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Abstract: Sustainability is integral for organizations to manage environmental issues. Environmental
awareness among stakeholders builds pressure on manufacturers to adopt green human resource
management practices (GHRMPs), environmental management system (EMS), and foster organiza-
tional citizenship behavior for the environment (OCBE) to improve sustainable performance (SP).
This study investigates the mediating effects of OCBE and EMS on the relationship between GHRMP
and SP among ISO14001-certified manufacturing firms and SP. The quantitative design employed,
and data of 227 respondents were analyzed via the SEM technique using AMOS 24™. Thus, findings
revealed that GHRMP is positively related to SP, while OCBE and EMS partially mediated the rela-
tionship between GHRMP and SP among ISO14001-certified Malaysian manufacturing firms. This
study makes novel academic and practical contributions to green HRM, organizational behavior, and
sustainable performance. However, this study also has some limitations.

Keywords: green human resource management practices; organizational citizenship behavior for
the environment; environmental management system; sustainable performance; structural equa-
tion modeling

1. Introduction

Sustainability is vital for organizations to manage ecological issues with global mag-
nitude. Economic prosperity and human wellbeing are linked with how effectively we
can manage the environment [1,2]. In the past, manufacturing organizations mainly focus
on economic growth, leaving behind social and environmental aspects of sustainable per-
formance (SP), creating an imbalance among these dimensions [3,4]. The manufacturing
organizations need to address environmental issues due to the dramatic increase in carbon
dioxide (CO2) emissions resulting in adverse outcomes [2,5,6].

Similarly, growing environmental awareness among stakeholders forces manufactur-
ing organizations to seek out green human resource management practices (GHRMPs),
adopt environmental management systems (EMSs), and pro-environmental behaviors
(PEBs) to enhance SP [7–9]. Sustainable performance (SP) is important for researchers
in management literature [3,10,11]. SP refers to integrating three dimensions, including
economic, social, and environmental performance [12]. Manufacturing firms need to
resolve environmental problems [5,13,14] by adopting GHRMP [15] to improve SP [16].
The green human resource management practices (GHRMPs) were initially discussed
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by Renwick et al. (2008), refers to aligning traditional HRM practices and environmental
management [15,17]. The manufacturing firms face issues in instilling GHRMP and environ-
mental initiatives due to rising environmental standards, ineffective ecological regulations,
and low environmental compliance in the context of developing economies [18–20]. Simi-
larly, GHRMP is also important for fostering PEB [16,21,22] and adopting EMS ISO14001,
e.g., [19,23].

EMS is an environmental standard, e.g., ISO4001, adopted by organizations worldwide.
EMS can be more effective when both management and employees are supportive [24].
For EMSs to function effectively, organizations should also enhance their employee’s
environmental awareness. Similarly, EMS helps organizations to meet environmental
objectives and performance. Research findings showed that ISO1400 certified firms better
manage SP than non-certified firms [18]. However, merely adopting ISO14001 and GHRMP
is not sufficient to improve SP. Subsequently, EMS ISO14001 success is also based on
modifying traditional behaviors towards more PEB [2,25]. Organizational citizenship
behavior for the environment (OCBE) is a specific type of PEB that is integral for successfully
implementing EMS and GRHMP to ensure improvement in the SP of the firm [16,21].

According to contemporary research, sustainability is one of the key concerns for
manufacturing firms. The manufacturing organizations need to address environmental
issues due to the dramatic increase in carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions resulting in ad-
verse outcomes, e.g., air and water pollution and solid waste degrading environmental
performance [2,5,6], creating an imbalance between economic and environmental perfor-
mance. Sustainable performance (SP) is increasingly recognized as central for management
research, especially for manufacturing firms [3,10,11]. In response to addressing envi-
ronmental problems and managing stakeholder demands, organizations are adopting
sustainable approaches [5,13,14]. To summarize, organizations should adopt GHRMP [15],
and comply with EMS ISO14001 certification [18,23,26] fostering OCBE [27,28], to im-
prove SP. Therefore, the current research investigates the mediating role of OCBE and
EMS on the relationship between GHRMP and SP among ISO14001-certified Malaysian
manufacturing firms.

1.1. Research Objectives

The current study has developed three objectives.

â To investigate the relationship between GHRMP and OCBE in predicting SP of
ISO14001-certified Malaysian manufacturing firms.

â To investigate the relationship between GHRMP and EMS in predicting SP of ISO14001-
certified Malaysian manufacturing firms.

â To test the indirect effects of OCBE and EMS on the relationship between GHRMP
and SP of ISO14001-certified Malaysian manufacturing firms.

1.2. Research Significance

Green human resource management (green HRM) is a relatively new area for research
that aims to ensure SP and long-term survival of corporate sustainability [11,29,30]. A
recent research study has examined the direct relationship between green HRM practices,
i.e., green selection and recruitment (GSR), training and development (GTD), assessment
and rewards (GAR), and sustainable performance (SP). The study findings confirmed
the positive relationship between Green HRM practices (GSR, GTD, and GAR) with SP,
respectively. Findings showed that GAR was not significantly related to SP [31]. The current
study extends this model, uses EMS and OCBE as mediators, and investigates the key
antecedents of sustainable performance. Likewise, prior studies confirmed that green HRM
is used for successful EMS implementation and links sustainability with HRM, bringing
higher economic benefits [15,18]. Contemporary scholars revealed the understanding that
GHRMP depends on green behaviors within organizations [32].

Organizations should encourage employees to adopt OCBE in mitigating environmen-
tal problems [7]. Similarly, implementation of the EMS ISO14001 also largely depends on
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OCBE [22]. Organizations should use GHRMP to promote OCBE, encouraging employees
to behave sustainably [27]. Thus, only using GHRMP to promote OCBE is insufficient, but
employees should also support EMS initiatives [23]. Similarly, GHRMP plays an influential
role in achieving SP. Despite this, previous research investigated the role of EMS in various
aspects, e.g., EMS motivations, adoption or implementation, performance standards, level
of EMS diffusion in impacting performance [26], and key success factors [18]. However,
several researchers believe that GHRMP can play a vital role in influencing OCBE and EMS
in improving SP, e.g., [9,15,32,33]. Therefore, this study investigates the mediating effects
of OCBE and EMS on the relationship between GHRMP and SP among ISO14001-certified
manufacturing firms.

2. Literature Review on Green HRM Practices (GHRMPs)

Green HRM promotes sustainable practices by increasing employees’ environmental
awareness and commitment to address sustainability issues [34]. Green HRM focuses on
environmental aspects of HRM that promote environmentalism within business processes,
which results in reducing cost, enhancing employees’ participation in green initiatives, and
improving environmental performance [15,35]. Green HRM encompasses HRM practices,
policies, and systems to make employees and organizations more sustainable [36]. Renwick
et al. (2008) defined the concept of green HRM initially. His definition mainly focused on
integrating HRM and environmental objectives. Most research authors have defined green
HRM as aligning HRM policies and practices with environmental management objectives,
e.g. [15,17,34,37,38]. This study uses the definition provided by Jabbour [39] p. 147 that
“green HRM is concerned with the systemic, planned alignment of typical human resource
management practices with the organizations’ environmental goals.” Green HRM practices
(GHRMPs) are essential for organizations to achieve an environmental agenda. After
reviewing the literature, the current study uses three of the mostly researched green HRM
practices, such as (green recruitment and selection, green training and development, and
green performance assessment and rewards).

2.1. Green Selection and Recruitment (GSR)

Pro-environmental organizations are branding themselves as a green employer for
attracting new talent to build a green image [40]. Green organizations value and recruit new
job applicants with better environmental know-how and job description [41]. A research
survey was conducted among UK and US organizations. The findings revealed that a job
applicant prefers to work with organizations that are instilling green initiatives [40]. Green
HRM practices, e.g., selection and recruitment, are vital for pro-environmental employers
attracting fresh graduates to meet environmental agendas [15]. Green recruitment and
selection are critical in fostering green behavior and mitigating environmental manage-
ment issues. Individual green competencies influence green practices and performance
goals [42]. Green recruitment practices should enable recruits to understand the organiza-
tion’s environmental culture. However, organizations should implement environmental
care programs and policies with top-down measures by including employees’ input in
decision making to meet environmental objectives [43].

2.2. Green Training and Development (GTD)

Environmental training can build and establish sustainability competencies in or-
ganizational human resources [44]. Green training and development play an essential
role in implementing green HRM practices [45]. Similarly, green training is a necessity
for advancing environmental management systems (EMSs). Organizations are adopting
sustainable strategies and green HRM practices to resolve environmental issues and en-
hance environmental performance [40]. Green HRM practices, i.e., recruitment, training,
development, and learning, enhance firm performance and result in other useful environ-
mental outcomes [46,47]. Organizations should educate and train their employees through
environmental training to achieve sustainable performance. In a broader context, organiza-
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tions should support employees in developing creative ideas to promote environmental
sustainability.

