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ABSTRACT

Environmental sustainability (ES) requires conducting business activities by causing the least harm to the environment. Care and caution must be 
exercised to see that natural resources are not depleted and that environmental assets are preserved for posterity. ES is a precondition for sustained 
economic growth, requiring integrated multi-disciplinary knowledge and decision-making. Using structural equation modelling (SEM), the study 
examined a few antecedents of ES. The antecedent variables examined include environmental attitude, new environmental paradigm, and pro-
environmental behaviour. The data for the study was collected online from 453 gainfully employed samples from Saudi Arabia using three structured 
questionnaires. All the questionnaires had robust reliability and validity. SEM analysis revealed a significant positive relationship between the identified 
variables ad ES. The study has various theoretical and practical implications, which are discussed. It is expected that the present study will motivate 
social scientists to involve in further examinations of similar nature.

Keywords: Environmental Attitude, Environmental Austainability, New Environmental Paradigm, Pro-environmental Behaviour, Structural 
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1. INTRODUCTION

Environmental concerns have evolved into a common survival 
dilemma for people globally in today’s global ecological crises. 
As a result, sustainability and sustainable development are now 
the buzzwords. Therefore, understanding how people view the 
sustainability of natural ecology is necessary for protecting the 
environment. Promoting and measuring public pro-environmental 
behaviour (PB) is the stepping stone to attaining environmental 
sustainability (ES). This behavior is mainly derived from human 
altruistic values, which in some communities arise from traditional 
anthropogenic concerns. This trend toward environmentalism and 
pro-environmental attitude has compelled decision-makers and 
management professionals to adopt appropriate practices that help 
achieve sustainability (Hameed et al., 2021). Further, organizations 

are under enormous pressure to take significant measures to 
achieve sustainability by abiding by different international treaties 
and accords due to increased environmental awareness among 
many stakeholders (Chang et al., 2019). Hence, there is a definite 
need to examine how pro-environmental attitudes, behaviours, 
and culture influence environmental outcomes and achieve 
sustainability. With the world facing enormous challenges, proper 
PBs are the only remedy, as such attitudes and behaviors help deal 
with the adverse effects of pollution and ecological degradation.

Though examining such behaviours is essential across the 
population, it is all the more important in Asia, the world’s most 
populous part (WEPA, 2018). The Middle East region, particularly, 
has experienced significant increases in pollution levels due to 
economic growth. Examining potential behaviorus that promote 
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pro-environmental attitudes can help identify ecological problems 
and provide remedies that could facilitate sustainability (Dunlap, 
2008; Sulphey and Safeer, 2017; Sulphey, 2019). The present study 
highlights how certain behaviours could impact sustainability 
which is essential to maintain the ecological balance. Though 
various factors were found to influence sustainability, the 
psychological antecedents are still under-researched. The study, 
therefore, identifies the indispensability of certain behavours 
that could foster sustainability, which is critical for dealing with 
and solving ecological issues. Against this milieu, the study’s 
objectives include identifying the relationship between a few 
attitudes that could be antecedents of sustainability. The attitudes 
examined in the study include the new environmental paradigm 
(NEP), Environmental attitude, and PB. The NEP provides 
direction for creating efficient environmental protection measures 
and adopting efficient environmental protection practices (Wang 
and Sun, 2021). The study’s importance stems from the fact that, 
despite the wealth of literature on the causes of sustainability, 
it is unclear what drives this behavior. In addition, existing 
literature suggests a lack of studies identifying the antecedents of 
sustainability. Furthermore, no previous research in this fascinating 
field has been done in Saudi Arabia, where this study is being 
conducted. By identifying factors that explain the psychology of 
sustainability among the Saudi population, this study is anticipated 
to add to the body of literature.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

The theoretical and empirical literature that has been gathered in 
the pertinent domains is reviewed in this section. The theoretical 
foundations are presented in the first section, followed by the 
empirical evidence about the identified variables.

2.1. Theoretical Underpinnings
Social scientists believe that a single or general theory of 
environmentalism may not address environmental behavioiur. 
Reviews suggest the need to have a multidimensional view to 
discuss environmental and sustainable behaviours (Jackson, 
2005; Stern, 2000). Usually, environmental behaviours are studied 
against the backdrop of two types of attitudes, the Dominance 
Social Paradigm (DSP) and the NEP. DSP is identified as an 
anthropocentric approach, which proposes that the environment 
can be exploited as it could recover itself. DSP proposes that natural 
resources are infinite and can cover human needs (Putrawan, 2015). 
NEP, on the other hand, is opposite to DSP. According to NEP, 
human beings are inseparable from the ecosystem, and natural 
resources are limited and hence need to be utilized with control. 
Furthermore, all components of the ecosystems, including humans 
and other living beings, are interrelated. As such, destroying one 
ecosystem component could result in overall deterioration. As 
humans gain additional knowledge about ecosystems, there can 
be drastic changes in their attitude toward the environment.

The Value-Belief-Norm (VBN) Theory, which links and expands 
the Value-based theory (Stern and Dietz, 1994), the NEP 
perspective (Stern et al., 1995), and the Norm-activation theory 
(Schwartz, 1977), explains PB lucidly (Stern 2000). Tian and 
Liu (2022) opines that the theory presents the causal chain of 

five variables contributing to the generation of environmentally 
favourable behaviors. They include values, the NEP, awareness 
of adverse consequences, the ascription of responsibility, and 
personal pro-environmental norms. Each variable impacts the 
next one or could directly impact other variables in the chain 
(Steg et al., 2005). Hence, many social scientists have applied 
the VBN theory (Stern, 2000; Tian and Liu, 2022; Whitley et al., 
2016), and it is one of the most important theoretical foundations 
of pro-environmental behavior.

Though there are volumes of literature about sustainability, studies 
have overlooked the significant roles played by the identified 
variables. Despite the multiple advantages of implementing 
sustainability, organizations are often slow to respond (Yong et al., 
2019). Further, there is a broad disparity between profitability 
and ES, which needs to be bridged. One of the theories that help 
address this gap is the Stakeholder theory (Freeman et al., 2018). 
The theory encourages constructive, mutually beneficial contact 
between various stakeholders, including the larger environment 
(Ranangen, 2015). It also underlines the necessity of giving the 
environment the respect it deserves, as all necessary resources are 
extracted, which causes adverse ecological issues, environmental 
problems, and consequential global warming (Barney and 
Harrison, 2020). Thus, stakeholder theory facilitates a shared 
vision and alignment of different organizational objectives with 
ES (Ogbeibu et al., 2020).

