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Abstract 

The private capital asset class has grown to over $10 trillion in assets under management and has significant 

potential to contribute to environmental, social, and governance (ESG) goals. However, there is a dearth of 

academic research about ESG with regards to private capital investing. This literature review adopted a 

mixed-methods approach, combining a quantitative (bibliometric) analysis with a qualitative review of the 

articles. It was found that less than 1% of the literature, written in English, between 1960−2020 on private equity 

and venture capital addresses topics related to sustainability. It was also observed that the 46 papers which 

address sustainability topics can be categorized into 13 themes, including certifications and standards, impact 

investing, and corporate social responsibility. Investment in private securities grew at twice the rate as public 

securities during the end of this time-period and interest in sustainability integration in private capital investing 

is growing. Incentives for private equity and venture firms to engage with sustainable investments are being 

driven by institutional investors, such as pension funds and insurance companies. The focus of sustainability 

research has typically been on public markets, hindering the potential of private capital investment to influence 

sustainable policy and practices. The objective of this paper is to provide evidence of the dearth of academic 

literature on the topic of private capital markets and sustainable investment, while identifying current themes in 

the existing literature so that future work may address gaps in research. 

Keywords: venture capital, private equity, sustainable investment, environmental, social, governance (ESG), 

sustainable finance 

Glossary of frequently used terms:  

● Private equity (PE): An investment asset class which is defined by a fund (investor) acquiring a minority or 

majority share in a company (target) for the purposes of financial return  

● Venture capital (VC): An early stage, often technology focused, and debt-averse version of private equity, 

which carries out similar investment transactions with companies using minority stakes  

● Private capital investment (PCI): Literature on private equity and venture capital, with titles, abstracts and 

key words containing conventional investment terminology 

● Private capital sustainable investment (PCSI): Literature on private equity and venture capital, with titles, 

abstracts and keywords containing sustainability-related terminology 

● Environmental, social, governance (ESG): A framework used in the financial sector which helps companies 

and investors identify and manage sustainability-related risks  

1. Introduction 

When referring to the COVID-19 pandemic, Emily Brown, partner at law firm Schulte Roth & Zabel, stated:  

Ten years from now I would like to be looking back and saying that private equity was not only part of the 

solution to the crisis we are entering at the moment, but that it was seen to be a vital part of the solution 

(Private Equity International, 2020, p. 2). 

There is increasing demand by institutional investors to invest responsibly, and this trend is likely to continue 
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(Cumming & Johan, 2007). Incentives for private equity (PE) and venture capital (VC) firms to engage with 

Socially Responsible Investment (SRI) activities are being driven by development finance institutions, pension 

funds, philanthropic, and faith-based funds (Teti et al., 2012). This has also led PE to become the single largest 

asset class of signatories in the Principles for Responsible Investment (PRI) (Knyphausen-Aufsess & 

Koehnemann, 2012). However, the majority of sustainable finance literature appears to address public markets. 

This has hindered the potential of private capital investment (PCI) as a powerful mechanism to influence 

sustainable development (Scholtens, 2006). Thought leadership articles, as part of the Davos Agenda at the 

World Economic Forum, have recently stated that private capital investors should not just participate in the 

environmental, social, governance (ESG) movement, but lead it due to the unique positioning and goals of this 

asset class (Bangs, 2022). 

Despite the recent uptake of sustainability and ESG integration in private capital markets, literature on the 

subject is scarce. Furthermore, a systematic review of sustainable investment articles in the private markets has 

not yet been conducted.  

This study seeks to investigate what fraction of PCI literature may be classified as private capital sustainable 

investment (PCSI). PCSI papers are defined as those papers which use sustainability-related keywords such as 

social responsibility, ESG, ethics, green investing and impact investing. Comparative growth trends are observed 

between PCI and PCSI literature to analyze how the PCSI literature is developing over time. In addition, the 

study attempts to review the geographical origin of the literature. Finally, the top authors and thematic clusters 

are also analyzed. This is followed by a detailed thematic review of the PCSI literature to identify which topics 

are most important in the current PCSI work. The results of the research point to a ‘science-practice gap’ in 

sustainable investment in private capital markets, wherein academic research is not keeping pace with industry 

practice (Banks et al., 2016). In order to fill this gap in the coming years, opportunities for future research into 

PSCI topics are identified. 