2.3. Green Assessment and Rewards (GAR)

Pro-environmental organizations are rewarding employees for their effort towards
green organizational goals [48]. Integrating environmental performance aspects into a
performance management system can mitigate environmental degradation [49]. Managers
related to environmental performance appraisal issues should be held responsible for
their green initiatives [15]. Continuous feedback on green performance keeps the em-
ployees aware of taking their environmental responsibilities to improve green initiatives
and achieve EM outcomes [50]. Previous research has highlighted the scope of future
studies on green appraisal, environmental policy, and EMS. Green compensation plans
motivate employees to play their part in achieving EM initiatives [15]. It is challenging for
firms to evaluate green behaviors and environmental performance via an affective reward
package [51]. In summary, organizations should fairly reward employees’ environmental
behaviors and performance for achieving environmental goals. Major US-based corpo-
rations assess and reward performance based on environmental objectives. [52]. Mainly,
HRM primary practices, i.e., environmental rewards and recognition, can play a vital role
in corporate sustainability to meet environmental objectives [53].

2.4. Review on Organizational Citizenship Behavior for the Environment (OCBE)

The literature on consumer pro-environmental behaviors (PEBs) broadly consisted
of two perspectives. The first perspective is mainly based on environmental manage-
ment (EM) research, focusing on green behaviors and employees’ role in fostering these
behaviors [54]. Other relevant areas in this approach are environmental practices and
organizational change process and their effectiveness based on employees’ involvement in
green behaviors [55]. The second perspective originated from industrial and organizational
(IO) psychology literature. This IO psychology provides a central podium to organizations
in taking green initiatives beyond psychological research [33]. Over the years, research
on individual green behaviors has flourished [6]. More than a dozen labels are used in
the literature to explain the concept of pro-environmental behaviors (PEBs). Although
PEB is a broader term used for various types of discretionary behaviors [56], environ-
mental behaviors; green behaviors; eco-friendly behaviors; environmentally responsible
behaviors; organizational citizenship behaviors for the environment (OCBE) [22]. Most
scholars equate PEB with OCBE in the literature, e.g., [57,58], although other taxonomies
also exist. Similarly, OCBE represents the individual willingness to perform environmental
behaviors that facilitate employees and organization. According to research, most of the
environmental behaviors, approximately 70% to 85%, are discretionary and considered
OCBE. The current study mainly focuses on explaining OCBE. Due to developing literature
on voluntary and discretionary behaviors, OCBE has received significant attention from
researchers, e.g., [57].

The concept of OCBE originated from the classic proposition about discretionary
behaviors, i.e., OCB by Organ [59]. In a work setting, individuals voluntarily perform these
behaviors. The action results from these behaviors that cannot be influenced entirely or
controlled through any positive or malicious act. In [28], the authors defined OCBE as
“individual and discretionary social behaviors that are not explicitly recognized by the
formal reward system and that contribute to a more effective environmental management
by organizations.” The developing literature on OCBE has essentially focused on some
significant avenues, e.g., the definition, scope, and applications of OCBE; the determinants
and consequences of OCBE-based theoretical lenses [25]; the measurement scales [28] and
the empirical exploration of the main drivers of OCBE [60]. Nevertheless, OCBE has mostly
been overlooked in the literature relating to GHRMP and SP. Moreover, the literature has
focused on the organizational and extrinsic determinants of OCBE [22]. This research
extends the limited literature on OCBE, i.e., informal and voluntary green behaviors [61],
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such as OCBE may also act as alternative mechanisms for improving SP. This study has
attempted to address this literature gap, focusing on discretionary and non-rewarded
rather than organizationally prescribed behaviors [60].

2.5. Environmental Management System (EMS)

The United Nations, the World Commission on Environment and Development
(WCED) has published a seminal report in 1987 on “Our Common Future” [62]. This
commission’s report has provided new insight and basis for effective environmental man-
agement and decision support systems [24]. After following the same agenda, both col-
laborating bodies International Organization for Standardization (ISO) and International
Electrotechnical Commission (IEC), have assigned a committee to review and supervise an
EMS development [63]. The first EMS ISO14001 was introduced in 1996 and upgraded in
the year 2000 and 2004, respectively. According to ISO’s official website, it was reported
that EMS ISO14001 is based on three main characteristics. (1) EMS identifies vital environ-
mental aspects and controls negative organizational impacts on the environment through
products and services; (2) EMS meets environmental goals and targets through a systematic
approach; (3) EMS enhances organizational environmental performance and maintains
continuity. The major benefits EMS ISO14001 for organization and the environment is to
ensure environmental protection and foster sustainable consumption and production [64].
EMS ISO14001 aims to encourage green production, provide environmental assessment,
and audit the production process [24]. Research has been conducted on ISO14001 in
different disciplines worldwide. EMS ISO14001 is a fundamental tool applicable to all
organizations irrespective of their size and nature [65]. Some researchers have focused on
EMS ISO14001 motivation adoption or installation, performance implications standards,
implementation, while other researchers have studied the standards’ potential benefits.
The study has reported that stakeholder pressure can force organizations to adopt EMS
ISO14001 certification, which improves environmental performance. For instance, because
of this, stakeholders focus on the value of environmental initiatives [66]. However, no
study has examined the relationship between green HRM practices and EMS in predicting
SP. This study is unique as to examine the relationship between GHRMP, OCBE, and EMS
in predicting SP among ISO14001-certified Malaysian manufacturing firms.

2.6. Sustainable Performance

The United Nations, the World Commission on Environment and Development
(WCED) has published a seminal report in 1987 titled “Our Common Future” [67]. A
variety of subsequent definitions has emerged based on sustainability and its connection
with organizations, resulting in corporate sustainability. The concept of sustainability
increasingly impacts the nature of organizations’ operations [68]. The organization must go
beyond economic and regulatory compliance, integrating economic, environmental, and
social performance to improve corporate sustainability and sustainable development [4].
Sustainability challenges organizations with tensions between complex economic, envi-
ronmental, and social issues [10]. Sustainability is based on the triple bottom line (TBL) or
sustainable performance [69]. Similarly, the concept of sustainable performance (SP) refers
to integrating three dimensions: (1) economic, (2) social, and (3) environmental [70]; it is
essential to integrate economic, environmental, and social dimensions to constitute SP.

To sum up, manufacturing organizations are major engines and contribute to the
economy’s growth and betterment. The pace of change in manufacturing industries is
accelerating primarily in social, economic, and environmental. Malaysian manufacturing
industries should use green HRM practices to foster OCBE and EMS to improve SP, in-
cluding social, economic, and environmental performance. The next section discusses the
conceptualization of the research model based on underpinning theories.
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2.6.1. Economic Performance

The first fundamental component of sustainable performance is economic perfor-
mance. In the literature, economic performance was evaluated based on various indicators,
e.g., profit, tax, income [71], return on assets and market share [72], and financial figures [73],
assets and liabilities [74]. Stakeholders pushing organizations to meet environmental goals
are equally important as economic performance creating a pathway towards achieving
SP [73].

2.6.2. Social Performance

The second essential component of sustainable performance is social performance.
It assesses firm performance on social indicators, e.g., social commitment, training and
development, welfare support, working condition, and other employee-related benefits [75].
Similarly, social performance is equally significant, besides financial figures [73]. Moreover,
other assessment indicators include employee programs, occupational health and safety,
product responsibility, and consumer relations management [76].

2.6.3. Environmental Performance

Organizations are planning to meet environmental goals for securing long-standing
profits. The environmental performance goals are equally important as economic perfor-
mance and social performance. Organizations look for a win-win situation integrating
these critical components and endorsing sustainable performance [77,78]. The third key
component of sustainability performance is environmental performance. In the literature,
the environmental performance of the firms was assessed across various indicators, e.g.,
minimal usage of harmful materials [79], lowering CO2 emission and waste generation [80],
mitigating environmental risk, and reporting environmental compliance [76].

2.7. Theoretical Foundations and Proposed Research Model

Various theories are commonly used in the literature to reflect different traditions in
explaining the relationships between GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP. (1) The ability, mo-
tivation, and opportunity (AMO) theory, (2) social exchange theory (SET), and (3) the
natural-resource-based view (NRBV) approach by [54]. In the literature, the AMO the-
ory is the most common theoretical framework used to explain the relationship between
GHRMP and SP [15,81]. Green HRM practices positively impact performance outcomes
through discretionary behavior, e.g., (OCBE) [21]. Similarly, the AMO theory enhances
green HRM practices that affect employees’ productivity, which improves organizational
performance [82]. In this study model, the AMO theory mainly explains how GHRMP
impacts SP through OCBE as discretionary behaviors, as shown in Figure 1. Secondly, the
SET is an immensely influential theory for understanding workplace behavior [83]. Simi-
larly, SET suggests employees usually display OCBE if they feel supported [84]. Applying
reciprocity norms, in this context, OCBE can be viewed as a form of repayment to support
sustainable initiatives. If an individual employee recognized that sustainable initiatives
and practices are integral for the organization. As a result, an employee would be more
likely to engage in OCBE to reciprocate the benefits [85]. In the current research model, SET
theory explains the relationship between green HRM practices and OCBE in predicting
SP. Thirdly, the NRBV approach is increasingly important for firms for sustaining their
environmental, resource-based advantage using environmental resources [86]. The NRBV
provides a foundation to understand the association between key environmental initiatives,
e.g., GRHMP with EMS and SP. Based on NRBV, adopting GHRMP and the successful
implementation of EMS, firms can create a sustainable competitive advantage and improve
SP [87].

