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Abstract. While economists have been contributing to the discussion of various aspects of
sustainability for decades, it is just recently that the term “sustainability economics” was used
explicitly in the ecological, environmental, and resource economics community. Yet, the
contributions that use the term “sustainability economics” do not refer to any explicit
definition of the term, and are not obviously joined by common or unifying characteristics,
such as subject focus, methodology, or institutional background. The question thus arises:
What is “sustainability economics”? In this essay, we make an attempt at systematically
defining and delineating what “sustainability economics” could be in terms of its normative
foundation, aims, subject matter, ontology, epistemology, and genuine research agenda.
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1. Introduction
With climate change, biodiversity loss, a global water crisis, and many other manifestations of
global environmental change becoming more and more apparent, there is a widespread and
increasing feeling among both economists and society at large that economics should address
issues of sustainability. Sustainability is a normative notion about the way how humans
should act towards nature, and how they are responsible towards one another and future
generations. 1 While there are some contributions of economists to the discussion of specific
aspects of sustainability, so far neither a unifying idea (notion, concept) nor concrete
structures (scientific community, institutions, curricula, conferences, etc.) of something like
sustainability economics do exist – at least not to any significant extent. 2, 3
Interpreting the existing economic contributions in view of the overall idea of sustainability,
we argue that the emerging field of sustainability economics can be defined by four core
attributes:
1. Subject focus on the relationship between humans and nature.
2. Orientation towards the long-term and inherently uncertain future.
3. Normative foundation in the idea of justice, between humans of current and future
generations as well as between humans and nature.
4. Concern for economic efficiency, understood as non-wastefulness, in the allocation of
natural goods and services as well as their human-made substitutes and complements.
In this essay, we take this preliminary definition as a starting point for a systematic discussion
of the question: “What is sustainability economics?” In particular, we develop a concrete and
operational notion of sustainability economics from the above four core attributes, which are
largely normative in nature, and the societal need and demand for something like
sustainability economics. That is, we propose a normatively rooted vision of what
sustainability economics should be, rather than giving a descriptive survey of the
contributions that do actually already exist. 4 In particular, we discuss the aims, subject matter,
ontology, epistemology, and genuine research agenda of sustainability economics.
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The need for inter- and transdisciplinary scientific research on sustainability, and the specific characteristics of
such research that follow from the particular subject focus, is acknowledged by the recent formation of so-called
sustainability science (Kates et al. 2001, Clark and Dickson 2003, Clark 2007).
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For instance, there is no entry on „sustainability economics“ in wikipedia (as of March 24, 2009); Google
yields only 15,700 hits for “sustainability economics”, as compared to 3,184,000 hits for “environmental
economics”, “resource economics”, or “environmental and resource economics”, and 1,520,000 hits for
“ecological economics” (as of March 24, 2009).
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The term “sustainability economics” has been used just recently by Söderbaum (2007, 2008) and Ayres (2008),
and a little earlier in German by Manstetten and Faber (1999). The German Federal Ministry of Education and
Research currently makes an ambitious attempt at developing something like “sustainability economics” (and
calling it explicitly by that term) within a major research program on “Economics for Sustainability” (www.win.org/en/index.php). Yet, all these uses of the term seem to be ad-hoc and isolated.
4

See, for example, Pezzey and Toman (2002) for a collection of influential contributions to “The Economics of
Sustainability”, and Illge und Schwarze (2009) for an empirical analysis of the opinions held by economists
about “sustainability” and “economics”.
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2. Normative foundation of sustainability economics
Terminologically, “sustainability economics” derives from the combination of the two terms
“sustainability” and “economics”. We therefore ask, what are the normative foundations of
these two?
Sustainability

