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Sustainability’s growth, year after year, continues to be staggering, becoming a reference
point for those working on these issues. There are 65,433 papers in the Scopus database, of
which 61,016 (93%) are articles. The year 2022 proposes 16,996 papers, 21% more than the
previous year (14,053 papers). The comparison is even more significant compared to five
(2372 papers in 2017) or ten years (167 papers in 2012) ago. In addition, the value for 2023
is already significant (5638 papers). These data are extrapolated from the Scopus database
(up to 12 May 2023). The most involved subject areas are energy, environmental science,
and social science. Concerning the keywords, the most proposed terms in published
papers are sustainability (16,328), China (11,051), and sustainable development (8475). In
particular, the country of reference of authors shows that China leads with 18,849 papers,
followed by the United States (5685), Spain (5197), South Korea (5012), and Italy (4716).
The international nature of the journal is highlighted by the other countries completing
the Top 10: United Kingdom, Germany, Poland, Saudi Arabia, and Australia. The journal
aims to provide answers to current problems [1,2] and, for that reason, has more than
thirty sections.

This Editorial has the idea of presenting a new section, Development Goals towards Sus-
tainability, that aims to play an ambitious role in the research landscape (https://www.mdpi.
com/journal/sustainability/sections/Development-Goals-towards-Sustainability). Mem-
ber countries of the United Nations signed the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development
in 2015, consisting of 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). These SDGs aim to protect
the planet, eliminate poverty, and ensure peace and prosperity for all citizens. The literature
highlights how sustainable development is a relevant necessity for humanity [3]. Achieving
such an ambitious goal requires contributions from all countries [4]. The theme turns
out to be decomposed into multiple dimensions and perspectives, and concerns different
categories of stakeholders that can combine digitization with sustainability [5], support
the integration of food security and sustainability in emerging economies [6], identify
the connection point between technological progress and sustainable development [7],
and use the resources that are available in order to optimize processes [8]. At the same
time, the impact of female gender [9] and the contribution of youth [10] toward the SDGs
need to be assessed. In addition, a better understanding of artistic artifacts integrates
memories of the past with contemporary experiences and life. These are the premises for
transforming cultural heritage management into an enabler of sustainable development
by boosting regional economies through sustainable tourism practices [11]. Health-related
sustainability issues play a key role, and several initiatives can be taken early in life. For
example, gestational diabetes mellitus appears to be one of the main causes of perinatal
mortality/morbidity [12]. A review highlights how improving eye health can support the
achievement of several SDGs [13].

Challenges in planning policies, new business models, strategies, and tools to measure
or evaluate sustainability and reduce the uncertainty of the implementation process require
new analysis that cannot be limited to analysis of the environmental dimension of sustain-
ability alone [14]. In this direction, indicators need to be developed to monitor the progress
of sustainability goals [15]. The application and implementation of the SDGs require setting
development priorities to be applied in different contexts, and quantitative approaches are
proposed to integrate the different SDGs at both local [16] and global [17] levels.

Finally, there are analyses that focus specifically on environmental [18], economic [19],
and social [20] aspects. In this way, the literature highlights the relevance of a multi-level
approach related to sustainability issues [21]. Bioeconomy, circular economy, and green
economy are concepts geared toward promoting sustainability [22]. In addition, public
procurement can foster circular models [23], flexible strategies are strategic to support
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firms [24], waste is a potential resource, in particular for developing countries [25], and we
need to provide robustness to the results obtained through alternative scenarios [26].

The 17 SDGs to transform our world are as follows:

• SDG 1: No Poverty.
• SDG 2: Zero Hunger.
• SDG 3: Good Health and Well-Being.
• SDG 4: Quality Education.
• SDG 5: Gender Equality.
• SDG 6: Clean Water and Sanitation.
• SDG 7: Affordable and Clean Energy.
• SDG 8: Decent Work and Economic Growth.
• SDG 9: Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure.
• SDG 10: Reduced Inequality.
• SDG 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities.
• SDG 12: Responsible Consumption and Production.
• SDG 13: Climate Action.
• SDG 14: Life Below Water.
• SDG 15: Life on Land.
• SDG 16: Peace and Justice Strong Institutions.
• SDG 17: Partnerships to achieve the SDG.

The topic of the SDGs is very well debated in the literature and has a decidedly growing
trend—Figure 1. In the past four and a half years, about 27,910 papers have been noted,
where the keywords used in the Web of Science (WoS) were: (i) SDGs; (ii) Sustainable
Development Goals; and (iii) SDG. The open access value shows that this option now
represents the majority among published papers, even exceeding three-fifths. The 2023
data are close to that figure with 59%. We proceed to analyze the WoS categories (Figure 2),
in which that related to Environmental Sciences stands out (29%) followed by Green
Sustainable Science Technology (22%) and Environmental Studies (19%). The others turn
out to be more detached, starting with Public Environmental Occupational Health (6%).
Below, the geographical distribution of the published papers is analyzed (Figure 3), with
two countries excelling over all others with about 15%: the USA (4154) and China (4138). It
should be highlighted that the top ten countries encompass about 83% of the total value:
United Kingdom (3115), India (2091), Australia (1963), Spain (1931), Germany (1675), Italy
(1600), Canada (1315) and South Africa (1221). The trend in papers published by the
WoS Index (Figure 4) has the Science Citation Index Expanded (58%) leading, followed
by the Social Sciences Citation Index (42%). The trend in papers published by the WoS
Index (Figure 4) sees the Science Citation Index Expanded excel (58%), followed by the
Social Sciences Citation Index (42%). Finally, the last analysis proposes a map of the SDGs
receiving the most attention (Figure 5). The results show that SDG 3 (1244) prevails followed
by SDG 2 (1212) and SDG 1 (1201). SDG 14 (353) and SDG 16 (314) complete the ranking.

