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Abstract: As transparency has become the new paradigm of economic activities, we set out to analyse
the extent to which the EU real estate companies legitimise their role in society through the sustainable
development goals (SDGs) while meeting stakeholders’ information needs. Applying the content
analysis, the sustainability reports and the annual reports of the entities from the real estate sector,
from 2016 to 2018, were studied in order to highlight the priority SDGs of the field and the extent to
which they are integrated in their business models. In addition, we evaluated, based on a quality
score, the depth with which the entities report their sustainability commitments. The results of
the study show that although more and more real estate entities are expressing their interest for
sustainable development, there is still a large gap between the assumed intentions and the real actions
undertaken by the companies. Most of them do not have the strategy, culture and tools needed
to turn sustainability commitments into concrete actions. According to the average quality score
(2.99 out of 5), the entities present their sustainability aspirations mostly qualitatively and report few
quantitative key performance indicators (KPIs) to reveal the degree of achievement of the priority
SDGs, such as: SDG 11—Sustainable cities and communities, SDG 13—Climate action and SDG
8—Decent work and economic growth.

Keywords: real estate; sustainable development goals (SDGs); sustainability reporting; transparency;
content analysis

1. Introduction

The 17 sustainable development goals (SDGs) of the 2030 Agenda form a coherent and integrated
framework for addressing the most urgent global sustainability issues, the solution of which depends
on the joint e↵orts of all individuals, organisations and governments. Thus, the dynamic problems
of sustainable development determine the new perspectives of corporate reporting, increasingly
emphasising the role of the business environment in designing and implementing the sustainability
objectives [1]. In this respect, entities are encouraged to align their values with those of the community
in which they operate [2], and because transparency has become the new paradigm of economic
activities [1,3], companies must legitimise their role in society through concrete actions while meeting
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the information needs of stakeholders [4]. As a result, more and more entities are integrating SDGs into
their business models, annually reporting on their progress. Blasco and King [5] show that, in general,
the top companies have strongly resonated with the sustainability objectives in less than two years
since their launch, suggesting the increased interest of the entities for reporting according to the SDGs.
However, there is still a large gap between entities’ good intentions and their ability to incorporate
SDGs into their own business strategy [6].

The application of the sustainability criteria is a real challenge for the active companies in the real
estate domain, these being important benchmarks for both the construction of the sustainable buildings
and for the profitable real estate investments. Due to the nature of its core operations, the real estate
sector has the capacity to contribute to the attainment of all SDGs [7,8]. Because of the major impact of
buildings on the environment (the real estate sector consumes over 40% of the global energy annually,
30% of the raw materials and 12% of the drinking water, generating 25%–40% of the solid waste and
20% of the total gas emissions), the environmental objectives have been included as a priority in the
strategies of several European real estate companies [9,10]. However, further e↵orts are needed to
reach the United Nations (UN) targets on climate change, as the real estate sector is outperformed
by other economic sectors in managing environmental sustainability challenges [11,12]. In addition,
the real estate industry is recognised for its slow response and reduced contribution to sustainable
development [13,14]. Regarding the economic, social and institutional dimensions of sustainability,
the real contribution of the real estate field to the development of local communities is reduced or at
least weakly promoted in the public space.

Given the need for clear actions to achieve the SDGs, we ask ourselves the following question:
what is the real contribution of the real estate sector to sustainable development? In the context of
current and future challenges and given the fact that sustainability reports (SRs) (given that some
companies include non-financial information in their annual reports, while others prepare special
sustainability/corporate responsibility or integrated reports, from here on, through “sustainability
reports” (SRs), we refer to all types of reports that include information about sustainability) represent the
main platforms for communicating sustainability values to stakeholders [4,15,16], we set out to analyse
the participation of the EU real estate companies in sustainable development. Over time, Europe has
given more importance to sustainability issues than other regions of the world. In this regard, the EU
institutions have played a decisive role in promoting non-financial reporting practices [17]. With the
transposition of Directive 2014/95/EU into the legislations of Member States, the EU has become an
example of good practice for the rest of the world, harnessing the “power of transparency” in order to
create economic, social, institutional and environmental benefits [18]. The questions that have guided
us in achieving the research objective are: How involved are the real estate companies in sustainable
development? How many companies in the field have chosen to report on the contribution of their
activities to the SDGs? What are the priority goals of the real estate industry and how do entities
contribute to their achievement? How many companies understand that the SDGs are more than the
elements of sustainability and need to be integrated into the overall business strategy? By identifying
the answers to these questions, the results of the research will allow us to appreciate the level of the
SDGs’ insertion into the field practice.

Next, Section 1 presents a review of the literature on sustainable real estate reporting, Section 2
describes the methodological approach of the paper and Section 3 includes the results and discussions
of the research, followed by the final conclusions.

2. Sustainable Reporting in the Real Estate Field

Corporate social responsibility (CSR)/sustainability reports are a transparent way of
communicating significant information to stakeholders about the performance and the impact of
environmental actions, the social responsibility, the economic prosperity, the corporate governance and
the institutional partnerships. This way, corporate social responsibility (CSR) becomes the interface
between business and society [19,20], which ensures sustainable development. By requesting the
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entities to provide detailed information about their actions of responsibility, investors are a major
contributing force to sustainable development [21].

Sustainable reporting also o↵ers new opportunities for corporate sustainability of the real estate
sector [22]. Corporate responsibility is synonymous with responsible real estate investments, which
reveal the implications of sustainability for real estate development and corporate responsibility
strategies [23]. In order to ensure transparency, companies should adopt an integrated approach in
managing the data and information specific to their main activity at all levels of the entity [8]. This can
be achieved by implementing corporate real estate sustainability management (CRESM) that integrates
the economic, social, environmental and institutional aspects of real estate companies [8]. Transparency
in environmental reporting refers to the presentation of the actions and the e�ciency of the measures
taken to monitor and reduce the ecological footprint of the asset portfolio. Regarding social equity,
companies must report, in a transparent manner, the quality of relationships with stakeholders and
the direct social impact of their activities. Corporate governance, a component of the institutional
transparency, aims at presenting the policies and principles that govern the activity of the entity.
Transparent reporting of the economic dimension implies the presentation in a standardised and
faithful manner of the financial position and performance, through a set of indicators relevant to the
decisions of the subjects in relation to the company [24].

Considering the interventions of the various stakeholders during the life cycle of a building and
the poor communication between them, in order to increase the transparency of the information flow
from one phase to another, it is important that the real estate companies communicate the elements
contributing to the creation of the value of the real estate property. Integrated reporting that inspires
more and more real estate business models, adapted to the continuously dynamic socio-economic
environment, can contribute to this objective. Integrated reports serve companies to explain how
the strategy, governance, resources, performance and outlook of the external environment contribute
to creating value in the short-, medium- and long-term [25]. A study by Deloitte [26] shows that
entities in the real estate industry constantly perform in adopting the elements of integrated reporting.
One explanation for this is the large exposure of the industry to the current global trends determined
by the new technologies and the change of regulations.

Due to the voluntary nature of sustainability performance reporting, real estate companies are
facing a lack of a standardised approach of the informational content of sustainability reports [11].
To eliminate this problem of real estate reporting, bodies such as the Carbon Disclosure Project
(CDP), European Association for Investors in Non-Listed Real Estate Vehicles (INREV), European
Public Real Estate Association (EPRA), Global Reporting Initiative (GRI) and Global Real Estate
Sustainability Benchmark (GRESB) propose standardised but voluntary frameworks for presenting
sustainability information.

The EPRA and INREV, coordinating the activity of real estate investments at a European level, have
contributed to revolutionising the transparency of information on real estate performance. Therefore,
they are recognised as important institutions for the internationalisation of the European real estate
markets [27]. Equally important is the role of rating agencies, such as the GRESB, in increasing the
quality of information related to the sustainability of real estate development [27]. Meanwhile, GRI and
CDP are organisations that build guidelines for preparing and presenting non-financial information
for all industries, but also o↵er specialised recommendations on industrial segments.

By adopting the Directive 2014/95/EU, the EU Member States impose non-financial reporting
obligations on all public interest companies, with over 500 employees, including real estate companies,
whose securities are traded on the stock exchange. The Directive gives companies the flexibility
to publish relevant sustainability information, giving them the opportunity to choose between
international, European or national standards. As a recommendation, the European Commission
refers to the reporting framework proposed by the UN Global Compact initiative, which calls on
companies to align their strategies and operations with the universal principles of human rights,
labour, environment and anti-corruption, and to propose innovative measures to achieve the SDGs [28].
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In this way, the 17 SDGs o↵er businesses a new framework for translating global needs and ambitions
into business solutions [29] and new tools for managing current environmental, social and economic
challenges [6].

Increased European policies on sustainability explain the increase in the number of real estate
companies that engage in sustainability practices [11]. In general, researchers believe that businesses
operating in industries heavily impacted by sustainability regulations are more involved in the CSR
reporting [30]. The construction sector is the largest energy consumer in the EU because 75% of
the buildings of the EU states are characterised by energy ine�ciency, and in order to develop a
climate-neutral, long-term economy, a set of modern and reconditioned buildings is needed [31].
In order to increase the energy performance and decarbonisation of buildings, the EU has established a
legislative framework through the Directive 2018/844/EU, which provides for long-term, ambitious
commitments, such as: reducing greenhouse gas emissions by at least 40% by 2030, increasing the share
of energy consumption from renewable sources and transforming the existing buildings into nearly
zero-energy buildings. The transposition of the directive by the Member States by March 2020 will
have a strong impact on the future of the European construction industry, as real estate companies will
have to adapt their technological process to climate actions. Research conducted by the GRESB [32]
shows that in 2018, only 2 of 903 companies from 64 countries report portfolios of real estate assets
with zero energy consumption, obtained by using renewable energy and carbon o↵setting operations.
The study also states that more and more companies are setting internal goals for achieving zero
emission performance, demonstrated by building certification.

The new building standardisation, evaluation and certification programs contribute to the
guidance, demonstration and documentation of the e↵orts to provide sustainable and high-performance
buildings. The certificates of the buildings issued by the rating agencies have become important
sources of information for potential buyers and tenants. They provide credible signals about the
performance of a building, thus contributing to reducing information asymmetry in the commercial
real estate industry. Empirical evidence shows that reporting information through environmental
certificates helps to increase the financial performance of commercial real estate [33]. Thus, sustainable
development may be achieved through the implementation and the application of the sustainable
building assessment tools ([34], (p. 120)).