2. Background 

Private equity (PE) firms are characterized by private fundraising through limited partners and PE contracts, 

which allow an acquisition between “the fund” (investor) and “target” (company) to take place 

(Knyphausen-Aufsess & Koehnemann, 2012). In recent years, growth in PE has been double that of public 

equities; a trend which began in 2007 and has continued ever since (McKinsey, 2020). In terms of financial 

performance, private capital investment (PCI) has consistently outperformed the S&P 500 index over the past 

decade (Graham, 2019). These trends, i.e., valuations and performance, have established the importance of PCI 

in the financial sector and for sustainable development. The concentration of sustainable finance research on 

public markets—likely due to the sheer size of public securities as well as the lack of available data in the private 

markets—has resulted in lack of knowledge about sustainable finance in PE (Scholtens, 2006).  

In this paper, the terms PE and Venture Capital (VC) are used interchangeably, since the differences are mainly 

in the size, stage and sector of investment (Pitchbook, 2020) rather than the structure of the transaction itself. In 

some senses, VC can be considered an early-stage, technology-focused, and debt-averse category of PE. Both 

can be discussed in the same vein as an asset class without any theoretical conflict. As Williams and Sharamitaro 

(2002) have observed, VC once referred to all of the activities related to PE-style transactions. However, as the 

industry has grown, VC has been increasingly associated with early-stage companies. This does not mean that 

that PCI excludes other asset classes, such as real estate and debt markets, but, for the purposes of this paper, we 

are only considering the largest categories of PCI, i.e., PE and VC, to refer to PCI. 

When looking at the current literature on PCI and sustainability linkages, the thematic analysis indicates 13 key 

themes, including certifications and standards, clean investments, corporate social responsibility, economic and 

financial sector issues, impact investing, decision making, socially responsible investment, sustainability, value 

creation, and social venture capital. However, there is no comprehensive literature review on PCI scholarship 

which shows us what percentage of the overall literature has sustainability linkages, who is writing about 

sustainability in the PCI domain and where they are writing from, as well as the keywords associated with this 

sub-set of literature. As the role of PCI in the mainstreaming of ESG in the financial markets becomes more 

important, this information can lead to future work addressing the gap in private capital sustainability literature.  

3. Methods 

This study applied a mixed-methods approach to review the source material, undertaking quantitative 

(bibliometric) analysis of articles (PCI and PCSI) and complemented these findings with a qualitative review 

focusing on the PCSI literature. The reason that the qualitative review only focuses on PCSI papers is because 

the research is not a literature review of all PCI literature in general, but one which seeks to highlight PCI 
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literature which contains sustainability mentioned. We refer to this, sustainability-linked literature, as PCSI.  

3.1 Quantitative Methods 

The study begins with a bibliometric analysis: an inductive, quantitative method (Pritchard, 1969) that aids in 

providing an objective analysis of a body of literature. In contrast to a traditional systematic review, 

bibliometrics describe the structure of scientific literature (Nakagawa et al., 2019), studying publication patterns 

based on the article’s metadata (such as how many articles have been published, or who are the most prominent 

authors, journals, institutions, and keywords). In recent years advanced computer software has contributed to the 

increased use of bibliometric analysis (Ellegaard, 2015).  

A five-step workflow, developed by Zupic and Cater (2015), was followed to conduct the bibliometric analysis: 

(1) determine the research question; (2) compile relevant data; (3) analyze the data; (4) visualize the findings; 

and (5) interpret the results. Bibliometrics are particularly useful in evaluating trends over time and delineating 

latent themes of interest, thus informing the first portion of our results, showing growth in the field and 

prominent players. 

Next, a text analysis was conducted to examine the keywords generated by authors, Scopus, and Web of Science 

to further delineate the central foci of each field. An inductive, comparative analysis of the most frequently used 

keywords was also undertaken to examine thematic trends and areas of divergence between PCI and PCSI 

literature. Points of divergence (namely around risk and governance) inform a complementary deductive analysis 

of the keywords’ trends and applications.  

To provide avenues for replicability, the study adopted the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews 

and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) protocol (Moher et al., 2009). Metadata were exported from the Web of Science 

(WoS) and Scopus databases using two queries (presented in Table 1) relating to private equity, venture capital 

and investment, compared with literature on private equity, venture capital and sustainable investment principles 

such as sustainable, ethical, responsible, impact, green and ESG. 

