of environmental sustainability practices in SMEs, thereby limiting improvements in their financial performance?
	
2.3 RESEARCH LOCALE AND DATA SOURCES

This study did not involve interaction with human participants instead, it employed a systematic peer-reviewed journal articles retrieved from reputable academic databases including Google Scholar, Philippine E-Journals, PubMed, Research Gate and Science Direct. The target literature for this review comprised focusing on environmental sustainability practices indicators such as energy usage, water usage, chemical usage and waste management and its impact on the SME's financial performance determine on revenue, cost and profit.
	
2.4 INCLUSION AND EXCLUSION CRITERIA

Articles were selected using the following inclusion criteria:

· Peer-reviewed status
· Published between 2016 and 2025 to include both foundational and latest developments
· Availability of full-text and written in English 
· Focus on environmental sustainability practices as predictor of financial performance among SMEs
· Discussion of environmental sustainability practices indicators and financial performance indicators

Exclusion criteria:

· Non-peer-reviewed sources
· Articles below 2016
· Unavaible full-text and not written in English
· Studies not related to environmental sustainability or financial performance among SMEs
· Articles lacking of DOIs and did not provide a sufficient discussion of sustainability practices. 



2.3 RESEARCH PARTICIPANTS 

This data for systematic review consisted of peer-reviewed journal articles retrieve from reputable academic databases sources including Google Scholar, Electronic Journals, Research Gate and Science Direct. The target literature for this review comprised focusing on environmental sustainability practices energy usage, water usage, chemical usage and waste management and its impact on the SME's financial performance.

2.4 RESEARCH INSTRUMENT

The extracted data underwent a two-phase analysis. First, a thematic analysis was conducted to identify the recurring themes related in implementing environmental sustainability practices among SMEs, using a rigorous coding approach to categorize findings from the determined articles.  Key indicators include energy usage, water usage, chemical usage and waste management. Second, a comparative analysis of how these indicators affects the financial performance across various indicators such as revenue, cost and profit and reported challenges. Qualitative insights were synthesized to determine patterns and trends in environmental sustainability practices adoption and its impact on the financial performance among SMEs. To ensure the rigor of the review, the methodological quality of the included studies was evaluated using the PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) guidelines. The assessment focused on key factors such as study design, sample size, and data collection methods.

2.5 SEARCH AND SCREENING PROCEDURE 

The literature search process involved several methodological steps to capture a reliable breadth of research on environmental sustainability practices as predictor of financial performance among SMEs. Google scholar was utilized for its systematic coverage across key academic literature, while PubMed, Science Direct and Philippine E-Journals were selected to ensure inclusion of both international and regional studies.

Search terms included the following combinations of the following keywords such as:
"environmental sustainability practices"
"financial performance"
"small and medium enterprises"
"energy usage, water usage, chemical usage and waste management"
"revenue, cost and profit"
"predictor"

The search strategy employed Boolean operators such (AND, OR) were used to refine results. A total of 110 records were initially retrieved and abstract screening. From these, 10 articles were excluded for not meeting the inclusion criteria. The remaining 100 full text articles were assessed for eligibility. Of those 100, 23 studies were excluded during full text review. Ultimately, 77 peer-reviewed articles met all inclusion criteria and were incorporated into the final thematic and comparative analysis. As shown in Fig. 1, the PRISMA flow diagram outlines the different phases of the screening process. 
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Fig.1. PRISMA 2020 Flow diagram 


2.6 ETHICAL CONSIDERATION 

This research strictly adhered to ethical standards by selecting studies exclusively from reputable, peer-reviewed journals, thereby ensuring the credibility and reliability of the data. The review followed the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines, promoting transparency, methodological rigor, and reproducibility. Ethical considerations were carefully observed throughout the review process, with proper citation and acknowledgment of all sources to maintain academic integrity. 

3. results and discussion

This section presents the findings of the literature review on how environmental sustainability practices predict financial performance among SMEs. It focuses on key indicators such as energy, water, chemical usage, and waste management and their impact on revenue, cost, and profit. The analysis highlights consistent patterns showing that sustainable practices often lead to cost savings and improved profitability. It also identifies challenges such as limited resources and initial costs. Finally, the section suggests future research on practical strategies to help SMEs align sustainability efforts with financial growth.