The vision of sustainability aims at justice in the domain of human-nature-relationships and in
view of the long-term and inherently uncertain future. This includes three specific
relationships (Becker 2009: 23ff.): (i) justice between humans of different generations
(“intergenerational” justice), (ii) justice between different humans of the present generation
(“intragenerational” justice), and (iii) justice between humans and nature (“physiocentric
ethics”).
Aspects (i) and (ii), for instance, are expressed in the widely accepted definition given by the
Brundtland-Commission (WCED 1987: 43):
“Sustainable development is development that meets the needs of the present
without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.
It contains within it two key concepts: the concept of ‘needs’, in particular the
essential needs of the world's poor, to which overriding priority should be
given; and the idea of limitations imposed by the state of technology and social
organization on the environment’s ability to meet present and future needs.”
While (i) and (ii) reflect an anthropocentric idea of justice and, hence, sustainability,
according to which nature matters for humans exclusively for its instrumental value in
satisfying human needs, sustainability is often taken to also include aspect (iii), i.e. the idea of
justice towards nature for its intrinsic value (Sober 1986, DesJardins 2005). 5 This
interpretation of sustainability implies nature conservation for its own sake (Norton 1987,
2005).
In the context of sustainability, the abstract and general idea of “justice” needs to be specified.
Using, for example, the classification of different conceptions of justice given by Dobson
(1998: Chap. 3) one would need to specify the community (dispensers, recipients), the basic
structure, the objects, and the basic principle of justice. In particular, this specification needs
to be with regard to the long-term and inherently uncertain future. For example, one could
specify the notion of “justice” underlying the normative vision of sustainability as basicneeds-oriented distributive justice among humans concerning ecosystem services over the
next few hundred years. Alternatively, on could adopt a notion of procedural, say discursive,
justice concerning the design of institutions governing access to, and use of, ecosystem
services.
While the vision of sustainability fundamentally aims at justice, it does so in the particular
domain of human-nature-relationships and in view of the long-term and inherently uncertain
future. Therefore, one needs to be aware that besides sustainability there exist other legitimate
societal goals, including goals of justice in other specific areas of human life, e.g. labor or
education.

5

While many economic contributions use a purely anthropocentric notion of sustainability (aspects i and ii), the
view that non-human beings have rights in their own (aspect iii) is widely accepted by the general public. The
protection of basic animal rights is anchored, for example, in the German Constitution.
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Economics

While justice is the normative foundation of sustainability, (modern) economics is aimed at
the normative goal of an ever better satisfaction of human needs and wants. Over and beyond
the basic human needs, this explicitly includes the subjective desires and preferences
(“wants”) that individuals hold. It also includes present and future generations of humans.
The normative goal of satisfaction of individual needs and wants can be rooted in the modern
political philosophy of liberalism, according to which individuals are free to pursue their own
happiness as long as, and insofar as, they do not infringe on the same liberty of others. The
goal of satisfaction of individual human needs and wants has been operationalized through
different criteria, starting with classical utilitarianism (as proposed by Jeremy Bentham, James
Mill and John Stuart Mill), which holds that the sum of utilities of all individuals should be
maximized. Later, welfarism and Pareto-efficiency have evolved in the very same liberal
spirit. 6
With the satisfaction of the needs and wants of many individuals as the normative goal,
modern economics has developed a focus on efficiency, that is non-wastefulness, in the use of
scarce resources to achieve this goal. Efficiency has almost gained the status of a normative
goal in itself. For example, this is expressed in the definition by Lionel Robbins (1932: 15),
according to which
economics “studies human behaviour as a relationship between [given] ends and
scarce means which have alternative uses.”
This definition, while pointing to efficiency, emphasizes another idea that is constitutive to
modern economics, namely that scarce resources may be used in alternative ways, so that
using them in any particular way carries opportunity costs. In this modern understanding, it
remains open what the “ends” are to be. Any given end that humans pursue with the help of
scarce resources that have alternative uses, in principle, makes an economic issue, and
efficiency appears as the goal at which economics is aimed. 7
But, of course, efficiency cannot be taken as a normative goal in itself. Efficiency is a
secondary goal that is justified by its reference to a primary, elementary normative goal. In
order to normatively root and ethically legitimate economics one therefore needs to specify an
ethically legitimate end. For instance, the satisfaction of individual human needs and wants
typically serves as the normative goal of economics. Sustainability, interpreted as inter- and
intragenerational justice and justice towards nature, also specifies such an ethically legitimate
end. 8
6

The liberal premise of modern economics, that individual preferences cannot be criticized but are to be
accepted when formulating individual-based societal goals, can be challenged on ethical grounds (e.g. Sen 1999,
Hausman and McPherson 2007). It can also be defended on ethical grounds (e.g. Hayek 1948, Stigler and Becker
1977). For the moment, we accept this position and take the satisfaction of individual human needs and wants to
be a legitimate normative goal that may stand on equal footing with other normative goals such as sustainability
or justice in general.
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In this interpretation, “what most distinguishes economics as a discipline […] is not its subject matter but its
approach [i.e. the assumption of maximizing behavior]” (Becker 1978: 5). To give an extreme example, if some
person intended to commit a crime, e.g. to rob a bank, and this person had one scarce resource, say a shotgun
loaded with one single bullet, that can potentially be used in alternative ways for the bank robbery, e.g. for taking
a hostage or for opening the strongroom’s lock, then the question of how exactly to use the shotgun in order to
maximize the haul from the bank robbery would be an economic problem sensu Robbins.