 

Table 1. PCI and PCSI Queries 

PCI PCSI 

((“private equity” OR “venture 

capital”) AND (“invest*”))  

((“private equity” OR “venture capital”) AND (“sustainab* invest*” OR “ethic* 

invest*” OR “responsible invest*” OR “impact invest*” OR “social invest*” OR “ESG” 

OR (environment* AND social AND governance))) 

Language: English 

Timespan: 1960–2020 

Document Type: Articles 

Language: English 

Timespan: 1960–2020 

Document Type: Articles 

 

The selection of sustainability-related, query keywords replicated the bibliometric study by Daugaard (2020) on 

concepts of ESG-investing; the related queries led to a final list of publications. Some screening measures were 

used to guide the research results: (1) the language of publications was restricted to English, (2) publication dates 

span from the earliest publication on the topic, 1960, to the end of 2020, and (3) articles appearing in 

peer-reviewed journals.  

The screening mentioned above resulted in 6148 relevant articles (see Table 2). Duplicates were then removed 

between the two databases, as well as articles with missing metadata, such as those which did not have indexed 

abstracts.  

With the focus of the paper being on PCSI literature, each of the 70 PCSI papers were also reviewed manually to 

account for false positives. An example of a false positive scenario is when a paper contains the words “impact” 

and “investment” beside each other, but was used in a verb form rather than as a noun unique to the topic of 

sustainability. For example, “ABC impacts investments in XYZ manner” was detected incorrectly as a 

sustainability concept when, in fact, the word ‘impact’ here is being used in the transitive verb form. An 

additional example of a false positive is that a paper may have mentioned the phrase “social capital” as meaning 

“strength of relationships or networks” but had no relation with the social impact of capital from a sustainability 

perspective. Thus, 24 false positives were removed, leaving 46 papers which could be confirmed as having valid 

connections to sustainability.  

The final sample included 4913 documents, comprising 4867 publications on PCI, and 46 publications on PCSI. 

Metadata such as author, journal, abstract, and others were exported as a BibTeX file in December 2020. 
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Table 2. Databases and results 

Query PCI 

OS 

PCI 

Scopus 

PCSI 

WOS 

PCSI 

Scopus 

Total 

Initial Query 2545 3603 50 48 6248 

Exclusion of duplicates, incomplete data, false positives 4867  46  4931 

 

The analysis was conducted using R using the Bibliometrix package (Aria & Cuccurullo, 2017), the tidytext 

package (Silge & Robinson, 2016), and the ggplot2 package (Wickham, 2009). Relevant publications and their 

metadata are exported as BibTeX files. The bibliometric analysis quantifies related metadata across topics and 

over time to infer trends in the evolution of the field. The complementary text analysis relies on the content of 

publication abstracts and keywords to further delineate the central foci of each respective field. Using the 

Bibliometrix package, trends in the growth of PCI and PCSI research were extrapolated based on the total 

number of publications in each field over time. Prominent authors, journals, countries, and institutions emerge as 

the most influential players in each field, based on the total number of publications. Finally, influential 

publications are identified based on their citation counts. The tidytext package highlights more nuanced trends in 

the field withthe analysis of unstructured texts. An inductive and deductive analysis was conducted. 

3.2 Qualitative Methods 

While the bibliometric analysis of the sampled papers provided quantitative insights into the PCI and PCSI 

literature, a more nuanced assessment was merited to contextualize the studies in greater depth and to 

supplement the quantitative data with further insight (Herther, 2009). The qualitative analysis of the 46 PCSI 

articles was undertaken to provide a more in-depth discussion of the identified patterns and themes relating to 

sustainability literature. The approach to coding the data was inductive and integrated methodological principles 

from the thematic analysis (TA) and grounded theory (GT) techniques. It is important to note that a qualitative 

literature review was only undertaken on PCSI papers (those with sustainability linkages) between 1960−2020. 

Any papers which published after 2020 were not taken into consideration. In addition, any PCI papers published 

within this time period (1960−2020) were only used in the bibliometric (quantitative) analysis mentioned above, 

i.e., a qualitative review of PCI papers was not undertaken since the focus of this study is sustainability in 

private capital investing, not private capital investing in general.  

