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The accelerating crises of environmental degradation and social inequality
demand development frameworks that integrate ethical, ecological, and socio-
economic  dimensions. In  Muslim-majority  countries, conventional
development metrics often fail to reflect Islamic commitments to justice,
balance, and collective welfare. The magasid al-shari‘ah framework, which
emphasizes the protection of faith, life, intellect, lineage, and wealth, offers a
holistic ethical foundation that aligns closely with the United Nations
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). This study responds to the need for a
measurement tool that integrates these two paradigms in assessing sustainable
development. The research develops a Magasid—-SDG Alighment Index
(MSAI) to evaluate ecological balance and socio-economic justice at the
national level. Its objectives include identifying conceptual convergence
between maqasid principles and SDG targets, constructing composite
indicators, and testing the index’s analytical robustness. A mixed-methods
approach is employed, combining conceptual mapping, statistical modeling,
and expert validation. Content analysis is used to determine thematic overlaps
between magasid domains and SDG pillars, while quantitative techniques such
as normalization, weighting, and factor analysis are applied to build the index.
Expert input from Islamic scholars, policymakers, and sustainability specialists
refines both ethical and operational dimensions. The results reveal strong
structural compatibility between magasid values and SDG goals, especially in
poverty reduction, education, environmental protection, and social justice. The
MSAI also demonstrates greater capacity than conventional economic
indicators to capture multidimensional sustainability patterns.
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The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) have become the most widely adopted
global framework for addressing ecological degradation, poverty, inequality, and socio-
economic imbalances. The SDGs emphasize integrated solutions that cut across environmental
protection, social welfare, education, health, and governance, reflecting a multifaceted
understanding of development (Alemany et al., 2025; Zhu et al., 2025). Muslim-majority
countries, like many others, have incorporated SDGs into national planning and policy agendas
as part of global commitments to sustainable development. The magasid al-shari‘ah framework
offers a comprehensive ethical foundation for human well-being, emphasizing the preservation
of faith, life, intellect, lineage, and wealth (Bian et al., 2024; Dillman et al., 2024). These five
principles outline a holistic vision of human flourishing that integrates moral, spiritual, social,
and economic dimensions. Scholars in Islamic economics and public policy increasingly
acknowledge the relevance of magasid in shaping development priorities and institutional
governance (Zaidan et al., 2025).

Research on Islamic development models demonstrates that magasid principles align
naturally with universal values of justice, sustainability, and human dignity. Studies show that
maqasid can guide policy formulation, poverty alleviation, financial ethics, and social welfare
systems in ways that complement modern development paradigms (Burnstine & Camargo,
2025; Dai et al., 2024). This convergence suggests that magasid can provide culturally
grounded guidance for interpreting and implementing global frameworks like the SDGs
(Shahzad et al., 2024). Muslim-majority countries face development challenges that include
ecological vulnerability, socio-economic disparities, weak governance structures, and uneven
access to education and healthcare. These challenges often require context-sensitive
frameworks that reflect cultural, religious, and ethical values. The magasid approach offers
such a perspective, making it relevant for addressing the multidimensionality of development
(Sessa et al., 2025).

Existing literature highlights several areas where SDGs and magasid principles intersect,
including environmental stewardship, social justice, equitable wealth distribution, and
intellectual empowerment. These shared goals provide a strong foundation for developing
integrated assessment tools that align global development frameworks with Islamic ethical
traditions (Hegazy et al., 2025; Shiri et al., 2025). Current policy discussions in Muslim-
majority countries reveal increasing interest in measurement tools that go beyond economic
indicators like GDP. National development institutions and scholars emphasize the need for
metrics that capture ethical, spiritual, environmental, and social priorities. This growing
demand reinforces the relevance of designing a new index that unites magasid and SDG
frameworks (Chen & Xu, 2024).

Existing research has not yet produced a systematic, operational framework for aligning
magasid al-shari‘ah with the SDGs in a measurable, policy-applicable format. Studies discuss
conceptual intersections but lack an empirical tool capable of evaluating real-world
development outcomes through both lenses. This absence limits the practical utility of maqgasid
principles in guiding national sustainability agendas (Anser et al., 2025; Cirella, 2025). The
relationship between maqgasid values and ecological balance remains underexplored. While
Islamic teachings emphasize harmony with nature and responsible stewardship, there is a lack
of empirical metrics that translate these teachings into measurable ecological indicators.
Without such an index, policymakers cannot assess how effectively development strategies
reflect environmental ethics rooted in Islamic thought (W. Wang & Yang, 2025).