Figure 1 presents the current study model that GHRMPs impact SP through OCBE
and EMS. The research model consisted of four variables, i.e., GHRMP as exogenous,
OCBE, EMS as mediating, and SP as endogenous. The next section discusses hypothesis
development and empirical studies on the individual relationship between variables.
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2.8. Hypothesis Development: Green HRM Practices and Organizational Citizenship Behavior for
the Environment (OCBE)

The understanding of the GHRMP depends on the patterns of green behaviors within
organizations [88]. Likewise, OCBE also relies on the type of organization and HRM prac-
tices [57]. Moreover, low-carbon behaviors and ecological values are related to integrated
HRM practices [51]. The GHRMP is deep-rooted in shared behavioral values and useful
for developing a green organizational culture and fostering low-carbon behaviors [30].
Organizations should use green HRM practices to promote OCBE, encouraging employees
to behave sustainably [32]. Green HRM also enhances employees’ eco-friendly behav-
ior [27]. Employee voice mechanisms such as suggestion schemes “green teams” [25] and
“eco-champions” are significant green HRM strategies and values. Adopting GHRMP
helps the employees to foster their OCBE [17]. A recent study had investigated the indirect
effects of GHRM practices on OCBE through green employee empowerment. The find-
ing suggested that individual green values and empowerment are essential factors that
influence GHRMP and employees’ OCBE [89]. Thus, based on previous literature, this
study proposes hypothesis H2: GHRMP is positively related to organizational citizenship
behavior for the environment (OCBE).

2.9. Organizational Citizenship Behavior for the Environment (OCBE) and SP

The literature on discretionary behaviors, especially OCBE, contributes to corporate
environmental performance at both individual and organizational levels [83]. The role
of OCBE is essential for corporate greening and environmental performance, e.g., and
motivating employees to demonstrate high commitment towards organizational sustain-
ability [90]. A research study identified interactive influences of GHRM practices on OCBE
that impact performance outcomes [21]. A recent study has also investigated the mediating
effects of GHRMP on the relationship between green employee empowerment practices
and OCBE [89]. Based on the previous empirical evidence, this study proposes hypothesis
H3: Organizational citizenship behaviors for the environment (OCBE) are positively related
to SP.

2.10. Green HRM Practices and Environmental Management System (EMS)

Green HRM has become a key business strategy for green organizations to fosters their
prolific environmental initiatives [48]. GHRMP should be aligned with EMS; otherwise,
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EMS implementation cannot be successful. Consequently, GHRMP is essential to consider
for EMS integration [91]. The researchers have stated that EMS ISO14001 adoption is
integral for firms. EMS ISO14001 certified firms enhance opportunities to improve environ-
mental and economic performances [92]. Prior research results have provided insights for
managers to consider HRM practices to strengthen EMS diffusion’s effectiveness in organi-
zational practices [26]. Green training is a necessary component of “green HRM” practices
that can improve EMS performance. The literature has suggested that the training program
provides essential understanding to employees regarding environmental awareness and
continuous improvements to make EMS more successful [91]. Hence, this study proposed
hypothesis H4: GHRMP has a positive relationship with the EMS.

2.11. Environmental Management System (EMS) and Sustainable Performance

Environmental management system (EMS) ISO14001 is an environmental standard de-
ployed by firms to improve environmental performance [93]. The EMS positively impacts
the dimensions of SP and improves environmental performance, sustainable consumption,
and production [64]. In addition to this, EMS positively influence environmental and
social performance [94]. Adopting EMS ISO14001 increases financial performance, e.g.,
shares the value of corporate organizations. A positive relationship exists between adopt-
ing environmental management practices and organizational performance [95]. Recent
research analyzed the moderating effect of EMS ISO1400 on the relationship between green
innovation and financial performance [96]. In conclusion, this study proposes hypothesis
H5: Environmental management system (EMS) is positively related to SP.

2.12. OCBE as Mediator Between GHRMP and SP

OCBE is known as voluntary and discretionary behaviors, e.g., the work [83] is likely
to have a significant impact on sustainability performance, e.g., [97], and motivating
employees towards organizational sustainability [90]. Contemporary scholars have aug-
mented that GHRMP depends on green decisions and behaviors within organizations.
Recent studies have investigated the influences of GHRMP on OCBE [21,89]. Organizations
should use GHRMP to promote OCBE, encouraging employees to behave sustainably [88].
Organizations should use GHRMP to encourage OCBE, which can ultimately improve
environmental performance [98].

In the literature, previous studies, e.g., [22,99], used OCBE as a mediating variable.
Consequently, based on previous studies, the current study examines the mediating role
of OCBE on the relationship between GHRMP and SP. Hence, this research assumes that
GHRMP has indirect effects on SP through OCBE and proposes hypothesis H6: OCBE
mediates the relationship between GHRMP and SP.

2.13. EMS as Mediator between GHRMP and SP

EMS ISO14001 enables high interactions between human resource management (HRM)
and environmental management [100], resulting in green HRM. Similarly, green HRM is
likely integral for the successful implementation of EMS ISO14001 [15]. Previous studies
have revealed that EMS can improve environmental performance, e.g., [101]. The pre-
vious study findings conclude that environmental management practices (EMPs) have
mediated the relationship between lean manufacturing and sustainable performance di-
mensions [102]. Similarly, the EMP also mediated the relationship between OCBE and
environmental performance [22]. Another research study has examined the mediating
role of EMS teamwork on the relationship between EMS HRM factors and perceived en-
vironmental performance [19]. Recent research analyzed the moderating effect of EMS
ISO14001 on the relationship between green innovation (GI) and financial performance
(FP) [96]. Consequently, based on previous studies about EMS, this research assumes that
GHRMP will indirectly affect SP through EMS ISO14001 and proposed hypothesis H7:
EMS mediates the relationship between GHRMP and SP.
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3. Research Methodology

The research paradigm is a blend of related concepts, propositions, and assumptions
adding to research and philosophical intent for undertaking a study [103]. It provides a
pathway for conduction and interpretation of knowledge or research by establishing study
aims, motivation, and expectations. Therefore, the research paradigm plays a significant
role in conducting and choosing a research design [104]. The positivist paradigm follows
the scientific methods of investigation and aims to test theories and proposed hypotheses
through observation and measurement. The positivist paradigm justifies quantitative stud-
ies [105]. Quantitative research design uses a deductive approach, developing hypotheses
to corroborate the theory [104]. Accordingly, this research uses quantitative research based
on the deductive approach and examines the relationship between study variables using
quantitative data [105]. Moreover, quantitative data were collected through survey instru-
ments, i.e., questionnaires consist of closed-ended information on variables, e.g., GHRMP,
OCBE, EMS, and SP.

3.1. Target Population and Sample Size

A total of 2651 companies were registered in the Federation of Malaysian Manufactur-
ers (FMM) directory [106]. However, only 492 manufacturing firms were ISO14001-certified.
Therefore, the current study target population was 492 ISO14001-certified Malaysian man-
ufacturing firms listed in the FMM Directory. The ISO14001-certified manufacturing firms
are widely spread across Malaysia’s northern, central, and southern parts. Most of the
ISO14001-certified firms are in the central region, i.e., Kuala Lumpur, Selangor, and south-
ern region, mainly in Johor and Malacca. The target population includes subcategories
within manufacturing. This quantitative study used a statistical formula based on the
Krejcie and Morgan [107] method to draw a sample size from the target population of
492 ISO14001-certified manufacturing firms. Therefore, the current study targeted a min-
imum sample size of 216 respondents based on the Krejcie and Morgan [107] formula.
This study used random probability sampling for choosing 216 ISO14001-certified man-
ufacturers. Moreover, the constructs of GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP were evaluated at
the organizational level. Key respondents for this study were HR managers of ISO14001-
certified manufacturing firms.

3.2. Data Collection and Response Rate

Many scholars have highlighted the importance of the response rate in survey re-
search [108]. In contrast, a low response rate hampers research validity and generalizabil-
ity [109]. Similarly, scholars have argued that a more than 50% response rate is considered
adequate for research to validate results [104,108,110]. Thus, researchers must understand
the importance of a reasonable response rate for validating the results. Based on this
viewpoint, the current study targeted a relatively larger sample to avoid low response rate
issues and achieve the required data for analysis via SEM. Survey questionnaires were
distributed among 350 ISO14001-certified Malaysian manufacturing companies. A total of
248 questionnaires were returned from the participant firms, with a 71% response rate.

3.3. Survey Instruments

This study used survey questionnaires of four latent variables, GHRMP, OCBE, EMS,
and SP. Previous research confirmed that a questionnaire is one of the central tools for
data collection [111]. The current study measured GHRMP based on 12 items survey
instruments designed with a 5-point Likert scale by Jabbour [46]. This study measured
OCBE based on the 12-items measurement scale developed by Boiral and Paillé [28]. The
EMS was measured via a 6-items measurement scale developed by Prajogo et al. [112]. This
study operationalized SP with a 13-items measurement scale adopted from [113] with three
dimensions, i.e., economic, social, and environmental. See Appendix A for details of all
variable items.
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4. Data Analysis and Results

Before using SEM analysis, the basic assumptions about data completeness and ex-
treme values must be addressed. Likewise, the data were checked and refined through
various cleaning tests, e.g., normality and multicollinearity tests were performed for all
cases and variables such as GHRMP, EMS, OCBE, and SP. In the second step, the descriptive
analysis was performed. Data were examined for outlier performing normality assessment
tests using AMOS 24. In total, twenty-one cases were removed from the data. A total of
248 questionnaires were returned with a response rate of 71%. The response rate above
50% is good enough for the generalization of results. A response rate of less than 50%
represents a minority and is not good enough to generalize results [114]. Thus, after re-
moving 21 outlier cases, the cleaned data of 227 questionnaires were used for further SEM
analysis [110].