TA and GT are analytical methodologies of pattern identification and are well established in the social sciences 

(Bowen, 2009; Braun & Clarke, 2012; Charmaz, 2015; Timonen et al., 2018; Wertz et al., 2011). The bottom-up, 

i.e., inductive, approach grounds the findings in the data, which is to say the patterns and themes are based on 

what is found in the data sample, versus a deductive approach which imposes predefined criteria on the sample 

(Braun & Clarke, 2012). 

There are two main challenges to this approach: bias and time. Personal biases influence a researcher’s ability to 

code data in a reliable and verifiable manner (Erlingsson & Brysiewicz, 2017; Norton, 2008). Subjectivity could 

lead to misinterpretation of codes, inclusion of unnecessary codes, or missing them entirely. The second 

challenge is that of time. The inductive approach to thematic identification is necessarily iterative, with multiple 

readings of the literature required to identify codes, categories, and themes (Vaismoradi et al., 2016).  

The solution to both challenges was to select two coders to complete independent evaluations of the literature. 

The two researchers chosen to complete the qualitative analysis were selected based on their differing 

backgrounds and experience, in terms of industry and academic work. Independently of one another, the two 

coders completed an initial scan and codification of the literature, with one coder focusing on titles, abstracts, 

and keywords and the other focusing on the entirety of each text. This approach was taken to discern whether the 

front matter was representative of the actual arguments being made by the selected authors, which had the effect 

of generating more accurate codes and representative themes. Once completed, the codes were compared and 

discussed to address any discrepancies or disagreements relating to the interpretation of the data. Codes were 

then merged into a master list, and an additional reading of the literature was completed to ensure accuracy and 

reliability of the codes. A similar process to thematic identification followed, with each coder using the master 

list of codes to independently categorize the codes and then to use these categories to identify potential themes 

(Braun & Clarke, 2012). Similar methodologies have been applied in the sustainability field, such as in mixed 

methods reviews of municipal climate change plans (Guyadeen et al., 2019). These categories and themes were 

then compared, discussed, and merged into a final set of 13 overarching themes comprising the foundation for 

the qualitative discussion.  

The contribution of the selected papers to the identified themes were then discussed in terms of the evolution of 
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In terms of top countries publishing PCI literature, the United States is a clear category leader with almost three 

times the number of publications than the next in rank, the United Kingdom. In fact, the United States has 

released more papers (1514) on the subject than the next four countries: United Kingdom, China, Germany, and 

Canada combined (1511). The United States also has the largest number of papers issued on PCSI but the spread 

of these papers, albeit low in number, is much more even across the top 10 countries. The leading countries for 

PCSI are the United States (N = 8), China and France (N = 5 each), Canada, Germany, The Netherlands, 

Switzerland, and United Kingdom (N = 3 each), and Australia, Italy, Spain, and Sweden (N = 2 each). One 

publication has also originated from each of the following countries: Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, India, 

Jamaica, Japan, Lithuania, New Zealand, Poland, Romania and South-Africa.  

From a growth perspective, although the top four countries (United States, United Kingdom, China and Germany) 

are showing a growth trend when it comes to publications per year, China, has experienced significant growth in 

the past five years, more than doubling the number of publications on PCI and securing their position as having 

the second highest growth after the United States At this rate it would not be surprising if China were to soon 

overtake the United Kingdom as the country with the second-highest number of PCI papers.  

Finally, a note about PCSI in the context of important institutions. Out of the top 30 institutions researching PCI, 

the four institutions that have produced PCSI literature are York (Canada), Cambridge (United Kingdom), 

Sichuan (China) and Lund (Sweden). None of the top 30 universities for PCI which are also producing PCSI 

literature are based in the United States; this is despite the fact that the majority of PCI literature is produced in 

the United States. This indicates that the top United States-based institutions and authors interested in 

conventional PCI literature have not caught on to sustainability topics up to the year 2020. Considering that the 

majority of the top 43 private equity firms publishing ESG reports in 2020 are based in the United States (Mirza, 

2022), this may indicate a ‘science-practice gap’ within the United States between academic institutions and 

commercial firms involved in the private equity industry. With the changing landscape of sustainable finance 

after the COVID-19 pandemic, and private markets being brought into the fold of ESG integration, it would be 

interesting to observe whether a shift in uptake by academic will be seen from 2021 onwards. 