8

Alternative notions of economics give rise to alternative interpretations of sustainability economics. For
example (Manstetten and Klauer 2009), the traditional Aristotelian notion of oikonomia (from Greek
“οἶκος[oikos]”=house, “νόμος[nomos]”=rule, law) denotes the task of good housekeeping. It is about the
establishment of rules and procedures, and the assignment of duties and responsibilities, for how to use scarce
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Sustainability economics

Bringing the normative foundations of “sustainability” and “economics” (in its modern
interpretation) together, one might say that sustainability economics is normatively founded in
the idea of efficiency, that is non-wastefulness, in the use of scarce resources for achieving the
two normative goals of (1) the satisfaction of the needs and wants of individual humans and
(2) justice, including inter- and intragenerational justice and justice towards nature, in the
setting of human-nature relationships over the long-term and inherently uncertain future.
Considerations of efficiency in the allocation of scarce resources then refer to three basic
alternatives: (a) scarce resources may be used in alternative ways to achieve one of the
normative goals of sustainability economics, say intergenerational justice properly specified;
(b) scarce resources may be used to achieve alternative normative goals of sustainability
economics, say intra- and intergenerational justice; and (c) scarce resources may be used to
achieve some normative goal of sustainability economics or alternatively some other
legitimate societal goal. As there may be trade-offs and opportunity costs in basically these
three ways, “efficiency” means that no scarce resources should be wasted in these respects.
While economics has developed a clear, differentiated and operational idea of how to measure
efficiency with respect to the satisfaction of the needs and wants of many individuals, it
remains to be clarified what “waste” or “non-wasteful” means with respect to the achievement
of justice.
3. Subject matter and aims of sustainability economics
The subject matter of sustainability economics are human-nature systems in which scarce
natural resources, goods and services, as well as their human-made substitutes and
complements, are being employed over a long time and, consequently, under uncertainty.
With the normative orientation described in the previous section, the basic question of
sustainability economics may then be cast as follows:
How can we understand and manage the relationships between humans and
nature over the long run so that scarce natural resources, goods and services, as
well as their human-made substitutes and complements, are being used
efficiently for the satisfaction of human needs and wants and in a just manner?
Briefly put, sustainability economics studies joint problems of efficiency and justice. This is
in contrast to, say, environmental and resource economics which traditionally focuses on
problems of efficiency, or environmental ethics which traditionally focuses on problems of
justice.
The formulation given above of the basic question indicates that the aims of sustainability
economics are twofold:

resources and for how to share those. In the Aristotelian system, economics is part of ethics, as it is about the
question “What should one do?” In particular, good housekeeping is a responsibility that one has towards future
generations, so it inherently is oriented towards the future, and essentially deals with the challenges of continuity
and of handing over assets to the next generation. Economics, in the Aristotelian understanding, aims at justice,
as the ultimate task of good housekeeping is to provide the citizen with the economic freedom that is necessary
to participate in the political process, the aim of which is the just order of society. So, while the modern notion of
economics due to Robbins – when used as the basis for sustainability economics – leaves the ends to be pursued
efficiently to be specified, the Aristotelian notion of economics already includes an idea of what ends are to be
achieved.
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1. Understanding. That is, sustainability economics has a cognitive interest.
2. Management. That is, sustainability economics has an action interest.
While the aim of understanding makes sustainability economics indeed a science, the latter –
the interest to change and manage human-environment-systems in view of a vision of
sustainability – clearly sets sustainability economics apart from the traditional ideal of
positive and value-free sciences. So, sustainability economics is neither a purely positive
science, nor is it a purely normative endeavor, but it is what has been called “relevant
science”. 9
4. Ontology of sustainability economics
Sustainability economics – like all other scientific endeavors and fields of human action – is
based on a specific basic understanding of the world. The basic structure of reality, that is the
systematic of basic types of entities (objects, properties, processes) and their structural
relationships – is not universal and a priori given, but it derives from the specific perspective
of sustainability economics on the world. It therefore differs from the basic understanding of
the world of other scientific approaches and fields of human action.
As sustainability economics is not yet established, it does not have an established ontology
either. For the systematic development of sustainability economics, one needs ontological
clarification with regard to the specific subject matter and aims of sustainability economics of,
in particular, the following questions: 10
What is the human being?
How and to what extent is the human being as a biological being determined by, and
dependent upon, nature (homo biologicus)? How and to what extent is a human being
characterized by its relationship to nature (homo ecologicus)? How and to what extent does an
individually acting human being follow its self-interest (homo oeconomicus)? How and to
what extent is a human individual determined by, and dependent upon, social relationships
(homo sociologicus)? How and to what extent does a human being act in, or on behalf of, a
community as a citizen or politician with an orientation towards justice (homo politicus)?
How and to what extent is a human human being free? What is the relationship between these
different dimensions of human being?
What is nature?
How and to what extent is nature as a socio-economic construct in human-environmentsystems dependent upon and characterized by human relationships to humans (human needs,
cultural perceptions, etc.)? How and to what extent is nature a means to achieve human ends
(instrumental value)? How and to what extent does nature have its own dignity (intrinsic
value)? How can one conceptualize and describe nature in terms of both its instrumental and
its intrinsic role (entities and structural relationships)?
What is the economy?

