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Abstract
Article History This study conducts a Systematic Literature Review (SLR) on the theory and
Received: 11 February 2026 jmplementation of social and environmental accounting in public sector entities. Using
Accepted: 13 March 2026 5 pipliometric approach through the Bibliometrix package in R and data retrieved from
Publish - 27 April 2026 the Scopus database, this study analyzes 82 articles that met the selection criteria and
Keywords: Social and .further.examines the_21 most _relevant articles. The findings inc_iicate that the Iitera’gure
Environmental Accounting, 1S dominated by studies focusing on local governments (67%) in developed countries,
Carbon Accounting, Public ~ €mploying qualitative methods (57%) and exploratory approaches (57%). Stakeholder
Sector Entities, Systematic ~ Theory and Neo-institutional Theory are the most frequently adopted theoretical
Literature Review, SDGs, frameworks. The review identifies six major research gaps: (1) limited studies at the
SDGs central government level, (2) insufficient evidence from developing countries, (3)

underutilization of theoretical perspectives such as Legitimacy Theory and Institutional

Logics Theory, (4) the need for more quantitative and longitudinal studies, (5) limited

attention to carbon accounting in public sector entities, and (6) the need to develop

public sector-specific mechanisms for detecting greenwashing.

Introduction

Social and environmental issues in public sector accounting have received increasing attention as global pressure
intensifies for public sector entities to be accountable for the social, environmental, and economic impacts of their
activities. Governments are no longer assessed solely based on fiscal performance but also on their ability to
preserve environmental sustainability, reduce emissions, manage public assets, and promote social well-being. The
literature indicates that public sector organizations exert substantial influence on social and environmental conditions
through their roles as public service providers, resource managers, and regulators of economic activities (He, 2022).
Research on urban emissions further demonstrates that the economic activities of European cities contribute
significantly to global carbon emissions, highlighting the need for comprehensive measurement and reporting
approaches (Harris et al., 2020).

The development of social and environmental accounting can be traced to the emergence of sustainability
accounting and environmental accounting in the late twentieth century. Environmental accounting refers to a system
of measurement, recognition, and reporting designed to identify and disclose the environmental costs and impacts of
organizational activities. Furthermore, carbon accounting emerged in response to the growing need to measure
greenhouse gas emissions and manage organizational carbon footprints to support the transition toward a low-
carbon economy (Thanoon, 2025). These developments illustrate the shift in modern accounting practices from a
traditional financial orientation toward approaches that integrate social and environmental dimensions (Unerman et
al., 2007).

Despite the growing attention to social and environmental accounting in the public sector, its implementation
continues to face several challenges, including the absence of comprehensive reporting standards, the gap between
theory and practice, and the limited integration of accounting practices into public policy. Recent studies suggest that
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research on environmental accounting in the public sector remains relatively limited compared to the private sector
(Rahmawati et al., 2024). In addition, global initiatives such as the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) require
governments to incorporate social and environmental indicators into public financial reporting systems (Sapa’ et al.,
2024). Therefore, this study conducts a Systematic Literature Review (SLR) to examine the theoretical development
and implementation of social and environmental accounting in public sector entities while identifying future research
directions. Specifically, this study addresses the following research questions: (RQ1) What are the major research
themes in environmental accounting and carbon accounting? (RQ2) What analytical focuses and theoretical
frameworks have been employed in previous studies? (RQ3) What are the future research directions for
environmental accounting and carbon accounting?

Methodology

This study employs a Systematic Literature Review (SLR), a method widely used to map current research
developments, research networks, and central themes within a particular field. SLR provides a systematic and
replicable approach for identifying emerging themes and future research directions. The study utilizes the Bibliometrix
package in R, which has gained broad recognition as a bibliometric tool for conducting systematic literature reviews.
The research procedure consists of five stages: (1) searching the Scopus database using relevant keywords, (2)
screening the retrieved studies based on journal quality, subject area within Business, Management and Accounting,
and document type as journal articles, (3) conducting quantitative bibliometric analysis using Bibliometrix, (4)
classifying articles through co-occurrence and bibliographic coupling analyses, and (5) performing thematic analysis
to identify research gaps. This study develops five analytical categories to classify and analyze the selected
publications by referring to previous SLR studies (Bracci et al., 2019; Bisogno et al., 2018; Bisogno & Donatella,
2021), as presented in Table 1.