Kollmuss and Agyeman (2002) identified three factors that 
facilitate PBs. They are the demographics of the employee and 
internal and external factors. Demographic factors include age, 
gender, locale residency, and educational levels. Employee 
motivation, environmental consciousness, personal beliefs and 
attitudes, and locus of control are examples of internal influences. 
In addition, organizational structure and the broader economic, 
social, and cultural environment may be considered external 
variables. The discussion, aligning with Wilson and Chatterton 
(2011), proposes that environmental behaviour must be examined 
against multiple specialties and not a single theoretical model. 
Such multi-specialty strategies could facilitate environmental 
behavior activities at different organizational levels. Further, 
environmentally friendly and sustainable behavior could be 
promoted by implementing interventions like financial incentives, 
regulations, and community transformation.

2.2. New Ecological Paradigm (NEP)
The NEP is a measure of environmental attitudes that aids in 
examining how people and the environment interact (Dunlap et al., 
2000). It is centered on the idea that human beings have the power to 
upset the natural order, the limits to human growth, and the humans 
right to dominate the rest of nature (Dunlap et al., 2000). The NEP 
conceptualization emerged based on literature from the late 1970s 
and early 1980s, which presented the dichotomy between the 
developing environmental and dominant social paradigms (Olsen 
et al., 1992). However, the earlier dominant social paradigm (DSP) 
has also contributed to the emergence of NEP (Dunlap et al., 2000).

NEP has applications across disciplines. For instance, political 
scientists identified NEP as the core element in any comprehensive 
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environmental belief system (Dalton et al., 1999; Hawcroft 
and Milfont, 2010). Xiao and Buhrmann (2017), under 
the broad framework of consistency and dimensionality, 
presented a comprehensive picture of NEP. According to their 
conceptualization, NEP involves the idea that certain economic 
factors constrain growth and that ecological balance has 
primacy over human power concerning nature. NEP reveals 
multiple ecological opinions and environmental objects to 
validate global environmental concerns and issues. Under the 
broad conceptualization of NEP, social scientists identified 
the determining role of ecocentrism and anthropocentrism on 
environmentalism (López-Bonilla and López-Bonilla, 2015). 
The ecocentric view assumes that individuals understand the 
intrinsic value of nature, its potential for the common good, and 
the necessity to protect it. On the other hand, the anthropocentric 
view is that humans can control nature and balance off the negative 
impacts caused by the human developmental process.

The joint  theoretical  framework of “VBN” and the 
“modified-norm-activation-model” describes NEP (Park et al., 
2018). The intricate process of making environmental decisions 
aids in assessing behavioral control, personal norms, and pro-
environmental behavioral intents. According to this theoretical 
framework, the elements that encourage environmental behaviors 
are proactivity, accountability, social and individual standards, and 
environmental prudence. In addition, a high score in NEP is related 
to a high level of ecocentric orientation (Dunlap et al., 2000). 
Furthermore, over and above the egoistically attributed advantages 
of social power and wealth, these intentions and behaviors get 
strengthened to generate strong biospheric and altruistic values 
based on ecological consciousness (Ntanos et al., 2019). Thus, 
this integrative model presents the high predictive power of NEP 
on pro-environmental intentions and behaviours. Based on this, 
it is hypothesized that NEP has a significant positive relationship 
with PB (H1).

2.3. Environmental Attitude (EnA)
Environmental attitude is a critical aspect of environmental 
psychology, as it directly relates to pro-environmental behaivour. 
According to Hawcroft and Milfont (2010), EnA is the evaluation 
of nature in the backdrop of favors or disfavors derived from the 
environment. There is no dearth of studies regarding understanding 
environmental attitudes and behaviors. The findings point out that 
though societal and environmental attitudes are reasonably well 
developed, most associated behaviors are influenced by economic 
concerns (Imandoust and Gadam, 2007; Chien and Shih, 2007). 
The influences of psychology and societal ideas and values on 
environmental attitudes and behaviors were studied by Steel (1996) 
and Dunlap et al. (2000).

Empirical evidence suggests that women’s attitudes and behaviors 
toward environmental protection were more developed than men’s. 
According to Robertson and Burdge (1998), urban dwellers are 
more concerned with environmental issues than those living in 
rural areas. Further, people living in rural areas are less concerned 
about environmental issues (Müderrisoglu and Altanlar, 2010). 
Cary (1993) identified that the attitudes and behaviors about 
environmental problems varied according to the distance from the 

issue. Tehrani et al. (2009, 2010) found that education changed 
environmental attitudes and behaviors.

2.4. PB
Humans are in constant interaction with the environment. 
Therefore, virtually all human interactions could be categorized 
as environmental behavior. In a restricted sense, environmental 
behavior, or “environmentally relevant behaviour” is any conduct 
that significantly impacts the environment. Such behaviour 
could be intentional or unintentional. For example, when 
individuals, out of their sensitivity, realizes the environmental 
impact of their action, it is known as intentional environmental 
behavior. Alternatively, when an individual does not realize the 
impact of their behavior, it is called unintentional. Based on the 
environmental impact of the behaviour, it can be identified as 
pro-environmental or otherwise.

PB is a complex behaviour investigated in Environmental 
Psychology since the 1960s (Hines et al., 1987), identified against 
a particular society as a protective method that can contribute 
towards a healthy environment. Mesmer-Magnus et al. (2012: 
p. 160) defined PB as:
 “individual behaviors contributing to ES (such as limiting 

energy consumption, avoiding waste, recycling, and 
environmental activism.”

According to Sara (2014), PB involves behaviors promoting positive 
environmental changes and limiting the adverse effects of human 
negligence. It involves human conduct, like reducing wastage 
and saving energy and water, which leads to the preservation of 
the environment. It refers to all actions that lessen the negative 
environmental impact and alter the environment (Stern, 2000; 
Kollmuss and Agyeman, 2002). Increased PB would encourage the 
adoption of cleaner manufacturing techniques and reduce wastage. 
As a result, there would be resource and energy conservation, and 
the environment would not be negatively affected, preserving the 
environmental quality (Suganthi, 2019). PB entails a paradigm shift 
in behavior in favor of embracing environmentally friendly actions 
and forming optimistic attitudes that help promote and achieve 
sustainable development (Mtutu and Thondhlana, 2016). Multiple 
studies have empirically examined the relationship between EnA 
and PB (Bai et al., 2017; Kousar et al., 2022). They have evidenced 
a relationship between the two constructs. Another study by Si et al. 
(2022) found that EnA has a positive relationship with PB. Hence 
H2 is formulated as There is a significant positive relationship 
between Environmental awareness and PB.

2.5. ES
ES can be attained, and tangible gains accrued only through a shift 
in the fundamental attitudes towards sustainable development. 
ES is the conduct of business activities without causing harm to 
natural resources. It involves maintaining environmental assets and 
not depleting resources. The concept is still evolving, and social 
scientists have proposed definitions based on their respective areas 
of expertise. Patzelt and Shepherd (2011, p. 637) defined ES as:
 “ the  improvement  of  condi t ions  of  the  natural 

environment – [which] is an important development goal in 
societies that are confronted with poor air quality and drinking 
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water, over exploited soil and aquatic habitats, declining 
forests, and other diminished natural resources.”