9

This is perfectly in line with the aims and resulting character of related academic fields, such as ecological
economics (Funtowicz and Ravetz 1994, 2003, Müller 2003, Baumgärtner et al. 2008) or sustainaibility science
(Kates et al. 2001, Clark and Dickson 2003, Clark 2007).
10

Pioneering contributions to the ontological foundation of sustainability economics include Faber and
Manstetten (2003, 2007), Becker et al. (2005) and Becker (2006).
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How do different notions of “human being” and “nature” imply a necessity for “economy”,
that is economizing in dealing with the scarcities that nature imposes on the enhancement of
human well-being? How do human beings keep the “house” of nature (oikonomia of nature)?
What is/would be a proper “housekeeping”? What distinguishes economizing from others
dimensions of human action? How is it related to these other dimensions? What forms and
structures of “economy” can be distinguished? How can each of these be conceptualized and
described (entities and structural relationships)?
5. Epistemology of sustainability economics
As sustainability economics deals with the long-term future, which is inherently uncertain to a
large extent and, beyond that, to a significant extent principally unknown, there are
epistemological questions that are relevant in light of both the cognitive interest
(understanding) and the action interest (management) of sustainability economics:
•

What is knowledge?

•

What can we know? What can’t we know?

•

How can we know?

These questions are very general. However, they all have a specific and genuine
sustainability-economic content, due to the specific aims and subject matter of sustainability
economics. For example, the imperative of responsibility towards future generations requires
the present generation to adequately act in the face of both scarce resources and uncertainty
about future preferences as well as about the future consequences of today’s actions. In order
to specify that requirement, the following questions have to be answered: What knowledge to
take into account into today’s decisions? How? And how to deal with the remaining
uncertainties? Furthermore, responsibility towards future generations also generally implies a
responsibility to acquire knowledge in order to alleviate these uncertainties. But how exactly
to acquire knowledge, about what, and to what extent?
The answers to these epistemological questions, and many more, in the specific and genuine
context of sustainability economics, need to be explored.
6. Genuine sustainability-economic research questions
What has been said so far implies a number of specific and genuine sustainability-economic
research questions that may be grouped into larger research fields.
Research field #1: Interpretation, concretization and operationalization of the normative
vision of sustainability economics
•

Development of concrete notions of efficiency and justice for human-nature systems
and corresponding ethics that explicitly deal with the long-term and inherently
uncertain future

•

Clarification of the relationships among the different normative goals and
identification of potential conflicts and trade-offs, including an ethical critique, with
respect to the norm of justice, of individual preferences and claims from which criteria
of efficiency are constructed
7

•

Development of operational qualitative and quantitative indicators of the normative
goals, and (context-specific) determination of adequate targets and tolerable windows
for the indicators, including the identification of data needs for the empirical
evaluation of indicators and build-up of suitable systems for data collection,
processing and reporting (“sustainability accounting”)

Research field #2:

Description and analysis of human-environment-systems on multiple
spatial scales over the long run and under uncertainty

•

Combination of real (e.g. bio-physical, energy-matter) and value (e.g. monetary)
descriptions and analysis of human-environment interactions, e.g. thermodynamiceconomic and ecological-economic modeling and analysis

•

Analysis of dynamical human-environment-systems, taking into account joint
production, flow-stock dynamics, interactions and feedbacks, dissipative structures,
and the emergence of system properties such as thresholds, critical loads, tipping
points, carrying capacity, and limited resilience in social, environmental and coupled
human-environment systems

•

Different types, degrees and patterns of uncertainty in dynamic human-environmentsystems

•

Conditions and mechanisms that affect social, economic and political stability of
human-environment systems, and analysis of stability patterns, vulnerability and
systemic risks

•

Conditions and mechanisms that affect transformability of human-environment
systems, and analysis of patterns of anthropogenic change

Research field #3:

Institutions, policy instruments and governance

The overall research question of this field is how – that is, through what regulating structures
and processes – can one attain the normative objectives of sustainability economics (cf.
research field #1) in an adequately specified human-environment-system (cf. research field
#2)?
•

Who bears responsibility for sustainability, that is: for what entities, to what extent,
and towards what authority? What does this imply for the assignment and limitation of
power, duties, and liability among political, economic and citizen actors?