Table 1. Analytical Framework Categories for the Systematic Literature Review
on Social and Environmental Accounting

Code Category/Sub-category Definition/Criteria

A Entity Type Type of public sector entity examined in social and environmental
accounting research.

A Local Government Studies focusing on local governments, including municipalities,
regencies, provinces, or equivalent local authorities.

A2 Central Government/National Studies focusing on national governments or equivalent state-level

Government public entities.

A3 Others Studies focusing on other public sector entities or unspecified public
organizations.

B Research Objective Primary orientation of the research.

B1 Development Studies aiming to develop new frameworks, models, or approaches in
social and environmental accounting.

B? Evaluation Studies evaluating existing practices or the implementation of social
and environmental accounting.

C  Research Type Epistemological orientation of the study.

C1  Exploratory Studies intended to explore relatively under-researched phenomena.

C2  Confirmatory Studies testing hypotheses or relationships among variables.

C3  Conceptual Studies focusing on conceptual, theoretical, or framework development.

D  Theoretical Framework Theory or conceptual framework used to guide the research.

D1 Explicitly Uses Theory Studies explicitly employ one or more theories or conceptual
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Code Category/Sub-category Definition/Criteria
frameworks.
D2  Unspecified Studies that do not explicitly adopt or report a theoretical framework.
E  Methodology Research method employed.
E1  Qualitative Studies using qualitative approaches.
E2  Quantitative Studies using quantitative approaches.
E3  Mixed Methods Studies combining qualitative and quantitative approaches.

Source: Prepared by the authors (2026)

The five analytical categories comprise: (1) Entity Type, including local government, central government or national
government, and other public entities, (2) Research Objective, distinguishing between studies aimed at developing
new frameworks and those evaluating existing practices, (3) Research Type, including exploratory, confirmatory, and
conceptual studies, (4) Theoretical Framework, referring to explicitly adopted conceptual or theoretical perspectives,
and (5) Methodology, consisting of qualitative, quantitative, and mixed-methods approaches.

The article selection process was conducted in several stages using the Scopus database. The initial keyword search
identified 649 articles. After restricting the publication period to 2016-2026, 519 articles remained. Screening based
on the Business, Management and Accounting subject area reduced the dataset to 223 articles. Limiting the
document type to journal articles resulted in 154 publications. Finally, applying a minimum citation threshold of five
citations as a proxy for academic quality yielded 82 eligible articles. Among these, 21 articles were selected for in-
depth analysis.

Search query based on
keywords (n = 649)

!

Year filter 2016 — 2026
(n=519)

Atrticles outside year range excluded (n = 649 — 519 = 130)

v

Subject area filter: Business
Management & Accounting
(n=223)

Articles outside subject area excluded (n = 519 — 223 = 296)

N

Document type filter: Article
(n = 154)

Non-article types excluded (review, conference, etc.) (n = 223 — 154 = 69)

Minimum citation filter: = 5
(n = 82)

Articles with fewer than 5 citations excluded (n = 154 — 82 = 72)

Minimum citation filter: = 5
(n = 82)

Figure 1. Literature Search Process
Source: Prepared by the authors (2026)

Based on previous SLR (Systematic Literature Review) studies, each contribution was coded using relevant sub-
categories. The coding activity was carried out systematically by carefully examining the title, abstract, and full
content of each article. Once coded, the content of each contribution was read and analyzed thoroughly according to
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the established categories. This process aims to uncover insights and critiques of each contribution, which are
ultimately used to identify future research directions in the topic of social and environmental accounting in public
entities.