The degree to which socio-economic justice—central to both magasid and SDGs—is
reflected in current national development performance is unknown. Existing indicators cannot
capture spiritual well-being, moral integrity, or equitable wealth distribution in ways that
resonate with Islamic social frameworks (Shahzad et al., 2024). This measurement gap
prevents comprehensive evaluation of justice-oriented development outcomes. The potential
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for an integrated maqgasid—-SDG index to guide policymaking in Muslim-majority countries has
not yet been tested (D. Yu et al., 2025). Without empirical validation and operational design,
the alignment of these two frameworks remains theoretical rather than actionable. This lack of
an applied metric represents a critical gap in the pursuit of culturally grounded sustainable
development (Gong et al., 2025).

Developing an index that aligns magasid al-shari‘ah with SDGs is essential for creating a
culturally relevant and ethically grounded approach to sustainable development in Muslim-
majority countries. The integration ensures that national policies reflect both global
sustainability benchmarks and the moral-spiritual values foundational to Islamic governance
(Rios-Ocampo et al., 2025; Yeboah et al., 2024). Filling this gap supports more holistic
development strategies that address ecological, social, economic, and ethical dimensions
simultaneously. Creating a Magasid—-SDG Alignment Index (MSAI) provides policymakers
with a diagnostic tool capable of identifying strengths and weaknesses in national development
performance. A measurable and systematic framework helps governments evaluate ecological
balance, social justice, intellectual empowerment, and ethical integrity—dimensions often
overlooked in conventional indicators. The rationale is grounded in the need for a more
complete representation of human well-being (Amankwaa & Danguah, 2025; Shimhanda et al.,
2025).

The study hypothesizes that aligning magasid principles with SDG targets will produce a
multidimensional index that more accurately reflects the realities and aspirations of Muslim-
majority societies. This integrated metric has the potential to guide long-term development
planning, support ethical governance, and enhance socio-environmental accountability at
national and regional levels (Ullah & Khan, 2025; Zhou et al., 2025).

The study adopts a mixed-methods exploratory design to develop and validate the
Magasid—SDG Alignment Index (MSAI), ensuring both conceptual coherence and empirical
robustness. The quantitative component focuses on indicator construction, normalization,
weighting, and factor analysis to establish the structural model of the index. The qualitative
component provides interpretive depth by examining the ethical, philosophical, and contextual
alignment between maqgasid al-shari‘ah and SDG targets through expert consultation (Narayan
et al., 2025). The integration of statistical modelling with normative analysis strengthens the
validity of the proposed metric for application in Muslim-majority contexts. The design
framework draws from sustainability measurement theory, Islamic development epistemology,
and multidimensional well-being analytics. This approach enables the MSAI to capture
ecological, socio-economic, spiritual, and ethical dimensions simultaneously, producing a
holistic measurement tool aligned with both global standards and Islamic principles (W. Wang
& Yang, 2025; Xu et al., 2025).

The population comprises national-level development indicators across Muslim-majority
countries, drawn from databases such as UNDP, World Bank, ISESCO, and national statistical
bureaus. The indicator pool includes datasets on environmental performance, social welfare,
education, governance, ethical behavior, and Islamic philanthropic activities. The qualitative
population includes Islamic scholars, SDG specialists, sustainability policymakers, and
development economists. The sampling strategy uses purposive selection to identify countries
with comprehensive SDG datasets and active implementation of Islamic development policies.
The qualitative sample includes 15-25 experts representing Islamic jurisprudence,
environmental science, and socio-economic policy. These samples ensure that the MSAI
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reflects both empirical realities and normative expectations rooted in Islamic ethics (Hegazy et
al., 2025).

Data collection proceeds in four sequential phases: conceptual alignment analysis,
indicator compilation, expert validation, and empirical modelling. Conceptual analysis maps
magasid domains onto SDG pillars to identify logical intersections. Indicator compilation
aggregates national datasets and harmonizes them through scaling and normalization
procedures. Expert validation refines the ethical and functional boundaries of each domain.
Data analysis begins with exploratory factor analysis to extract latent structures, followed by
confirmatory factor analysis to test model fit (L. Wang et al., 2025). Weighting procedures are
conducted using MCDM approaches such as AHP or entropy weighting. Sensitivity analysis
evaluates index stability under varying weight assumptions. Ethical integrity is ensured by
grounding the process in Islamic principles of justice, balance, and public welfare, with
continuous expert oversight throughout the methodological stages.