•

What is the specific sustainability-economic legitimacy – i.e. with regard to efficiency
and justice – of institutions such as markets or “the state”, political structures and
processes, and policy instruments?

•

How do the concepts of individual freedom, pursuance of happiness and a good life
relate to individual or collective responsibilities towards future generations and
nature? Are there ethical and/or economic limits to human actions towards nature and
to individual choice of the means of a good life?

•

How to deal with the tension between the two seemingly opposite aspects of (i)
preservation (of nature and of desirable social states) and (ii) development (through
innovation and change) in a dynamic system, which are both inherent in the idea of
sustainability? What are institutions, policy instruments and governance structures that
foster, beyond the attainment of particular and specific targets in terms of system
8

states, the viability and adaptability of joint human-environment systems, which
secures the social, political and economic ability to (re)act in those systems?
•

Design of decision making processes and governance structures allowing for
adequately dealing with the wide scope, complexity and inherent uncertainty and
ignorance that corresponds to the subject matter and aims of sustainability economics

•

Effectiveness of political, legal, economic and social steering and control instruments
with regard to the specific sustainability-economic goals of efficiency and justice

7. Conclusion: Characteristic properties and foci of sustainability economics
From our discussion of the normative foundation, subject matter and aims, ontology and
epistemology of sustainability economics, it is apparent that sustainability economics is
characterized by particular properties and foci that distinguish this field of science and
management from others in the area of general economics or general sustainability science.
First, the subject focus is on the relationship between humans and nature. This implies a
systemic perspective on the relationships between humans and nature which covers multiple
and interacting spatial scales, from local to global, and includes the analysis of feedbacks,
interactions and the emergence of systemic properties. It also implies an interdisciplinary
approach which is characterized by methodological openness towards those methods that suit
the aims and subject focus of sustainability economics.
Second, as sustainability is, by any definition, about the long run, sustainability economics
has to consider the long-term future which is inherently uncertain. Any study in the field of
sustainability economics has to take uncertainty seriously.
Third, sustainability economics is based on an ethical justification of a vision of the future,
combining the two normative goals of (1) the satisfaction of human needs and wants and (2)
justice, including inter- and intragenerational justice and justice towards nature, with the idea
of efficiency, that is non-wastefulness in the use of scarce natural and human resources that
have alternative uses.
Fourth, sustainability economics has both a cognitive and a management interest, which may
mutually influence each other. It aims at providing knowledge and guidance for actions to
attain the objectives of justice and satisfaction of human needs and wants efficiently.
Sustainability economics is thus relevant, transdisciplinary science.
The challenge for future research in sustainability economics is to overcome the arbitrariness
with which, so far, one or the other aspect of the issue is addressed in a rather ad-hoc manner,
and to systematically embed individual contributions to the issue into the larger set-up of
sustainability economics, defined by a unifying idea of its normative foundation, aims, subject
matter, ontology, epistemology, and genuine research agenda.
Acknowledgements
We are grateful to Stephan Bartke, Malte Faber, Joachim Fünfgelt, Stefanie Glotzbach, Bernd
Hansjürgens, Nikolai Hoberg, Bernd Klauer, Reiner Manstetten, Thomas Petersen, Johannes
Schiller, Thomas Schulz, Reimund Schwarze and Sebastian Strunz for critical discussion and
constructive comments. Financial support from the German Federal Ministry of Education
and Research under grant 01UN0607 is gratefully acknowledged.
9