Given that systematic literature reviews rely on an interpretive approach to analyze academic publications, ensuring
reliability and validity is essential (Massaro et al., 2016). Reliability was established through two procedures. First, the
authors collaboratively developed the analytical categories and subcategories. Second, one author and one research
assistant independently coded the ten most highly cited articles. External validity was strengthened through an
extensive preliminary literature search, ensuring that the selected articles adequately represented the existing body
of knowledge on social and environmental accounting in the public sector.

Result And Discussion

Results

Development of Social and Environmental Accounting Research (RQ1)

This section addresses RQ1 by identifying the major themes in environmental accounting and carbon accounting
research. The analysis of publication trends indicates that the selected articles span the period from 2004 to 2025,
with a notable increase in publications between 2010 and 2020. This trend reflects the growing relevance of the topic
alongside increasing global pressure for environmental accountability in the public sector, particularly following the
adoption of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and the Paris Agreement. Table 2 presents the five most
influential articles based on total Google Scholar citations.

Table 2. Top Five Contributions Based on Total Google Scholar Citations

No. Reference Title Total Citations  Citations per Year
1 Amran & Haniffa Evidence in Development of Sustainability 249 1513
(2011) Reporting: A Case of a Developing Country '
2 Ball & Craig (2010) Using Ngo-lnstltutlonallsm tg Advance Social 197 1159
and Environmental Accounting
3 Frantzeskaki etal. ~ The Role of Partnerships in 'Realising' Urban 157 1208
(2014) Sustainability in Rotterdam's City Ports Area '
. o .
4 Harris etal. (2020) Low Carbon C[t[es in 20507 GHG Emissions 179 05 57
of European Cities
5 Kurpierz & Smith ~ The Greenwashing Triangle: Adapting Tools 107 15.99

(2020) from Fraud to Improve CSR Reporting
Source: Prepared by the authors (2026)

Table 2 demonstrates that the greatest scholarly attention has been devoted to studies investigating the
implementation of sustainability reporting in developing countries (Amran & Haniffa, 2011) and methodological
approaches to social and environmental accounting in the public sector (Ball & Craig, 2010). Harris et al. (2020)
recorded the highest average citations per year (25.57), reflecting its substantial contribution to discussions on
climate change and urban carbon accounting. Meanwhile, the study by Kurpierz and Smith (2020) on the
Greenwashing Triangle illustrates the growing academic concern regarding the credibility of sustainability reporting.

Analytical Focus and Theoritical Framework (RQ2)
This section addresses RQ2. Tables 3 and 4 present the coding results of the 21 selected articles based on the
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Table 3. Coding Results of Social and Environmental Accounting Research in Public Sector Entities

No. Author (Year) Title Objective  ReSCrCN  Epiity feve  Theoretical
Type Framework
The Management,
Lodhia et al. Reporting and Assurance of Local .
1 (2025) the SDGs in Local Development Exploratory Government Practice Theory
Government
. Key Issues and Challenges
2 Kaur & Lodhia in Stakeholder Engagement Development Exploratory Local Stakeholder
(2019) . o . Government  Theory
in Sustainability Reporting
Influences on Stakeholder
3 Kaur & Lodhia  Engagement in Evaluaion  Explorato Local Stakeholder
(2016) Sustainability Accounting P V' Government Theory
and Reporting
. Using Neo-institutionalism N
4 Ball & Craig to Advance Social and Development Conceptual Local Neo-insfitutional
(2010) Envi . Government  Theory
nvironmental Accounting
A Sustainability Accounting Local Social Theo
5 Ball (2004) Project for the UK Local Development Exploratory . y
Government Sector Government  Mapping
" . . Engineering and
6 Chan (2012) Crlt[cql Factqrs n Evaluation  Exploratory Oth.e.r Public Economic
Minimizing Lighting Energy Entities
Framework
An Appraisal of Financial
. Indicators for Local . Local .
7 lacuzzi (2021) Government: A Structured Evaluation ~ Conceptual Government Not Specified
Literature Review
Factors Influencing the Use
of Accounting Information in . , Local Institutional
8  Mbelwa (2015) . Evaluation  Confirmatory
Tanzanian Local Government  Theory
Government Authorities
County Government
. Finance Practices: What . Local -
9  Modlin (2012) Independent Auditors Are Evaluation  Exploratory Government Not Specified
Finding
The Views of Managers
- from a Local Coastal Local Accountability
10 Sciulli (2011) Council on Sustainability Development Exploratory Government  Theory