It is also defined as the “condition of balance, resilience, and 
interconnectedness” that permits societies to satisfy the present 
needs while not exceeding the available ecosystem capacity 
and continue regenerating it in the future (Morelli, 2011, p. 5). 
Understanding and dealing with ES requires integrated multi-
disciplinary knowledge and decision-making. Further, Goodland 
and Daly (1995) identified a strong linkage between economic 
and ES, which is also an essential precondition for sustained 
economic growth.

ES sustains global life-support systems, preserving natural 
resources and biodiversity for the future, and avoids any activity 
destabilizing the ecosystem (Goodland, 1995). It is a persistent 
social issue that helps develop economies within the limits of the 
natural environment (Ones et al., 2015), achievable by combining 
preventive and restorative actions. It helps to address various 
environmental challenges and issues. Individual PBs and actions 
play a vital role in achieving ES. Authors have identified ES to 
include Proactively and Passive ES. The first category includes 
those who lead proactive lives. Their consuming habits have less 
of an influence on the environment. The latter describes people 
who passively exhibit ES. These people lack the finances and mean 
to consume since they consume less and have less environmental 
impact. Studies have identified behaviours like environmental 
knowledge, pro-ecological attitudes, frugality, altruism, and 
equitability as antecedents of ES (Bamberg and Moser, 2007; 
Bragagnolo et al., 2016; Corral-Verdugo et al., 2009; Sulphey 
and Faisal, 2021). Based on the above discussions, the following 
hypotheses are formulated for the study:
•	 H3: New economic paradigm has a significant positive 

relationship with ES
•	 H4: Environmental awareness has a significant positive 

relationship with enivironmental sustainability
•	 H5: Proenvironmental behaviour has a significant positive 

relationship with ES.

Based on the five hypotheses formulated for the study, a model is 
proposed, which is presented in Figure 1.

3. DATA AND METHODOLOGY

The study used a quantitative, questionnaire-based survey to 
address the research questions. The respondents were assured 
confidentiality and anonymity of their responses. Further, the 

questionnaire had no identifying questions. Hence the ethical 
requirements for the study are met. As the independent and 
dependent variables were measured simultaneously, care had to be 
taken to avoid issues related to Common method variance (CMV) 
(Podsakoff et al., 2012). The study collected data in two stretches, 
with a time lag of 30 days. The data collection process consumed 
over 2 months. In addition, the items pertaining to different 
variables were shuffled, and a few dummy items were included. 
The study also used Harman’s single-factor test, as Podsakoff 
et al. (2012) proposed. It was discovered that only 43.80% of the 
variance was attributed to a single factor, which is substantially 
less than the required figure of 50% (Podsakoff et al., 2012). These 
elements support the denial of CMV.

3.1. Scales Used
The study used the following standardized and validated scales 
to collect the required data.
(1) New Ecological paradigm (NEP): The eight-item scale 

developed by Dunlap et al. (2000) was used to measure NEP. 
This scale is the revised form of the NEP Scale developed 
by Dunlap and Van Liere in 1978. The revised version has 
improved the original version in several aspects, like tapping 
a more comprehensive range of ecological worldviews 
and avoiding outdated terminologies. This questionnaire 
is a widely and longitudinally used instrument, which is 
standardized and enjoys transparency (Dunlap et al., 2020). 
It has four factors (Ecological limits, Balance of nature, 
Human domination, and Ecological catastrophe) on a five-
point scale. Sample items include “We are approaching 
the limit of the number of people the earth can support” 
and “Humans are severely abusing the environment.” This 
revised scale has a higher internal consistency (0.83) than 
the earlier version.

(2) Environmental attitude (EnA): The questionnaire developed 
and standardized by Müderrisoglu and Altanlar (2011) was 
used to measure Environmental attitude. The questionnaire 
has three factors – Ecocentric (six items), Technocentric (four 
items), and Dualcentric attitudes (four items). Ecocentric 
considers that the ecosystem is fragile and humans negatively 
impact it. The Technocentric attitude considers that technology 
can be used to solve environmental issues. Finally, the 
Dualcentric attitude identifies a symbiotic relationship 
between humans and beings. Sample items include “Humans 
are severely abusing the environment” and “Plants and 
animals have as much right as humans to exist.”

(3) PB: The PB is measured using the three-item questionnaire 
developed by Bissing-Olson et al. (2013). Employee pro-
environmental behavior is “a broad set of environmentally 
responsible activities” (Graves et al. 2013, p. 81). A sample 
item includes “I perform tasks that are expected of me in 
environmentally-friendly ways.” The questionnaire enjoys a 
strong alpha of 0.96.

(4) ES: The seven-item questionnaire adapted by Saeed 
et al. (2018) was used to measure ES. They adapted the 
questionnaire from the developing country’s perspective. 
This questionnaire was also further validated by Pinzone 
et al. (2019). A sample item includes “Our organization 
emphasizes compliance with environmental standards.” 

NEP

EnA

PB ES

Figure 1: Proposed model
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Earlier studies have reported a high reliability of 0.963 
(Wen et al., 2021).

The controlled variables used in the study included demographics 
like gender, age, profession, experience, and education level. 
These variables were identified based on the recommendation of 
Hameed et al. (2021).

All the questionnaires were on a five-point Likert scale that ranged 
between strongly agree and strongly disagree. The respondents were 
administered the English and Arabic versions of the questionnaire 
online. Online collection of data ensured maximum reach among the 
different classes of respondents. 453 responses were collected over 
2 months, with informed consent from the respondents. Since all 
questionnaire items were made compulsory in the online platform, 
no response needed to be rejected. The respondents’ demographics 
enjoyed wide diversity, the details of which are presented in Table 1.

3.2. Sampling Adequacy
Guidelines exist about the quantum of a sample that could 
be representative (Krejcie and Morgan, 1970). The guideline 
presented as a representative sample table, proposed by Krejcie 
and Morgan (1970), was revised by Bartlett et al. (2001). As per 
this guideline, a sample size of 384 is sufficient for a population 
above one million. According to them, as the population size 
increases, the “sample size increases at a diminishing rate and 
remains eventually constant at slightly more than 380 cases.” 
Suskie (1996) also believes that a minimum sample of 364 is 
sufficient for a sampling error of 5%. Several earlier studies have 
been accepted and conducted based on this rule of thumb (Sulphey 
and Al Kahtani, 2017; Sandhya and Sulphey, 2019; 2021). Hence 
the 453 sample collected for the study is sufficient to conduct 
structural equation modelling (SEM). This sample size also 
confirms Barclay et al. (1995) and Hoyle’s (1995) stipulations.

The age of respondents varied between 18 and 70 years, with the 
average age being 42.80. The overall experience of the sample 
ranged from less than a year to 46 years. The mean for the overall 
experience of the sample was 16.95 years, and the standard 
deviation 9.52.