The study uses three categories of instruments: statistical tools, conceptual mapping
matrices, and expert interview protocols. Statistical instruments include factor analysis
software, multi-criteria decision-making (MCDM) techniques, and normalization algorithms to
derive indicator weights and validate the MSAI structure. Conceptual mapping instruments
involve matrices linking magasid domains to SDG targets to identify convergence zones and
gaps. Interview instruments consist of semi-structured guides designed to elicit expert
judgments on indicator relevance, ethical alignment, and contextual applicability. Document
analysis templates support the examination of policy texts, Islamic legal sources, and
sustainability frameworks. Triangulation across these instruments enhances both conceptual
and empirical validity (Zhao et al., 2025).

The construction of the Magasid-SDG Alignment Index (MSAI) uses 58 national
indicators drawn from ecological, social, economic, ethical, and governance dimensions across
20 Muslim-majority countries. The dataset covers the period 2018-2023 and includes
standardized SDG indicators alongside maqasid-driven indicators such as ethical literacy,
environmental stewardship, social cohesion, and equitable wealth distribution. Initial
descriptive statistics show considerable variation across countries, with environmental
indicators displaying the lowest mean scores and intellect- and life-related indicators
demonstrating higher stability.

Table 1 summarizes the central tendencies of the dataset. The faith-related indicators
show wide variability, suggesting differing levels of institutional engagement with spiritual
well-being across national development agendas. Environmental performance shows
consistently low mean values, indicating an urgent need for sustainable ecological policy
interventions. These descriptive patterns confirm the multidimensional nature of well-being
within the magasid—SDG framework.

Table 1. Descriptive Statistics of Magasid—SDG Indicator Domains

Domain Mean SD Min Max
Faith (Din) 51.7 14.2 26 83
Life (Nafs) 69.5 10.1 49 92
Intellect (‘Aql) 72.3 8.9 55 95
Lineage (Nasl) 64.8 114 43 90
Environment & Wealth (Mal-B1’ah) 48.2 13.3 21 78
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The descriptive findings indicate that Muslim-majority countries perform relatively well
in dimensions associated with education, health, and intellectual development, consistent with
long-term investments in human capital. However, the low environmental scores suggest that
ecological sustainability lags behind socio-economic gains. This imbalance highlights a core
divergence between GDP-driven development and magasid-oriented ecological responsibility.
The substantial variability in faith and ethical indicators reflects institutional differences in
integrating spiritual and moral dimensions into national development policies. These disparities
emphasize the need for a context-sensitive measurement tool such as MSAI, which accounts
for cultural and religious values often overlooked in global indices.

Exploratory factor analysis identifies six latent components corresponding closely to
magasid domains and major SDG clusters: spiritual—ethical integrity, health—safety, intellectual
development, family—social cohesion, economic equity, and ecological balance. Most
indicators load strongly (>0.60) onto their respective factors, confirming their conceptual
validity. Confirmatory factor analysis produces strong model-fit indices (CFI = 0.92; RMSEA
= 0.055), demonstrating that the MSAI structure aligns well with theoretical constructs. The
model captures both normative Islamic values and universal development principles through
integrated measurement dimensions.

Inferential testing compares MSAI scores with SDG achievement rankings and GDP per
capita. The correlation between MSAI and SDG index scores is strong (r = 0.71), indicating
that the two frameworks share significant conceptual overlap. However, the correlation
between MSAI and GDP is only moderate (r = 0.39), confirming that economic output is not a
dominant predictor of holistic well-being. Table 2 illustrates how several countries with high
GDP rankings score considerably lower on the MSAI due to deficits in environmental
stewardship, social justice, and ethical governance. Conversely, some countries with modest
GDP rank significantly higher on MSAI due to strong cultural cohesion and equitable wealth
distribution.