References
Ayres, R.U. (2008), Sustainability economics: Where do we stand? Ecological Economics
67(2), 281–310.
Baumgärtner, S. und C. Becker (Hrsg.) (2005), Wissenschaftsphilosophie interdisziplinärer
Umweltforschung, Metropolis-Verlag, Marburg.
Baumgärtner, S., C. Becker, K. Frank, B. Müller and M.F. Quaas (2008), Relating the
philosophy and practice of ecological economics. The role of concepts, models and case
studies in inter- and transdisciplinary sustainability research, Ecological Economics 67(3),
384–393.
Becker, C. (2006), The human actor in ecological economics: philosophical approach and
research perspectives, Ecological Economics 60, 17–23.
Becker, C. (2009), Sustainability Ethics and Sustainability Research, Habilitation Thesis,
Technical University of Kaiserslautern.
Becker, C., M. Faber, K. Hertel and R. Manstetten (2005), Malthus vs. Wordsworth:
perspectives on humankind, nature and economy. A contribution to the history and the
foundations of ecological economics. Ecological Economics 53, 299-310.
Becker, G.S. (1978), The Economic Approach to Human Behavior, University of Chicago
Press, Chicago.
Clark, W.C. (2007), Sustainability Science: a room of its own, Proceedings of the National
Academy of Science 104: 1737–1738.
Clark, W.C. and N.M. Dickson (2003), Sustainability science: the emerging research
program, Proceedings of the National Academy of Science USA 100(14): 8059–8061.
DesJardins, J. (2005), Environmental Ethics, 4th ed., Wadsworth, London.
Dobson, A. (1998), Justice and the Environment. Conceptions of Environmental
Sustainability and Dimensions of Social Justice, Oxford University Press, Oxford and
New York.
Faber, M. and R. Manstetten (2003), Mensch–Natur–Wissen. Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht,
Göttingen.
Faber, M. and R. Manstetten (2007), Was ist Wirtschaft? Von der Politischen Ökonomie zur
Ökologischen Ökonomie. Verlag Karl Alber, Freiburg.
Funtowicz, S.O. and J.R. Ravetz (1994), The worth of a songbird: ecological economics as a
postnormal science, Ecological Economics 10, 197–207.
Funtowicz, S.O. and J.R. Ravetz (2003), Post-normal science, in: International Society for
Ecological Economics (ed.), Online Encyclopedia of Ecological Economics, at
http://www.ecoeco.org/publica/encyc.htm.
Hausman D.M. and M.S. McPherson (2006), Economic Analysis and Moral Philosophy, 2nd
ed., Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
Hayek, F.A. (1948), Individualism and Economic Order, Routledge, London.
[ISEE] International Society for Ecological Economics (2009), Forum on ecological
economics and the current global economic crisis, ISEE Newsletter, February 2009, 2–21
(available online at http://www.ecoeco.org/pdf/Feb2009.pdf).

10

Kates, R., W. Clark, R. Corell, J. Hall, C. Jaeger, I. Lowe, J. McCarthy, H-J. Schellnhuber, B.
Bolin, N. Dickson, S. Faucheux, G. Gallopin, A. Grubler, B. Huntley, J. Jager, N. Jodha,
R. Kasperson, A. Mabogunje, P. Matson and H. Mooney, (2001), Sustainability science,
Science 292(5517): 641–642.
Manstetten, R. und M. Faber (1999), Umweltökonomie, Nachhaltigkeitsökonomie und
Ökologische Ökonomie – Drei Perspektiven auf Mensch und Natur, in F. Beckenbach, U.
Hampicke, C. Leipert, G. Meran, J. Minsch, H.G. Nutzinger, R. Pfriem, J. Weimann, F.
Wirl and U. Witt (Hrsg.), Jahrbuch Ökologische Ökonomie, Band 1 – Zwei Sichtweisen
auf das Umweltproblem: Neoklassische Umweltökonomik versus Ökologische Ökonomik.
Metropolis-Verlag, Marburg, pp. 53–97.
Manstetten, R. and B. Klauer (2009), Nachhaltigkeit, Verantwortung und Governance, Paper
presented at the Workshop Sustainability Economics, Leipzig, 19 March 2009.
Müller, A. (2003), A flower in full blossom? Ecological economics at the crossroads between
normal and post-normal science, Ecological Economics 45, 19–27.
Norton, B.G. (1987), Why Preserve Natural Variety? Princeton University Press, Princeton.
Norton, B.G. (2005), Sustainability. A Philosophy of Adaptive Ecosystem Management,
University of Chicago Press, Chicago and London.
Pezzey, C.V. and M.A. Toman (eds) (2002), The Economics of Sustainability, Ashgate,
Aldershot, UK, and Burlington, US.
Robbins, L. (1932), An Essay on the Nature and Significance of Economic Science,
Macmillan, London.
Illge, L. and R. Schwarze (2009), A matter of opinion – How ecological and neoclassical
environmental economists think about sustainability and economics, Ecological
Economics 68(3), 594–604.
Sen, A. (1999), Development as Freedom, Oxford University Press, Oxford.
Sober, E. (1986), Philosophical problems for environmentalism, in B. Norton (ed.), The
Preservation of Species, Princeton University Press, pp. 173–194, reprinted in R. Elliot
(ed.), Environmental Ethics, Oxford University Press, 1994, and in D. Schmidtz and E.
Willott (eds), Environmental Ethics, Oxford University Press, 2002.
Söderbaum, P. (2007), Towards Sustainability Economics: Principles and Values, Journal of
Bioeconomics 9(3), 205–225.
Söderbaum, P. (2008), Understanding Sustainability Economics: Towards Pluralism in
Economics, Earthscan, London and Sterlin (VA).
Stigler, G.J. and Becker, G.S. (1977), De gustibus non est disputandum, American Economic
Review 67(2): 76–90.
[WCED] World Commission on Environment and Development (1987), Our Common
Future, Oxford University Press, New York.