4.1. Multicollinearity

Multicollinearity is one of the main problems in analyzing multivariate data. Similarly,
before performing SEM analysis, this assumption should be addressed. The current study
performed collinearity diagnostics through regression using SPSS 22. To detect collinearity,
two factors, i.e., (1) variance inflation factor (VIF) and (2) tolerance values, were assessed.
If VIF is more than 10.0, and the tolerance value is less than 0.10, it shows substantial
collinearity issues (Kline, 2015). Results showed that VIF ranged from 1.602, 1.821, to 1.884,
which is less than 10. Similarly, the tolerance value ranged from 0.531, 549, to 0.624, more
than the critical value of 0.1. Hence no multicollinearity issue exists.

4.2. Company Background

Descriptive statistics analysis reported that nine different manufacturing firms partici-
pated in this study, including (1) Food, Beverages, and Tobacco, (2) Chemical, including
Petroleum, (3) Electrical and Electronics, (4) Fabricated Metals, (5) Machinery, (6) Plastic,
(7) Transport, (8) Rubber, (9) and Others. Results revealed that major industrial groups
in the sample were Food, Beverages, and Tobacco (23%), Electrical and Electronics 19%,
Chemical, including Petroleum 14%, and Fabricated Metals 10%. However, the rest of
the industrial groups were less than 10%, including Machinery 9%, Plastic 6%, Transport
(8%), Rubber 7%, and Others 4%. The highest number of employees, approximately 27%
from a bracket of 501–1000, followed by 24% to 101–250. Most of the participants in this
study were from medium and large firms. Most of the firms that participated in the study,
approximately 32% were established between 1991 and 2000. The next highest category
by percentage was around 25% of firms established between 2001 and 2009. Only 18% of
firms that participated in the study were found between 2010 and 2016. In the next section,
we explore structural equation modeling (SEM) analysis, performing a measurement, and
structural models.

4.3. Second-Order Measurement Model

Second-order confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) was performed in assessing the
measurement model fit. The measurement model consisted of four main constructs, i.e.,
GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP. First-order constructs represented the OCBE and EMS,
while GHRMP and SP were represented by the second order. Initial results revealed that
some items, such as GSR04, GTD04, GAR04 EMS04, EMS05, OCBE06 to OCBE12, and
standardized loading, were < 0.50 item loadings and removed accordingly. The initial
model fit result confirms that four indices, such as GFI, AGFI, NFI, and TLI values, were
more than 0.80 but less than 0.90 or above. The value of all goodness fit indices should be
equal to or more than 0.90. So, items with loadings less than 0.50 were removed, and also,
the error term e101 and e105 correlated. The adjusted measurement model with acceptable
fitness indices e.g., P-Value = 0.000 RMSEA = 0.051 GFI = 0.952 AGFI = 0.926 CFI = 0.924
TLI = 0.914 NFI = 0.928 as shown in Figure 2. The next step was to calculate the convergent
and discriminant validity of all four constructs: GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP.
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4.4. Convergent Validity

Assessment of convergent validity (CV) is one of the critical components in assessing
the measurement model. The assumption of convergent validity (CV) is based on substan-
tiating three essential criteria: (1) factor loadings, (2) composite reliability (CR), and (3)
average variance extraction (AVE) values. All these criteria confirm that the CV assumption
is not violated [110]. Table 1 presents all standardized factor loadings, CR, and AVE values,
respectively.
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Table 1. Convergent Validity.

Constructs Dimensions Items Factor Loading (I) Factor Loading (D) CR AVE

Sustainable
performance (SP)

Economic

ECOP04
ECOP03
ECOP02
ECOP01

0.514
0.694
0.663
0.535

0.899

0.933 0.822Environmental

ENP04
ENP03
ENP02
ENP01

0.655
0.651
0.708
0.658

0.859

Social

SOCP05
SOCP04
SOCP03
SOCP02
SOCP01

0.688
0.742
0.574
0.592
0.644

0.959

Green human
resource

management
practices (GHRMP)

Green selection
and recruitment

GSR03
GSR02
GSR01

0.741
0.786
0.697

0.872

0.857 0.667
Green training

and development

GTD03
GTD2
GTD01

0.785
0.862
0.771

0.814

Green assessment
and rewards

GAR03
GAR02
GAR01

0.775
0.838
0.798

0.760

Organizational
citizenship

behavior for the
environment (OCBE)

OCBE05
OCBE04
OCBE03
OCBE02
OCBE01

0.697
0.771
0.788
0.763
0.765

0.870 0.574

Environmental
management
system (EMS)

EMS03
EMS02
EMS01

0.827
0.858
0.674

0.832 0.625

4.5. Discriminant Validity

The discriminant validity assumption is violated if the value of correlation among
exogenous variables exceeds the square root of average variance extraction (AVE). Next,
to calculate the discriminant validity, the master validity plugin was used. The AMOS 24
output, as shown in Table 2, confirmed that the assumption of discriminant validity is not
violated.

Table 2. Discriminant validity.

CR AVE EMS SP GHRM OCBE

EMS 0.832 0.625 0.790

SP 0.933 0.822 0.694 0.907

GHRMP 0.857 0.667 0.726 0.730 0.817

OCBE 0.870 0.574 0.656 0.726 0.677 0.757
Sustainable performance = SP, green HRM practices = GHRMP, environmental management system = EMS,
organizational citizenship behavior for the environment = OCBE.

4.6. Testing Structural Model (Direct Effects) Main Hypotheses Relationship between GHRMP,
OCBE, EMS, and SP

This section explains the direct relationship between all four main variables: GHRMP,
EMS, OCBE, and SP. The first objective of the current study was to investigate the re-
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lationship between GHRMP and OCBE in predicting SP. Objective one is composed of
three hypotheses. The structural model results confirmed that hypotheses (H1, H2, and
H3) were supported. Similarly, the second objective was to investigate the relationship
between GHRMP and EMS in predicting SP. As shown in Figure 3, SEM results confirmed
that both H4 and H5 were also supported. The model fit indices include P-Value = 0.000
RMSEA = 0.034 GFI = 0.945 AGFI = 0.920 CFI = 0.932 NFI = 0.930.
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Table 3 summarizes all five direct, main hypotheses of GHRMP with SP, OCBE, and
EMS. All five hypotheses (H1, H2, H3, H4, and H5) were supported.

Table 3. Relationship between GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP.

S.NO Main Hypotheses Standardized
Estimates (SE) CR P Results

H1 GHRMP→ SP 0.290 4.588 0.000 Supported

H2 GHRMP→ OCBE 0.544 10.262 0.000 Supported

H3 OCBE→ SP 0.320 6.155 0.000 Supported

H4 GHRMP→ EMS 0.635 13.032 0.000 Supported

H5 EMS→ SP 0.274 4.851 0.000 Supported

4.7. Mediation Analysis

A mediator is a third variable that explains the relationship between the independent
and dependent variables [110,115]. The current study proposed two mediation paths
through two hypotheses H6 and H7. For this purpose, two mediated models were tested.
The first direct effect without mediators (OCBE, EMS) of GHRMP on SP was estimated.
Second, direct and indirect effects were estimated with the mediator to confirm the media-
tion paths.

4.8. OCBE as Mediator on Relationship between GHRMP and SP

Structural model results revealed that the direct effect of GHRMP on SP is reduced
from b = 0.625 to b = 0.290, as shown in Figure 3. However, the direct effect is still significant,
with a p-value of 0 = 0.000. Next, the indirect effect of GHRMP on the SP and mediation
path (GHRMP→OCBE→SP) was estimated.

Mediation Path-1: OCBE as a mediating variable between GHRMP and SP
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Equation—1: Y (SP) = α 0 + β1 (GHRMP) + µ ——————– β1 = 0.290
Equation—2: Y (OCBE) = β0 + β2 (GHRMP) + µ —————- β2 = 0.544
Equation—3: Y (SP) = ¥ 0 + β3 (OCBE) + µ ———————- β3= 0.320
Direct effect = 0.290
Indirect effect = 0.544 × 0.320 = 0.174
Total effect = 0.290 + 0.174 = 0.464
Therefore, the indirect effect was 0.174, with a critical value of 4.588. Next, to check

whether this indirect effect is significant or not, bootstrapping was employed with 1000 it-
erations to identify the p-value [116]. Regarding Table 4, the bootstrapping P-value was
calculated as 0.001, which ultimately confirmed mediation [110,115]. However, based on
Baron and Kenny [117], the GHRMP direct effect is still significant on SP with (OCBE)
mediating variable. So, partial mediation is observed.

Table 4. Summary of mediation analysis (indirect effects).