3.1  Result: Energy Usage as an Environmental Sustainability Practice and its role as a predictor of financial performance among SMEs

SMEs that adopt energy-efficient technologies not only lower electricity expenses, which improve profit margins, but also strengthen their financial reporting profile. Investments in such technologies increase the value of assets, while retained earnings from cost savings enhance equity and reduce long-term liabilities reflected in the balance sheet. Empirical studies confirm this: Tennakoon et al. (2024) demonstrated that responsible energy usage generates tangible benefits such as resource savings and improved corporate reputation, which in turn enhance revenue. Similarly, Chen et al. (2023) found that SMEs can achieve annual energy cost savings of 18–25%, directly boosting profitability.
Beyond immediate cost reductions, energy-efficient investments influence broader aspects of SME financial reporting. Case studies reveal that savings are reflected in operating cash flows, while renewable energy systems are recognized as long-term assets. Muresan et al. (2023) highlighted how Romanian SMEs improved both environmental outcomes and financial resilience by integrating clean energy solutions. Evidence also shows that lenders increasingly incorporate environmental performance into credit assessments, meaning SMEs that adopt energy-efficient practices are more likely to access financing and secure favorable loan terms (Chen et al., 2024).
International experiences underscore the scalability of these benefits. For instance, a Bureau of Energy Efficiency (2017) pilot in India documented savings of 380.2 million INR annually, with ROI achieved in just 18 months. Patwa (2024) reported 15–22% cost savings among SMEs that integrated renewable solutions, while studies in Nigeria highlight the dual role of green energy in overcoming power shortages and enhancing profitability. Together, these findings show that energy efficiency is not only environmentally responsible but also a strategic approach to ensuring long-term financial growth and competitiveness.

3.2 Result: Water Usage as an Environmental Sustainability Practice and its role as a predictor of financial performance among SMEs
Tennakon et al. (2024b) noted that environmental sustainability strategies such as water conservation significantly improve SMEs’ financial performance, which directly strengthens their financial reporting. Installing water-efficient systems and recycling technologies lower operational expenses, thereby improving the income statement, while allocating resources for water infrastructure investments reduces liabilities and creates long-term assets on the balance sheet. Similarly, Moreno (2024) found that investing in infrastructure modernization and adopting innovative water strategies enhanced operational efficiency, leading to higher returns on assets (ROA) and equity (ROE) among Spanish SMEs. Alfaro et al. (2021) also emphasized that green initiatives such as recycling wastewater and using water-efficient equipment contribute to overall cost reductions. However, Simionescu et al. (2020) highlighted a potential trade-off: although water-intensive operations created a negative perception among stakeholders due to excessive waste, efficiency improvements still translated into stronger financial ratios such as ROA. These findings suggest that while water sustainability delivers measurable financial gains, reputational risks must also be managed.
Integrating water sustainability into business operations not only supports environmental goals but also creates strategic economic benefits by boosting efficiency and driving long-term growth (Ji et al., 2023). The implementation of such measures often combines voluntary and mandatory efforts. On the one hand, SMEs adopt water initiatives as part of their corporate social responsibility, strengthening reputation and stakeholder trust. On the other, governments reinforce sustainability through mandatory regulations and local water management frameworks, ensuring alignment with broader environmental objectives. Together, these voluntary and regulatory approaches provide both reputation and financial advantages, positioning SMEs for sustainable competitiveness.

3.3 Result: Chemical Usage as an Environmental Sustainability Practice and its role as a predictor of financial performance among SMEs

In addition to saving money on purchases and disposal, SMEs that use fewer hazardous chemicals or switch to environmentally friendly alternatives improve their financial reporting and compliance profile. For example, moving to safer, biodegradable chemicals reduces costs related to regulatory compliance and hazardous waste management, which is represented in lower operating costs in the income statement. At the same time, while fewer chemical liabilities mean reduced provisions for environmental hazards, investments in green chemical technology can be listed as long-term assets on the balance sheet. Empirical evidence supports this effect. Semlali et al. (2024) examined cleaner production practices including the reduction of hazardous chemical use and the mediating role of green marketing in Algerian industrial SMEs. Their structural equation modeling revealed that green marketing mediates 47.4% of the relationship between cleaner production and corporate sustainability significantly more influential than the direct effect of cleaner production practices themselves. This underscores that while adopting greener production methods is beneficial, transparent communication of those efforts through green marketing is key to maximizing financial and sustainability gains. Additionally, Adam et al. (2020) cite De Marco et al. (2018), who emphasize the significance of implementing green chemistry concepts. Green chemistry seeks to prevent or drastically limit the production of toxic waste at the source rather than focusing solely on treatment after it is created. Significant financial benefits come from this proactive strategy, including lower expenses for waste treatment and storage, fewer liabilities for environmental harm, and improved operational efficiency overall. Thus, integrating chemical management within a strategically balanced sustainability framework is essential to optimizing profitability (Boakye et al., 2020b).
3.4 Result: Waste Management as an Environmental Sustainability Practice and its role as a predictor of financial performance among SMEs
SMEs that adopt waste management practices such as recycling, reuse, and waste reduction lower material consumption and disposal expenses, thereby improving their financial reporting profile. For instance, income statements reflect reduced operational expenses when recyclable materials are repurposed or sold, while investments in recycling infrastructure can be capitalized as long-term assets on the balance sheet. Moreover, minimizing waste output decreases environmental liabilities and provisions, reducing exposure to regulatory fines and reputational risks. Derhab and Elkhwesky (2022) emphasize that effective waste management enhances financial performance by cutting operational costs, improving efficiency, and supporting sustainable production. Similarly, circular economy strategies highlight that transforming waste into valuable resources through upcycling, repurposing, and recycling drives economic growth, creates stable livelihoods, and enhances resilience (Brendzel-Skowera, 2021). Empirical evidence further demonstrates that efficient waste management reduces disposal fees, optimizes material use, and lowers input costs, ultimately improving profit margins (Alfaro & Diaz, 2021b). In addition to these direct benefits, SMEs face indirect costs such as opportunity losses from using valuable space for waste storage and the administrative burden of monitoring and compliance. These challenges are heightened under the Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR) Act of 2022, which though primarily targeting large enterprises imposes obligations across supply chains, increasing compliance expenses for smaller firms (Howell, 2024). Despite such constraints, studies in Central Luzon confirm that sustainable waste practices, such as proper segregation and disposal, lead to long-term financial gains through cost reduction and efficiency improvements (Alfaro & Diaz, 2021c). Importantly, expenditures on waste initiatives should not be seen as sunk costs but as strategic investments that generate returns via resource recovery, cost savings, and potential new revenue streams. However, the effectiveness of these efforts may be weakened in environments where regulatory enforcement is undermined by corruption (Caboverde, 2022). Nonetheless, compliance with waste regulations safeguards SMEs from fines and legal penalties, ultimately ensuring business continuity, stronger financial reporting, and long-term stability (Albert 2025; Caboverde, 2022b).