11

Working Paper Series in Economics
(recent issues)
No.137:

Roland Olbrich, Martin F. Quaas and Stefan Baumgärtner: Sustainable use of
ecosystem services under multiple risks – a survey of commercial cattle farmers in semiarid rangelands in Namibia, September 2009

No.136:

Joachim Wagner: One-third codetermination at company supervisory boards and firm
performance in German manufacturing industries: First direct evidence from a new type
of enterprise data, August 2009

No.135:

Joachim Wagner: The Reasearch Potential of New Types of Enterprise Data based on
Surveys from Official Statistics in Germany, August 2009

No.134:

Anne-Kathrin Last and Heike Wetzel: The Efficiency of German Public Theaters: A
Stochastic Frontier Analysis Approach, July 2009

No.133:

Markus Groth: Das Conservation Reserve Program: Erfahrungen und Perspektiven für
die europäische Agrarumweltpolitik, Juli 2009

No.132:

Stefan Baumgärtner and Sebastian Strunz: The economic insurance value of ecosystem
resilience, July 2009

No.131:

Matthias Schröter, Oliver Jakoby, Roland Olbrich, Marcus Eichhorn and Stefan
Baumgärtner: Remote sensing of bush encroachment on commercial cattle farms in
semi-arid rangelands in Namibia, July 2009

No.130:

Nils Braakmann: Other-regarding preferences, spousal disability and happiness:
Evidence for German Couples, May 2009

No.129:

Alexander Vogel and Joachim Wagner: Exports and Profitability – First Evidence for
German Services Enterprises, May 2009

No.128:

Sebastian Troch: Drittelbeteiligung im Aufsichtsrat – Gesetzliche Regelung versus
Unternehmenspraxis. Ausmaß und Bestimmungsgründe der Umgehung des
Drittelbeteiligungsgesetzes in Industrieunternehmen, Mai 2009

No.127:

Alexander Vogel: The German Business Services Statistics Panel 2003 to 2007, May
2009
[forthcoming in: Schmollers Jahrbuch 129 (2009)]

No.126:

Nils Braakmann: The role of firm-level and regional human capital fort he social returns
to education – Evidence from German social security data, April 2009

No.125:

Elke Bertke und Markus Groth: Angebot und Nachfrage nach Umweltleistungen in
einem marktanalogen Agrarumweltprogramm – Ergebnisse einer Pilotstudie, April 2009

No.124:

Nils Braakmann and Alexander Vogel: The impact of the 2004 EU-enlargement on
enterprise performance and exports of service enterprises in the German eastern border
region, April 2009

No.123:

Alexander Eickelpasch and Alexander Vogel: Determinants of Export Behaviour of
German Business Services Companies, March 2009

No.122:

Maik Heinemann: Stability under Learning of Equilibria in Financial Markets with Supply
Information, March 2009

No.121:

Thomas Wein: Auf der Speisekarte der DPAG: Rechtliche oder ökonomische
Marktzutrittsschranken? März 2009

No.120:

Nils Braakmann und Joachim Wagner: Product Diversification and Stability of
Employment and Sales: First Evidence from German Manufacturing Firms, February
2009

No.119:

Markus Groth: The transferability and performance of payment-by-results biodiversity
conservation procurement auctions: empirical evidence from northernmost Germany,
February 2009

No.118:

Anja Klaubert: Being religious – A Question of Incentives? February 2009

No.117:

Sourafel Girma, Holger Görg and Joachim Wagner: Subsidies and Exports in
Germany. First Evidence from Enterprise Panel Data, January 2009

No.116:

Alexander Vogel und Joachim Wagner: Import, Export und Produktivität in
niedersächsischen Unternehmen des Verarbeitenden Gewerbes, Januar 2009

No.115:

Nils Braakmann and Joachim Wagner: Product Differentiation and Profitability in
German Manufacturing Firms, January 2009

No.114:

Franziska Boneberg: Die Drittelmitbestimmungslücke im Dienstleistungssektor:
Ausmaß und Bestimmungsgründe, Januar 2009

No.113:

Institut für Volkswirtschaftslehre: Forschungsbericht 2008, Januar 2009

No.112:

Nils Braakmann: The role of psychological traits and the gender gap in full-time
employment and wages: Evidence from Germany. January 2009

No.111:

Alexander Vogel: Exporter Performance in the German Business Services Sector: First
Evidence from the Services Statistics Panel. January 2009
[revised version forthcoming in: The Service Industries Journal]

No.110:

