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The conflict of financial performance and environmental performance has been discussed for many years.
Companies have focused on efficiency and have made effort to create more value with less environmental impact.
As a result, resource productivity and energy efficiency have been dramatically improved. However, the tensions
between global economic growth and environmental degradation have not been eased at all, and companies are
increasingly required to deal with non-financial matters. This paper focuses on the concept of Effectiveness and
clarifies its relationship with the concept of socio-economic rationality and the concept of Weak sustainability,

Strong sustainability, and then examine the modern meaning of the concept of Effectiveness.