Reporting
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No. Author (Year) Title Objective  ReSearCh  Epiiyy Lover  TheOretical
Type Framework
The Local Government Local
11 Williams (2015) Accountants' Perspective ~ Evaluation ~ Exploratory Government Not Specified
on Sustainability
Green Innovation: A Key National Resource-Based
12 Zhou (2025)  Strategy for Enterprises and Evaluation  Confirmatory )
Countries Government  View
Evidence in Development of ,
13 ﬁmrgn & Sustainability Reporting: A Evaluation  Exploratory National Stakeholder
aniffa (2011) . Government  Theory
Developing Country Case
Harris et al Low Carbon Cities in 20507 Local
14 ' GHG Emissions of Evaluation  Exploratory Not Specified
(2020) European Cities Government
Frantzeskaki et The Role of Partnerships in Local Transition
15 al. (2014) Realising Urban Evaluation  Exploratory Government Management
' Sustainability in Rotterdam Theory
The Greenwashing
16 Kurpierz & Triangle: Adapting Tools Develooment Conceptual Other Public  Fraud Triangle
Smith (2020)  from Fraud to Improve CSR P P Entities Theory
Reporting
. Integrating Cleaner . Cleaner
17 ,(6\2I5n1e5|;ja etal Production into Development Conceptual grt]Ti?i;EUb“C Production
ustainability Strategies ramewor
Sustainability Strategi F k
An Emissions Accounting Other Public
18 Yuetal. (2020) Framework for Industrial Development Exploratory Entities Not Specified
Parks in China
. Analysing the Accounting
Ro@rlguez Measurement of Financial . ) Local Ag“?’.‘cy Theory/
19 Bolivar et al. T Evaluation  Confirmatory Political Economy
Sustainability in Local Government
(2018) Governments Theory
] New Development: The o
Rodriguez L Sustainability
20 Bolivaretal. Eii:sfiﬁgcfoucr;tll ngin Development Conceptual I(-S%Cvaelrnment Accounting
(2014) Government Sustainability Framework
Evaluation and Driving
21 Song et al. Factors of Sustainable Evaluaion  Explorato Other Public Emerav Analvsis
(2020) Development of the P V' Entities gy Analy

Wetland Ecosystem

Source: Prepared by the authors (2026)
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Table 4. Summary of Coding Results by Analytical Category

Category N % Category N %
A Entity Type - - B  Research Objective - -
A1 Local Government 14 67% B1 Development 8 38%
A2  Central/National Government 2 10% B2 Evaluation 13 62%
A3 Other Public Entities 5  24% - Total 21 100%
Total 21 100%
C  Research Type - - D  Theoretical Framework - -
C1  Exploratory 12 57% D1 Explicitly Uses Theory 13 62%
C2 Confirmatory 4 19% D2 Not Specified 8 38%
C3  Conceptual 5 24% - Total 21 100%
Total 21 100%
E  Methodology - -
E1 Qualitative 12 57%
E2 Quantitative 6 29%
E3  Mixed Methods 3 14%
Total 21 100%

Source: Prepared by the authors (2026)

Public Sector Entity Type

Table 4 indicates that the literature is dominated by studies focusing on local governments (67%), followed by other
public sector entities, including industrial parks and non-profit organizations (24%), while only a small proportion
examines central or national governments (10%). The predominance of local government studies is understandable
because local governments interact most directly with communities and the surrounding environment. As argued by
Ball and Craig (2010), the institutionalization of social and environmental accounting practices at the local level
requires particular attention due to differences in institutional capacity and political-economic contexts across
jurisdictions. The limited number of studies at the central government level represents a significant research gap,
considering the central government's broader influence on national environmental policies and resource allocation.