4.1.3 Influential Publications  

The top-cited papers in the PCI sample include three papers with over 1000 citations (on either Web of Science 

or Scopus) written between 1990 and 2001. These are Stuart et al. (1999), Sahlman (1990), and Lee et al. (2001). 

The top three cited papers from all literature on PCI address the advantages of ‘networking’ and ‘relationships’ 

between investors, firms, investee companies and strategic partners. It is noteworthy that these papers could very 

well have focused on more common themes related to investment like financial performance, investment strategy, 

processes, structures, and innovation, but the papers appear instead to be significantly skewed towards topics 

related to strategic relationships, alliances, and the importance of networking linkages. This shows the 

importance of strategic business relationships in PCI. Thus, studies on how such strategic relationships play a 

part in sustainability integration could be a critical area for future research in the PCSI literature, particularly 

through the lens of legitimacy, stakeholder, and agency theory. 

Regarding sustainability-linked literature (PCSI), the top three papers with the most citations were written 

between 2003−2015 with between 45−130 citations of each paper. The top paper, Scholtens (2006), discusses 

how the focus of previous literature on sustainable investment has been on the role of public shareholders in 

shifting corporate policy and performance in a more sustainable direction. The author observes that the role of 

finance in promoting socially and environmentally desirable activities seems to be more than what has been 

acknowledged in the literature, especially when it comes to credit channels and private equity. 

The second top cited paper, Bocken (2015), provides insight into how VCs can contribute to sustainable business 

success. The role, motivations, investment theses, and barriers and enablers to success of sustainable ventures are 

investigated and the following question is addressed: How can sustainable venture capitalists contribute to the 

success of sustainable start-ups? 

The third most cited, paper, Randjelovic et al. (2003) examines how eco oriented start ups and environmental ‐ ‐
innovations have recently come under the radar of environment-related VCs or green VCs. The article provides 

an overview of this industry, its characteristics, processes, mechanisms, problems, drivers and definitions. 

Thus, the results suggest that the PCSI literature is primarily focused on the role of PE and VC in driving 

environmental and social performance, as well as looking at the underlying motivations and challenges of such 

investments. 

4.1.4 Inductive Content Analysis  
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VC and PE keywords aside, ‘entrepreneurship’ and ‘innovation’ were the top keywords found in the literature. 

These two areas are critical to PCI as the primary work of PCI is to first find worthy entrepreneurs in which to 

invest and then inject innovation in business processes, products, and people to increase company valuations for 

exits and returns. Thus, the topics of entrepreneurship and innovation and their linkages with sustainability 

themes can be another important area of study for future work. 

The analysis shows that the three most common keywords in the PCI and PCSI literature are the same (venture 

capital, investment, private equity). The only other keyword with similar mention is finance. These keywords, 

however, are conventional to the industry and would be expected to be common across both categories. The 

remaining 20 keywords are different between the PCI and PCSI literature. None of the PCI keywords are related 

to impact or sustainability, two topics that are prevalent in the majority of the PCSI top 30 keywords.  

This reveals: (1) there is a gap with regard to impact and sustainability issues in the PCI literature; and (2) there 

is potential for research that addresses the impact and the sustainability of PCI.  

4.1.5 Deductive Content Analysis  

As of the 2008−2009 financial crisis, sustainability became relevant for investors and other stakeholders’ 

perceptions on firm risk and performance (Grove et al., 2011; Jizi et al., 2014). Institutional investors often 

associate ESG performance with high-quality risk management (Salama et al., 2011). Overall, ESG scores are 

known for positively impacting financial risk (Matos et al., 2020) and long-term risk-adjusted returns (Borgers et 

al., 2015; Shrivastava et al., 2019). ESG practices and disclosures improve financial and reputational risk with 

investors (Weber, 2014) by enhancing brand loyalty, reducing the cost of capital, maintaining social acceptance, 

and improving revenues and returns (Arayssi et al., 2020; Camilleri, 2015; Salama et al., 2011). Environmental 

and social criteria are also linked with the credit risk assessment of commercial loans (Weber et al., 2015). 

Similarly, financial institutions with better ESG performance and higher sustainability material risks show better 

performance than firms with lower materiality scores (Khan et al., 2016). Furthermore, positive social 

performance and reporting facilitate firms’ lower risk for labour disputes, customer health controversies 

(Waddock & Graves, 1997), and environment-related litigations (Weber et al., 2010).  