Although the interest of real estate companies in reporting non-financial information is
increasing, research on the reporting modalities practiced by these companies is very limited.
Rashidfarokhi et al. [11], reviewing the existing studies, highlight the following conclusion: in the field
of sustainable reporting, the real estate sector is overtaken by the other sectors. In addition, there is no
consistent approach regarding the standardised publication of non-financial information, information
about auditing and stakeholder involvement, and information on environmental performance is most
commonly reported by the European real estate companies.

3. Methodological Approach to Content Analysis

The research method used to assess the extent to which real estate companies participate in the
development of sustainability is content analysis. This method is very popular among researchers due
to its flexibility of use and systematic structure [16,35,36]. Content analysis is frequently applied in
exploring the annual and sustainability reports of companies [16,37,38]. Given the limited literature
on sustainable real estate reporting [11], according to the recommendations of Elo and Kungäs [39],
qualitative content analysis was applied, based on an interpretative–inductive, epistemological
approach. According to this type of analysis, the research questions guide the collection and analysis
of the data [40]. The logic of the content analysis design is shown in Figure 1 [37,40].

Based on the research questions formulated in the introduction of the research, the methodology
comprises the following stages: defining the sample, choosing the analysis method, describing the
coding system and interpreting the results.
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3.1. Sample Definition

In order to avoid the problems caused by the inconsistency of the documents [41], the sample of
reports is extracted from a single source, namely from the extended database provided by the GRI.
This includes over 56,000 published SRs since 1999, of which almost 60% are in compliance with the
GRI [42]. The large number of reports prepared according to the methodology proposed by the GRI
confirms the opinions of many researchers and institutions regarding the wide applicability of the GRI
standards in sustainable reporting worldwide [4,5,43]. In addition, the database provides information
on compliance with other reporting frameworks (for example: Organisation for Economic Co-operation
and Development (OECD) Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises, UN Global Compact and its
principles, Carbon Disclosure Project (CDP), International Finance Corporation (IFC) Performance
Standards, International Organization for Standardization (ISO) 26000, UN Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs)) and external information assurance (for example: purpose of insurance, provider, level
of insurance, standards insurance used, etc.).

In order to appreciate the extent to which the EU real estate entities contribute to the achievement
of the 17 SDGs, the reports published from 2016 onwards, 2016 being the first reporting year after
the SDGs’ adoption, were extracted from the GRI database. As a result, 124 reports from 78 real
estate companies remained. Given the main objective of the study, only the reports referring to the
SDGs were selected from the initial sample, namely, 41 reports issued by 18 entities (23% of the initial
number of real estate companies). Of these, two entities from Finland and Sweden were eliminated
because their sustainability reports for the financial year of 2016 are not published in English. The final
sample consists of 39 observations from 16 real estate entities headquartered in Western EU countries
(see Appendix A), which highlights the poor illustration of the SDGs in real estate.

Sweden is the leader in reporting according to the SDGs, being represented in the sample by
6 real estate entities with 17 SRs. Belgium comes second with 2 entities and 5 SRs, followed by
Finland (3 SRs), France (3 SRs), Great Britain (3 SRs), Germany (2 SRs), The Netherlands (2 RSs),
Portugal (2 SRs) and Austria (1 SR) and Greece (1 SR), with one entity each. Even though sustainability
practices often vary between countries [44], the GRI, our data source, “provides a unified standard
for sustainability reporting” that “allows us to compare information and engage in benchmarking
between various organisations” and over time [16] (p. 1473). Of these extracted entities, 10 are real
estate owners and developers, and 6 are organised as real estate investment trusts (REITs). All entities
have majority private equity and are listed on the stock exchange, except two entities located in Finland
and Sweden that are state-owned. In terms of size, large entities (10) prevail, multinationals and small
and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) being represented by 3 entities.

Based on their core operations, most companies develop commercial spaces, o�ce buildings,
logistical centres and houses for sale or rent which, in 2018, generated an average turnover of EUR
706.63 million. For most of the companies, over 90% of the revenues come from the rental of real estate
assets held in order to produce income from rents and/or the appreciation of the invested capital. Such
properties are accounted for in accordance with IAS 40 Investment property in the real estate investment
account, whose average value in 2018 was equal to EUR 4196.67 million for normal real estate entities
and EUR 7279.08 million for REITs. In these companies, the real estate investments weigh more than
95% of the total fixed assets and they have an average occupancy rate of almost 100%.
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3.2. Content Analysis Process and Coding System

The selected SRs’ content was studied using content analysis based on a coding system. As this
method provides the researcher with flexibility in structuring the analysis process [16,45], the stages
of the analysis were designed to allow for the identification of the answers to the research questions.
One of the requirements of this analysis is the repeated reading of the documents for a higher knowledge
of the data [45]. Initially, the SRs were read in their entirety in order to form an overview of the
documents and to identify the sections dedicated to the SDGs. Subsequently, the sections thus delimited
were read several times to correlate the text of the reports with the established codes. Based on these
considerations, the analysis process consisted of completing the steps presented in Table 1, using the
conventional and coordinated content analysis, proposed by Hsieh and Shannon [45].

Table 1. Stages of the analysis process of the contents of sustainability reports.

Conventional Approach

Stage 1. Generalities about the Studied SRs

(a) Type, structure and dimension of the SRs
(b) The reporting framework used
(c) Independent external insurance

Coordinated Approach

Stage 2. Reporting Regarding SDGs

(a) Reporting modalities
(b) Prioritising objectives
(c) Assessment of the reporting quality
(d) Contributions to SDGs achievement

Source: own representation. SRs—sustainability reports; SDGs—Sustainable Development Goals.

At the completion of the first stage, the conventional approach of content analysis was applied, the
main purpose of which was to describe a certain phenomenon based on the texts studied [45]. At the first
reading, information extracted from the SRs regarded: the type, structure, size, reporting frameworks
and independent external insurance. This helped to outline an overview of the documents studied.

In the first part of the second stage, the relevance of the SDGs was studied for defining the strategy,
carrying out current operations and the involvement of stakeholders. Subsequently, the priority goals
of the real estate entities were identified and evaluated according to the quality of the reporting.
One may assume that frequency indicates the importance of the subject matter [46]. But, as the
sustainability reporting research states that the quantity of disclosure does not indicate what is actually
being disclosed [47], we examined both the amount of disclosure and the quality of the data disclosed.
Examining the relative emphasis on each theme and the location of reported information is the
approach most likely to study the quality of reporting and to yield meaningful results [47]. In this
respect, a coordinated approach of the content analysis, aimed at coding text based on a system of
categories and codes, was applied. This system was initially established according to the literature
recommendations, and later on, it was supplemented with new codes imposed by the information
revealed by the reading [45]. The NVivo qualitative data processing software (version 12) was used to
organise the coding system.

In order to increase the reliability of the qualitative data analysis, the categories and the related
codes were selected according to well-founded literature [11,48]. Several authors [46,47] consider
selecting disclosure categories and codes from well-grounded relevant literature as an e�cient method
to increase the reliability in recording and analysing data. Thus, the categories are represented by
the 17 SDGs, and the corresponding codes are built according to the targets set by the UN for each
goal and customised for the real estate field. When formulating the codes, the GRI and UN Global
Compact [49] recommendations regarding the prioritisation of SDGs by entities according to the risks
and benefits for society and the environment were also taken into account. Therefore, the codes
were correlated with the real estate specificity, depending on the development of the land, the use of
resources, the production of waste and the working practices throughout the life cycle of real estate [8].
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For example, the SDG 7—A↵ordable and clean energy was represented by two codes—energy
e�ciency and renewable energy, as the key objective of the energy union strategy, were adopted
in 2015 by the EU to facilitate the transition from fossil fuels towards cleaner energy and to reduce
the greenhouse gas emissions [50]. As buildings are the single largest energy consumer in Europe,
by improving energy performance of buildings, the EU can more readily achieve its energy and climate
goals [50]. Therefore, the role of the real estate sector in achieving SDG 7 is crucial and we would expect
entities to prioritise this goal. Following the study of the sections dedicated to SDG 7, all qualitative
and quantitative information related to energy e�ciency and renewable energy was recorded in the
corresponding codes created in NVivo.

Another goal that we expected to be frequently reported by the real estate entities was SDG
11—Sustainable cities and communities, whose targets are orientated towards the construction of cities
and human settlements which are inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable. In order to appreciate the
engagement of the real estate entities with this goal, the qualitative and quantitative information was
coded, sentence by sentence, in the following codes: construction of safe, accessible and decent housing
and workspaces, projects for inclusive and sustainable urbanisation, e↵orts to protect the cultural and
natural heritage and ensuring access to inclusive and sustainable public green spaces. These codes
correspond to the targets 11.1, 11.3, 11.4 and 11.7 of the SDG 11, agreed upon by the UN members [51].

The codes of the other goals of the 2030 Agenda were designed according to the same logic based
on literature as the SDGs 7 and 11, explained above (see Appendix B). As several authors recognise
that the environmental sustainability performance is the most common type of information reported
by the real estate entities in Europe [11], we expect the goals related to clean water and sanitation
(SDG 6), a↵ordable and clean energy (SDG 7), responsible consumption and production (SDG 12) and
climate action (SDG 13) to be mostly integrated in the strategies of the real estate entities.

As we mentioned earlier that the quantity of disclosure does not indicate what is actually being
disclosed [52], we also assessed the quality of the SDGs reporting. To determine the quality of the SDGs
reporting prioritised by real estate entities, the goals were evaluated by a score from 1 to 5 [6,53], where:

1. The entity declares the importance of the SDGs, but without including certain aspirations.
2. The entity declares the importance of the SDGs and includes qualitative aspirations for

achieving them.
3. The entity identifies quantitative key performance indicators (KPIs) for the relevant SDGs.
4. The entity identifies KPIs and quantitative targets for the relevant SDGs.
5. The entity correlates KPIs assigned priority SDGs with the impact on the company.