3.5  Result: Challenges of Environmental Sustainability Practice as a predictor of Financial Performance among SMEs in the Philippines 

Challenges of implementing environmental sustainability practices as a predictor of financial performance among SMEs in the Philippines faces a complexatory factors that hinders or slowing the movement of execution of the initiatives. Contrasting to the growing demand of sustainability globally, Philippines SMEs reveals specific hurdles that affects the capability to translate environmental enactment into financial prosperity. 

Primary challenge is the limited resources such as financial constraints, time, manpower and expertise where SMEs often to struggled. The limited capital of investement in green technologies such as energy efficient upgrades, waste management system, eco-friendly production (Durrani et al., 2024), sustainable processes and sustainability infrastructure (Moreno et al., 2024b) requires advance investment that a vast array of SMEs cannot easily afford and implementing these initiatives may takes 0time to payback all the costs. Moreover, Dlrc (2024) states that time and manpower are key barriers to executing sustainability initiatives, as developing a comprehensive sustainability plan and integrating it into management processes is time-consuming. Additionally, without the appropriate allocation of personnel, it becomes difficult for SMEs to initiate and sustain such programs. Furthermore, the lack of expertise in the fields of environmental management and sustainability accounting hinders the advancement of sustainability among SMEs in the Philippines. According to Securities and Exchange Commissioner Javey Paul Francisco, sustainability reporting is not merely a matter of compliance-it is also a long-term investment in business, society, and the environment (Nicolas, 2024).

The second major challenge is the knowledge and information gap. SME owners and employees in the Philippines often lack a comprehensive understanding and awareness of environmental sustainability. According to Durrani et al. (2024b), the majority of SME stakeholders are unfamiliar with ecopreneurship due to limited education, knowledge, and environmental awareness, which hinders effective implementation. Furthermore, the lack of understanding about technological advancements and their potential benefits poses an additional barrier. As Binaluyo (2024) highlights, insufficient access to updated information and training remains a critical obstacle to achieving sustainability.

According to Binaluyo (2024b) and Durrani et al. (2024c), SMEs in the Philippines often struggle to access adequate support from local and national government in the form of grants, incentives, technical assistance, and infrastructure for sustainable waste management. When such support is available, it is frequently insufficient. Similarly, compliance with environmental regulations places a burden on SMEs due to rising costs and increased administrative workload. While Caboverde (2022c) found no direct statistical link between environmental regulatory burden and profit growth among Philippine SMEs, the study noted that in low-corruption environments, such regulations can positively impact profits. This underscores the need for stronger anti-corruption efforts to improve the overall business climate.

Desabelle-Tibubos (2025), the hesitation of business owners in adopting sustainability practices is due to perceived increased costs rather than increased profits. In addition, the owners personal perspective and motivation often more important than taking sustainability initiatives. The limited consumer willingness to pay a premium for green products reduces the perceived financial benefits of sustainability. Nevertheless, when business owners recognize a shift in market demand toward eco-friendly practices, they are more likely to realign their focus on sustainability (Durrani et al., 2024d).