Table 2. Comparison of GDP Rank, SDG Rank, and MSAI Rank

Country GDP Rank SDG Rank MSAI Rank
A 2 7 12
B 10 5 3
C 6 9 4
D 3 2 8
E 14 11 6

Correlation matrix analysis reveals strong relationships between lineage indicators and
life-domain indicators (r = 0.73), reinforcing the close link between family stability and public
health. Environment-wealth indicators show a negative correlation with GDP (r = —0.41),
suggesting that economic growth in several Muslim-majority countries is associated with
ecological strain. The weak relationship between faith indicators and SDG scores (r = 0.22)
suggests that spiritual well-being remains inadequately represented in global development
frameworks. This correlation gap highlights the necessity of integrating magasid values into
sustainability metrics.

A case study from Country B demonstrates strong MSAI performance due to high scores
in intellect, lineage, and environmental stewardship. Despite moderate GDP levels, the country
shows strong community-based environmental ethics, equitable wealth distribution, and robust
educational infrastructure. This creates a well-rounded well-being profile. Another case from
Country A illustrates the imbalance between economic growth and ecological justice. Despite
being among the highest GDP performers, the country scores low on MSAI due to pollution,
declining family cohesion, and limited ethical governance mechanisms.
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The Country B example demonstrates how maqasid-aligned development policies can
generate strong holistic well-being despite limited economic growth. The emphasis on social
justice, education, and environmental care reflects successful implementation of value-based
governance. This reinforces the argument that development rooted in ethical frameworks leads
to more sustainable long-term outcomes. The Country A case illustrates the contradictions
inherent in growth-centric development models. GDP-driven expansion produces economic
wealth but weakens ecological balance and social integrity. The MSAI reveals these hidden
deficiencies, offering policymakers a clearer picture of societal well-being beyond economic
indicators.

High Economic Growth  ~
Low Holistic Wellbeing

Country A (Growth-Centric Model)
Country B (Maqasid-Aligned Model)

o

Relative Score (Scale 0-10)
~

GDP MSAI Environmen tal SociallFamily Governance &
Performance Score Stewardship Cohesion Intellect
Development Dimensions

Figure 1. Well-Being Profile Comparison: Country A vs B

The results confirm that the Maqasid-SDG Alignment Index provides a more
comprehensive and culturally grounded assessment of well-being than GDP or SDGs alone.
The index captures essential dimensions of ecological balance, ethical integrity, family
cohesion, and spiritual consciousness that conventional metrics overlook. The findings
demonstrate that aligning magasid and SDGs offers a transformative approach to sustainable
development in Muslim-majority countries. The MSAI emerges as a practical measurement
tool capable of guiding future policy reforms grounded in justice, balance, and holistic
prosperity.

The findings demonstrate that the Magasid—SDG Alignment Index (MSAI) successfully
captures multidimensional well-being patterns that conventional economic metrics fail to
reflect. The descriptive statistics reveal significant disparities between ecological performance
and socio-economic indicators, highlighting that sustainability challenges in Muslim-majority
countries persist despite economic growth. The moderate correlation between MSAI and GDP
confirms that prosperity cannot be understood solely through material output. Factor analysis
validates the structural coherence of the index, showing that magasid domains align
meaningfully with major SDG clusters. The strong factor loadings reinforce the relevance of
integrating ethical, spiritual, environmental, and social dimensions into a unified measurement
tool. This confirms the suitability of magasid principles for addressing the complexity of
sustainable development challenges.

The inferential comparison reveals that several high-GDP countries score lower in MSAI
due to weaknesses in environmental stewardship, social justice, and ethical governance.
Conversely, moderately developed economies achieve higher MSAI rankings when they
exhibit strong community cohesion, equitable wealth distribution, and commitment to
ecosystem preservation. These findings underscore the value of multidimensional, value-based
assessment (H. Yu et al., 2025; Zisopoulos et al., 2025). The case studies illustrate how the
MSAI exposes hidden strengths and vulnerabilities ignored by GDP-centered frameworks (Al-
Mamary & Alshallagi, 2025). Countries with balanced development strategies appear more

Page | 120



Journal Islamic Economic Minangkabau

stable in their ecological and social outcomes, while those prioritizing economic expansion
show fragility in justice-related and ecological indicators. This supports the proposition that
aligning maqasid with SDGs offers a more holistic understanding of national well-being.

Existing research on sustainable development identifies limitations in GDP and advocates
the need for multidimensional indices such as HDI, SPI, and GPI. The present findings reinforce
these critiques yet differ by grounding the measurement structure in Islamic ethical principles. Unlike
secular indices, the MSAI incorporates spiritual, moral, and communal values central to Muslim-
majority societies. Studies on Islamic development theory emphasize the coherence between magasid
and global sustainability values. The current findings operationalize this coherence through an
empirical index, filling a methodological gap left by previous conceptual analyses. This
positions the MSAI as a practical tool for policy implementation rather than mere theoretical
discourse (Yasmin et al., 2025).