4. Results and Discussions Regarding SDGs Reporting

4.1. Results of Stage 1: Generalities about the Studied SRs

The studied reports di↵er depending on the type, structure and size, because each entity presents
its sustainability information in a personalised way, according to its own business model, which
a↵ects the comparability of the information. In 14 of the 39 SRs studied, the information on corporate
responsibility is presented in separate reports, the rest of the SRs include it in the annual reports
alongside financial statements. In 84% of the annual reports, real estate entities integrate financial and
non-financial information in order to demonstrate how they create short-, medium- and long-term
value for stakeholders. As integrated reports are important sources of information for the stakeholders
involved in the life cycle of real estate, real estate entities’ interest in adopting integrated reporting
elements is growing steadily [26] as evidenced by the fact that 81% of the integrated reports analysed
refer to the most recent financial years (2017 and 2018).

From the point of view of the volumetric sustainability disclosure [54], entities present information
on CSR, on average, in approximately 105 pages. Considering that the size of the reports without
financial statements ranges from 36 pages to 183 pages, this number (105) illustrates di↵erent levels of
sustainability communication [55]. In terms of general structure, the SRs start with the message of the
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executive director and continue with the presentation of the profile of the entity, main results, strategy,
business model, mission, values, dialogue with stakeholders, economic, social and environmental
priorities and corporate governance. They generally end with the correspondence between the
published information and the requirements of the applied reporting framework. The order of
presenting this information di↵ers from one report to another, depending on the entities’ experience
in non-financial reporting. Currently, technological innovations o↵er entities new creative solutions
for impact presentation of the whole “story”, such as: improved accessibility of information through
hyperlinks, online tools that allow the selection of relevant sections for stakeholders, integration of
interactive functions to energize information graphics, insertion of short videos, etc. [56]. The use of
digital instruments by real estate entities is relatively limited, as external submissions are accessible
with a single click in only 51% of the studied SRs and the internal references and inserted markers are
active in only 23% of the SRs (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Sustainable reporting frameworks used by real estate entities. Source: own representation
based on reports analysis. GRI Standards—Global Reporting Initiative (GRI) Sustainability Reporting
Standards; GRI-G4—G4 Sustainability Reporting Guidelines (the fourth generation of the GRI
Guidelines); GHG—Greenhouse Gas Protocol; EPRA—European Public Real Estate Association;
GRESB—Global Real Estate Sustainability Benchmark; CRESD—Construction and Real Estate Sector
Disclosures in accordance with the G4 Guidelines; CDP—Carbon Disclosure Project; UNGC—United
Nations Global Compact.

All the reports of the analysed real estate entities comply with the requirements on the disclosure
of information defined by the GRI Standards for sustainability reporting, for the “in accordance-core”
option. Forty-four percent of the SRs were compiled using the GRI-G4 guide, most of them in 2016
(11 SRs), and 56% were prepared according to the new GRI standards (2016: 2 SRs, 2017: 10 SRs
and 2018: 10 SRs) (Figure 2). The fact that all SRs analysed are compiled using GRI guidelines and
standards reduces the problems related to heterogeneity, thus increasing the data comparability [16].
In preparing 56% of the SRs, the entities also took into account the recommendations of the GRI-G4
guide specific to the sector of construction and real estate (CRESD—Construction and Real Estate
Sector Disclosures), although this has become optional since the adoption of the GRI standards. In 41%
of the SRs, the entities expressed their commitment to respect the 10 principles of the UN Global
Compact (UNGC) regarding human rights, labour standards, environment and anti-corruption.

Many of the real estate entities, especially the listed ones, present sustainability information
according to the standards of representative institutions in the field, such as EPRA and GRESB
(Figure 2). Thus, in 62% of the SRs, real estate companies calculate and report environmental,
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social and governance performance indicators according to the EPRA Sustainability Best Practices
Recommendations Guidelines methodology. In 59% of the SRs, the entities declare their agreement to
participate in the GRESB survey on the evaluation of the portfolios of real estate assets according to
the dimensions of sustainability. In addition, to demonstrate the e�ciency of the measures to reduce
the impact of real estate investments on the environment, companies publish detailed quantitative
information on: the sources of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions according to the GHG Protocol standard
(67% of the SRs), the environmental risk according to the CDP (47% of SRs) and the contribution to the
Paris Agreement on limiting global warming to 2 �C (41% of SRs).

In order to increase the confidence of stakeholders in the credibility, completeness and significance
of the sustainability information, more and more real estate entities resort to an external assurance
provider: 72% of the studied SRs include the declaration of an external auditor. Because external
insurance is an indicator of legitimacy and commitment to sustainable development [57,58], the auditor’s
independence and expertise, the purpose of the mission, the expressed opinion and the assurance
standards are considered important aspects of reporting credibility [38,59]. In 89% of the audited
reports, the insurance missions were carried out by the experts of the “Big Four”, but in most cases
(54%), their purpose was to express opinions regarding certain sections of SRs and not on the full
report. Most SRs have a limited level of assurance according to the International Standard for Insurance
Missions (ISAE 3000) (89% of cases) and/or national assurance standards (25% of cases). These findings
match the results obtained by Jones et al. [60] following the analysis of the sustainability reports of the
vast majority of Europe’s leading property companies. The authors stress that the “limited” external
assurance reduces the reliability and credibility of the European property companies’ sustainability
reports, but looking to the future, “growing stakeholder pressure may force leading property companies
to [ . . . ] commission more comprehensive external assurance as systematic and integral elements in
the reporting process” [60] (p. 165).

Following the analysis of the reports according to their characteristics (type, size, structure,
reporting frameworks, external insurance), we can conclude that there is a moderate level of
transparency of information on corporate responsibility in the real estate field. The average utilisation
rate of auxiliary reporting frameworks, equal to 53%, indicates the relatively low involvement of the
EU real estate companies in sustainable development.

4.2. Results of Stage 2: Reporting over SDGs

Eleven of the 16 entities analysed chose to mention, from the first reporting year after the UN
targets were set, the SDGs that correlated the best with their activity. Most of them continued this
practice in the following years. These results highlight the receptivity of the real estate domain to the
global problems of sustainability. However, in only 41% of the studied reports, the CEO communicates
the relevance of the SDGs for the business and society (Figure 3). The lack of mention of the SDGs
in the discourse of the executive directors could be a signal of the weak integration of the goals in
the overall strategy of the entity [6], a fact confirmed by the very low rate (13%) of the reports in
which the entities describe their role in their business model. Therefore, we assume that the SDGs
are, to certain extent, adopted at a declarative level and are not necessarily materialised in actions
generating valuable e↵ects for the sustainable development. The SDGs are mentioned mainly in the
sections dedicated to the sustainability agenda (79%), whose presentation is not correlated with the
rest of the content of the report (54% of cases).

The real estate entities give priority, on average, to 8 of the 17 SDGs (Table 2), which means that
more than half of the goals are neglected by them. However, the number of goals chosen varies widely
from one entity to another, the standard deviation being 4.57. While some entities only discuss the
relevance of the objectives (5%), without referring to a particular SDG, others communicate about
all SDGs (7.7%), highlighting the contribution of their activity to achieving the goals. This situation
is characteristic of most fields of activity (energy, utilities and mining, financial services, industrial
products, retail and consumer, technology, media and telecoms, transport and logistics), as shown
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by the results of the study conducted by PricewaterhouseCoopers (PwC) [6,53]. In order to present
the relevant goals, the companies allocate, on average, about 17 pages of the report, which represent
14.14% of the SR (1.85 pages/SDG), to describe how they support the achievement of the SDGs.Sustainability 2020, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 10 of 25 
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics on SDGs reporting.

Variable Observations Mean Standard Deviation Min Max

Number of SDGs reported 39 7.77 4.57 0 17
Number of pages dedicated to the SDGs 39 17.26 22.34 1 72

% SR dedicated to the SDGs 39 14.14 15.63 0.74 52.17
Pages/SDG 38 1.85 1.80 0.07 6.27

Source: own representation based on reports analysis.

SDG 11—Sustainable cities and communities (87%), SDG 13—Climate action (77%), SDG
7—A↵ordable and clean energy (69%), SDG 8—Decent work and economic growth (68%) and
SDG 12—Responsible consumption and production (64%) are the goals most frequently prioritised by
the real estate entities in the EU, while SDG 1—No poverty (11%), SDG 2—Zero hunger (11%) and SDG
14—Life below water (11%) occupy the last places in the priorities of real estate companies (Figure 4).

This ranking, which confirms our expectations, is the consequence of relating the field of activity
to the specificity of each SDG rather than the result of an in-depth analysis of the role of economic
activity on each goal [53]. In addition, the minimum SRs rate of 8%, in which there are references to
the targets set by the UN, confirms the superficiality of the entities in setting the sustainability goals,
since they are set at the SDG level and not at the target level. There is a clear alignment between
the priority goals of the real estate entities and their business strategies, because they are already
mature enough to adapt their portfolio of assets to the stakeholders’ requirements in order to keep
up with the expectations of the constantly changing society. In this context, we note the significant
interest of the entities in engaging with stakeholders in various long-term partnerships to achieve the
goals (e.g., SDG 17 is relevant in 51% of the SRs of the real estate business). Through such initiatives,
businesses contribute to improving the level of communication throughout the life cycle of real estate.