No. Main Hypothesis
Direct Beta

without
Mediator

CR and
Sig

Direct Beta
with

Mediator
CR and Sig Indirect

Beta
P = Value
Bootstrap

Mediation
Type

Observed

6 GHRMP→OCBE→SP 0.625 12.698
(0.000) 0.290 4.588

(0.001) 0.174 0.001 Partial
mediation

7 GHMR→EMS→SP 0.625 12.698
(0.000) 0.290 4.588

(0.001) 0.173 0.001 Partial
mediation

4.9. EMS as Mediator on Relationship between GHRMP and SP

First, establishing the significant direct effect of GHRMP on SP. The next step was to
proceed with the mediation analysis; the mediating variable EMS) was included in the
structural model (GHRMP→ EMS→SP), and the direct effect was re-calculated. Structural
model results revealed that the direct effect of GHRMP on SP is reduced from b = 0.625
to b = 0.290, as shown in Figure 3. However, the direct effect is still significant, with a
p-value of 0 = 0.000. Next, the indirect effect of GHRMP on the SP and mediation path
(GHRMP→EMS→SP) was calculated.

Mediation path-2: EMS as a mediating variable between GHRMP and SP
Equation—1: Y (SP) = α 0 + β1 (GHRMP) + µ —————- β1 = 0.290
Equation—2: Y (EMS) = β0 + β2 (GHRMP) + µ —————- β2 = 0.635
Equation—3: Y (SP) = ¥ 0 + β1 (EMS) + µ ———————- β3= 0.274
Direct effect = 0.290
Indirect effect = 0.635 × 0.274 = 0.173
Total effect = 0.290 + 0.173 = 0.463
Therefore, the indirect effect was 0.173, with a critical value of 4.588. Next, to check

whether the indirect effect is significant or not, bootstrapping was employed with 1000 iter-
ations to identify the p-value [116]. With reference to Table 4, the bootstrapping P-value was
calculated as (0.001), which ultimately confirmed mediation [110,115]. Since the GHRMP
direct effect is still significant on SP with (OCBE) mediating variable. So, partial mediation
is observed. It is concluded that both OCBE and EMS mediate the relationship between
GHRMP and SP. Hypothesis H6 and H7 were confirmed based on the proposed mechanism
by [110,115–117].

Consequently, mediation analysis results are summarized in Table 4. Both mediating
variables, i.e., OCBE and EMS, partially mediated the relationship between GHRMP and
SP. The next section presents a detailed discussion of our quantitative findings.

5. Discussion on Research Findings

This study aimed to investigate the direct relationship between GHRMP, OCBE, EMS,
and SP. In addition, this study intended to examine the mediating role of OCBE and EMS
on the relationship between GHRMP and SP, based on the research objectives.
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Theoretical Implications

The first objective of this study was to investigate the relationship between GHRMP
and OCBE in predicting SP. To achieve objective, one current study proposed three hypothe-
ses H1: GHRMP is positively related to SP. H2: GHRMP is positively related to OCBE. Thus,
the hypothesis H2 was accepted. The results of H1 and H2 are consistent with findings
of previous studies, e.g., [27]. The GHRMP is deep-rooted in shared behavioral values
and useful for developing a green organizational culture and fostering low-carbon behav-
iors [30]. Organizations should use GHRMP to promote OCBE, encouraging employees to
behave sustainably. Green HRM also enhances employees’ eco-friendly behavior [27].

The term “discretionary acts” suggests that employees can make decisions at their
level, and OCBE is not considered as part of formal job responsibilities. Similarly, Ones
and Dilchert [33] have argued that most of these behaviors are discretionary in nature.
Consequently, it is possible in some cases that rewards may not impact OCBE. Furthermore,
to achieve objective one, hypothesis H3: OCBE is positively related to SP, was proposed.
Results confirmed that OCBE has a positive relationship with SP. Hence, hypothesis H3 is
accepted. The results of H3 are aligned with previous studies. Similarly, OCBE contributes
to corporate environmental performance at both individual and organizational levels. In
summary, OCBE refers to individual, voluntary and informal initiatives vital for greening
organizations [57].

The second objective of this study was to investigate the relationship between GHRMP
and the EMS in predicting SP. To achieve this objective, the study proposed two hypotheses
H4: GHRMP and EMS are positively related. Likewise, results show that H4 is accepted.
Previous studies reported similar findings, e.g., [65]. Organizations need to develop EMS
to ensure environmental performance. However, this is not possible without employing
GHRMP and their alignment with EMS [91]. Research results have revealed that GHRMP
enhances the effectiveness of EMS diffusion in an organization. Implementation and
development of EMS ISO14001 are influenced by HRM practices, including employee
training, involvement, and effective communication [26]. Likewise, prior studies confirmed
that green HRM is used for successful EMS implementation and links sustainability with
HRM bringing higher economic benefits [15,23].

The previous studies have reported that employee training and involvement in adopt-
ing EMS ISO14001 standard play a critical role, e.g. [118]. EMS ISO14001 adoption process
is positively related to training and development practices. According to research studies,
training is one of the essential factors in implementing and adopting EMS ISO14001. How-
ever, low employees’ skills and training procedures for EMS result in low performance.
On the other hand, Malaysian manufacturing firms face problems in implementing and
adopting EMS ISO14001 standards and cannot meet the requirements of extensive em-
ployee participation and training and cost [119]. Next, this study proposed H5: EMS has a
positive relationship with sustainable performance (SP). Likewise, results confirm that H5
is accepted. The results of hypothesis H5 are aligned with previous research studies [66].

Similarly, previous research has reported that improving environmental performance
is integral for the organization and also an essential element of SP. Stakeholders are also
pressurizing organizations to adopt EMS ISO14001 certification. EMS ISO14001 is not just
an environmental standard in organizational environmental policy, but researchers and
environmental practitioners also focusing on their effectiveness to improve environmental
and social performance. Recent research evidence also showed that EMS enhances business
performance and enables the firm to manage its environmental objectives [120].

The third objective of this study was to examine the mediating role (indirect effects)
of OCBE and EMS on the relationship between GHRMP and SP. This third objective
of the current study proposed two hypotheses, i.e., (H6 and H7). First, hypothesis H6:
OCBE mediates the relationship between GHRMP and SP. Mediation analysis results have
confirmed that OCBE mediates the relationship between GHRMP and SP. Thus, hypothesis
H6 is accepted. The results are aligned with previous studies that also confirmed OCBE as a
mediator, e.g., [22,121]. The GHRMP is deep-rooted in shared behavioral values and useful
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for fostering low-carbon behaviors. Organizations should use GHRMP to promote OCBE,
encouraging employees to behave sustainably. Green HRM also enhances employees’ eco-
friendly behavior [27]. To further achieve objective 3, the current study proposed hypothesis
H7: EMS mediates the relationship between GHRMP and SP. Mediation analysis results
have revealed that EMS mediates the relationship between GHRMP and SP. Therefore,
hypothesis H7 is accepted. Consequently, results are consistent with previous studies,
e.g., [57,95]. GHRMP is vital for the successful implantation of EMS ISO14001. Similarly,
GHRMP plays an influential role in achieving SP. Despite this, research also highlighted the
role of EMS in various aspects, e.g., EMS motivations, adoption or implementation [122],
performance standards, and level of EMS diffusion in impacting performance [26].

6. Conclusions, Implications, and Future Research

Current study findings suggest that manufacturing firms should effectively use
GHRMP, adopt EMS ISO14001, and encourage OCBE to improve SP. Employing these
green practices would mitigate the imbalance between economic and environmental perfor-
mance, e.g., [119]. Understanding of GHRMP is essential for managers to encourage and
motivate employees towards OCBE and environmental initiatives, e.g., EMS ISO14001 [6].
Manager support and involvement are vital for the successful implementation of EMS
ISO14001 [15]. Another significant finding of this study is that companies should use
GHRMP, such as green training, educating, and rewarding their managers to encourage
OCBE, e.g., [27,30,57].

Consequently, the last findings of this study report that EMS is a vital factor for improv-
ing SP. Currently, approximately 18% of manufacturing firms are certified by ISO14001 [106].
This percentage is relatively lower as compared to ISO14001 certification among OECD
countries. EMS ISO14001 adoption is vital for Malaysian firms to enhance SP and mitigate
the negative impact on the environment [119]. Concerning policy implication, this research
focuses on the antecedents of SP within Malaysian manufacturing firms.

Consequently, current research findings are relevant to the Malaysia Environmen-
tal Performance Index (EPI), Global Environmental Performance Index (EPI), National
Policy on the Environmental (NEP), National Policy on the Environment (DASN), and
Compendium of Environment Statistics Malaysia [31,123]. Findings of this research present
guidelines for the National Development Policy (NDP) and National Vision Policy (NVP) to
incorporate Green policies to protect the environment from industrial waste and strengthen
environmental regulations to make EMS ISO14001 compulsory for all types and sizes of
manufacturing firms. The government should provide relevant policy and institutional
framework for the SP of the manufacturing industry. The Eleventh Malaysia Plan (11th
EMP 2016–2020) fosters the firms to adopt sustainable practices to lead the Malaysian
economy towards sustainability [124,125].