Research Objective
Most studies pursue evaluative objectives (62%), while the remaining studies focus on developing new concepts or
approaches (38%). Evaluative research primarily covers three themes. First, studies assess the implementation of
sustainability reporting and the factors influencing stakeholder engagement (Kaur & Lodhia, 2016, 2019). Second,
research evaluates the measurement of financial sustainability in local governments (Rodriguez Bolivar et al., 2018).
Third, several studies examine the effectiveness of environmental policies and the role of collaborative partnerships
in promoting urban sustainability (Frantzeskaki et al., 2014). In contrast, development-oriented studies mainly
propose new conceptual and methodological frameworks, including the neo-institutional approach introduced by Ball
and Craig (2010) and the Greenwashing Triangle proposed by Kurpierz and Smith (2020).
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Research Type

Exploratory studies account for the largest proportion of literature (57%), indicating that social and environmental
accounting in the public sector remains an emerging research field. Early-stage research is commonly characterized
by exploratory qualitative investigations aimed at understanding relatively underexplored phenomena (Punch, 1998).
Confirmatory studies employing quantitative approaches remain relatively limited (19%), suggesting that the field has
not yet reached a level of maturity that supports broad empirical generalization. Nevertheless, several confirmatory
studies, particularly those conducted by Rodriguez Bolivar et al. (2018) and Zhou (2025), demonstrate a growing
effort to statistically examine the factors influencing the effectiveness of social and environmental accounting
practices.

Discussion

Theoretical Framework

Approximately 62% of the reviewed articles explicitly adopt one or more theoretical or conceptual frameworks, while
38% do not specify any theoretical foundation. Among the theory-driven studies, Stakeholder Theory is the most
frequently employed framework (Kaur & Lodhia, 2016, 2019; Amran & Haniffa, 2011), emphasizing the importance of
addressing the interests and expectations of multiple stakeholder groups in sustainability reporting. Neo-institutional
Theory (Ball & Craig, 2010) also provides a robust framework for explaining how institutional pressures shape the
adoption of social and environmental accounting practices within public organizations.

Other theoretical perspectives include Practice Theory (Lodhia et al., 2025), Transition Management Theory
(Frantzeskaki et al., 2014), Fraud Triangle Theory (Kurpierz & Smith, 2020), and Agency Theory together with
Political Economy Theory (Rodriguez Bolivar et al., 2018). The diversity of theoretical perspectives demonstrates the
multidisciplinary nature of social and environmental accounting research, which intersects accounting, management,
public policy, and environmental studies.

Qualitative methods dominate literature, representing 57% of the reviewed studies, followed by quantitative
approaches (29%) and mixed-methods research (14%). The predominance of qualitative research is consistent with
the large proportion of exploratory studies, where qualitative inquiry is particularly appropriate for investigating new
and complex issues from the perspectives of the participants involved (Hennink et al., 2020). Within the reviewed
literature, qualitative studies primarily employ in-depth interviews, document analysis, case studies, and content
analysis to understand the implementation of social and environmental accounting practices. By contrast, quantitative
studies generally focus on examining relationships among variables through survey methods and statistical analyses.
Examples include the survey conducted by Mbelwa (2015) and the regression analysis performed by Rodriguez
Bolivar et al. (2018). The relatively limited number of quantitative and mixed-methods studies suggests considerable
opportunities for future empirical research capable of producing stronger and more generalizable evidence.

This section addresses RQ3 by identifying potential avenues for future research based on the synthesis of the
reviewed literature. The findings reveal six major research gaps that warrant further investigation. First, research on
social and environmental accounting remains heavily concentrated at the local government level, whereas studies
examining central or national governments are still limited. Considering that national governments play a strategic
role in formulating environmental policies, allocating public resources, and coordinating sustainability initiatives,
future studies should investigate how social and environmental accounting is institutionalized at the national level.