4. RESULTS

As an initial analysis, Factor analysis (both EFA and CFA) was 
done to validate the measurement model and test the formulated 
hypothesis. EFA facilitates content validity assessment as the 
extracted factors accurately reflect the dimensions they are 
measuring (Floyd and Widaman, 1995). CFA evaluates whether the 
data support the theoretical model of relationships (Brown, 2006). 
The EFA loadings are above the stipulated 0.7, and the standardized 
factor loadings are over 0.5 (Kline, 2015). The results of the factor 
analysis and item-to-total correlation are presented in Table 2.

4.1. Construct Validity
Construct validity is how a particular scale measures a construct 
(Aiken, 1980). Examination of construct validity is a complex process 
and is demonstrated through content analysis, correlation, and FA. 
In addition, construct validity involves convergent (Campbell and 
Fiske 1959) and discriminant validities (Hulland, 1999). Construct 
Reliability (CR) and Average Variance Extracted (AVE) are used 
to examine convergent validity. Hair et al. (2009) proposed that 
convergent validity is assumed when the CR is higher than the AVE. 
Further, AVE needs to be over 0.50. The values presented in Table 3 
meet the stipulations Hair et al. (2009) proposed, confirming the 
constructs’ internal consistency. In the instant case, the AVE ranged 
between 0.666 and 0.856, and the CR value ranged between 0.901 
and 0.966. According to Hair et al. (2014), the stipulation for CR 
is 0.70. Therefore, it can be found that both AVE and CR meet the 
rule of thumb. Thus, the scales are valid and reliable.

Table 1: Demographics
Demographic details Number Percent
Citizenship

Saudi 412 90.9
Expatriate 41 9.1

Gender
Male 108 23.8
Female 345 76.2

Qualification
High school 53 11.7
Undergraduate 45 9.9
Graduate 197 43.5
Post graduate 64 14.1
Doctroate 94 20.8

Occupation sector
Government 52 11.5
Education 173 38.2
Manufacturing 204 45.0
Others 25 5.3

N=453

Table 2: Results of factor analysis
Items EFA Item to total correlation CFA Cronbach alpha
NEP1 0.876 0.772 0.754 0.897
NEP2 0.987 0.907 0.897
NEP3 0.908 0.977 0.806
NEP4 0.785 0.885 0.911
NEP5 0.784 0.806 0.945
NEP6 0.773 0.813 0.884
NEP7 0.907 0.833 0.865
NEP8 0.884 0.923 0.977
EA1 0.854 0.766 0.776 0.811
EA2 0.811 0.741 0.811
EA3 0.813 0.766 0.805
EA4 0.724 0.704 0.855
EA5 0.738 0.933 0.833
EA6 0.704 0.807 0.814
TA1 0.748 0.866 0.842 0.894
TA2 0.804 0.744 0.844
TA3 0.895 0.834 0.833
TA4 0.954 0.817 0.813
DA1 0.932 0.826 0.832 0.872
DA2 0.845 0.825 0.855
DA3 0.744 0.803 0.822
DA4 0.732 0.814 0.916
PB1 0.724 0.866 0.782 0.843
PB2 0.966 0.874 0.992
PB3 0.778 0.832 0.854
ES1 0.733 0.834 0.744 0.823
ES2 0.722 0.883 0.854
ES3 0.726 0.754 0.903
ES4 0.722 0.955 0.847
ES5 0.737 0.833 0.884
ES6 0.932 0.816 0.883
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4.2. Fit Index
The particulars of the fit index presented in Table 4 show that 
the model proposed for the study is plausible and parsimonious. 
For a robust model fit, RMSEA and RMR need to be <0.08. CFI, 
TLI, and GFI should be above 0.90 (Hair et al., 2013; Hu and 
Bentler, 1999). The model fit in Table 4 shows that all values are 
acceptable, exhibiting robust fit. This shows that the model is ideal 
for the conduct of SEM.

4.3. Discriminant Validity
The results of the discriminant validity analysis are presented in 
Table 5. According to Hair et al. (2013), discriminant validity 
examines the constructs’ variances and uniqueness. The correlation 

must be relatively low to exhibit discriminant validity (Bagozzi and 
Kimmel, 1995). The r-values presented in Table 5 do not exceed 
the stipulated 0.70 (Anderson and Gerbing, 1988). In addition, the r 
values are less than AVE’s square roots (Fornell and Larcker, 1981).

5. RESULTS

5.1. Correlation
Correlation analysis showed that the r value for all four variables 
was significant at 0.01 level. This denotes that all four variables 
have a positive relationship among themselves. The results of the 
correlation analysis are presented in Table 6.

Table 3: Convergent validity
Items Estimate Item reliability Error (delta) AVE Sum of Estimate Sum of error (delta) CR
NEP1 0.754 0.569 0.431 0.779 7.039 1.770 0.966
NEP2 0.897 0.805 0.195
NEP3 0.806 0.650 0.350
NEP4 0.911 0.830 0.170
NEP5 0.945 0.893 0.107
NEP6 0.884 0.781 0.219
NEP7 0.865 0.748 0.252
NEP8 0.977 0.955 0.045
EA1 0.776 0.602 0.398 0.666 4.894 2.005 0.923
EA2 0.811 0.658 0.342
EA3 0.805 0.648 0.352
EA4 0.855 0.731 0.269
EA5 0.833 0.694 0.306
EA6 0.814 0.663 0.337
TA1 0.842 0.709 0.291 0.694 3.332 1.224 0.901
TA2 0.844 0.712 0.288
TA3 0.833 0.694 0.306
TA4 0.813 0.661 0.339
DA1 0.832 0.692 0.308 0.856 3.425 1.062 0.917
DA2 0.855 0.731 0.269
DA3 0.822 0.676 0.324
DA4 0.916 0.839 0.161
PB1 0.782 0.612 0.388 0.775 2.628 0.675 0.911
PB2 0.992 0.984 0.016
PB3 0.854 0.729 0.271
ES1 0.744 0.554 0.446 0.729 5.115 1.623 0.942
ES2 0.854 0.729 0.271
ES3 0.903 0.815 0.185
ES4 0.847 0.717 0.283
ES5 0.884 0.781 0.219
ES6 0.883 0.780 0.220

Table 4: Fit index
Fit index Final Model 

value
Cutoff for good 

fit
Chi-square χ2//df  
(Chi-square probability)

8.14 <5

Root mean square error of 
approximation (RMSEA)

0.031 <0.07

Comparative fit index (CFI) 0.924 >0.90
Normed fit index (NFI) 0.911 >0.80
Root mean square  
residual (RMSR)

0.033 <0.05

Parsimony goodness of fit 
index (PGFI)

0.647 No limit near 0.50

Tucker Lewis index (TLI) 0.971 >0.95
Coefficient alpha 0.889 to 0.913 >0.7

Table 5: Discriminant validity
NEP EnA PB FS

NEP 0.86
EnA 0.05 0.77
PB 0.13 0.21 0.81
FS 0.23 0.17 0.14 0.74
The square root of AVE is presented in the diagonal

Table 6: Results of correlation analysis
NEP EnA PB ES

NEP 1 0.727** 0.162** 0.144**
EnA 1 0.217** 0.127**
PB 1 0.491**
PS 1
**Significant at 0.01 level. N=453
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After that, SEM analysis was conducted, and the results are 
presented in the following sections.