4. Conclusion

This study meticulously examined the impact of environmental sustainability practices as predictor of financial performance among small and medium enterprises (SMEs). This finding consistently revealed that as environmental sustainability practices is gaining traction, its effectiveness remains notably uneven, primarily due to contextual barriers, weak policy enforcement and stakeholder’s coordination and insufficient coordination into core business strategies. This review demonstrates that truly environmental sustainability practices gives a positive contribution or effect in the financial performance among SMEs when systematic alignment is fostered among all stakeholders. 

A key insight is that environmental sustainability practices are not merely ecological initiatives, but strategic, multi-stakeholder responsibilities that require coordinated and collaborative engagement. In this context, targeted recommendations are proposed for each key actor to enhance their contribution to the financial performance of enterprises.

For Governments: Governments hold a pivotal role in establishing enabling conditions that facilitate the adoption of environmental sustainability practices, particularly within the context of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs). This entails the provision of financial mechanisms such as grants, tax incentives, and subsidies alongside technical support and capacity-building initiatives aimed at enhancing institutional and operational competencies. Investment in sustainable infrastructure and integrated waste management systems is equally essential. Moreover, the formulation of coherent regulatory frameworks, the promotion of public-private partnerships, and the alignment of sustainability objectives with national development strategies are critical in institutionalizing environmental practices. Educational and awareness-raising campaigns further contribute to fostering a culture of sustainability and ensuring long-term stakeholder engagement.

For Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs), Business Owners, Employees, and Stakeholders: To effectively implement environmental sustainability practices, enterprises must embed ecological considerations into their core business strategies, operational processes, and decision-making frameworks. This includes adopting resource-efficient technologies, enhancing chemical and waste management systems, and prioritizing cleaner production methods. Building employee capacity through continuous training and sustainability awareness programs is essential for fostering environmentally responsible workplace behavior. Furthermore, cultivating a culture of environmental accountability and encouraging participatory governance among stakeholders can strengthen organizational commitment to sustainability objectives. Strategic collaboration with government agencies, industry networks, and academic institutions can also provide access to technical expertise and innovation, ultimately improving both environmental performance and financial outcomes.

For Local Communities and Individuals: Local communities and individuals play a critical role in advancing environmental sustainability through active participation, behavioral change, and community-driven initiatives. Their involvement is essential in reinforcing the environmental efforts of both enterprises and public institutions. Enhancing environmental awareness through education, advocacy, and localized programs such as waste segregation, conservation efforts, and sustainable consumption practices can significantly contribute to collective sustainability outcomes. Engagement in local decision-making processes and environmental monitoring promotes transparency, strengthens policy implementation, and fosters a shared responsibility for environmental stewardship. As consumers and citizens, individuals also influence market dynamics and can drive demand for environmentally responsible products, services, and policies.

The adoption of environmental sustainability practices emerges as a significant predictor of financial performance, particularly among small and medium-sized enterprises. By enhancing resource efficiency, reducing operational costs, and improving stakeholder trust, these practices contribute to both environmental stewardship and economic viability. This underscores the growing recognition that sustainable business strategies are integral to long-term financial success and organizational resilience.


DISCLAIMER (ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE)

Source: Google Gemini (https://gemini.google.com/app)
Author(s) hereby declare that the generative Ai tools such as Large Language Models, etc. have been used during the editing and writing of the context. This explanation will include the name, version, model, and source of the generative AI tools and as well as all input prompts provided to the generative Ai technology. 
Details of AI usage are the following below:
1. AI Technology Used: Google Gemini (Large Language Model)
a. Version/Model: Gemini 2.5
b. Source: Google (https://gemini.google.com/app)
c. Purpose of Use:  Assist in refining grammar, enhancing sentence structure and overall organization, improving conciseness, and serving as a critical discussion partner to clarify ideas and ensure the logical coherence of human-generated arguments.
d. Input Prompt:
1. Please check the grammar and punctuation of this sentence/paragraph.
2. Please rephrase the sentence/paragraph for better understanding and improve.
3. Review this statement for comprehension errors.
4. Improve the flow and context of the sentence/paragraph.
5. Does this statement make a logical sense?
6. I'm trying to explain the connection between X and Y. Am I articulating this clearly?
7. Could you rephrase the statement/ sentence to more academic?

2. AI Technology Used: ChatGPT (Large Language Model)
e. Version/Model: GPT-4
f. Source: Open Ai (https://www.perplexity.ai/)
g. Purpose of Use: Assist in refining grammar, enhancing sentence structure and overall organization, improving conciseness, and serving as a critical discussion partner to clarify ideas and ensure the logical coherence of human-generated arguments.
h. Input Prompts: 

1. Please check the grammar, spelling and punctuation of the sentence or paragraph.
2. Rewrite the sentence to be more formal.
3. Improve the phrasing in this paragraph.
4. Does the logic behind this argument make sense?
5. How can I express the concept in a clearer way?
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