When reporting on the SDGs, real estate entities tend toward qualitative rather than quantitative
dissemination, as indicated by the average quality score equal to 2.99 out of 5 (Table 3). Many analysed
companies identify quantitative KPIs but present their aspirations for sustainability in a qualitative
way without correlating them with the impact on society. If, in 2017, the quality score increased by
15% compared to the previous year, in the following financial year, it registered a slight decrease of
about 2%, highlighting the poor progress in terms of reporting the e↵ects of real estate activities on
sustainability. According to the analysis of variance (ANOVA), there are no statistically significant
quality di↵erences between listed and unlisted entities (F (1, 35) = 0.03, p-value = 0.8744), between
large, multinational entities and SMEs (F (2, 34) = 2.69, p-value = 0.0823), between externally assured
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and uninsured reports (F (1, 35) = 3.55, p-value = 0.0680), and between the companies that carry out
real estate activities in the normal regime and those of the type REITs (F (1, 35) = 0.08, p-value = 0.7791).
These results can be attributed to the voluntary nature of non-financial reporting and to the lack of
convergence of sustainable reporting practices in the field.
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Figure 4. Ranking of the SDGs based on the SRs issued by EU real estate entities. SDG 11—Sustainable
cities and communities (87%), SDG 13—Climate action (77%), SDG 7—A↵ordable and clean energy
(69%), SDG 8—Decent work and economic growth (68%), SDG 12—Responsible consumption and
production (64%), SDG 17—Partnerships for the goals (51%), SDG 9—Industry, innovation and
infrastructure (47%), SDG 6—Clean water and sanitation (47%), SDG 5—Gender equality (45%), SDG
3—Good health and well-being (42%), SDG 4—Quality education (39%), SDG 15—Life on land (31%),
SDG 10—Reduced inequalities (29%), SDG 16—Peace, justice and strong institutions (21%), SDG
14—Life below water (11%), SDG 2—Zero hunger (11%) and SDG 1—No poverty (11%). Source: own
representation based on reports analysis.

Instead, there are major quality di↵erences in terms of reporting the goals relevant to real estate
activities. The results show that the top goals are not necessarily the best reported. For example, SDG
6—Clean water and sanitation, ranked eighth in the ranking of priorities, registered the highest average
quality score equal to 3.94 (Figure 5), which indicates the presence of the KPIs and the quantitative
targets, which are correlated with the significance of the goal. The analysis shows that real estate
entities are mainly concerned with streamlining the management of water consumption throughout
the life cycle of buildings, monitoring the quantity and intensity of water in real time by user segments
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and increasing the percentage of wastewater use. To this end, real estate companies set quantitative
targets, such as the annual reduction of water consumption by 0.7%–3%/m2 by 2030.

Table 3. Descriptive statistics on the quality of SDGs reporting.

SDGs Observations Mean Standard Deviation Min Max

SDG 1 4 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
SDG 2 4 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
SDG 3 16 3.50 1.26 1.00 5.00
SDG 4 15 3.27 1.16 1.00 5.00
SDG 5 17 3.59 1.00 2.00 5.00
SDG 6 18 3.94 1.06 1.00 5.00
SDG 7 27 3.81 1.33 1.00 5.00
SDG 8 26 3.54 1.27 1.00 5.00
SDG 9 18 3.44 1.82 1.00 5.00

SDG 10 11 3.36 1.03 2.00 5.00
SDG 11 34 2.94 1.59 1.00 5.00
SDG 12 25 3.76 1.16 1.00 5.00
SDG 13 30 3.37 1.71 1.00 5.00
SDG 14 4 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
SDG 15 12 2.17 1.59 1.00 5.00
SDG 16 8 3.75 0.46 3.00 4.00
SDG 17 20 1.90 0.85 1.00 4.00

SDG 2016 12 2.73 1.34 1.00 4.29
SDG 2017 14 3.14 0.93 1.67 4.60
SDG 2018 11 3.08 0.81 1.67 4.67
Average
Quality 37 2.99 1.03 1.00 4.67

Source: own representation based on reports analysis.
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Figure 5. The quality of the SDG reporting. The average scores of each SDG, based on priority, are:
SDG 11—Sustainable cities and communities (2.94), SDG 13—Climate action (3.37), SDG 7—A↵ordable
and clean energy (3.81), SDG 8—Decent work and economic growth (3.54), SDG 12—Responsible
consumption and production (3.76), SDG 17—Partnerships for the goals (1.90), SDG 9—Industry,
innovation and infrastructure (3.44), SDG 6—Clean water and sanitation (3.94), SDG 5—Gender
equality (3.59), SDG 3—Good health and well-being (3.50), SDG 4—Quality education (3.27), SDG
15—Life on land (2.17), SDG 10—Reduced inequalities (3.36), SDG 16—Peace, justice and strong
institutions (3.75), SDG 14—Life below water (1.00), SDG 2—Zero hunger (1.00) and SDG 1—No
poverty (1.00). Source: own representation based on reports analysis.
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The following goals also have higher values than the average score related to the quality of the
SDGs reporting: a↵ordable and clean energy (SDG 7: 3.81), responsible consumption and production
(SDG 12: 3.76), peace, justice and strong institutions (SDG 16: 3.75), gender equality (SDG 5: 3.59),
decent work and economic growth (SDG 8: 3.54) and good health and well-being (SDG 3: 3.50). Most
real estate entities correlate these goals deemed relevant with several KPIs and quantitative targets in
order to dynamically compare the impact of their activity on the sustainable development.

In this respect, for SDG 7, the entities report the total energy consumption of the real estate
portfolio, the amount of energy consumed by the heating and cooling systems, the energy intensity of
the buildings and the share of the energy used from renewable sources (hydraulic energy, energy from
biomass, solar energy, wind energy, geothermal energy). In order to increase the energy e�ciency,
the entities aim to supply their building portfolios with 100% renewable energy, by: installing solar
panels, photovoltaic panels, wind turbines and geothermal energy-based systems, buying energy
produced from emission-neutral fuels of carbon dioxide (CO2), providing customers with cogeneration
units and green energy at a↵ordable prices and introducing green clauses in space leasing contracts.
The average rate of renewable energy produced or purchased by the analysed companies is 56%,
and in some cases, it exceeds 98%. In addition, through the design, construction, renovation and
management of high-energy performance real estate, entities contribute to achieving the EU objective
of decarbonising buildings.

The information regarding the quantity of gas emissions generated by the buildings can be found
in the sections dedicated to SDG 13, whose average quality score of 3.37 indicates the presence of
quantitative KPIs and the lack of value-expressed targets. This situation reflects, in fact, the challenges of
measuring the emissions from real estate constructions due to the lack of an internationally harmonised
calculation and reporting methodology [61]. Hirsch et al. [61] show that 50% of the European investors,
whose total real estate investments are worth EUR 260 billion, do not consider decarbonisation an
important topic of discussion in the agenda of their boards, 18% do not evaluate the carbon emissions
risks generated by their portfolios of real estate assets and 32% evaluate them only partially. Confirming
their study, we found that most entities focus only on measuring CO2 emissions from current activity,
with 87% of the SRs reporting the value of direct (scope 1) and indirect gas consumption (scope 2).
However, to achieve total decarbonisation, more advanced techniques for measuring the gas emissions
generated by the entire life cycle of real estate properties are needed. For this purpose, the GHG
Protocol standard introduced scope 3. Due to the lack of full control over the rented spaces, the real
estate entities have di�culties in quantifying the indirect emissions (scope 3), which is why only 56%
of the analysed reports provide information about them.

Real estate entities are quite concerned about their consumption and production models, correlating
SDG 12 with specific indicators and targets to describe the extent to which they contribute to achieving
this objective, as shown by the quality score equal to 3.76 out of 5. In 88% of the 25 SRs in which
SDG 12 is prioritised, the entities refer to the sustainable management and e�cient use of natural
resources, declaring the source, quality and quantity of raw materials consumed. Most companies
design production and consumption models that integrate the principles of the circular economy.
Thus, in 64% of the SRs which underline the relevance of SDG 12, the entities report on waste
management throughout the life cycle of buildings, proposing the reduction by 2–4 kg/m2 of the built
area construction waste and by 24–29 kg/m2 of the built-up area of unsorted waste. Annually, businesses
recycle on average 53% of the waste produced by property portfolios, but their goal is to achieve a
recycling rate of 63%–80%. In order to inspire all stakeholders to contribute to the overall sustainability
goals, in 48% of the SRs, the entities promote various practices to sensitise tenants and employees in
reducing energy and water consumption and selecting waste, and to achieve long-term environment
commitments with their suppliers regarding the integration of environmental and social criteria.

Social SDGs 3–5, 8 and 10 registered scores above average for reporting quality (3.27–3.59 out of
5), indicating that entities generally identify quantitative KPIs, and in some cases, set relevant value
targets. These SDGs largely reflect the concerns of real estate entities for the health and well-being



Sustainability 2020, 12, 798 14 of 24

of their employees, for ensuring equal opportunities, prospects for professional development and
decent workplaces, equipped with modern technology to increase their productivity and creativity.
They hardly reflect the e↵ects of the activities performed on strengthening sustainable communities.
In general, the entities descriptively correlate the activity carried out with its social impact, mentioning
the role of the constructions, according to the criteria of demand, in the development of the community.
In 56% of the analysed SRs, the entities report, as part of SDG 8, the direct, indirect and induced
economic impact on the local communities, through the created jobs, the taxes paid and the value
contribution to the formation of the GDP.

In order to improve the quality of life through the created supply of living and working spaces,
real estate entities contribute to the construction of sustainable cities and communities, which is why
for 87% of the SRs, SDG 11 is the priority goal. However, the average level of the quality score of
the reported information for this goal is 2.94, below the mean value of the SDG reporting quality.
Most entities set their targets qualitatively, and sometimes, in order to highlight the progress of their
initiative in sustainable development, they refer to relevant quantitative indicators (for example: area of
renovated buildings, value of investments, number and area of certified buildings, number of parking
places for bicycles, etc.). Following the upward trend of the urban population, 88% of the SRs set
SDG 11 as a priority, which means that real estate companies describe their intentions and the actions
initiated to consolidate the inclusive and sustainable urbanisation. Creating smart cities, working
spaces and homes, ensuring urban balance and rebuilding cities are the most common ambitions
of the real estate entities. Actions initiated in this regard include: the design and development of
multifunctional urban neighbourhoods and dynamic hybrid cities, capitalisation of urban free land
according to the best use, restoration of existing buildings, promotion of the use of alternative means
of transport, etc. In addition to these measures, real estate entities invest in: housing located in the
proximity of urban centres, which is a↵ordable to the population with low and medium incomes,
common workspaces with flexible rental terms, digital technologies and building certification.