These study findings have made a significant contribution to knowledge in the liter-
ature on GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP. The current study tested the mediating effects of
OCBE and EMS on the relationship between GHRMP and SP among ISO14001-certified
Malaysian manufacturing firms. However, this study also has some limitations. The first
potential limitation is the current study dependence on self-report data, e.g., [126]. Self-
reported data on variables, i.e., GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP, represent HRM managers’
viewpoint since the generalizability of findings to all employees is still a major concern.
Secondly, this study was conducted among ISO14001-certified Malaysian manufacturing
firms. It hinders the generalization of results to firms without ISO14001 certification in the
country. Thirdly, the relatively small sample size (n = 227) is adequate for SEM analysis
and limits the generalizability of results and scope of this study. Finally, the current study
used only three green HRM practices to operationalize green HRM, which is also one of
the limitations.

To advance research knowledge on GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP based on previous
literature and current research discussion, future directions are recommended. This study
has used OCBE and EMS as a single order construct in SEM analysis, although it can be
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used as a second-order construct. Future research should use both constructs as multi-
dimensional, i.e., OCBE (eco-helping, eco-initiatives, and eco-civic engagement) and, i.e.,
EMS (key motives and benefits) through SEM analysis. This study also measured SP using
three dimensions (economic, environmental, and social) as a reflective measure. Future
studies should use this construct as a formative construct to measure SP and use objective
data since the current study used subjective measures. Future research should replicate this
model with a larger sample size in a different sector using moderation effects on company
background, etc.

The current research has investigated key antecedents, i.e., GHRMP, OCBE, and EMS,
impact on SP among ISO14001-certified Malaysian manufacturing firms. The findings
suggested one major practical remedy to achieve SP, i.e., equal improvement in three areas,
economic, environmental, and social. Manufacturing firms should implement GHRMP,
adopt EMS ISO14001, and primarily encourage OCBE to achieve SP. The purpose of this
study was to investigate the mediating effects of OCBE and EMS on the relationship
between GHRMP and SP among ISO14001-certified Malaysian manufacturing firms. The
quantitative design was employed using quantitative data to address the research objectives.
The findings revealed that GHRMP related positively with SP. In addition, OCBE and EMS
have partially mediated the relationship between GHRMP and SP. This study also presents
significant theoretical and practical implications. Consequently, these findings are quite
relevant to several policy-making bodies in Malaysia, such as EPI, NEP, and DASN [123].
To meet the targets of the 11th Malaysian Plan (MP) in 2020, the manufacturing firms can
employ GHRMP and adopt EMS ISO14001 to improve SP. Overall research findings provide
comprehensive and constructive insight regarding the antecedents of SP. Therefore, the
results of this study cannot be generalized to non-certified manufacturing firms. Moreover,
this study advances research knowledge in the area of green HRM, OCBE, EMS, and SP.
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Appendix A

The key constructs of this study, e.g., GHRMP, OCBE, EMS, and SP, were measured
with a 5-point Likert scale (Strongly disagree = 1; Disagree = 2; Neutral = 3; Agree = 4;
Strongly agree = 5).
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Green Human Resource Management Practices (GRHRMP) Items

GSR 01 Environmental performance of the company attracts employees.

GSR 02 Company prefers to hire employees that have environmental knowledge.

GSR 03 Employee selection takes environmental motivation into account.

GSR 04 All employee selection steps consider environmental questions.

GTD01 Environmental training is continuous.

GTD02 Environmental training is a priority.

GTD03 Environmental training is an important investment.

GTD04 Environmental training for all employees aimed at promoting environmental policy.

GAR01 Every employee has specific environmental goals.

GAR02 Contribution to environmental management are assessed.

GAR03 Individual performance assessment results are recorded.

GAR04 Cash rewards to recognize environmental performance.

GAR05 Environmental performance is recognized publicly.

Organizational Citizenship Behavior for the Environment (OCBE) Items

OCBE01 I spontaneously give my time to help my colleagues take the environment into account in everything they do at work.

OCBE02 I encourage my colleagues to adopt more environmentally conscious behavior.

OCBE03 I encourage my colleagues to express their ideas and opinions on environmental issues.

OCBE04 I spontaneously speak to my colleagues to help them better understand environmental problems.

OCBE05 I stay informed of my company’s Environmental initiatives.

OCBE06 I actively participate in environmental events organized in and/or by my company.

OCBE07 I undertake environmental actions that contribute positively to the image of my organization.

OCBE08 I volunteer for projects, endeavors or events that address environmental issues in my organization.

OCBE09 In my work, I weigh the consequences of my actions before doing something that could affect the environment.

OCBE10 I voluntarily carry out environmental actions and initiatives in my daily work activities.

OCBE11
I make suggestions to my colleagues about ways to protect the environment more effectively, even when it is not my
direct responsibility.

OCBE12 I suggest new practices that could improve the environmental performance of my organization.

Environmental management system (EMS) 140001 Items

EMS01 To meet customer demands.

EMS02 To comply with government policy or regulations.

EMS03 To match competitors’ actions.

EMS04 To improve environmental performance.

EMS05 To improve efficiency and control in the operations.

EMS06 To build synergies among management systems.

Sustainable performance (SP) Items

ECOP01 Return on investment (ROI) has increased above industry average during the last 3 years.

ECOP02 Sales growth has increased above industry average during the last 3 years.

ECOP03 Profit growth rate has increased above industry average during the last 3 years.
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ECOP04 Market share has increased during the last 3 years.

ENP01 The efficiency of the consumption of raw materials has improved during the last 3 years.

ENP02
The resource consumption (thermal energy, electricity, water) has decreased (e.g. per unit of income, per unit of
production) during the last 3 years.

ENP03 The percentage of recycled materials has increased during the last 3 years.

ENP04 The waste ratio (e.g. kg per unit of product, kg per employee per year) has decreased during the last 3 years.

SOP01 The turnover ratio has decreased during the last 3 years.

SOP02 The employees’ satisfaction has increased during the last 3 years.

SOP03 The employees’ motivation has increased during the last 3 years.

SOP04 Health and safety performance have improved during the last 3 years.

SOP05 Employee education and training (man-days per employee per year) have increased during the last 3 years.
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21. Pham, N.T.; Tučková, Z.; Jabbour, C.J.C. Greening the hospitality industry: How do green human resource management practices
influence organizational citizenship behavior in hotels? A mixed-methods study. Tour. Manag. 2019, 72, 386–399. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2018.01.020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.06.101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31255964
http://doi.org/10.1111/jsbm.12395
http://doi.org/10.3390/su12155930
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2017.02.007
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.procir.2015.02.085
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.02.132
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118595
http://doi.org/10.3390/su10051627
http://doi.org/10.1177/1086026615575176
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2370.2011.00328.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.09.062
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.01.052
http://doi.org/10.3390/su12010258
http://doi.org/10.19030/jabr.v23i1.1411
http://doi.org/10.1002/bsd2.99
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2018.12.008


Sustainability 2021, 13, 897 20 of 23

22. Boiral, O.; Talbot, D.; Paillé, P. Leading by Example: A Model of Organizational Citizenship Behavior for the Environment. Bus.
Strat. Environ. 2015, 24, 532–550. [CrossRef]

23. Mariappanadar, S. Sustainable Human Resource Management: Strategies, Practices and Challenges; Macmillan International Higher
Education: London, UK, 2019.

24. ISO. ISO 14001: Environmental Management Systems-Requirements with Guidance for Use; ISO: Geneva, Switzerland, 2015.
25. Daily, B.F.; Bishop, J.W.; Govindarajulu, N. A Conceptual Model for Organizational Citizenship Behavior Directed Toward the

Environment. Bus. Soc. 2009, 48, 243–256. [CrossRef]
26. Prajogo, D.; KY Tang, A.; Lai, K.-H. The diffusion of environmental management system and its effect on environmental

management practices. Int. J. Oper. Prod. Manag. 2014, 34, 565–585. [CrossRef]
27. Kim, Y.J.; Kim, W.G.; Choi, H.-M.; Phetvaroon, K. The effect of green human resource management on hotel employees’

eco-friendly behavior and environmental performance. Int. J. Hosp. Manag. 2019, 76, 83–93. [CrossRef]
28. Boiral, O.; Paillé, P. Organizational Citizenship Behaviour for the Environment: Measurement and Validation. J. Bus. Ethics 2012,

109, 431–445. [CrossRef]
29. Bryman, A. Barriers to Integrating Quantitative and Qualitative Research. J. Mix. Methods Res. 2007, 1, 8–22. [CrossRef]
30. Ehnert, I.; Parsa, S.; Roper, I.; Wagner, M.; Muller-Camen, M. Reporting on sustainability and HRM: A comparative study of

sustainability reporting practices by the world’s largest companies. Int. J. Hum. Res. Manag. 2016, 27, 88–108. [CrossRef]
31. Khan, N.U.; Bhatti, M.N.; Obaid, A.; Sami, A.; Ullah, A. Do green human resource management practices contribute to sustainable

performance in manufacturing industry? Int. J. Environ. Sustain. Dev. 2020, 19, 412. [CrossRef]
32. Saeed, B.B.; Afsar, B.; Hafeez, S.; Khan, I.; Tahir, M.; Afridi, M.A. Promoting employee’s proenvironmental behavior through

green human resource management practices. In Corporate Social Responsibility and Environmental Management; John Wiley & Sons
Inc: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2019; Volume 26, pp. 424–438.