Joachim Wagner: Wer wird subventioniert? Subventionen in deutschen
Industrieunternehmen 1999 – 2006. Januar 2009

No.109:

Martin F. Quaas, Stefan Baumgärtner, Sandra Derissen, and Sebastian Strunz:
Institutions and preferences determine resilience of ecological-economic systems.
December 2008

No.108:

Maik Heinemann: Messung und Darstellung von Ungleichheit. November 2008

No.107:

Claus Schnabel & Joachim Wagner: Union Membership and Age: The inverted Ushape hypothesis under test. November 2008

No.106:

Alexander Vogel & Joachim Wagner: Higher Productivity in Importing German
Manufacturing Firms: Self-selection, Learning from Importing, or Both? November
2008
[revised version forthcoming in: Review of World Economics]

No.105:

Markus Groth: Kosteneffizienter und effektiver Biodiversitätsschutz durch
Ausschreibungen und eine ergebnisorientierte Honorierung: Das Modellprojekt
„Blühendes Steinburg“. November 2008

No.104:

Alexander Vogel & Joachim Wagner: Export, Import und Produktivität
wissensintensiver KMUs in Deutschland. Oktober 2008

No.103:

Christiane Clemens & Maik Heinemann: On Entrepreneurial Risk – Taking and the
Macroeconomic Effects Of Financial Constraints, October 2008

No.102:

Helmut Fryges & Joachim Wagner: Exports and Profitability – First Evidence for
German Manufacturing Firms. October 2008

No.101:

Heike Wetzel: Productivity Growth in European Railways: Technological Progress,
Efficiency Change and Scale Effects. October 2008

No.100:

Henry Sabrowski: Inflation Expectation Formation of German Consumers: Rational or
Adaptive? October 2008

No.99:

Joachim Wagner: Produktdifferenzierung in deutschen Industrieunternehmen 1995 –
2004: Ausmaß und Bestimmungsgründe, Oktober 2008

No.98:

Jan Kranich: Agglomeration, vertical specialization, and the strength of industrial
linkages, September 2008

No.97:

Joachim Wagner: Exports and firm characteristics - First evidence from Fractional Probit
Panel Estimates, August 2008

No.96:

Nils Braakmann: The smoking wage penalty in the United Kingdom: Regression and
matching evidence from the British Household Panel Survey, August 2008

No.95:

Joachim Wagner: Exportaktivitäten und Rendite in niedersächsischen
Industrieunternehmen, August 2008
[publiziert in: Statistische Monatshefte Niedersachsen 62 (2008), 10,552-560]

No.94:

Joachim Wagner: Wirken sich Exportaktivitäten positiv auf die Rendite von deutschen
Industrieunternehmen aus?, August 2008
[publiziert in: Wirtschaftsdienst, 88 (2008) 10, 690-696]

No.93:

Claus Schnabel & Joachim Wagner: The aging of the unions in West Germany,
1980-2006, August 2008
[forthcoming in: Jahrbücher für Nationalökonomie und Statistik]

No.92:

Alexander Vogel and Stefan Dittrich: The German turnover tax statistics panels, August
2008
[published in: Schmollers Jahrbuch 128 (2008), 4, 661-670]

No.91:

Nils Braakmann: Crime does pay (at least when it’s violent!) – On the compensating
wage differentials of high regional crime levels, July 2008

No.90:

Nils Braakmann: Fields of training, plant characteristics and the gender wage gap in
entry wages among skilled workers – Evidence from German administrative data, July
2008

No.89:

Alexander Vogel: Exports productivity in the German business services sector: First
evidence from the Turnover Tax Statistics panel, July 2008

No.88:

Joachim Wagner: Improvements and future challenges for the research infrastructure in
the field Firm Level Data, June 2008

No.87:

Markus Groth: A review of the German mandatory deposit for one-way drinks packaging
and drinks packaging taxes in Europe, June 2008

No.86:

Heike Wetzel: European railway deregulation. The influence of regulatory ans
environmental conditions on efficiency, May 2008

No.85:

Nils Braakmann: Non scholae, sed vitae discimus! - The importance of fields of study for
the gender wage gap among German university graduates during market entry and the
first years of their careers, May 2008

No.84:

Markus Groth: Private ex-ante transaction costs for repeated biodiversity conservation
auctions: A case study, May 2008

No.83:

Jan Kranich: R&D and the agglomeration of industries, April 2008

(see www.leuphana.de/vwl/papers for a complete list)

Leuphana Universität Lüneburg
Institut für Volkswirtschaftslehre
Postfach 2440
D-21314 Lüneburg
Tel.: ++49 4131 677 2321
email: brodt@leuphana.de
www.leuphana.de/vwl/papers