Even though the third-party certification of buildings, mostly environmental, is a clear proof of
how the performance of a building ensures the sustainable development of the communities and thus
contributes to the achievement of the SDGs 3, 7–9, 11–13, 15 and 17 [62], the analysed SRs analysed
show a lack of synergy between the purpose of certifying the buildings and the prioritised sustainable
goals. In only 15% of reports, the real estate companies present their e�cient buildings certification as
a measure of contributing to the clean energy (SDG 7), sustainable cities and communities (SDG 11),
responsible consumption and production (SDG 12) and climate action (SDG 13). This fact can be the
consequence of a lack of a current sustainable building assessment tool for describing the relationship
between its benchmark criteria for sustainable buildings and the SDGs [63]. In addition, there are
multiple green building rating and certification systems that make the data incomparable between
markets [64]. However, in over 50% of the analysed reports, the entities certify their buildings in
each life-cycle phase according to the Building Research Establishment Environmental Assessment
Methodology (BREEAM), which is the prevailing assessment method in Europe [65]. Nevertheless, as
the labelling tools of buildings include mostly environmental criteria, the economic, institutional and
social features of buildings are rarely considered in these methods, which distorts the definition of
sustainable development clearly reflected through the 17 SDGs [65].

Also, several companies (35% of the SRs in which SDG 11 is prioritised) take measures to protect
the natural and cultural heritage, so as to ensure the access of all to the green and safe public spaces,
such as: designing new buildings respecting the architectural style of old buildings, avoiding the use
of agricultural land for new constructions, creating green terraces in the urban environment, paying
compensatory taxes for the creation of green spaces in alternative areas, etc.

The institutional dimension of sustainability expressed by SDGs 16 and 17 is relatively visible in
the SRs of real estate entities. Of the two, the institution goal (SDG 16) is the best represented in terms
of reporting, with an average quality score of 3.75. Given the high sensitivity of the real estate sector
to corruption and bribery [8], in 88% of the SRs in which SDG 16 is relevant, anti-corruption actions
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are promoted through corporate governance actions, such as: clear delimitation of tasks, consultation
of an adequate number of suppliers, internal and external audit, systematic control of workers and
construction works, application of activity guides, real estate agents remuneration, implementation
of internal systems for reporting irregularities, etc. The medium score for SDG 17 of 1.90 indicates
the predominantly qualitative approach in presenting the partnerships concluded with the aim of
completing the e↵orts for sustainable development.

The first two goals of sustainability are the least prioritised and disclosed, with the quality score
of 1 indicating the lack of concrete actions to achieve these SDGs. This situation may be a consequence
of the fact that the management of many entities considers SDGs 1 and 2 to be the priorities of the
public institutions rather than of the business environment [6].

The exploration of the SRs published by the real estate entities in the EU highlights the following:
the correspondence of the SDGs with the core operations, the di↵erent approach in reporting the
priority objectives, the poor quality of the reporting, the lack of links between the KPIs assigned to the
priority SDGs and the impact on the community.

5. Summary and Concluding Discussion

Starting from the 17 SDGs through which the UN draws attention to the most urgent global
issues of sustainability and the need for cohesion of everyone’s e↵orts to solve them, we set out to
study how the real estate entities in the EU align with these objectives. The fact that sustainability
in the real estate sector revolves in a vicious circle was an additional motivation for this research.
Following an interpretative–inductive approach, the study qualitatively explored 39 sustainability
reports published by real estate entities to evaluate sustainability commitments. The SRs are the main
sources of documentation for stakeholders about the role of entities in society. In addition, to assess
the depth with which entities report their sustainability commitments, we used a reporting quality
score, based on a set of indicators correlated with sustainability goals.

Studying the GRI database, the source of the analysed SRs, we noticed the weak participation of
the real estate entities in reporting on the corporate responsibility in comparison with other economic
sectors. Companies from the Western EU countries are the most active in the non-financial reporting,
most of them in Sweden. CEE countries are the least represented in the GRI database, which highlights
a low level of transparency of corporate sustainability. However, this situation may be the consequence
of the predominant organisation of real estate activities in the form of SMEs which, according to the
Directive 2014/95/EU, are not forced to present non-financial information. Nevertheless, the interest of
entities in disclosing their non-financial performance through SRs is increasing, especially in the SMEs.
In addition, in order to legitimise the activity carried out and to assure stakeholders of the credibility
of the reported information, the real estate entities pay special attention to the preparation of the SRs
by aligning them with the GRI standards, known for their wide use, and by externally assuring the
non-financial reporting.

The results of the study showed that although more and more real estate entities are expressing
their interest in sustainable development, there is still a large gap between the intentions assumed and
the real actions undertaken by these companies. Most of them do not have the strategy, culture and
tools needed to turn sustainability commitments into concrete actions. According to the average quality
score (2.99 out of 5), entities use the qualitative approach more when presenting their sustainability
aspirations and report fewer quantitative KPIs to measure the degree of achievement of the priority
SDGs. These results match the findings reported by PwC [6,53] for most of the economic activities.
The companies correlate the actions performed, on average, with 8 of the 17 SDGs. These are rather
associated with the specificity of real estate activity than with the results of an analysis regarding the
actual contribution of the entity to the achievement of each objective. SDG 11, SDG 13, SDG 7, SDG 8
and SDG 12 are the targets most frequently reported by real estate entities, and SDG 1, SDG 2 and SDG
4 are the least commonly encountered in SRs.
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In other words, the ranking of the prioritised SDGs shows, on one hand, the private topics specific
to real estate field and, on the other hand, the topics for which the public institutions have a greater
responsibility as the goals associated with them are less disclosed in the reports of the entities. Among
the private topics of sustainability, we observe the concern of real estate entities about the environmental
issues, especially climate change, carbon emissions and energy consumption, which are actually the
issues that most concern the academic, political and professional representatives [60,66]. Even though
the literature “makes reference to the holistic nature of the sustainability concept” ([60], (p. 746)),
there is “a market tendency to consider buildings with high ratings for environmental performance as
sustainable” ([67], (p. 6)). Because the market recognises sustainability as a competitive factor that
adds value to a property, real estate companies create new strategies and investment fields based on
sustainable principles in order to ensure positive financial outcomes (lower operating costs, higher lease
rates, higher occupancy rates and lower tenant fluctuation). In a broader sense, sustainable real estate
improves the business position and competitiveness of companies, but by disclosing supplementary
key data about business strategy, value chain, risk management, corporate governance, employees,
dialogue with stakeholders, contribution to communities, etc., the entities also diminish the uncertainty
about their future cash flow distribution [68]. In this context, the sustainability reporting is a way to
meet the dynamic demands of the real estate markets.

Among the public issues, to which the real estate entities pay less attention, we mentioned social
issues like poverty, hunger, income inequality, education, health, well-being and gender equality,
and institutional issues, such as peace, justice and strong institutions. Protection of ecosystems, marine
and terrestrial biodiversity are also considered public topics. However, through an in-depth analysis
of all the positive and negative correlations between each SDG and the activity carried out, the entities
can find solutions to reach all the sustainability goals because the 17 SDGs of the 2030 Agenda are
interlinked. Urbanisation (SDG 11) is not the only one to have the impact on resource and material
consumption (SDGs 7, 12) as well as on climate (SDG 13), there are also essential inter-linkages to
ecosystems and biodiversity (SDGs 14, 15) [69]. For example, land-take settlement for the expansion
of residential areas and construction sites across Europe comes at the expense of agricultural zones
(77.8%), forests (14.4%) and semi-natural and natural areas (6.3%), which a↵ects the biodiversity and
ecosystems [69]. To face these environmental challenges, the EU should increase the land use e�ciency.

The global focus of the 2030 Agenda makes its implementation complex, requiring innovative
and close collaboration between the public and the private sectors, civil society and other parties. This
cooperation should be based on the local needs for a greater e�ciency in achieving the SDGs, taking
into account the local nature of the real estate. For example, the urban population growth, the limited
land supply and the higher appreciation of housing prices than incomes have generated a large-scale
housing shortage in several EU cities, such as London, Paris, Stockholm, Helsinki, etc. [70]. In order to
create an adequate supply of social and a↵ordable housing, local authorities and the private sector need
to work together. The major roles of local authorities are to elaborate sustainable policies, assuring an
e�cient urban planning system that aligns with the principles of good density and at the same time,
with the Directive regarding the energy performance of buildings, and to increase the investment in
the residential sector. The participation of the real estate companies in the development of housing
a↵ordability consists of the use of modern methods to speed up the construction, of sustainable
materials and qualified human resources.

The SDGs capture in a detailed and realistic way the broad and complex challenges that the
world faces, which is why the goals need more attention and more resources. Given the major role of
the real estate sector in consolidating sustainable communities, the real estate entities cannot remain
indi↵erent to these challenges. The SDGs must be used in a holistic way as a reference point for real
estate business strategies. The construction and real estate sectors should fully integrate all SDGs
in their business model for a complete transfer from “green buildings” to “sustainable buildings”,
thus incorporating all dimensions of the “quadruple bottom line approach” (environmental, social,
economic and institutional factors). This transformation should begin in the early design phase of the
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construction projects and continue along the whole building life cycle, while fostering constructive
collaboration between the di↵erent stakeholders of building projects.

In order to achieve long-term positive results following the integration of the SDGs,
the communication between stakeholders involved in di↵erent phases of the life cycle of the building
must be transparent. The opacity, the opposite of transparency, is the consequence of the information
asymmetry that generates higher transaction costs, and the public institutions have the legal levers to
manage the information problem, such as: respect for property rights, anti-corruption policies/practices,
robust regulations, e�cient land administration system, safety mechanisms in the construction
permitting system, etc.

The results of our study should be treated with care due to the limitations. The subjective selection
criteria of the entities registered in the GRI database generated a rather small sample that does not
allow the results to be extrapolated to the whole real estate sector. In addition, all the entities analysed
are from EU Western countries, as we did not find any real estate entity from the Eastern EU in the GRI
database. This fact indicates the poor representation of the SDGs in the business models of the real
estate sector from Eastern countries. Many authors highlight that, in general, corporate sustainability
is a relatively new concept for these countries [71], which explains why the level of reporting of
non-financial information in Eastern countries is so low [71]. From the methodological perspective,
the limitation is related to the subjective nature of the content analysis [52], which intervenes in the
creation of the coding system and the evaluation of the reporting quality.