In light of the above relationship between sustainability and risk management, a deductive analysis was 

performed in the PCSI articles with the term ‘risk’. Mentions of risk  appear in PCSI papers in 2010 and an 

increase of around 50% is seen from 2019 to 2020. This data seems to correlate with increased work coming out 

of international organizations, non-governmental organizations and think tanks around capital markets and 

sustainability risk just before this period. For example, the World Economic Forum’s Global Risks Perception 

Survey 2017−2018 identified the top risks in terms of size and likelihood directly related to the Sustainable 

Development Goals (SDGs). These included extreme weather events, food security, biodiversity loss, and 

ecosystem collapse; these risks can have material impacts on a business’ operational costs, reputation and 

profitability (World Economic Forum, 2018). On the PCI side, from a total sample set of 4913 articles, the word 

‘risk’ appears in the abstracts of approximately 1966 articles or 40% of the literature on PCI which shows the 

inherent ties of risk-related issued to conventional PCI research. The importance of risk and its ties to 

sustainability and ESG management in PCSI literature will continue to be an important area of study. 

4.1.6 Theoretical Considerations 

In doing a basic bigrams study of words associated with ‘theory’, it was observed that agency theory, 

institutional theory and signaling theory have a high prevalence in the PCI literature with over 100 mentions. 

Agency theory is used to “explain and resolve” issues between business principles and their agents (Eisenhardt, 

1989); institutional theory deals with the rules, norms and authority structures of social behaviour (Scott, 2005); 

and signalling theory deals with the communication of species between each other (Morris, 1987). Thus, it is 

evident that theoretical approaches within PCI scholarship address relationships, networking, communication, 

and power structures. On the PCSI side, when analyzing abstracts, real options theory appears twice, and finance 

theory appears once. Within keywords, agency theory is most prevalent in PCI literature (appearing 39 times) 

while institutional theory is most prevalent in PCSI. Agency theory does not appear in the PCSI papers, 

providing an important area for further research.According to industry practice, the principal–agent model of 

limited partner (LP) and general partner (GP) in PCI is a fundamental driving force behind stronger 

sustainability performance (Ceres Network, 2021) and the agency effect of LPs demanding higher ESG 

standards is becoming stronger over time. These agency effects between LP and GP, and their impact on 

sustainable investment practices deserve due attention. In the past, a major challenge with PCI has been the 

disparate disclosure and quality of private equity data available for research. While several commercial 

enterprises like Venture Economics, Preqin, and Cambridge Associates collect performance data on PCI, the data 
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sustainable, investments, with a key challenge being that the criteria for this class of investments were unclear 

and that they were perceived to have produced lower returns than those of traditional VCs. 

Thematic analysis of the 46 PCSI papers addressing sustainability concepts uncovered 13 major themes (see 

Table 4). As would be expected, individual papers addressed more than one theme, with the corresponding result 

that more PCSI themes are addressed in periods of higher publication rates. The qualitative findings reflected 

those of the bibliometric analysis, showing that PCSI literature increased markedly from 2006–10, but rapidly in 

the most recent five-year period of 2016−2020. 

 

Table 4. Key themes emerging from the Thematic Analysis  

Key themes 

1. Certifications and standards 

2. Clean/green investments 

3. Corporate social responsibility and social entrepreneurship 

4. Economic issues and disruption (i.e., innovation) 

5. Environmental, social, and governance issues 

6. Financial sector and performance issues 

7. Impact investing and thematic issues 

8. Influences and decision making 

9. Socially responsible investment and thematic issues 

10. Structural and process issues 

11. Sustainability and sustainable investment issues 

12. Value creation 

13. Venture capital and social venture capital 

 

More than half of the PCSI themes were not addressed in the 1995−2000 period, due to there being only a single 

work published in this field at that time (Waddell, 1995), but that single work addressed nearly as many themes 

as later periods during which multiple authors published PCSI material, suggesting that Waddell’s (1995) 

publication was an early disruptor in the literature, focusing on challenging topics such as economic reform, poor 

financial performance of socially guided investments, and unclear social returns on those investments, while 

suggesting that social investment does, however, provide market access opportunities for those outside the 

system. A prediction is made that social goals will continue to be increasingly incorporated into investment 

decisions; this later proves to be true. 