Research on SDGs highlights their universal applicability but also notes their limitations
in reflecting culturally specific values. The MSAI addresses this gap by integrating magasid
dimensions absent from SDGs, such as spiritual health, moral behavior, and family
preservation. This distinguishes the index as culturally grounded and ethically comprehensive.
Comparative sustainability research often treats ecological indicators separately from moral or
social indicators. The MSAI bridges this divide by demonstrating how environmental balance
and socio-economic justice are interdependent within an Islamic ethical framework. This
integrated approach advances the literature by showing how faith-based paradigms can enrich
global sustainability debates.

The findings signal an epistemological shift in understanding prosperity within Muslim-
majority countries. The divergence between GDP and MSAI rankings suggests that societies
desire development frameworks that reflect moral integrity, social equity, and environmental
harmony rather than material accumulation alone. This shift marks an emerging preference for
value-driven development. The strong alignment between maqgasid principles and SDG
objectives reveals that Islamic ethical teachings remain deeply relevant in addressing
contemporary global challenges. This indicates that faith-based paradigms can contribute
meaningfully to international sustainability frameworks without compromising scientific rigor.

Holistic Well-being

Captures societal and
spiritual aspects

Magasid al-Shariah Index

(MSA) \
I
Measures fulfillment of [
Islamic law objectives
Gross Domestic Product

(GDP)

Traditional economic
indicator

Figure 2. Measuring Prosperity in Muslim-Majority Countries

The high performance of countries with strong social cohesion and environmental ethics
suggests that cultural and religious values can shape development outcomes as powerfully as
economic planning. This signifies a need to reconsider the foundations of development theory
by integrating spiritual and ethical dimensions into mainstream models. The overall results
represent a call for reexamining the metrics used to measure national success. The MSAI demonstrates
that holistic well-being requires attention to values often marginalized in modern development
frameworks. This indicates a broader societal demand for moral and ecological recalibration in
policymaking (Shiri et al., 2025).

The MSAI provides policymakers with a more accurate and culturally relevant diagnostic
tool for evaluating development performance. This allows governments to identify areas of
ecological vulnerability, social injustice, and ethical decline that GDP-centered assessments
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overlook. Such insights are critical for designing targeted interventions. The integration of
magasid principles into sustainability metrics supports the development of policies that
prioritize justice, balance, and long-term welfare. This can enhance the effectiveness of
national strategies addressing poverty, environmental degradation, education, and health
Services.

The index offers a pathway for strengthening governance in Muslim-majority countries.
By incorporating moral and spiritual indicators, policymakers can address ethical corruption,
social fragmentation, and civic disengagement—issues often neglected in traditional planning.
The findings also hold global implications. The MSAI presents a framework that can contribute
to international discussions on post-GDP measurement systems, offering an ethically enriched
model capable of informing global sustainability standards (Terra dos Santos et al., 2025).

The MSAI reveals divergent patterns from GDP because the magasid framework
includes spiritual, ethical, familial, and ecological dimensions beyond economic variables.
These dimensions respond to cultural, moral, and environmental conditions rather than
financial performance, naturally producing different rankings. The strong alignment with SDGs
is explained by shared commitments to justice, knowledge, sustainability, and human dignity.
These universal themes resonate across both frameworks, creating a structural synergy
reflected in statistical convergence between SDG and MSAI scores (Al-Mamary & Alshallaqi,
2025; Y. Wang et al., 2025).

The moderate relationship between MSAI and GDP arises because economic growth
does not guarantee equitable wealth distribution, environmental protection, or family stability.
These domains depend on governance quality, cultural values, and ethical behavior rather than
economic expansion. The validity of the index is reinforced by the conceptual clarity of
maqgasid principles, which offer universal but morally grounded guidelines for human
development. These principles allow the index to produce stable patterns despite diverse socio-
economic contexts (Qiao et al., 2024).