Despite these limitations, we consider that our findings o↵er useful insights about the ways the
SDGs are implemented and perceived by the EU real estate entities, taking into account that to our
knowledge, this is the first paper that analyses the SDG priorities of the EU real estate entities and
appreciates the quality of their SDG reporting. This knowledge allows for a better understanding
of the challenges and opportunities in integrating and implementing the SDGs’ targets in the real
estate sector. Also, the study is useful for the management boards of the companies, o↵ering a mirror
in which their approaches to sustainability reporting and SDG priorities are reflected. This research
should be a signal both for the CEOs who need to lead the engagement on sustainability goals in their
companies and for the policy makers who must create sustainable policies. Moreover, the property
companies should view the SDGs as new opportunities to create value in the long-term, both for their
organisation and for the global community. But for these opportunities to materialise, the entities must
consider the necessary resources for investment in sustainability and the appropriate indicators to
measure the benefits of embedding sustainability within their business models.

Looking to the future, new frameworks for assessing the relationship between the real estate
field and the SDGs are still required. Creating and using more quantitative indicators to monitor
the progress of each goal in the real estate field is also required to inform policy makers and ensure
accountability by all stakeholders. In addition, the proposed framework, together with the indicators,
has to be empirically tested and validated at the company level and after that, at the country and
region level. Also, this study can be extended to more entities from di↵erent countries and regions for
a comparative analysis of the SDGs reporting mode. However, further research is needed in all areas
to highlight the synergic opportunities for the implementation of the SDGs.
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Appendix A

Table A1. Statement of the entities studied at the end of the financial year 2018.

Name Country Organization
Type

Listed/
Non-Listed Sector Size Number of

Employees

Real Estate
Investments
(EUR mil.)

Total
Revenues
(EUR mil.)

Total Fixed
Assets

(EUR mil.)
Reporting Years

Arcadis The
Netherlands Private Listed Real estate owners

and developers MNE 27,354 - 3255.57 1232.70 2017, 2018

Bonava Sweden Private Listed Real estate owners
and developers Large 2075 - 1366.06 70.21 2016, 2017, 2018

Castellum Sweden Private Listed Real estate owners
and developers Large 381 8695.66 543.87 8871.69 2016, 2017, 2018

Conwert
Immobilien

Invest 1
Austria Subsidiary Listed

Real estate owners’
and developers’

spaces
MNE n/a n/a n/a n/a 2016

JM AB Sweden Private Listed Real estate owners
and developers Large 2562 - 1576.02 20.87 2016, 2017, 2018

Kungsleden Sweden Private Listed Real estate owners
and developers Large 109 3383.65 232.59 3385.70 2016, 2017, 2018

Sato Oyj Finland Private Unlisted Real estate owners
and developers SME 218 3875.10 290.40 3903.40 2016, 2017, 2018

Sonae Sierra Portugal Private Listed Real estate owners
and developers Large 1057 2097.00 144.30 2097.00 2017, 2018

Specialfastigheter
Sverige Sweden State owned Unlisted Real estate owners

and developers SME 144 2661.13 208.50 2761.96 2016, 2017, 2018

Wallenstam Sweden Private Listed Real estate owners
and developers MNE 251 4467.49 186.26 4639.42 2017, 2018

Alstria O�ce Germany Private Listed REITs Large 149 3938.86 193.00 4003.51 2016, 2017

Befimmo Belgium Private Listed REITs Large 86 1447.24 144.07 2458.21 2017, 2018

Cofinimmo Belgium Private Listed REITs Large 134 3694.20 212.17 3881.02 2016, 2017, 2018

Covivio France Private Listed REITs Large 922 20,139.34 955.89 22,052.53 2016, 2017, 2018

Grivalia Greece Subsidiary Listed REITs SME 28 1008.23 72.54 1083.07 2017

IntuProperties Great Britain Private Listed REITs Large 2654 7175.78 584.13 8093.21 2016, 2017, 2018

a Organisations are classified based on the EU definitions of size. 1 The Conwert Group was absorbed in 2017 by Vonovia, and data on the financial status of the sub-group at the end of the
financial year 2018 were not found. Source: own representation based on data collected from reports.
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Appendix B

Table A2. Description of categories and related codes.

The Categories Represented by the SDGs Description of Codes

1. No poverty: end of poverty in all its forms 1. Projects to support poor communities.

2. Zero hunger: end hunger, achieve food security
and improved nutrition and promote
sustainable agriculture

1. The e↵orts made for the e�cient planning of
land use according to the needs of the
community and the diversification of the
supply chain.

3. Good health and well-being: ensure healthy
lives and promote well-being for all at all ages

1. Policies to promote the health and well-being of
employees at all levels of the value chain.

2. Measures to promote the health and well-being
of local communities.

4. Quality education: Ensure inclusive and
equitable quality education and promote
lifelong learning opportunities for all

1. Lifelong learning opportunities at all levels of
the value chain.

2. Skills to support the future needs of
the business.

5. Gender equality: achieve gender equality and
empower all women and girls

1. Equal pay for women and men for the
same work.

2. Representation of women in
leadership positions.

6. Clean water and sanitations: ensure access to
water and sanitation for all

1. Water use e�ciency.
2. Proportion of wastewater treatment.

7. A↵ordable and clean energy: ensure access to
a↵ordable, reliable, sustainable and
modern energy

1. Improving energy e�ciency.
2. Share of the renewable source energy usage.

8. Decent work and economic growth: promote
inclusive and sustainable economic growth,
employment and decent work for all

1. Economic impact on the community.
2. Increasing labour productivity by creating

decent and modern workspaces.

9. Industry, innovation and infrastructure: Build
resilient infrastructure, promote sustainable
industrialisation and foster innovation

1. Development of qualitative, reliable,
sustainable and powerful infrastructure.

2. Supporting small industrial enterprises.
3. Green industrial technologies and processes.
4. Investments in research and development.

10. Reduced inequalities: reduce inequality within
and among countries

1. Equal opportunities for employees, including
those with disabilities or from
disadvantaged backgrounds.

2. Remuneration of employees in relation to the
maximum value of the income registered in
the entity.

11. Sustainable cities and communities: make cities
inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable

1. Construction of safe, accessible and decent
housing and workspaces.

2. Projects for inclusive and
sustainable urbanization.

3. E↵orts to protect the cultural and
natural heritage.

4. Ensuring access to inclusive and sustainable
public green spaces.
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Table A2. Cont.

The Categories Represented by the SDGs Description of Codes

12. Responsible consumption and production:
ensure sustainable consumption and
production patterns

1. Management of the e�cient use of natural
resources (source, quality and consumption of
raw materials).

2. Waste management (prevention, reduction,
recycling and reuse).

3. The share of recycled waste.
4. Promoting sustainable practices throughout the

life cycle of the building.

13. Climate action: take urgent action to combat
climate change and its impacts

1. Resilience and ability to adapt to
natural disasters.

2. Integration of climate change measures into the
business strategy.

3. Measures to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

14. Life below waters: conserve and sustainably
use the oceans, seas and marine resources

1. Impact of activity on aquatic ecosystems.
2. Measures to address future risks caused by

depletion of aquatic ecosystem resources.

15. Life on land: sustainably manage forests,
combat desertification, halt and reverse land
degradation, halt biodiversity loss

1. Measures to reduce the degradation of
natural habitats.

2. Measures to address future risks caused by
depletion of terrestrial ecosystem resources.

3. Managing the impact of economic activities on
terrestrial ecosystems.

16. Peace, justice and strong institutions: promote
just, peaceful and inclusive societies for
sustainable development, provide access to
justice for all and build e↵ective, accountable
and inclusive institutions at all levels

1. Anti-corruption practices.
2. Contribution to the e�cient and transparent

development of institutions.
3. Measures to promote responsible, inclusive,

participatory and representative decisions at
all levels.

17. Partnership for the goals: revitalise the global
partnership for sustainable development

1. The value of investments in partnerships made
up of several stakeholders.

2. The value of the contribution to the
state budgets.

Source: own representation based on UN targets, GRI and RICS recommendation.

References

1. GRI. Sustainability and Reporting Trends in 2025: Preparing for the Future; GRI: Amsterdam, The Netherlands,
2015. Available online: https://www.globalreporting.org/resourcelibrary/Sustainability-and-Reporting-
Trends-in-2025-1.pdf (accessed on 9 September 2019).

2. O’Donovan, G. Environmental Disclosures in the Annual Report: Extending the Applicability and Predictive
Power of Legitimacy Theory. Acc. Audit. Acc. J. 2002, 15, 344–371. [CrossRef]

3. GRI; UN Global Compact. Business Reporting on the SDGs. An Analysis of the Goals and Targets; GRI:
Amsterdam, The Netherlands; UN Global Compact: New York, NY, USA, 2017. Available online: https:
//www.unglobalcompact.org/library/5361 (accessed on 12 September 2019).

4. Romero, S.; Ruiz, S.; Fernandez-Feijoo, B. Sustainability Reporting and Stakeholder Engagement in Spain:
Di↵erent Instruments, Di↵erent Quality. Bus. Strategy Environ. 2018, 28, 221–232. [CrossRef]

5. Blasco, J.L.; King, A. The Road Ahead. The KPMG Survey of Corporate Responsibility Reporting
2017. Available online: https://assets.kpmg/content/dam/kpmg/xx/pdf/2017/10/kpmg-survey-of-corporate-
responsibility-reporting-2017.pdf (accessed on 11 October 2019).

https://www.globalreporting.org/resourcelibrary/Sustainability-and-Reporting-Trends-in-2025-1.pdf
https://www.globalreporting.org/resourcelibrary/Sustainability-and-Reporting-Trends-in-2025-1.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09513570210435870
https://www.unglobalcompact.org/library/5361
https://www.unglobalcompact.org/library/5361
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bse.2251
https://assets.kpmg/content/dam/kpmg/xx/pdf/2017/10/kpmg-survey-of-corporate-responsibility-reporting-2017.pdf
https://assets.kpmg/content/dam/kpmg/xx/pdf/2017/10/kpmg-survey-of-corporate-responsibility-reporting-2017.pdf


Sustainability 2020, 12, 798 21 of 24

6. PwC. From Promise to Reality: Does Business Really Care about the SDGs? And What Needs to Happen to Turn
Words into Action; PwC: London, UK, 2018. Available online: https://www.pwc.com/gx/en/sustainability/
SDG/sdg-reporting-2018.pdf (accessed on 11 October 2019).