33. Ones, D.S.; Dilchert, S. Environmental Sustainability at Work: A Call to Action. Ind. Organ. Psychol. 2012, 5, 444–466. [CrossRef]
34. Mandip, G. Green HRM: People management commitment to environmental sustainability. Res. J. Recent Sci. ISSN 2012, 2277,

2502.
35. Mampra, M. Green HRM: Does it help to build a competitive service sector? A study. In Proceedings of the Tenth AIMS

International Conference on Management, Bangalore, India, 6–9 January 2013; SCRIBD: San Francisco, CA, USA; pp. 1273–1281.
36. Opatha, H.H.D.N.P.; Arulrajah, A.A. Green Human Resource Management: Simplified General Reflections. Int. Bus. Res. 2014, 7,

101. [CrossRef]
37. Zoogah, D.B. The Dynamics of Green HRM Behaviors: A Cognitive Social Information Processing Approach. Ger. J. Hum. Resour.

Manag. 2011, 25, 117–139. [CrossRef]
38. Marhatta, S.; Adhikari, S. Green HRM and sustainability. Int. eJournal Ongoing Res. Manag. IT 2013. Available online:

https://www.asmgroup.edu.in/incon/publication/incon13-hr-006pdf (accessed on 15 January 2021).
39. Jabbour, C.J.C. Environmental training in organisations: From a literature review to a framework for future research. Resour.

Conserv. Recycl. 2013, 74, 144–155. [CrossRef]
40. Stringer, L. The Green Workplace: Sustainable Strategies That Benefit Employees, the Environment, and the Bottom Line; St. Martin’s

Press: New York, NY, USA, 2010.
41. Grolleau, G.; Mzoughi, N.; Pekovic, S. Green not (only) for profit: An empirical examination of the effect of environmental-related

standards on employees’ recruitment. Resour. Energy Econ. 2012, 34, 74–92. [CrossRef]
42. Subramanian, N.; Abdulrahman, M.D.; Wu, L.; Nath, P. Green competence framework: Evidence from China. Int. J. Hum. Resour.

Manag. 2016, 27, 151–172. [CrossRef]
43. Greening People: Human Resources and Environmental Management, 1st ed.; Wehrmeyer, W. (Ed.) Routledge: New York, NY, USA,

2017.
44. Kola-Olusanya, A. Embedding Environmental Sustainability Competencies in Human Capital Training and Development.

Mediterr. J. Soc. Sci. 2013, 4, 65. [CrossRef]
45. Delmas, M.A.; Pekovic, S. Environmental standards and labor productivity: Understanding the mechanisms that sustain

sustainability. J. Organ. Behav. 2012, 34, 230–252. [CrossRef]
46. Jabbour, C.J.C. How green are HRM practices, organizational culture, learning and teamwork? A Brazilian study. Ind. Commer.

Train. 2011, 43, 98–105. [CrossRef]
47. Obaid, T.F.; Alias, R.B. The impact of green recruitment, green training and green learning on the firm performance: Conceptual

paper. Int. J. Appl. Res. 2015, 1, 951–953.
48. Ahmad, S. Green Human Resource Management: Policies and practices. Cogent Bus. Manag. 2015, 2, 1030817. [CrossRef]
49. Epstein, M.J.; Buhovac, A.R. Making Sustainability Work: Best Practices in Managing and Measuring Corporate Social, Environ-mental,

and Economic Impacts, 2nd ed.; Berrett-Koehler Publishers: San Francisco, CA, USA, 2014.
50. Jabbour, C.J.C.; Santos, F.C.A. Relationships between human resource dimensions and environmental management in companies:

Proposal of a model. J. Clean. Prod. 2008, 16, 51–58. [CrossRef]
51. Fernández, E.; Junquera, B.; Ordiz, M. Organizational culture and human resources in the environmental issue: A review of the

literature. Int. J. Hum. Resour. Manag. 2003, 14, 634–656. [CrossRef]
52. Milliman, J.; Clair, J. Best Environmental HRM Practices in the US. In Greening People, 1st ed.; Routledge: New York, NY, USA,

1996; pp. 49–73.

http://doi.org/10.1002/bse.1835
http://doi.org/10.1177/0007650308315439
http://doi.org/10.1108/IJOPM-10-2012-0448
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2018.04.007
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-011-1138-9
http://doi.org/10.1177/2345678906290531
http://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2015.1024157
http://doi.org/10.1504/IJESD.2020.110647
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1754-9434.2012.01478.x
http://doi.org/10.5539/ibr.v7n8p101
http://doi.org/10.1177/239700221102500204
https://www.asmgroup.edu.in/incon/publication/incon13-hr-006pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2012.12.017
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.reseneeco.2011.10.002
http://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2015.1047394
http://doi.org/10.5901/mjss.2013.v4n4p65
http://doi.org/10.1002/job.1827
http://doi.org/10.1108/00197851111108926
http://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2015.1030817
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2006.07.025
http://doi.org/10.1080/0958519032000057628


Sustainability 2021, 13, 897 21 of 23

53. Ramus, C.A. Organizational Support for Employees: Encouraging Creative Ideas for Environmental Sustainability. Calif. Manag.
Rev. 2001, 43, 85–105. [CrossRef]

54. Hart, S.L. A natural-resource-based view of the firm. Acad. Manag. Rev. 1995, 20, 986–1014. [CrossRef]
55. Boiral, O. The impact of operator involvement in pollution reduction: Case studies in Canadian chemical companies. Bus. Strat.

Environ. 2005, 14, 339–360. [CrossRef]
56. Ramus, C.A.; Killmer, A.B.C. Corporate greening through prosocial extrarole behaviours—A conceptual framework for employee

motivation. Bus. Strat. Environ. 2007, 16, 554–570. [CrossRef]
57. Boiral, O.; Paillé, P.; Raineri, N. The Nature of Employees’ Pro-Environmental Behaviors. The Psychol. Green Organ. 2015, 12–32.

[CrossRef]
58. Paillé, P.; Boiral, O. Pro-environmental behavior at work: Construct validity and determinants. J. Environ. Psychol. 2013, 36,

118–128. [CrossRef]
59. Organ, D.W. Organizational Citizenship Behavior: The Good Soldier Syndrome; Lexington Books/DC Heath and Com: Rowman &

Littlefield Group: Lanham, MD, USA, 1988.
60. Lamm, E.; Tosti-Kharas, J.; Williams, E.G. Read this article, but don’t print it: Organizational citizenship behavior toward the

environment. Group Organ. Manag. 2013, 38, 163–197. [CrossRef]
61. Lülfs, R.; Hahn, R. Corporate Greening beyond Formal Programs, Initiatives, and Systems: A Conceptual Model for Voluntary

Pro-environmental Behavior of Employees. Eur. Manag. Rev. 2013, 10, 83–98. [CrossRef]
62. Imperatives, S. Report of the World Commission on Environment and Development: Our Common Future. Available online:

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/5987our-common-future.pdf (accessed on 10 February 1987).
63. Bansal, P.; Bogner, W.C. Deciding on ISO 14001: Economics, Institutions, and Context. Long Range Plan. 2002, 35, 269–290.

[CrossRef]
64. Testa, F.; Rizzi, F.; Daddi, T.; Gusmerotti, N.M.; Frey, M.; Iraldo, F. EMAS and ISO 14001: The differences in effectively improving

environmental performance. J. Clean. Prod. 2014, 68, 165–173. [CrossRef]
65. To, W.; Lee, P. Diffusion of ISO 14001 environmental management system: Global, regional and country-level analyses. J. Clean

Prod. 2014, 66, 489–498. [CrossRef]
66. Castka, P.; Prajogo, D. The effect of pressure from secondary stakeholders on the internalization of ISO 14001. J. Clean. Prod. 2013,

47, 245–252. [CrossRef]
67. Hurlem, B.G. Our Common future: World Commission on Environment and Development; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 1987.
68. Yong, J.Y.; Yusliza, M.-Y.; Ramayah, T.; Jabbour, C.J.C.; Sehnem, S.; Mani, V. Pathways towards sustainability in manufacturing

organizations: Empirical evidence on the role of green human resource management. Bus. Strat. Environ. 2020, 29, 212–228.
[CrossRef]

69. The Triple Bottom Line: Does It All Add up; Henriques, A.; Richardson, J. (Eds.) Routledge: Gateshead, UK, 2013.
70. Fauzi, H.; Svensson, G.; Rahman, A.A. “Triple bottom line” as “sustainable corporate performance”: A proposition for the future.

Sustainability 2010, 2, 1345–1360. [CrossRef]
71. Zhu, Q.; Sarkis, J.; Lai, K.-H. Green supply chain management innovation diffusion and its relationship to organizational

improvement: An ecological modernization perspective. J. Eng. Technol. Manag. 2012, 29, 168–185. [CrossRef]
72. Green, K.W., Jr.; Zelbst, P.J.; Meacham, J.; Bhadauria, V.S. Green supply chain management practices: Impact on performance.