Sustainability can be a concept that integrates nature and harmony, a landscape that
wants to be animated by people in celebration, aiming for territories to be self-sufficient
and to cooperate with each other by involving citizens in decision making [27]. In this
context, universities must take on a new role: greater accountability to students, who must
be listened to in order to engender a cultural change centered around greater responsibility
toward others. Thus, there is a combination of sustainable education and trust in young
people on which to build future society [10]. The hope is to favor strategies that place
the concept of pragmatic sustainability, which must be distinguished from ideological
sustainability, at the center of their choice. It emerges unequivocally that sustainable
washing does not solve problems and that solutions that integrate the three dimensions of
sustainability must be framed.
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Furthermore, beyond the qualitative and aesthetic aspects, it is necessary to provide
numbers that support our actions. In this context, it is also necessary to be a team in the
service of science. Therefore, in proposing a paper for our section, we suggest that you
identify a paper published no longer ago than the previous year and, from that, propose
the gap you intend to fill with your research. Here, each editorial board member proposes
their research direction that you can use to explain the novelty of your analysis:

• Multi-criteria decision analysis (MCDA) can provide policy implications that identify
sustainable investments and projects needed for an area to be more competitive, circu-
lar, inclusive, and resilient. In addition, MCDA can identify the resources and expertise
needed to make the different SDGs interact based on stakeholder engagement [28].

• The gross domestic product cannot capture the full economic dimension of sustain-
ability. Therefore, it is necessary to consider an aggregate analysis of sustainability
indicators. For example, analyses should consider as much the cost of pollution as the
cost of citizen discomfort caused by natural disasters, but also the do-nothing cost.

• A supply chain is a very broad concept that defines the complexity of a business
process. Industry 4.0 technologies have had a disruptive impact, and their extension
to circular economy models makes it possible to meet the needs of stakeholders [29].

• There is a need to identify new sourcing strategies and procurement operations to take
advantage of natural resources and waste from the manufacturing system. Multi-level
analysis can support decision-makers in developing circular purchasing [30].

• The Social-Life Cycle Assessment (S-LCA) allows for evaluating the social and socioe-
conomic aspects of products, thus assessing both the positive and negative impacts
that occur during the life cycle. S-LCA can be applied to analyze the contribution of
products to the SDGs and assess the social impacts of the circular economy. The goal is
to eliminate waste and pollution by design, extend the use of products and materials,
and regenerate natural systems [31].

• Shifting from a consumer to a prosumer role is essential for a sustainable transition,
in which new business models are needed to identify integration between energy
systems and chemical clusters. The goal is to promote the green transition in tandem
with resilience and lower carbon use [32].
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• A country’s level of informality influences how the adoption of digitization impacts
corporate environmental responsibility. As a result, countries with a high level of infor-
mality cannot properly influence digitization and achieve sustainable solutions [33].

• The challenge to climate change is a key strategy in an environmental policy agenda.
The need to increase monetary funds to finance renewable energy technology develop-
ment and processes that improve the use of natural resources is highlighted [34].

• Digital technologies support the development of manufacturing firms. Through
their deployment, companies can provide product–service systems, which play a
strategic role in addressing the sustainability concept in its threefold perspective
(economic, environmental, and social) and can increase companies’ competitiveness,
maintain and extend relationships with clients, and transfer ownership and operational
accountability of the solution to the supplier [35].

• Industrial waste represents a considerable amount of secondary raw materials. Several
waste types contain valuable metals at a greater concentration than those in the
primary ores—even ten- or a hundred-fold more. Metals such as cobalt, nickel, lithium,
vanadium, rare earth elements, etc., are essential to transition to a fully sustainable
industry. Hence, their extraction and refining are more economical than primary ore
processing, making recycling an attractive and convenient investment [36].

• Applying cognitive technologies, such as artificial intelligence, can support manu-
facturing companies in reducing the complexity of supply and distribution chains.
With the large processing capacity of data produced by supply chain actors and
collected through the digital systems of smart factories, more environmentally and
socioeconomically sustainable processes and products can be designed [37].

• Manufacturing firms can consider customer needs from a price perspective, but also
strive to include green-circular premium and sustainability certification as enablers
toward strategic innovation.