7. Goubran, S.; Masson, T.; Caycedo, M. Evolutions in Sustainability and Sustainable Real Estate. In Sustainable
Real Estate; Walker, T., Krosinsky, C., Hasan, L., Kibsey, S., Eds.; Palgrave Macmillan: Cham, Switzerland,
2019; pp. 11–31. [CrossRef]

8. RICS. Fostering the Implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals in Land, Construction, Real Estate and
Infrastructure; RICS: London, UK, 2018. Available online: https://www.rics.org/globalassets/rics-website/
media/about/rics-sustainability-report-2016-2018.pdf (accessed on 15 October 2019).

9. Lo Giudice, A. Sustainable Development Goals: Challenges and Perspectives for Real Estate Companies
with the 2030 Agenda. 2017. Available online: http://vigeo-eiris.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Vigeo-
Eiris-Opinion-column-SDG-real-estate-2017.pdf (accessed on 15 October 2019).

10. Rashidfarokhi, A.; Yrjänä, L.; Wallenius, M.; Toivonen, S.; Ekroos, A.; Viitanen, K. Social Sustainability Tool
for Assessing Land Use Planning Processes. Eur. Plan. Stud. 2018, 26, 1269–1296. [CrossRef]

11. Rashidfarokhi, A.; Toivonen, S.; Viitanen, K. Sustainability Reporting in the Nordic Real Estate Companies:
Empirical Evidence from Finland. Int. J. Strategy Manag. 2018, 22, 51–63. [CrossRef]

12. World Economic Forum. Environmental Sustainability Principles for the Real Estate Industry; World Economic
Forum: Cologny/Geneva, Switzerland, 2016. Available online: http://www3.weforum.org/docs/GAC16/
CRE_Sustainability.pdf (accessed on 15 October 2019).

13. Sayce, S.; Ellison, L.; Parnell, P. Understanding Investment Drivers for UK Sustainable Property. Build. Res. Inf.
2007, 35, 629–643. [CrossRef]

14. Warren-Myers, G. Sustainability—The Crucial Challenge for the Valuation Profession. Pac. Rim Prop. Res. J.
2011, 17, 491–510. [CrossRef]

15. Amran, A.; Ooi, S.K. Sustainability Reporting: Meeting Stakeholder Demands. Strategy Dir. 2014, 30, 38–41.
[CrossRef]

16. Bellucci, M.; Simoni, L.; Acuti, D.; Manetti, G. Stakeholder Engagement and Dialogic Accounting Empirical
Evidence in Sustainability Reporting. Acc. Audit. Acc. J. 2019, 32, 1467–1499. [CrossRef]

17. Marimon, F.; Alonso-Almeida, M.D.M.; Rodríguez, M.D.P.; Cortez Alejandro, K.A. The Worldwide Di↵usion
of the Global Reporting Initiative: What Is the Point? J. Clean. Prod. 2012, 33, 132–144. [CrossRef]

18. CSR Europe; GRI. Member State Implementation of Directive 2014/95/EU. A Comprehensive Overview of How
Member States are Implementing the EU Directive on Non-Financial and Diversity Information; Policy & Reporting;
CSR Europe: Bruxelles, Belgium; GRI: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2017. Available online: http:
//www.thecsragency.ro/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/CSR-Europe_GRI-NFR-publication_0-1.pdf (accessed
on 2 January 2020).

19. Brammer, S.; Jackson, G.; Matten, D. Corporate Social Responsibility and Institutional Theory: New
Perspectives on Private Governance. Socio-Econ. Rev. 2012, 10, 3–28. [CrossRef]

20. Siminica, M.; Cristea, M.; Sichigea, M.; Noja, G.G.; Anghel, I. Well-Governed Sustainability and Financial
Performance: A New Integrative Approach. Sustainability 2019, 11, 4562. [CrossRef]

21. Gorte, J. Investors: A Force for Sustainability. In Sustainable Investing: The Art of Long-Term Performance;
Krosinsky, C., Robins, N., Eds.; Earthscan: London, UK, 2008; pp. 31–40.

22. Glass, J. The State of Sustainability Reporting in the Construction Sector. Smart Sustain. Built Environ. 2012,
1, 87–104. [CrossRef]

23. De Francesco, A.J.; Levy, D. The Impact of Sustainability on the Investment Environment. J. Eur. Real
Estate Res. 2008, 1, 72–87. [CrossRef]

24. Mironiuc, M. Financial Analysis versus Extra-Financial Analysis in Measuring the Performance of the
Sustainable Organization. Theor. Appl. Econ. 2009, 5, 149–164.

25. IIRC. The International <IR> Framework; IIRC: London, UK, 2013; Available online: https://integratedreporting.
org/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/13-12-08-THE-INTERNATIONAL-IR-FRAMEWORK-2-1.pdf (accessed on
15 November 2019).

https://www.pwc.com/gx/en/sustainability/SDG/sdg-reporting-2018.pdf
https://www.pwc.com/gx/en/sustainability/SDG/sdg-reporting-2018.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-94565-1_3
https://www.rics.org/globalassets/rics-website/media/about/rics-sustainability-report-2016-2018.pdf
https://www.rics.org/globalassets/rics-website/media/about/rics-sustainability-report-2016-2018.pdf
http://vigeo-eiris.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Vigeo-Eiris-Opinion-column-SDG-real-estate-2017.pdf
http://vigeo-eiris.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Vigeo-Eiris-Opinion-column-SDG-real-estate-2017.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2018.1461811
http://dx.doi.org/10.3846/ijspm.2018.321
http://www3.weforum.org/docs/GAC16/CRE_Sustainability.pdf
http://www3.weforum.org/docs/GAC16/CRE_Sustainability.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09613210701559515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14445921.2011.11104339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/SD-03-2014-0035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/AAAJ-09-2017-3158
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2012.04.017
http://www.thecsragency.ro/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/CSR-Europe_GRI-NFR-publication_0-1.pdf
http://www.thecsragency.ro/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/CSR-Europe_GRI-NFR-publication_0-1.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ser/mwr030
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su11174562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/20466091211227070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/17539260810891505
https://integratedreporting.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/13-12-08-THE-INTERNATIONAL-IR-FRAMEWORK-2-1.pdf
https://integratedreporting.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/13-12-08-THE-INTERNATIONAL-IR-FRAMEWORK-2-1.pdf


Sustainability 2020, 12, 798 22 of 24

26. Deloitte. Integrated Reporting as a Driver for Integrated Thinking; Deloitte: Amsterdam, The Netherlands,
2015. Available online: https://www2.deloitte.com/content/dam/Deloitte/nl/Documents/risk/deloitte-nl-risk-
integrated-reporting-a-driver-for-integrated-thinking.pdf (accessed on 15 November 2019).

27. D’Arcy, É. The Evolution of Institutional Arrangements to Support the Internationalisation of Real Estate
Involvements. Some Evidence from Europe. J. Eur. Real Estate Res. 2009, 2, 280–293. [CrossRef]

28. UN Global Compact. A Call to Action for Sustainable Business; UN Global Compact: New York, NY, USA,
2017. Available online: https://www.unglobalcompact.org/docs/publications/UNGC-Value-Proposition.pdf
(accessed on 15 November 2019).

29. Sachs, J.; Schmidt-Traub, G.; Kroll, C.; Lafortune, G.; Fuller, G. Sustainable Development Report
2019. Available online: https://s3.amazonaws.com/sustainabledevelopment.report/2019/2019_sustainable_
development_report.pdf (accessed on 15 November 2019).

30. Cho, C.H.; Patten, D.M. The Role of Environmental Disclosures as Tools of Legitimacy: A Research Note.
Acc. Organ. Soc. 2007, 32, 639–647. [CrossRef]

31. European Commission. Driving Energy E�ciency in the European Building Stock: New
Recommendations on the Modernisation of Buildings; European Commission: Brussels, Belgium, 2019.
Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/info/news/driving-energy-e�ciency-european-building-stock-new-
recommendations-modernisation-buildings-2019-jun-21_en (accessed on 15 December 2019).

32. GRESB. 2018 Results—Sustainable Real Assets; GRESB: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2018. Available online:
https://gresb.com/2018-real-estate-results/ (accessed on 15 November 2019).

33. Holtermans, R. Information Asymmetry and Sustainability in Real Estate Markets. Ph.D. Thesis, Maastricht
University, Maastricht, The Netherlands, 23 June 2016.

34. Alawneh, R.; Mohamed Ghazali, F.E.; Ali, H.; Asif, M. Assessing the Contribution of Water and Energy
E�ciency in Green Buildings to Achieve United Nations Sustainable Development Goals in Jordan.
Build. Environ. 2018, 146, 119–132. [CrossRef]

35. Afjei, S.M. A Content Analysis of Sustainability Dimensions in Annual Reports. Ph.D. Thesis, Florida
International University, Miami, FL, USA, 20 February 2015.

36. Laposa, S.P.; Villupuram, S. Corporate Real Estate and Corporate Sustainability Reporting: An Examination
and Critique of Current Standards. J. Sustain. Real Estate 2010, 2, 23–49.

37. Bryman, A.; Bell, E. Business Research Methods, 3rd ed.; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 2011;
ISBN 978-0-19-958340-9.

38. Michelon, G.; Pilonato, S.; Ricceri, F. CSR Reporting Practices and the Quality of Disclosure: An Empirical
Analysis. Crit. Perspect. Acc. 2015, 33, 59–78. [CrossRef]

39. Elo, S.; Kyngäs, H. The Qualitative Content Analysis Process. J. Adv. Nurs. 2008, 62, 107–115. [CrossRef]
40. White, M.D.; Marsh, E.E. Content Analysis: A Flexible Methodology. Libr. Trends 2006, 55, 22–45. [CrossRef]
41. Unerman, J. Methodological Issues—Reflections on Quantification in Corporate Social Reporting Content

Analysis. Acc. Audit. Acc. J. 2000, 13, 667–681. [CrossRef]
42. GRI. GRI’s Sustainability Disclosure Database; GRI: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2016. Available online:

https://database.globalreporting.org/ (accessed on 15 December 2019).
43. Chersan, I.C. Corporate Responsibility Reporting According to Global Reporting Initiative: An International

Comparison. Audit Financ. 2016, 14, 424–435. [CrossRef]
44. Schaltegger, S.; Windolph, S.E.; Harms, D.; Hörisch, J. Corporate Sustainability in International Comparison.