Second, most empirical evidence originates from developed countries, particularly Australia, the United Kingdom,
and several European countries. Comparatively, developing countries remain underrepresented despite facing more
complex environmental governance challenges. Future research should therefore provide greater attention to public
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sector organizations in developing countries, particularly within Southeast Asia, Africa, and Latin America, where
institutional contexts differ substantially from those of developed economies. Third, although Stakeholder Theory and
Neo-institutional Theory dominate the literature, several relevant theoretical perspectives remain largely unexplored.
Future studies may benefit from adopting Legitimacy Theory to examine how governments maintain public trust
through sustainability reporting. Institutional Logics Theory also offers opportunities to explain tensions among
political, administrative, and environmental priorities within public organizations. Likewise, Public Value Theory may
provide valuable insights into how environmental accounting contributes to the creation of long-term public value.

Fourth, literature continues to be dominated by qualitative and exploratory studies. While these studies have
significantly contributed to theory development, the field would benefit from more quantitative and longitudinal
research capable of providing stronger empirical evidence. Future studies may employ panel data, structural
equation modeling, or quasi-experimental designs to examine the causal effects of sustainability accounting practices
on organizational performance and environmental outcomes. Fifth, despite the growing global emphasis on carbon
neutrality, relatively few studies specifically investigate carbon accounting within public sector entities. Existing
studies mainly focus on greenhouse gas inventories and urban emissions rather than accounting systems that
integrate carbon measurement into public financial management. Consequently, future research should explore the
development of carbon accounting frameworks that are specifically designed for public sector organizations.

Finally, increasing concerns regarding greenwashing create opportunities for future studies to develop governance
mechanisms capable of detecting symbolic sustainability reporting in public sector organizations. Although Kurpierz
and Smith (2020) introduced the Greenwashing Triangle, empirical evidence regarding its application in the public
sector remains scarce. Future research may therefore examine how public governance, internal control systems,
external audits, and institutional oversight can reduce the risk of greenwashing within government sustainability
reporting. Collectively, these research gaps indicate that social and environmental accounting in the public sector
remains an evolving field with substantial opportunities for theoretical advancement, methodological diversification,
and empirical investigation.

Qualitative methods dominate literature, representing 57% of the reviewed studies, followed by quantitative
approaches (29%) and mixed-methods research (14%). The predominance of qualitative research is consistent with
the large proportion of exploratory studies, where qualitative inquiry is particularly appropriate for investigating new
and complex issues from the perspectives of the participants involved (Hennink et al., 2020).

Within the reviewed literature, qualitative studies primarily employ in-depth interviews, document analysis, case
studies, and content analysis to understand the implementation of social and environmental accounting practices. By
contrast, quantitative studies generally focus on examining relationships among variables through survey methods
and statistical analyses. Examples include the survey conducted by Mbelwa (2015) and the regression analysis
performed by Rodriguez Bolivar et al. (2018). Mixedelatively limited number of quantitative and mixed-methods
studies suggests considerable opportunities for future empirical research capable of producing stronger and more
generalizable evidence.

Conclusion and Recommendations

This study provides a comprehensive overview of the development of social and environmental accounting research
in public sector entities through a Systematic Literature Review of 82 Scopus-indexed articles, with 21 articles
selected for in-depth analysis. The findings indicate that literature is predominantly characterized by studies focusing
on local governments, qualitative methodologies, and exploratory research designs. Stakeholder Theory and Neo-
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institutional Theory emerge as the dominant theoretical perspectives, reflecting the importance of institutional
pressures and stakeholder accountability in shaping sustainability accounting practices within the public sector. The
review also identifies several important research gaps. These include the limited number of studies at the central
government level, insufficient empirical evidence from developing countries, the underutilization of alternative
theoretical perspectives, the scarcity of quantitative and longitudinal research, the limited attention devoted to carbon
accounting in public sector organizations, and the need to develop mechanisms for detecting greenwashing in public
sustainability reporting. Future research should extend beyond local government studies to examine central and
national government levels, as well as developing-country contexts, including Indonesia, which remain
underrepresented compared to the dominance of developed-country cases. Theoretically, greater use of Legitimacy
Theory, Institutional Logics Theory, and Critical Accounting Theory could enrich analytical frameworks currently
dominated by Stakeholder Theory and Neo-institutional Theory. Methodologically, more quantitative and longitudinal
studies are needed to empirically test the effectiveness of social and environmental accounting implementation over
time. Furthermore, future studies should give greater attention to carbon accounting and to developing mechanisms
for detecting greenwashing in public sector sustainability reporting.