In the 2001−2005 period, two publications shift the focus more onto the environment, suggesting that 

eco-oriented start-ups have not been as successful as social enterprises, but make the case for their potential to 

support sustainable development, likely reflecting the newly established United Nations Millennium 

Development Goals (MDGs) (Randjelovic et al., 2003; Williams & Sharamitaro, 2002). An important connection 

is made here between the environment and culture, highlighting that impacts to the environment were having 

deleterious impacts on culture, and so interest grew in screening companies for both social and environmental 

performance, while also highlighting the need for innovative financial tools to support sustainable development. 

From 2006−2010, the number of PCSI publications doubled to four, but the number of themes addressed did not 

increase in number or differ significantly from what had been addressed in the previous period (Cumming & 

Johan, 2007; Joly, 2010; Scarlata & Alemany, 2010; Scholtens, 2006). However, important connections were 

made between financial development and sustainable development (Scholtens, 2006), and Joly (2010) observed 

that SRI has gone from niche in the 1980s and ‘90s to mainstream by the 2010, which accounts for and predicts 

the marked increase in literature on this topic over the following ten years to the present day; the observation 

also reflects the relative paucity of work on this topic since Waddell (1995). Of note is the call from Joly (2010) 

for a new kind of growth, which picks up on the prediction made by Waddell (1995) that social goals will 

become increasingly important to investors and the call of Scholtens (2006) to bridge financial and sustainable 

development; this is also reflected by the spirit of the now ten-year-old UN MDGs, the momentum of which was 

picked up by the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) in 2015, leading not only to the established 

significance of social and sustainable investments, but to the drastic increase in PCSI literature in 2016−2020. 

In the 2011−2015 period, an increase was observed in the number of PCSI themes addressed compared to all 

previous periods, likely in anticipation of the 2015 deadline for the MDGs and the unveiling of the SDGs in 

2015, which possibly also accounts for the significant focus on impact investing (Bocken, 2015; Crifo & Forget, 

2013; Crifo et al., 2015; Ioannou, 2015; Jones & Turner, 2014; Serrano-Cinca & Gutiérrez-Nieto, 2013; 
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Spiess-Knafla & Aschari-Lincoln, 2015; Teti et al., 2011). Bocken (2015) calls on VC to support sustainable 

start-ups, indicating that sustainable business models are becoming more attractive to investors than those which 

do not perform well in these areas. On the note of performance, Chiapello and Gaëtan (2017) identify a weak 

point in reporting, highlighting that a label cannot be equated with continuous performance indicators, which 

recalls Waddell’s (1995) early observation that criteria for this type of investment were unclear. 

Coming to the most recent period of 2016−2020, there is a drastic increase in PCSI publications, with all but one 

theme (ESG issues) being directly addressed, although they are indirectly linked to other themes (Aggarwal & 

Elembilassery, 2018; Agrawal & Hockerts, 2019; Alakent et al., 2020; Antarciuc et al., 2018; Bazley et al., 2017; 

Bhatt & Ahmad, 2017; Cetindamar & Ozkazanc-Pan, 2017; Chiapello & Gaëtan, 2017; Cumming et al., 2016; de 

Lange, 2019; Desmarais et al., 2017; Genoud, 2020; Indahl & Jacobsen, 2019; Jadevicius, 2020; Kölbel et al., 

2020; Lu et al., 2020; Mayer & Scheck, 2018; Milam, 2018; Poyser et al., 2020; Prelipcean & Boscoianu, 2020; 

Precup, 2019; Puaschunder, 2017; Sharma et al., 2018; Siddiqui & Marinova, 2019; Watts & Scales, 2020; Xue 

et al., 2019; Zaccone & Pedrini, 2020; Zhu & Lu, 2020). We expect the sudden increase in publications, with ten 

published in 2020 alone, is due to the UN SDGs, the COVID-19 pandemic’s influence on the focus on social and 

public well-being, including calls for renewed energy in the fight against climate change and corporate 

corruption, which many of these authors have touched upon. 

One theme which has remained prominent at every time scale has been that of economic issues and disruption, 

which included the codes ‘economic reform’, ‘future economy’, and ‘disruption’. On its own, but especially 

considering the events followingMarch 2020, this suggests a consistent interest in “doing things differently,” 

which offers researchers and investors alike an opportunity to contribute new ideas to a reformed economy that 

better serves the public interest. 