State of Practice, Opportunities and Challenges; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2014.
45. Hsieh, H.F.; Shannon, S.E. Three Approaches to Qualitative Content Analysis. Qual. Health Res. 2005,

15, 1277–1288. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
46. Krippendor↵, K. Content Analysis: An Introduction to Its Methodology, 2nd ed.; Sage Publications: Thousand

Oaks, CA, USA, 2004.
47. Guthrie, J.; Petty, R.; Yongvanich, K.; Ricceri, F. Using Content Analysis as a Research Method to Inquire into

Intellectual Capital Reporting. J. Intellect. Cap. 2004, 5, 282–293. [CrossRef]
48. Beattie, V.; Thomson, S.J. Lifting the Lid on the Use of Content Analysis to Investigate Intellectual Capital

Disclosures. Account. Forum 2007, 31, 129–163. [CrossRef]
49. GRI; UN Global Compact. Business Reporting on the SDGs. Integrating the SDGs into Corporate Reporting:

A Practical Guide; GRI: Amsterdam, The Netherlands; UN Global Compact: New York, NY, USA,

https://www2.deloitte.com/content/dam/Deloitte/nl/Documents/risk/deloitte-nl-risk-integrated-reporting-a-driver-for-integrated-thinking.pdf
https://www2.deloitte.com/content/dam/Deloitte/nl/Documents/risk/deloitte-nl-risk-integrated-reporting-a-driver-for-integrated-thinking.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/17539260911000006
https://www.unglobalcompact.org/docs/publications/UNGC-Value-Proposition.pdf
https://s3.amazonaws.com/sustainabledevelopment.report/2019/2019_sustainable_development_report.pdf
https://s3.amazonaws.com/sustainabledevelopment.report/2019/2019_sustainable_development_report.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aos.2006.09.009
https://ec.europa.eu/info/news/driving-energy-efficiency-european-building-stock-new-recommendations-modernisation-buildings-2019-jun-21_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/news/driving-energy-efficiency-european-building-stock-new-recommendations-modernisation-buildings-2019-jun-21_en
https://gresb.com/2018-real-estate-results/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2018.09.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpa.2014.10.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2007.04569.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/lib.2006.0053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09513570010353756
https://database.globalreporting.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.20869/AUDITF/2016/136/424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1049732305276687
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16204405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/14691930410533704
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.accfor.2007.02.001


Sustainability 2020, 12, 798 23 of 24

2018. Available online: https://www.globalreporting.org/resourcelibrary/GRI_UNGC_Reporting-on-SDGs_
Practical_Guide.pdf (accessed on 15 November 2019).

50. Clean Energy for All Europeans Package. Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/energy/en/topics/energy-
strategy-and-energy-union/clean-energy-all-europeans (accessed on 5 January 2020).

51. Sustainable Development Goal 11: Targets and Indicators. Available online: https://sustainabledevelopment.
un.org/sdg11 (accessed on 5 January 2020).

52. Guthrie, J.; Abeysekera, I. Content Analysis of Social, Environmental Reporting: What Is New? J. Hum.
Resour. Costing Account. 2006, 10, 114–126. [CrossRef]

53. PwC. SDG Reporting Challenge 2017: Exploring Business Communication on the Global Goals; PwC: London, UK,
2017. Available online: https://www.pwc.com/gx/en/sustainability/SDG/pwc-sdg-reporting-challenge-2017-
final.pdf (accessed on 10 December 2019).

54. Joseph, C.; Taplin, R. The Measurement of Sustainability Disclosure: Abundance versus Occurrence.
Account. Forum 2011, 35, 19–31. [CrossRef]

55. D’Amato, D.; Korhonen, J.; Toppinen, A. Circular, Green, and Bio Economy: How Do Companies in Land-Use
Intensive Sectors Align with Sustainability Concepts? Ecol. Econ. 2019, 158, 116–133. [CrossRef]

56. Morin, I.; Muruganathan, K. Innovation in Sustainability Reporting: New Design Trends and Digital Solutions
for Powerful Storytelling. 2017. Available online: https://www.eco-business.com/opinion/innovation-in-
sustainability-reporting-new-design-trends-and-digital-solutions-for-powerful-storytelling/ (accessed on
16 December 2019).

57. Rosati, F.; Faria, L.G.D. Addressing the SDGs in Sustainability Reports: The Relationship with Institutional
Factors. J. Clean. Prod. 2019, 215, 1312–1326. [CrossRef]

58. Schaltegger, S.; Wagner, M. Sustainable Entrepreneurship and Sustainability Innovation: Categories and
Interactions. Bus. Strategy Environ. 2011, 20, 222–237. [CrossRef]

59. Wanner, J.; Janiesch, C. Big Data Analytics in Sustainability Reports: An Analysis Based on the Perceived
Credibility of Corporate Published Information. Bus. Res. 2019, 12, 143–173. [CrossRef]

60. Jones, P.; Hillier, D.; Comfort, D. Materiality and External Assurance in Corporate Sustainability Reporting.
An Exploratory Study of Europe’s Leading Commercial Property Companies. J. Eur. Real Estate Res. 2016,
9, 147–170. [CrossRef]

61. Hirsch, J.; Lafuente, J.J.; Recourt, R. Stranding Risk & Carbon: Science-Based Decarbonising of the EU
Commercial Real Estate Sector; CRREM Report No. 1; CRREM: Wörgl, Austria, 2019. Available
online: https://www.crrem.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/CRREM-Stranding-Risk-Carbon-Science-based-
decarbonising-of-the-EU-commercial-real-estate-sector.pdf (accessed on 10 December 2019).

62. World Green Building Council. Green Building & the Sustainable Development Goals; World Green
Building Council: London, UK. Available online: https://www.worldgbc.org/green-building-sustainable-
development-goals (accessed on 2 January 2020).

63. Alawneh, R.; Ghazali, F.; Ali, H.; Sadullah, A.F. A Novel Framework for Integrating United Nations
Sustainable Development Goals into Sustainable Non-Residential Building Assessment and Management in
Jordan. Sustain. Cities Soc. 2019, 49, 101612. [CrossRef]

64. Vierra, S. Green Building Standards and Certification Systems. 2019. Available online: http://www.wbdg.
org/resources/green-building-standards-and-certification-systems (accessed on 2 January 2020).

65. Goubran, S.; Cucuzzella, C. Integrating the Sustainable Development Goals in Building Projects. J. Sustain. Res.
2019, 1, e190010. [CrossRef]

66. Rydin, Y. Sustainability and the Financialisation of Commercial Property: Making Prime and Non-Prime
Markets. Environ. Plan. D Soc. Space 2016, 34, 745–762. [CrossRef]

67. Livingstone, N.; Ferm, J. Occupier Responses to Sustainable Real Estate: What’s next? J. Corp. Real Estate
2017, 19, 5–16. [CrossRef]

68. Cajias, M.; Geiger, P.; Bienert, S. Green Agenda and Green Performance: Empirical Evidence for Real Estate
Companies. J. Eur. Real Estate Res. 2012, 5, 135–155. [CrossRef]

69. European Commission. Sustainable Development in the European Union. Monitoring Report on Progress towards
the SDGs in an EU Context; European Commission: Brussels, Belgium, 2019.

https://www.globalreporting.org/resourcelibrary/GRI_UNGC_Reporting-on-SDGs_Practical_Guide.pdf
https://www.globalreporting.org/resourcelibrary/GRI_UNGC_Reporting-on-SDGs_Practical_Guide.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/en/topics/energy-strategy-and-energy-union/clean-energy-all-europeans
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/en/topics/energy-strategy-and-energy-union/clean-energy-all-europeans
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdg11
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdg11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/14013380610703120
https://www.pwc.com/gx/en/sustainability/SDG/pwc-sdg-reporting-challenge-2017-final.pdf
https://www.pwc.com/gx/en/sustainability/SDG/pwc-sdg-reporting-challenge-2017-final.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.accfor.2010.11.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2018.12.026
https://www.eco-business.com/opinion/innovation-in-sustainability-reporting-new-design-trends-and-digital-solutions-for-powerful-storytelling/
https://www.eco-business.com/opinion/innovation-in-sustainability-reporting-new-design-trends-and-digital-solutions-for-powerful-storytelling/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.12.107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bse.682
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40685-019-0088-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/JERER-07-2015-0027
https://www.crrem.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/CRREM-Stranding-Risk-Carbon-Science-based-decarbonising-of-the-EU-commercial-real-estate-sector.pdf
https://www.crrem.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/CRREM-Stranding-Risk-Carbon-Science-based-decarbonising-of-the-EU-commercial-real-estate-sector.pdf
https://www.worldgbc.org/green-building-sustainable-development-goals
https://www.worldgbc.org/green-building-sustainable-development-goals
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2019.101612
http://www.wbdg.org/resources/green-building-standards-and-certification-systems
http://www.wbdg.org/resources/green-building-standards-and-certification-systems
http://dx.doi.org/10.20900/jsr20190010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0263775816633472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/JCRE-03-2016-0016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/17539261211250717


Sustainability 2020, 12, 798 24 of 24

70. Van Doorn, L.; Arnold, A.; Rapoport, E. In the Age of Cities: The Impact of Urbanisation on House Prices
and A↵ordability. In Hot Property; Nijskens, R., Lohuis, M., Hilbers, P., Heeringa, W., Eds.; Springer: Cham,
Switzerland, 2019; pp. 3–13. [CrossRef]

71. Fifka, M.S. Corporate Responsibility Reporting and Its Determinants in Comparative Perspective—A Review
of the Empirical Literature and a Meta-Analysis. Bus. Strategy Environ. 2013, 22, 1–35. [CrossRef]

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-11674-3_1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bse.729
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Sustainable Reporting in the Real Estate Field 
	Methodological Approach to Content Analysis 
	Sample Definition 
	Content Analysis Process and Coding System 

	Results and Discussions Regarding SDGs Reporting 
	Results of Stage 1: Generalities about the Studied SRs 
	Results of Stage 2: Reporting over SDGs 

	Summary and Concluding Discussion 
	
	
	References