Limitations

This study is not free from limitations. Although it uses the SLR method, some articles may have been missed. The
search criteria and article selection also affect the results of the review. This research only uses the Scopus database
and limits the selection to English-language articles, so relevant articles in other languages are not covered. Future
SLR research can address this limitation by expanding the database and selection criteria.

Research Contribution

The findings contribute to the literature by providing a structured research map and identifying promising directions
for future investigations. From a practical perspective, the review offers useful insights for policymakers, public
managers, and researchers seeking to strengthen the implementation of social and environmental accounting in
support of sustainable public governance.
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This manuscript was prepared with the assistance of the free version of the Artificial Intelligence (Al) tool SciSpace.
The Al tool was used to identify key sections of the reviewed articles, including the theoretical framework,
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Reference

Almeida, C.M.V.B., Agostinho, F., Giannetti, B.F., & Huisingh, D. (2015). Integrating cleaner production into
sustainability strategies: An introduction to this special volume. Journal of Cleaner Production, 96, 1-9.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.11.083

Amran, A., & Haniffa, R. (2011). Evidence in development of sustainability reporting: A case of a developing country.
Business Strategy and the Environment, 20(3), 141-156. https://doi.org/10.1002/bse.672

Andrews, M. (2011). The logical limits of best practice administrative solutions in developing countries. Public
Administration and Development, 32(2), 137-153.

Ball, A. (2004). A sustainability accounting project for the UK local government sector? Testing the social theory
mapping process and locating a frame of reference. Critical Perspectives on Accounting, 15(8), 1009-1035.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1045-2354(02)00209-5




JOURNAL MULTIPARADIGM
Multiparadigm Accounting Research (JMAR) IMAR ACCOUNTING RESEARCH
Vol.4 Issue 1 (2026) Page: 20-31 http://jurnal.upnyk.ac.id/index.php/jmar

ISSN: 3047-3144

Ball, A, & Craig, R. (2010). Using neo-institutionalism to advance social and environmental accounting. Critical
Perspectives on Accounting, 21(4), 283-293. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpa.2009.11.006

Bisogno, M., & Donatella, P. (2021). Earnings management in public-sector organizations: A structured literature
review. Journal of Public Budgeting, Accounting and Financial Management, 34(6), 1-25.

Bracci, E., Papi, L., Bigoni, M., Deidda Gagliardo, E., & Bruns, H.J. (2019). Public value and public sector accounting
research: A structured literature review. Journal of Public Budgeting, Accounting and Financial
Management, 31(1), 103-136.

Frantzeskaki, N., Wittmayer, J., & Loorbach, D. (2014). The role of partnerships in 'realising' urban sustainability in
Rotterdam's City Ports Area, the Netherlands. Journal of Cleaner Production, 65, 406-417.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2013.09.023

Garfield, E. (1977). Introducing citation classics: The human side of scientific reports. Essays of an Information
Scientist, 3, 1-2.

Harris, S., Weinzettel, J., Bigano, A., & Kéllmén, A. (2020). Low carbon cities in 20507 GHG emissions of European
cities using production-based and consumption-based emission accounting methods. Journal of Cleaner
Production, 248. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.119206

He, X. (2022). Sustainability and accountability in public sector: A legitimacy perspective. Social and Environmental
Accountability Journal.

Hennink, M., Hutter, I., & Bailey, A. (2020). Qualitative Research Methods (2nd ed.). SAGE Publications.

lacuzzi, S. (2021). An appraisal of financial indicators for local government: A structured literature review. Journal of
Public Budgeting, Accounting and Financial Management, 34(6), 69-94.