Future research should expand the MSAI with broader cross-country datasets,
incorporating regional variations and longitudinal data to refine indicator stability and enhance
predictive power. This will strengthen the generalizability of the index across diverse Muslim-
majority contexts. Policy experiments where governments apply MSAI findings to guide
ecological and socio-economic reforms will be essential for testing real-world effectiveness.
Such pilot studies can provide insights into how value-based metrics transform planning and
governance.

Further development of the index should explore the integration of digital technologies,
such as Al-driven monitoring systems, to strengthen the accuracy and accessibility of magasid-
based sustainability assessments. This will allow continuous updating of indicators for real-
time policymaking. Long-term advancement of MSAI requires collaboration among Islamic
scholars, economists, sustainability experts, and statisticians. These partnerships can
institutionalize the index and position it as a global model for culturally grounded, ethically
informed measurement of prosperity.

The most significant finding of this study is the demonstration that aligning magasid al-
shari‘ah with the Sustainable Development Goals produces a multidimensional index capable
of revealing well-being patterns that conventional economic measures fail to capture. The
Magasid—SDG Alignment Index (MSAI) exposes profound disparities between economic
growth and holistic well-being, particularly in areas of ecological balance, ethical governance,
spiritual health, and social justice. The distinctiveness of this finding lies in its ability to show
that Muslim-majority countries may perform well economically yet remain vulnerable in
moral, environmental, and family-related domains. The index thus provides a culturally
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grounded, ethically enriched, and empirically validated measurement tool that challenges the
dominance of GDP and highlights the need for value-based development frameworks.

The research contributes significantly to both conceptual and methodological
advancements in the field of Islamic development and sustainability studies. Conceptually, the
study establishes a clear and operational bridge between maqasid principles and SDG targets,
demonstrating that religious ethics and global development frameworks can be harmonized into
a unified evaluative model. Methodologically, the study introduces a rigorous empirical
structure using factor analysis, normalization techniques, and multi-criteria weighting systems,
resulting in a scientifically robust index. This dual contribution offers scholars, policymakers,
and development practitioners a comprehensive tool for assessing ecological balance and
socio-economic justice through an ethical lens deeply rooted in Islamic epistemology.

The study is limited by the scope of available datasets, which may not fully represent
variations in cultural, spiritual, and governance contexts across different Muslim-majority
countries. Several magasid-driven indicators lack standardized national statistics, resulting in
reliance on proxy variables that may not entirely capture ethical or spiritual dimensions. Future
research should expand dataset coverage, refine indicator definitions, and test the index across
more diverse socio-political environments. Longitudinal studies will be essential to examining
how MSAI scores change over time, while collaboration with Islamic scholars, SDG experts,
and statistical agencies can help institutionalize the index. Further exploration of digital and
Al-assisted monitoring systems may enhance the accuracy and scalability of the metric in
future development planning.
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Author 2: Conceptualization; Data curation; In-vestigation.
Author 3: Data curation; Investigation.

The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Al-Mamary, Y. H., & Alshallagi, M. (2025). Exploring the impact of economic, social, and
environmental factors on sustainable entrepreneurial intentions and behavior: Insights for
advancing sustainable development. Journal of Strategy & Innovation, 36(2), 200550.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsinn0.2025.200550

Alemany, M. P. de A., MacLennan, M. L. F., & Gabriel, M. L. D. da S. (2025). Socio-
Environmental and financial drivers of sustainable IT and E-waste management.
Sustainable Futures, 10, 101263. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sftr.2025.101263

Amankwaa, E. F., & Danquah, M. (2025). Balancing the ban: Navigating the economic and
environmental trade-offs of single-use plastics in Ghana. Journal of Environmental
Management, 388, 126020. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2025.126020

Anser, M. K., Akhtar, M. Z., Ahmad, I., Abro, M. M. Q., Naseem, I., & Zaman, K. (2025). Addressing
environmental degradation and socioeconomic inequities through sustainable urban planning in
Pakistan. Urban Governance, 5(2), 266-277.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ugj.2025.05.006

Bian, H., Zhao, Y., Gao, J., Shiya wen, & Sun, J. (2024). Sustainability under policy transitions
in the Yangtze River Economic Belt, China: Historical and the shared socio-economic
pathways. Habitat International, 148, 103091.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2024.103091

Burnstine, A., & Camargo, A. (2025). Fashioning the future: Bio-based textiles, circular
Page | 123



https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.sftr.2025.101263
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2025.126020
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.ugj.2025.05.006
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2024.103091