Supply Chain Manag. Int. J. 2012, 17, 290–305. [CrossRef]
73. de Sousa Jabbour, A.B.L.; Vazquez-Brust, D.; Jabbour, C.J.C.; Ribeiro, D.A. The interplay between stakeholders, resources and

capabilities in climate change strategy: Converting barriers into cooperation. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 2020, 29, 1362–1386. [CrossRef]
74. Iqbal, Q.; Ahmad, N.H.; Nasim, A.; Khan, S.A.R. A moderated-mediation analysis of psychological empowerment: Sustainable

leadership and sustainable performance. J. Clean. Prod. 2020, 262, 121429. [CrossRef]
75. Amui, L.B.L.; Jabbour, C.J.C.; de Sousa Jabbour, A.B.L.; Kannan, D. Sustainability as a dynamic organizational capability: A

systematic review and a future agenda toward a sustainable transition. J. Clean. Prod. 2017, 142, 308–322. [CrossRef]
76. Pislaru, M.; Herghiligiu, I.V.; Robu, I.-B. Corporate sustainable performance assessment based on fuzzy logic. J. Clean. Prod. 2019,

223, 998–1013. [CrossRef]
77. Chardine-Baumann, E.; Botta-Genoulaz, V. A framework for sustainable performance assessment of supply chain management

practices. Comput. Ind. Eng. 2014, 76, 138–147. [CrossRef]
78. Henao, R.; Sarache, W.; Gómez, I. Lean manufacturing and sustainable performance: Trends and future challenges. J. Clean. Prod.

2019, 208, 99–116. [CrossRef]
79. Akanmu, M.D.; Hassan, M.G.; Bahaudin, A.Y.B. A preliminary analysis modeling of the relationship between quality management

practices and sustainable performance. Qual. Manag. J. 2020, 27, 37–61. [CrossRef]
80. Iqbal, Q.; Ahmad, N.H.; Ahmad, B. Enhancing sustainable performance through job characteristics via workplace spirituality. J.

Sci. Technol. Policy Manag. 2018. [CrossRef]
81. Appelbaum, E.; Bailey, T.; Berg, P.; Kalleberg, A. Manufacturing Advantage: Why High-Performance Work Systems Pay off ; Cornell

University Press: New York, NY, USA, 2000.
82. Boselie, P. High performance work practices in the health care sector: A Dutch case study. Int. J. Manpow. 2010, 31, 42–58.

[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.2307/41166090
http://doi.org/10.5465/amr.1995.9512280033
http://doi.org/10.1002/bse.431
http://doi.org/10.1002/bse.504
http://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199997480.003.0002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2013.07.014
http://doi.org/10.1177/1059601112475210
http://doi.org/10.1111/emre.12008
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/5987our-common-future.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0024-6301(02)00046-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2013.12.061
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2013.11.076
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2012.12.034
http://doi.org/10.1002/bse.2359
http://doi.org/10.3390/su2051345
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jengtecman.2011.09.012
http://doi.org/10.1108/13598541211227126
http://doi.org/10.1002/bse.2438
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.121429
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.07.103
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.03.130
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2014.07.029
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.10.116
http://doi.org/10.1080/10686967.2019.1689800
http://doi.org/10.1108/JSTPM-02-2018-0022
http://doi.org/10.1108/01437721011031685


Sustainability 2021, 13, 897 22 of 23

83. Paillé, P.; Mejía-Morelos, J.H.; Marché-Paillé, A.; Chen, C.C.; Chen, Y. Corporate Greening, Exchange Process Among Co-workers,
and Ethics of Care: An Empirical Study on the Determinants of Pro-environmental Behaviors at Coworkers-Level. J. Bus. Ethics
2016, 136, 655–673. [CrossRef]

84. Raineri, N.; Mejía-Morelos, J.H.; Francoeur, V.; Paillé, P. Employee eco-initiatives and the workplace social exchange network. Eur.
Manag. J. 2016, 34, 47–58. [CrossRef]

85. Paillé, P.; Morelos, J.H.M.; Raineri, N.; Stinglhamber, F. The Influence of the Immediate Manager on the Avoidance of Non-green
Behaviors in the Workplace: A Three-Wave Moderated-Mediation Model. J. Bus. Ethics 2019, 155, 723–740. [CrossRef]

86. Melkonyan, A.; Krumme, K.; Gruchmann, T.; Spinler, S.; Schumacher, T.; Bleischwitz, R. Scenario and strategy planning for
transformative supply chains within a sustainable economy. J. Clean. Prod. 2019, 231, 144–160. [CrossRef]

87. Cabral, C.; Dhar, R.L. Green competencies: Construct development and measurement validation. J. Clean. Prod. 2019, 235, 887–900.
[CrossRef]

88. Zibarras, L.D.; Coan, P. HRM practices used to promote pro-environmental behavior: A UK survey. Int. J. Hum. Resour. Manag.
2015, 26, 2121–2142. [CrossRef]

89. Hameed, Z.; Khan, I.U.; Islam, T.; Sheikh, Z.; Naeem, R.M. Do green HRM practices influence employees’ environmental
performance? Int. J. Manpow. 2020, 41, 1061–1079. [CrossRef]

90. Luu, T.T. CSR and organizational citizenship behavior for the environment in hotel industry. Int. J. Contemp. Hosp. Manag. 2017,
29. [CrossRef]

91. Daily, B.F.; Huang, S.-C. Achieving sustainability through attention to human resource factors in environmental management. Int.
J. Oper. Prod. Manag. 2001, 21, 1539–1552. [CrossRef]

92. To, W.M.; Tang, M.N.F. The adoption of ISO 14001 environmental management systems in Macao SAR, China: Trend, motivations,
and perceived benefits. Manag. Env. Qual. Int. J. 2014, 25, 244–256. [CrossRef]

93. Kaman, Z.K.B.; Othman, Z. EMS 14001: An Instrument for Environmental Protection-A Petrochemical Perspective. Int. J. Bus.
Manag. 2019, 3, 16–20.

94. Heras-Saizarbitoria, I.; Boiral, O. ISO 9001 and ISO 14001: Towards a Research Agenda on Management System Standards*. Int. J.
Manag. Rev. 2013, 15, 47–65. [CrossRef]

95. Yang, C.-L.; Lin, S.-P.; Chan, Y.-H.; Sheu, C. Mediated effect of environmental management on manufacturing competitiveness:
An empirical study. Int. J. Prod. Econ. 2010, 123, 210–220. [CrossRef]

96. Duque-Grisales, E.; Aguilera-Caracuel, J.; Guerrero-Villegas, J.; García-Sánchez, E. Does green innovation affect the financial
performance of Multilatinas? The moderating role of ISO 14001 and R&D investment. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 2020, 29, 3286–3302.

97. Alt, E.; Spitzeck, H. Improving environmental performance through unit-level organizational citizenship behaviors for the
environment: A capability perspective. J. Environ. Manag. 2016, 182, 48–58. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

98. Jackson, S.E.; Renwick, D.W.S.; Jabbour, C.J.C.; Muller-Camen, M. State-of-the-Art and Future Directions for Green Human
Resource Management: Introduction to the Special Issue. Ger. J. Hum. Resour. Manag. 2011, 25, 99–116. [CrossRef]

99. Manika, D.; Wells, V.K.; Gregory-Smith, D.; Gentry, M. The Impact of Individual Attitudinal and Organisational Variables on
Workplace Environmentally Friendly Behaviours. J. Bus. Ethic 2013, 126, 663–684. [CrossRef]

100. Potoski, M.; Prakash, A. Covenants with weak swords: ISO 14001 and facilities’ environmental performance. J. Policy Anal.
Manag. J. Assoc. Public Policy 2005, 24, 745–769. [CrossRef]

101. Albertini, E. Does Environmental Management Improve Financial Performance? A Meta-Analytical Review. Organ. Environ.
2013, 26, 431–457. [CrossRef]

102. Yang, M.G.M.; Hong, P.; Modi, S.B. Impact of lean manufacturing and environmental management on business performance: An
empirical study of manufacturing firms. Int. J. Prod. Econ. 2011, 129, 251–261. [CrossRef]

103. Cohen, L.; Manion, L.; Morrison, K. Research Methods in Education, 6th ed.; Routledge: London, UK, 2013.
104. Saunders, M.; Lewis, P.; Thornhill, A. Research Methods for Business Students, 5th ed.; Pearson: Harlow, UK, 2012.
105. Creswell, J.W.; Creswell, J.D. Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Methods Approaches; SAGE Publications:

Thousand Oaks, CA, USA, 2017.
106. FMM. Directory of Malaysian industries, 46th ed.; Federation of Malaysian Manufacturers: Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, 2015.
107. Krejcie, R.V.; Morgan, D.W. Determining Sample Size for Research Activities. Educ. Psychol. Meas. 1970, 30, 607–610. [CrossRef]
108. Hiebl, M.R.W.; Richter, J.F. Response Rates in Management Accounting Survey Research. J. Manag. Account. Res. 2018, 30, 59–79.

[CrossRef]
109. Baruch, Y.; Holtom, B.C. Survey response rate levels and trends in organizational research. Hum. Relations 2008, 61, 1139–1160.

[CrossRef]
110. Hair, J.; Black, W.; Babin, B.; Anderson, R. Multivariate Data Analysis, 4th ed.; rentice-Hall: Division of Simon and Schuster One

Lake Street: Upper Saddle River, NJ, USA, 2010.
111. Ghauri, P.; Grønhaug, K.; Strange, R. Research Methods in Business Studies; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2020.
112. Prajogo, D.; Tang, A.K.; Lai, K.-H. Do firms get what they want from ISO 14001 adoption? an Australian perspective. J. Clean.

Prod. 2012, 33, 117–126. [CrossRef]
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