5.2. SEM Results
SEM was carried out using Python software after the measurement 
model had been validated using statistical approaches such as 
EFA and CFA. The results of the SEM analysis are presented 
in Table 7. In addition, SEM was used as it tests concurrently 
and comprehensively all the hypothesized relationships (Hair 
et al., 2013; Tabachnick and Fidell, 2007). It also enables the 
assessment of predictive validity (Becker et al., 2013). Further, 
SEM is appropriate as the study examined the relationship between 
multiple variables. The hypotheses formulated for the study 
were examined with path analysis. The SEM analysis results are 
presented in Table 7 and Figure 2.

Table 7 shows that all five hypotheses proposed for the investigation 
are supported at 0.01 (Hair et al., 2014). The comparison of the 
β values aids in determining the path coefficient of the latent 
variables. A high β value suggests that the predictor variable 
greatly influences the dependent variable (Aibinu and Al-Lawati, 
2010; Lleras, 2005). Further, robust t-values confirm the strength 
of the significance level of β (Hair et al., 2014) and substantiate 
the relationship between the variables.

6. DISCUSSION

In today’s increasingly prominent global ecological crisis, 
environmental issues have become a common survival challenge for 
people worldwide. Protecting the world’s ecological environment 
requires understanding how humans conceptualize the viability 
of natural ecology. Environmental concerns have evolved into 
a survival dilemma in the context of global ecological crises. 
Protecting the ecological environment requires understanding 
how humans conceptualize the viability of natural ecology and 
understanding the thought pattern about sustainability. The study 
results extend insights into Stakeholder Theory’s and VBN 
Theory’s assumptions by identifying robust relationships between 
the identified variables and ES. Furthermore, the study findings can 
be used to help bolster ES, which is consistent with the identified 
theories (Amabile and Mueller, 2008; Junsheng et al., 2020; Tian 
and Liu, 2022).

The study findings are also in congruence with the extant literature 
(Bai et al., 2017; Dunlap et al., 2000; Kousar et al., 2022). In 
addition, Si et al. (2022) found EnA to have a positive relationship 
with PB. Further, several studies have found that PB could reduce 
environmental footprint and boost green performance (Saifulina 
et al., 2022). The current study has substantiated these findings. 

Similarly, studies by Bragagnolo et al. (2016), Sulphey and Faisal 
(2021), and Corral-Verdugo et al. (2009) have identified that 
behaviours like environmental knowledge, pro-environmental 
attitudes, frugality, altruism, and equitability are antecedents 
of sustainability, which is also a finding of the present study. 
Thus, the current study substantiates several earlier studies. 
The uniqueness of this study is that it has found the identified 
complex, comprehensive, and concurrent relationship between 
all four identified variables. No previous study has attempted to 
examine this relationship. Further, this is the first study conducted 
with samples from Saudi Arabia. The study has thus opened a 
window into the green behaviour of Saudi citizens. Future studies 
could examine the complex relationships between environmental 
values, attitudes, motivations, participation, and environmentally 
friendly behaviors. Attempts could also be made to examine the 
attitude of samples from the Gulf Cooperation Council and Middle 
East and North African counties, as these groups of counties are 
identified to have similar cultures. The study’s findings have 
theoretical and practical implications, which are presented in the 
following sections.

7. CONCLUSION

Various international environmental protocols, accords, and 
agreements like the Kyoto Protocol and Paris Agreement have 
inculcated among the public and administrators the paramount 
importance and need to turn green to attain sustainability. This 
has highlighted the need to innovate and consider manufacturing 
green and environment-friendly products and services. However, 
there is a need for attitudinal and behavioural change among the 
general public and policymakers as a forerunner to this. Though 
there are several studies about ES, a study in Saudi Arabia about 
its antecedents is scarce. This paper investigates a few factors that 
could promote environmentally sustainable behaviour. The study 
has developed empirical insights into the distinct roles played by 
NEP, EnA, and PB in developing ES. It has also succeeded in 
offering a complex model that presents the relationships between 
the identified variables, which was not examined earlier. Finally, 

Table 7: SEM results
Hypothesis Path coefficient Standard deviation t-statistics P values Results
H1 NEP --> PB 0.41 0.07 4.67 <0.05 Supported
H2 EnA --> PB 0.38 0.02 4.92 <0.05 Supported
H3 NEP --> FS 0.37 0.06 3.98 <0.05 Supported
H4 EnA --> FS 0.44 0.04 5.01 <0.05 Supported
H5 PB --> FS 0.42 0.08 4.69 <0.05 Supported
SEM: Structural equation modelling

t=4.67, <0.05

t=4.67, <0.05
t=5.01, <0.05

t=4.69, <0.05

t=3.98, <0.05
NEP

EnA

PB FS

Figure 2: Measurement model
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this study’s findings could be used for critical organizational 
policymaking implications concerning ES, highlighting the 
importance of NEP, EnA, and PB. Overall, the findings challenge 
conceptualizing the factors influencing ES, advancing the literature 
on environmental behaviours. We encourage researchers to expand 
the scope of sustainability behaviour research further.

7.1. Implications
This current work provides both theoretical and practical 
implications. The following sections present a few implications. 
Theoretically, it contributes to the ever-increasing green and 
sustainable literature and the complex relationship between the 
identified variables. In addition, the findings provide further 
insights into aspects regarding green behaviours, advancing the 
VBN, the NEP perspective (Stern et al., 1995), and the Norm-
activation theory (Schwartz, 1977).

The study has also succeeded in having an integrated conceptual 
framework of the proposed theories. Finally, by demonstrating 
the positive relationship and the influence on NEP, EnA, PB, and 
ES, the study advances established and contemporary behaviorual 
insights into environmental psychology. The key practical 
implication of this study is the realization that green attitudes 
and behaviours have significant positive relationships with ES. 
Further identifying environmental awareness and various related 
behaviours precisely could help policymakers and managers 
realign environmental education and training in line with local 
and national priorities. This would help to improve environmental 
awareness, knowledge, and behaviours so that ES could be 
achieved with elan and ease. Attaining ES is now the need of the 
hour as the ecosystem is nearing a tipping point.