• Enterprises should clarify responsibility for the effects of adopting green technolo-
gies and renewable resources on social sustainability (e.g., gender equality) in the
transition process towards zero-carbon energy. In addition, they should achieve their
legitimacy for disclosures on accounting tools related to carbon emissions (e.g., carbon
accounting). The challenges for enterprises consist of mitigating stakeholders‘ pressure
through a resilient and accountable approach. This also presents the need for a rethink
about integrated reporting to achieve legitimacy in the transition toward net-zero
business models [38].

• Solid-waste management requires focused planning for sustainability by diverting
waste from landfills. At the same time, there is a need for international support for low-
income countries. The literature needs to support municipalities in these countries to
calculate their resources, identify where to allocate facilities to optimize transportation,
and provide for integration with the private sector [25].

• Water management is essential to sustainable development, affecting human health,
ecosystems, and economic activities. Therefore, research should focus on innovative
water management practices such as water reuse, green infrastructure, wastewater
to energy, and storm water management to address water scarcity, water quality, and
flooding challenges.

• Sustainable mobility and transportation planning are key aspects of sustainable de-
velopment that can help reduce environmental impact. Therefore, a need exists for
research that can explore innovative approaches to mobility, such as shared mobil-
ity services, electrification of transportation, and the promotion of active modes of
transportation for a more sustainable, equitable, and accessible future [39].

• Inclusive and participatory governance is a cornerstone of sustainable development,
ensuring that decision-making processes are transparent, accountable, and responsive
to the needs of all stakeholders. Therefore, research should explore the potential of
participatory approaches, such as community-based planning, in promoting sustain-
able development.
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• Future analysis can focus on how artificial intelligence (AI) can help the healthcare
industry achieve the SDGs. Researchers can also provide information on the way the
new AI business models in the healthcare industry can be used to enhance customer
satisfaction and service quality. Health system optimization requires investment
in AI technologies, including machine learning, deep learning and artificial neural
networks [40].

• Energy infrastructure has a crucial impact on combating climate change and decar-
bonizing the energy system. Interdependencies need to be assessed with established
methods and analyses that show progress toward the SDGs.

• The modern interconnected world is run by critical infrastructure sectors (CISs), and
they are efficient in terms of productivity. However, the intricately interwoven nature
makes CISs vulnerable to disruptions. On the other hand, climate change impacts
caused by various reasons can trigger black-swan events with significant cascading
social, economic, and environmental implications that threaten our society as we
know it. Since the CISs are essential and complex systems, the raised issues cannot be
solved with traditional knowledge. We strongly believe that circular-economy-centric
education in line with resilience and digitalization principles is the only solution,
as they adopt nexus and circular thinking and systems innovation to generate new
knowledge that ultimately support the progress of development goals [41].

• Collaborative ties are typically driven by economic motives. Sustainable practices in
a developing country can be constrained by two factors: the absence of a regulatory
regime and the informal networks of recyclers. The topic of industrial symbiosis
can provide multiple benefits, but it needs policy inputs that can foster proactive
engagement and support small and medium-sized firms. In addition, rigorous life
cycle analyses of by-products are required [42].

• Biofuels are a renewable source that can ensure energy security and mitigate climate
change. The location selection of biofuel production plants is an important concern for
the policymakers and local authorities. The identification of sites for the development
of new biofuel production plants encompasses several dimensions which can be solved
by multicriteria approaches [43].

• Young researchers and top-class scientists should prepare an outstanding scientific
article that will make a significant contribution to science and the implementation
of the sustainable goals. Without limitation, this research should have a strategic ap-
proach and should compile gamified approach, environmental performance, life cycle
assessment, waste management tools, internet of things, and new circular business
models as well as new mindset development [44].

• Cities are critical factors in implementing the sustainability agenda and without limita-
tion, more than 60% of the proposed SDG goals (169) target cities. Cities with an urban
metabolism 15 and/or 30 min. are essential for environmental health wellbeing [14].

• Mathematical and statistical optimization methods support decision making. Some
activities, such as the use of fossil fuels, the unsuitable disposal of waste, and improper
supply chain practices, damage ecosystems. People’s actions, lifestyles, and traditional
industrial practices should be changed to achieve sustainable development [45].

• Climate change progressing has led to the need to implement integrated measures
to protect the planet. For this purpose, a number of recommendations, policies and
restrictions have been developed, which are included in the Green Deal Strategies. This
plan requires stakeholder support for a clean and green economy through solutions
that protect the environment, considering all dimensions of sustainability [46].

• Green technologies optimize resource use by reducing waste and decreasing demand
for new resources, and promote the development of green products and services. These
include energy-efficient appliances, electric vehicles, and sustainable construction
materials. By encouraging the use of green products and services, green technology
helps to reduce the environmental impact of consumption [47].
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• Cities are called upon to implement strategies to be livable. This requires sustainable
policies and green investments, but also political stability and efficient public spending.

• Energy communities represent a new form of social collaboration that aims to make
the citizen a protagonist of change. The price of electricity tends to rise, and the role of
the prosumer favors decentralized models.

This section favors pragmatic models of sustainability in which a selfish view is
overcome, and an altruistic model is favored on which to build future society. “It is
strongly suggested that the authors highlight the SDGs they intend to achieve, in order to
support raising awareness about the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the
implementation of the SDGs into our everyday lives”.
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