Journal Islamic Economic Minangkabau

innovation, and sustainability in emerging markets. Cleaner and Circular Bioeconomy,
12, 100194. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clcb.2025.100194

Chen, M., & Xu, Z. (2024). Assessing socio-ecological fit of international environmental
agreements and trade-embodied carbon flows. Environmental Impact Assessment Review,
106, 107534. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eiar.2024.107534

Cirella, G. T. (2025). Visual scenario preferences as social-ecological indicators of urban
rewilding support: Evidence from six Pennsylvania cities. Human Settlements and
Sustainability, 1(3), 227-236. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/].hssust.2025.08.003

Dai, Y., Ding, Y., Fu, S., Zhang, L., Cheng, J., & Zhu, D. (2024). Analyzing the impact of
natural capital on socio- economic objectives under the framework of sustainable
development goals. Environmental Impact Assessment Review, 104, 107322.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eiar.2023.107322

Dillman, K. J., Heinonen, J., & Davidsdéttir, B. (2024). Safe and just housing for all-Towards
establishing a sustainable consumption corridor for housing. Sustainable Production and
Consumption, 51, 79-91. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spc.2024.09.002

Gong, M., Yu, K., Zhou, C., Liu, Z., Xu, Z., Xu, M., & Qu, S. (2025). SDG space: Revealing
the structure and complementarities among sustainable development goals in China.
Fundamental Research, 5(1), 360-369.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/].fmre.2024.01.005

Hegazy, B., Khodeir, L., & Fathy, F. (2025). Achieving socio-economic resilience in
neighborhood through nature-based solutions: A systematic review. Results in
Engineering, 25, 104266. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rineng.2025.104266

Narayan, M., Kumar, N., Parida, V. K., & Kumari, P. (2025). Sustainable finance in emerging
markets: Adaptive governance and environmental, social, and governance innovation for
equitable climate resilience. Development and Sustainability in Economics and Finance,
8, 100101. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsef.2025.100101

Qiao, Z., Xu, X., Zou, W., & Huang, Y. (2024). Urban sustainable development goals and
ecosystem services: Pathways to achieving coordination. Land Use Policy, 146, 107317.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2024.107317

Rios-Ocampo, M. A., Romero, J. C., Centeno, E., & Mora, S. (2025). A just energy transition
is not just a transition: Framing energy justice for a quantitative assessment. Energy
Research & Social Science, 119, 103900.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2024.103900

Sessa, E., Guarino, F., Cellura, M., & Riva Sanseverino, E. (2025). Climate neutral cities in the
landscape of sustainability, climate justice, and decarbonization: a literature review.
Energy Reports, 14, 3657-3672. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egyr.2025.10.025

Shahzad, U., Tiwari, S., Si Mohammed, K., & Zenchenko, S. (2024). Asymmetric nexus
between renewable energy, economic progress, and ecological issues: Testing the LCC
hypothesis in the context of sustainability perspective. Gondwana Research, 129, 465—
475. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/.9r.2023.07.008

Shimhanda, M. N., Mogomotsi, P. K., Rutina, L. P., & Thakadu, O. T. (2025). Exploring Stakeholder
Perceptions of Wildlife Tourism in the Mudumu North Complex, Namibia, Zambezi region,
Namibia: Implications for Sustainable Community-Based Conservation. Regional Science Policy
& Practice, 100268. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rspp.2025.100268

Shiri, Z., Le, Q. B., Ouerghemmi, H., & Rejeb, H. (2025). Landscape approaches for
sustainable land systems: A critical systematic review of frameworks, governance, and
socio-ecological outcomes. Landscape Architecture and Sustainability, 2, 100007.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.1as.2025.100007

Page | 124


https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.clcb.2025.100194
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.eiar.2024.107534
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.hssust.2025.08.003
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.eiar.2023.107322
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.spc.2024.09.002
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.fmre.2024.01.005
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.rineng.2025.104266
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.dsef.2025.100101
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2024.107317
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2024.103900
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.gr.2023.07.008
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.rspp.2025.100268
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.las.2025.100007

Journal Islamic Economic Minangkabau

Terra dos Santos, L. C., Giannetti, B. F., Agostinho, F., & Almeida, C. M. V. B. (2025).
Modeling a comprehensive multi-criteria, multi-period framework for assessing global
sustainability performance: Insights from 164 selected countries. Ecological Modelling,
507, 111167. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2025.111167