7.2. Limitations
Literature is scarce about ES, and its antecedents in Saudi Arabia. 
By empirically examining the relationship of NEP, EnA, PB, and 
ES, this study has opened opportunities for further discussions 
about the concepts. The current study, which focuses on the 
behavioural antecedents of ES, was carried out at the individual 
level of analysis, mostly the educated and employed class. As a 
result, implications for the other sections of the population cannot 
be inferred. In addition, further investigations could be attempted 
with a broader range of other related variables. Future studies could 
also be attempted by controlling various demographic factors 
influencing environmental attitude and sustainability.

The current study was quantitative in nature. Future studies could 
also be undertaken by including qualitative methodologies to 
understand the concepts further. In addition, the data for the study 
was collected in two stretches. Therefore, future studies could be 
conducted based on a cross-sectional sample with further time 
lags. In addition, future comparative studies could be attempted 
with a longitudinal design, with cross-cultural–national samples. 
The moderating effect of demographic factors on the variables 
studied is another plausible area for further investigation. Finally, 
caution has to be exercised in generalizing the study findings since 
the sample for this study was limited to Saudi Arabia, which has 
a unique culture (Faridi and Sulphey, 2019). Future comparative 
empirical examinations with samples from other developed and 

developing nations could expand the study’s and draw assumptions 
that could be further generalized.

8. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

This research was supported by the Deanship of Scientific Research 
at Prince Sattam Bin Abdulaziz University under research project 
# 2021/02/18884.

REFERENCES

Aibinu, A.A., Al-Lawati, A.M. (2010), Using PLS-SEM technique to 
model construction organizations’ willingness to participate in 
E-bidding. Automation in Construction, 19(6), 714-724.

Aiken, L.R. (1980), Content validity and reliability of single items 
or questionnaires. Educational and Psychological Measurement, 
40, 955-959.

Amabile, T.M. and Mueller, J.S. (2008), studying creativity, its processes, 
and its antecedents: An exploration of the componential theory 
of creativity. In Zhou, J. and Shalley, C.E., Eds., Handbook of 
organizational creativity, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, New York, 
33-64.

Anderson, J.C., Gerbing, D.W. (1988), Structural equation modeling 
in practice: A review and recommended two-step approach. 
Psychological Bulletin, 103(3), 411-423.

Bagozzi, R.P., Kimmel, S.K. (1995), A comparison of leading theories for 
the prediction of goal-directed behaviours. British Journal of Social 
Psychology, 34(4), 437-461.

Bai, Y., Fu, L., Zhang, Y., Xiong, X. (2017), Pro-environmental awareness 
and behaviors on campus: Evidence from Tianjin, China. Eurasia 
Journal of Mathematics, Science and Technology Education, 
14(1), 427-445.

Bamberg, S., & Moser, G. (2007). Twenty years after hines, hungerford, 
and tomera: A new meta-analysis of psycho-social determinants of 
pro-environmental behavior. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 
27, 14-25.

Barney, J. B., & Harrison, J. S. (2020). Stakeholder theory at the 
crossroads. Business and Society, 59(2), 203–212.

Barclay, D., Higgins, C., Thompson, R. (1995), The partial least squares 
(PLS) approach to causal modelling: Personal computer adoption 
and use as an illustration. Technology Studies, 2(2), 285-309.

Bartlett, J.E., Kotrlik, J.W., Higgins, C.C. (2001), Organizational research: 
Determining appropriate sample size in survey research. Information 
Technology, Learning, and Performance Journal, 19, 43-50.

Becker, J.M., Rai, A., Ringle, C.M., Völckner, F. (2013), Discovering 
unobserved heterogeneity in structural equation models to avert 
validity threats. MIS Quarterly, 37(3), 665-694.

Bissing-Olson, M.J., Iyer, A., Fielding, K.S., Zacher, H. (2013), 
Relationships between daily affect and pro-environmental behavior 
at work: The moderating role of pro-environmental attitude. Journal 
of Organizational Behavior, 34(2), 156-175.

Bragagnolo, C., Malhado, A. M., Jepson, P., & Ladle, R. (2016). 
Modelling local attitude to protected areas in developing countries. 
Conservation and Society, 14(3), 163-182.

Brown, T.A. (2006), Confirmatory Factor Analysis for Applied Research. 
New York: Guilford Press.

Campbell, D.T., Fiske, D.W. (1959), Convergent and discriminant 
validation by the multitrait-multimethod matrix. Psychological 
Bulletin, 56(2), 81-105.

Cary, J. (1993). The nature of symbolic beliefs and environmental behavior 
in a rural setting. Environment and Behavior, 25(4), 555-576.

Chang, T.W., Chen, F.F., Luan, H.D., Chen, Y.S. (2019), Effect of green 



Sulphey, et al.: New Environmental Paradigm, Environmental Attitude, and Proenvironmental Behaviour as Antecedents of Environmental Sustainability

International Journal of Energy Economics and Policy | Vol 13 • Issue 3 • 2023426

organizational identity, green shared vision, and organizational 
citizenship behavior for the environment on green product 
development performance. Sustainability, 11(3), 617.

Chien, M.K., Shih, L.H. (2007), An empirical study of the implementation 
of green supply chain management practices in the electrical and 
electronic industry and their relation to organizational performances. 
International Journal of Environmental Science and Technology, 
4(3), 383-394.

Corral-Verdugo, V., Bonnes, M., Tapia, C., Fraijo, B., Frı´as, M., & Carrus, 
G. (2009). Correlates of prosustainability orientation: The affinity 
towards diversity. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 29, 34-43.

Dalton, D. R., Daily, C. M., Johnson, J. L., & Ellstrand, A. E. (1999). 
Number of directors and financial performance: A Meta-Analysis. 
Academy of Management Journal, 42, 674-686.

Dunlap, R.E. (2008), The new environmental paradigm scale: From 
marginality to worldwide use. The Journal of Environmental 
Education, 40(1), 3-18.

Dunlap, R.E., Van Liere, K.D. (1978), The “new environmental 
paradigm”: A proposed measuring instrument and preliminary results. 
Journal of Environmental Education, 9, 10-19.

Dunlap, R.E., Van Liere, K.D., Mertig, A.G., Jones, R.E. (2000), New 
trends in measuring environmental attitudes: Measuring endorsement 
of the new ecological paradigm: A revised NEP scale. Journal of 
Social Issues, 56(3), 425-442.

Faridi, M.R., Sulphey, M.M. (2019), Food security as a prelude to 
sustainability: A case study in the agricultural sector, its impacts 
on the Al Kharj community in The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 
Entrepreneurship and Sustainability Issues 6(3), 1536-1545.

Floyd, F.J., Widaman, K.F. (1995), Factor analysis in the development 
and refinement of clinical assessment instruments. Psychological 
Assessment, 7(3), 286-299.

Fornell, C., Larcker, D.F. (1981), Evaluating structural equation models 
with unobservable variables and measurement error. Journal of 
Marketing Research, 18(1), 39-50.