Kaur, A., & Lodhia, S. (2016). Influences on stakeholder engagement in sustainability accounting and reporting: A
study of Australian local councils. Developments in Corporate Governance and Responsibility, 10, 207-224.
https://doi.org/10.1108/S2043-052320160000010010

Kaur, A., & Lodhia, S. (2019). Key issues and challenges in stakeholder engagement in sustainability reporting: A
study of Australian local councils. Pacific Accounting Review, 31(1), 2-18. https://doi.org/10.1108/PAR-11-
2017-0092

Kurpierz, J.R., & Smith, K. (2020). The greenwashing triangle: Adapting tools from fraud to improve CSR reporting.
Sustainability ~ Accounting, = Management  and  Policy  Journal, 11(6), 1075-1093.
https://doi.org/10.1108/SAMPJ-10-2018-0272

Lodhia, S., Crutzen, N., & Leong, S. (2025). The management, reporting and assurance of the Sustainable
Development Goals in local government — An Australian case study. Meditari Accountancy Research.
https://doi.org/10.1108/MEDAR-03-2025-2942

Massaro, M., Dumay, J., & Guthrie, J. (2016). On the shoulders of giants: Undertaking a structured literature review
in accounting. Accounting, Auditing and Accountability Journal, 29(5), 767-801.

Mbelwa, L. (2015). Factors influencing the use of accounting information in Tanzanian local government authorities
(LGAs): An institutional theory approach. Research in Accounting in Emerging Economies, 15, 211-248.
https://doi.org/10.1108/S1479-356320150000015006

Modlin, S. (2012). County government finance practices: What independent auditors are finding and what makes
local government susceptible. Journal of Public Budgeting, Accounting and Financial Management, 24(3),
482-510.

Punch, K.F. (1998). Introduction to Social Research: Quantitative Qualitative Research. SAGE Publications.




JOURNAL MULTIPARADIGM
Multiparadigm Accounting Research (JMAR) IMAR ACCOUNTING RESEARCH
Vol.4 Issue 1 (2026) Page: 20-31 http://jurnal.upnyk.ac.id/index.php/jmar

ISSN: 3047-3144

Rahmawati, E., Nazaruddin, I., Widiastuti, H., Sofyani, H., & Nur Kholid, A.W. (2024). Environmental accounting in
public  sector: Systematic literature review. Journal of Accounting and Investment.
https://doi.org/10.18196/jai.v25i1.21344

Rodriguez Bolivar, M.P., Navarro-Galera, A., & Alcaide-Mufioz, L. (2014). New development: The role of accounting
in assessing local government sustainability. Public Money and Management, 34(3), 233-236.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540962.2014.908035

Rodriguez Bolivar, M.P., Navarro-Galera, A., Lopez Subires, M.D., & Alcaide-Mufioz, L. (2018). Analysing the
accounting measurement of financial sustainability in local governments through political factors.
Accounting, Auditing and Accountability Journal, 31(8), 2135-2164. https://doi.org/10.1108/AAAJ-10-2016-
2754

Sapa', AB., Haliah, H., & Kusumawati, A. (2024). Public sector accounting: A key to achieving the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs). Asian Journal of Applied Business and Management.

Sciulli, N. (2011). The views of managers from a local coastal council on sustainability reporting issues: An
Australian-based case study. Qualitative Research in Accounting and Management, 8(2), 139-160.
https://doi.org/10.1108/11766091111137555

Song, F., Su, F., Zhu, D., Li, L., Li, H., & Sun, D. (2020). Evaluation and driving factors of sustainable development of
the wetland ecosystem in Northeast China: An emergy approach. Journal of Cleaner Production, 248.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.119236

Tranfield, D., Denyer, D., & Smart, P. (2003). Towards a methodology for developing evidence-informed
management knowledge by means of systematic review. British Journal of Management, 14(3), 207-222.

Unerman, J., Bebbington, J., & O'Dwyer, B. (2007). Sustainability Accounting and Accountability. Routledge.