Ullah, A., & Khan, S. (2025). The interplay of energy justice, fossil fuel energy, and financial
development with the moderating role of green investment funding on crude oil price
fluctuations in G20 countries. Energy, 339, 138945.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2025.138945

Wang, L., Pal, S., Mahalik, M. K., & Gozgor, G. (2025). Empowering sustainable development
in emerging economies: The role of renewable energy and domestic investment. Energy
Economics, 148, 108631. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco0.2025.108631

Wang, W., & Yang, G. (2025). Sustainable carrying capacity: Integrating SDGs to assess
evidence of sustainable development: A case study of the Yangtze River Economic Belt in
China. Journal of Cleaner Production, 486, 1445609.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2024.144569

Wang, Y., Wang, W., Wang, J., & Zhao, X. (2025). Wealth inequality induces an inverted U-
shaped pattern in China’s ecological footprint. Journal of Cleaner Production, 533,
147031. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2025.147031

Xu, H., Su, G., He, G., Wang, M., Bali, Y., Chen, J., Ren, M., & Long, T. (2025). Exploring the
ecological potential of SDGSAT-1 MIl and TIS data: Methods, applications, and
comparisons. Remote Sensing of Environment, 330, 114976.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/].rse.2025.114976

Yasmin, F., Saleem, M. A., Low, D., Erdiaw-Kwasie, M., & Dahl, S. (2025). Measuring
sustainability in social enterprises: Development and validation of a multi-dimensional
framework. Acta Psychologica, 254, 104807.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2025.104807

Yeboah, S. D., Gatsi, J. G., Appiah, M. O., & Fumey, M. P. (2024). Examining the drivers of
inclusive growth: A study of economic performance, environmental sustainability, and life
expectancy in  BRICS economies. Research in Globalization, 9, 100267.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/].resglo.2024.100267

Yu, D., Mu, H., & Chen, S. (2025). The “Production-Living-Ecological Spaces” and human-
land relationship in poverty alleviation and relocation areas An example of Zhaotong
City, Yunnan Province. Ecological Indicators, 178, 114034.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2025.114034

Yu, H., Zahidi, I., Fai, C. M., & Liang, D. (2025). From devastation to restoration: Charting the
course towards sustainable mining practices. Journal of Environmental Management, 391,
126660. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2025.126660

Zaidan, E., Truby, J., Ibrahim, I. A., & Hoppe, T. (2025). Hybrid Global Governance for
Responsible and Inclusive Artificial Intelligence: Proposing a New Sustainable
Development Goal 18. Technology in Society, 103159.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techsoc.2025.103159

Zhao, C., Kong, L., Zhong, C., & Ying, N. (2025). Equality in the water: How does water
ecological civilization city policy enhance inclusive development in China? Cities, 156,
105555. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2024.105555

Zhou, Q., Fang, Z., Xue, S., Cheng, C., Zhao, Q., Geng, N., Zhang, C., Jin, W., & Zhang, H. (2025).
Translating planetary boundaries into city systems: Ecosystem services as metrics for safe and just

production-consumption space. Sustainable Production and Consumption, 56, 66-79.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spc.2025.03.013

Page | 125


https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2025.111167
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2025.138945
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2025.108631
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2024.144569
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2025.147031
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2025.114976
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2025.104807
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.resglo.2024.100267
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2025.114034
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2025.126660
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.techsoc.2025.103159
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2024.105555
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.spc.2025.03.013

Journal Islamic Economic Minangkabau

Zhu, Y., Chen, M., Pan, M., & Ren, Z. (2025). Beyond funding: How income inequality shapes
international clean energy finance’s influence on ecological carrying capacity in 114
developing countries. Journal of Environmental Management, 393, 127045.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2025.127045

Zisopoulos, F. K., Fath, B. D., de Oliveira, B. M., Toboso-Chavero, S., D’Assenza-David, H.,
de Souza, V. M., Huang, H., Scrieciu, S. S., Clark, O. G., Noll, D., Singh, S., Stefanakis,
A., Boyd, G., Schraven, D., & de Jong, M. (2025). Towards an ecological metaphor for
regenerative circular economies. Ecological Economics, 231.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2025.108545

Copyright Holder :
© Yassine Belhassen et.al (2025).

First Publication Right :
© Journal Islamic Economic Minangkabau

This article is under:

©@®O

Page | 126


https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2025.127045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2025.108545