Freeman, R.E., Harrison, J.S. & Zyglidopoulos, S. (2018). Stakeholder 
theory concept and strategies. United Kingdom: Cambridge 
University Press.

Goodland, R. (1995), The concept of environmental sustainability. Annual 
Review of Ecology and Systematics, 26, 1-24.

Goodland, R., Daly, H. (1995), Universal environmental sustainability and 
the principle of integrity. In: Environmental Science and Technology 
Library. Dordrecht: Springer. p102-124.

Graves, L. M., Sarkis, J., and Zhu, Q. (2013). How transformational 
leadership and employee motivation combine to predict employee 
proenvironmental behaviors in China. Journal of Environal 
Psychology. 35, 81-91.

Hair, J. Jr., Hult, G.T.M., Ringle, C.M., Sarstedt, M. (2014), A Primer 
on Partial Least Squares Structural Equation Modeling (PLS-SEM). 
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, Inc.

Hair, J.F. Jr., Black, W.C., Babin, B.J., Anderson, R.E. (2010), Multivariate 
Data Analysis: A Global Perspective. Upper Saddle River, NJ 
Prentice Hall: Pearson.

Hair, J.F. Jr., Ringle, C.M., Sarstedt, M. (2013), Partial least squares 
structural equation modeling: Rigorous applications, better results 
and higher acceptance. Long Range Planning, 46, 1-12.

Hameed, Z., Naeem, R.M., Hassan, M., Naeem, M., Nazim, M., 
Maqbool, A. (2021), How GHRM is related to green creativity? A 
moderated mediation model of green transformational leadership 
and green perceived organizational support. International Journal 
of Manpower, 43, 595-613.

Hawcroft, L.J., Milfont, T.L. (2010), The use (and abuse) of the new 
environmental paradigm scale over the last 30 years: A meta-analysis. 
Journal of Environmental Psychology, 30(2), 143-158.

Hines, J.M., Hungerford, H.R., Tomera, A.N. (1987), Analysis and 
synthesis of research on responsible environmental behavior: A meta-
analysis. The Journal of Environmental Education, 18(2), 1-8.

Hoyle, R.H. (1995), Structural Equation Modeling: Concepts, Issues, and 
Applications. Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications, Inc.

Hu, L.T., Bentler, P.M. (1999), Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance 
structure analysis: Conventional criteria versus new alternatives. 
Structural Equation Modeling, 6, 1-55.

Hulland, J. (1999), Use of partial least squares (PLS) in strategic 
management research: A review of four recent studies. Strategic 
Management Journal, 20(2), 195-204.

Imandoust, S.B., Gadam, S.N. (2007), Are people willing to pay for 
river water quality, contingent valuation. International Journal of 
Environmental Science and Technology, 4(3), 401-408.

Junsheng, H., Masud, M. M., Akhtar, R., & Rana, M. S. (2020). 
The mediating role of employees’ green motivation between 
exploratory factors and green behaviour in the Malaysian food 
industry. Sustainability, 12(2), 509.

Kline, R.B. (2015), Principles and Practice of Structural Equation 
Modeling. 4th ed. New York: Guilford Publications.

Kollmuss, A., & Agyeman, J. (2002). Mind the gap: Why do people act 
environmentally and what are the barriers to pro-environmental 
behavior? Environmental Education Research, 8(3), 239-260.

Kousar, S., Afzal, M., Ahmed, F., Bojnec, Š. (2022), Environmental 
awareness and air quality: The mediating role of environmental 
protective behaviors. Sustainability, 14(6), 3138.

Krejcie, R.V., Morgan, D.W. (1970), Determining sample size for 
research activities. Educational and Psychological Measurement, 
30(3), 607-610.

Lleras, C. (2005), Path analysis. In: Encyclopedia of Social Measurement. 
Vol. 3. Netherlands: Elsevier Inc. p25-30.

López-Bonilla, L.M., López-Bonilla, J.M. (2015), From the new 
environmental paradigm to the brief ecological paradigm: A revised 
scale in golf tourism. Anatolia, 27(2), 227-236.

Mesmer-Magnus, J., Viswesvaran, C., & Wiernik, B. M. (2012).‘The 
role of commitment in bridging the gap between organizational 
sustainability and environmental sustainability.’ in managing human 
resources environmental sustainability, eds. Susan E. Jackson, Deniz 
S. Ones and Stephan Dilchert, NewJersey: Jossey-Bass, 155-186.

Morelli, J. (2011), Environmental sustainability: A definition for 
environmental professionals. Journal of Environmental Sustainability, 
1(1), 1-10.

Mtutu, P., Thondhlana, G. (2016), Encouraging pro-environmental 
behaviour: Energy use and recycling at Rhodes University, South 
Africa. Habitat International, 53, 142-150.

Müderrisoglu, H., Altanlar, A. (2010), Attitudes and behaviors of 
undergraduate students toward environmental issues. International 
Journal of Environmental Science and Technology, 8(1), 159-168.

Müderrisoglu, H., Altanlar, A. (2011), Attitudes and behaviors of 
undergraduate students toward environmental issues. International 
Journal of Environmental Science Technology, 8(1), 159-168.

Ntanos, S., Kyriakopoulos, G., Skordoulis, M., Chalikias, M., 
Arabatzis, G. (2019), An application of the new environmental 
paradigm (NEP) scale in a Greek context. Energies, 12(2), 239.

Ogbeibu, S., Jabbour, C. J., Gaskin, J., Senadjki, A., & Hughes, M. (2021). 
Leveraging STARA competencies and green creativity to boost 
green organisational innovative evidence: A praxis for sustainable 
development. Business Strategy and the Environment, 30(5), 2421-
2440.

Olsen, M.E., Lodwick, D.G., Dunlap, R.E. (1992), Viewing the World 
Ecologically. Boulder, CO: Westview.

Ones, D.S., Wiernik, B.M., Dilchert, S., Klein, R. (2015), Pro-
environmental behavior. In: International Encyclopedia of the Social 



Sulphey, et al.: New Environmental Paradigm, Environmental Attitude, and Proenvironmental Behaviour as Antecedents of Environmental Sustainability

International Journal of Energy Economics and Policy | Vol 13 • Issue 3 • 2023 427

and Behavioral Sciences. Netherlands: Elsevier Inc. p82-88.
Park, E., Lee, S., Lee, C.K., Kim, J.S., Kim, N.J. (2018), An integrated 

model of travelers’ pro-environmental decision-making process: The 
role of the New Environmental Paradigm. Asia Pacific Journal of 
Tourism Research, 23(2), 935-948.

Patzelt, H., Shepherd, D.A. (2011), Recognizing opportunities for 
sustainable development. Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 
35(4), 631-652.

Pinzone, M., Guerci, M., Lettieri, E., & Huisingh, D. (2019). Effects of 
‘green’ training on pro-environmental behaviors and job satisfaction: 
Evidence from the Italian healthcare sector. Journal of Cleaner 
Production, 226, 221-232.

Podsakoff, P.M., MacKenzie, S.B., Podsakoff, N.P. (2012), Sources of 
method bias in social science research and recommendations on 
how to control it. Annual Review of Psychology, 63(1), 539-569.

Putrawan, I.M. (2015), Measuring new environmental paradigm based 
on students knowledge about ecosystem and locus of control. 
Eurasia Journal of Mathematics, Science and Technology Education, 
11(2), 325-333.

Ranängen, H. (2015). Stakeholder management in reality: Moving 
from conceptual frameworks to operational strategies and 
interactions. Sustainable Production and Consumption, 3, 21-33.  

Robertson, R.A., & Burdge, R. J. (1998). Size of place of residence 
and encounters with the adverse consequences of and support for 
commercial/ industrial development. Proceedings of Northeastern 
Recreation Research Symposium, GTR-NE-255. Randor PA: USDA 
Forest Service, North-eastern forest experiment station, 81-85.

Saeed, B.B., Afsar, B., Hafeez, S., Khan, I., Tahir, M., Afridi, M.A. 
(2018), Promoting employee’s proenvironmental behavior through 
green human resource management practices. Corporate Social 
Responsibility and Environmental Management, 26(2), 424-438.

Saifulina, N., Carballo-Penela, A., Ruzo-Sanmartín, E. (2022), Effects 
of personal environmental awareness and environmental concern 
on employees’ voluntary pro-environmental behavior: A mediation 
analysis in emerging countries. Baltic Journal of Management, 
18(1), 1-18.

Sandhya, S. & Sulphey, M. M. (2019).  An assessment of contribution 
of employee engagement, psychological contract and psychological 
empowerment towards turnover intentions of IT employees.  
International Journal of Environment, Workplace and Employment, 
5(1), 22-31.

Sandhya, S. & Sulphey, M. M. (2021).  Influence of Empowerment, 
Psychological Contract and Employee engagement on Voluntary 
Turnover Intentions, International Journal of Productivity and 
Performance Management, 70(2), 325-349.

Sara, A. (2014), Pro-environmental behavior and its antecedents as a 
case of social and temporal dilemmas. British Journal of Education, 
Society and Behavioural Science, 4(4), 508-526.

Schwartz, S.H. (1977), Normative influences on altruism. Advances in 
Experimental Social Psychology, 10, 221-279.

Si, W., Jiang, C., Meng, L. (2022), The relationship between environmental 
awareness, habitat quality, and community residents’ pro-
environmental behavior-mediated effects model analysis based on 
social capital. International Journal of Environmental Research and 
Public Health, 19(20), 13253.

Steel, B.S. (1996), Thinking globally and acting locally?: Environmental 
attitudes, behaviour and activism. Journal of Environmental 
Management, 47(1), 27-36.

Steg, L., Dreijerink, L., Abrahamse, W. (2005), Factors influencing the 
acceptability of energy policies: A test of VBN theory. Journal of 
Environmental Psychology, 25(4), 415-425.

Stern, P.C. (2000), New environmental theories: Toward a coherent 

theory of environmentally significant behavior. Journal of Social 
Issues, 56(3), 407-424.

Stern, P.C., Dietz, T. (1994), The value basis of environmental concern. 
Journal of Social Issues, 50(3), 65-84.

Stern, P.C., Dietz, T., Guagnano, G.A. (1995), The new ecological 
paradigm in social-psychological context. Environment and 
Behavior, 27(6), 723-743.

Suganthi, L. (2019), Examining the relationship between corporate 
social responsibility, performance, employees’ pro-environmental 
behavior at work with green practices as mediator. Journal of Cleaner 
Production, 232, 739-750.

Sulphey, M.M. (2017), Towards sustainable forest management through 
enhancing safety of nature. Journal of Security and Sustainability 
Issues, 6(4), 703-710.

Sulphey, M.M. (2019), The perspective of Islamic environmental 
sustainability and management. Middle East Journal of Management, 
6(5), 536-550.

Sulphey, M.M. (2019), The present and future of education for 
sustainable development (ESD): A fact sheet. International Journal 
of Environment, Workplace and Employment, 5(3), 220-234.

Sulphey, M.M., Al Kahtani, N.S. (2017), Economic security and 
sustainability through social entrepreneurship: The current Saudi 
scenario. Journal of Security and Sustainability Issues, 6(3), 479-490.

Sulphey, M.M., Faisal, S. (2021), Connectedness to nature and 
environmental concern as antecedents of commitment to 
environmental sustainability. International Journal of Energy 
Economics and Policy, 11(2), 208-219.

Sulphey, M.M., Safeer, M.M. (2017), Introduction to Environment 
Management. 4th ed. New Delhi: PHI Learning Pvt Ltd.

Suskie, L.A. (1996), Questionnaire Survey Research: What Works. 2nd ed. 
Florida: Association for Institutional Research. p28.

Tabachnick, B. G., & Fidell, L. S. (2007). Using Multivariate Statistics 
(5th ed.). New York: Allyn and Bacon.

Tian, H., Liu, X. (2022), Pro-environmental behavior research: 
Theoretical progress and future directions. International Journal of 
Environmental Research and Public Health, 19(11), 6721.

Wang, X., Sun, Y. (2021), Theoretical exploration of the new 
environmental paradigm scale in China. E3S Web of Conferences, 
251, 02078.

Wen, J., Hussain, H., Waheed, J., Ali, W., Jamil, I. (2021), Pathway toward 
environmental sustainability: Mediating role of corporate social 
responsibility in green human resource management practices in 
small and medium enterprises. International Journal of Manpower, 
43, 701-718.

WEPA (2018). 2nd Workshop on Enumeration Problems and Applications, 
Pisa, Italy.

Whitley, C.T., Takahashi, B., Zwickle, A., Besley, J.C., Lertpratchya, A.P. 
(2016), Sustainability behaviors among college students: An 
application of the VBN theory. Environmental Education Research, 
24(2), 245-262.

Wilson, C., & Chatterton, T. (2011). Multiple models to inform climate 
change policy: A pragmatic response to the ‘Beyond the ABC’ 
debate. Environment and Planning A: Economy and Space, 43(12), 
2781-2787.

Xiao, C., Buhrmann, J. (2017), The structure and coherence of the new 
environmental paradigm: Reconceptualizing the dimensionality 
debate. Human Ecology Review, 23(1), 179-198.

Yong, J. Y., Yusliza, M., Ramayah, T., Chiappetta Jabbour, C. J., 
Sehnem, S., & Mani, V. (2019). Pathways towards sustainability 
in manufacturing organizations: Empirical evidence on the role 
of green human resource management. Business Strategy and the 
Environment, 29(1), 212-228.