Some limitations to the thematic analysis were, most significantly, that of time, with this being an iterative 

process consumptive of time, energy, and focus. Preferring broader themes not only allowed us to optimize our 

time, but also offered more inclusive points of contact between periods and authors. This will offer researchers 

strong starting points in which to contextualize their work for the 2021−2025 period and beyond in the lead-up to 

the deadline for Agenda 2030. In light of the fact that PCSI literature has increased in line with international goal 

setting, there is an expectation of this trend to continue as pressure mounts and public demand for and awareness 

of sustainability increases; the themes presented here intend to support future researchers in that effort. 

5. Discussion 

The results of the research suggest that the ratio of sustainability-related research in private equity (PE) and 

venture capital (VC) research is small. Less than 1% of the literature—46 articles—in VC and PE address 

sustainability issues. Furthermore, only three articles related to sustainability appeared in three of the top 10 

journals in the field. Hence, sustainability is only a niche topic in PE and VC research between the 1960-2020 

period. This is a similar finding as for other sustainability-related topics in finance. For instance, Diaz-Rainey et 

al. (2017) found that most of the finance journals have been quiet about climate-related finance research. 

Consequently, they call this ignorance ‘stranded research’. Only very recently, some of the top finance journals 

picked up the topic and only in 2020 The Review of Financial Studies issued a special issue on climate finance 

(Baldauf et al., 2020; Barnett et al., 2020; Engle et al., 2020; Hong et al., 2020). 

Though the number of sustainability-related academic publications in PE and VC research as well as in finance 

and accounting increased recently, it is still astonishing that most publications cannot be found in finance and 

accounting journals. As Carè and Weber (2023) claim “there is not much finance in climate finance.” Much of 

the climate finance research can instead be found in journals that address climate and sustainability research, 

such as Nature and Nature Climate Change (Ameli et al., 2021; Battiston et al., 2017; Bauer et al., 2018; 

Campiglio et al., 2018; Fankhauser et al., 2021; Semieniuk & Holden, 2022; Semieniuk et al., 2022). 

One of the reasons for the latter phenomenon could be that finance research tries to exclude all variables that 

seem external. Financial models focus on financial data in an isolated way that looks at other variables rather as 

confounding variables or noise that should be eliminated. Consequently, the research ignores external impacts, 

such as sustainability and climate change, that are here to stay instead of being unsystematic and short-term. For 

instance, modern portfolio theory (Markowitz, 1991) addresses only the mix of risks inside a portfolio and 

excludes external risks. Consequently, Lukomnik and Hawley (2021) claim that portfolio theory does not address 

systematic risks, such as sustainability and climate change. Therefore, finance research that addresses these 

systematic risks is often not accepted in conventional finance journals and in VC and PE research. 

This is particularly problematic for PE and VC research because these types of capital often finance companies 

with future-oriented business strategies. If investors only focus on internal financial figures, strategies, and 
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products and services, systematic external risks and opportunities are not considered. Ignoring factors, such as 

climate change and related policies and regulations, and social issues, such as equity and diversity will create 

major issues, both in PE and VC research and professional practice. For instance, technologies that could address 

climate change might be underestimated, with the result that firms addressing the problem do not get financing. 

Another example is equity and diversity. It is well-known that private equity struggles with diversity and 

ignoring this problem might create additional risks.  

Furthermore, similar to general institutional investing, PE and VC needs to include ESG and sustainability to 

consider all possible risks and to be transparent. Currently, investors do not want to invest in black boxes 

anymore. They want to know what they are investing in to manage their risks and to avoid unforeseen issues 

related to sustainability, climate-change, equity and diversity (Amel-Zadeh & Serafeim, 2018). Consequently, 

more research is needed about these topics, including ways to report about the performance of investment 

regarding sustainability aspects. 

Hence, similar to other finance and accounting research, sustainable PE and VC research needs to analyze the 

connection between sustainability performance and financial performance, also called the business case for 

sustainability or materiality. This research needs to address both financial risks and opportunities of 

sustainability or non-sustainability. In addition, research needs to address the sustainability case of PE and VC. 

This research addresses the impact of this type of finance on sustainable development (Weber & Feltmate, 2016). 

Again, both positive and negative impacts need to be analyzed. The research in the field needs to stop operating 

in an isolated way and instead consider systematic impacts on and of PE and VC. 

6. Conclusion and Future Direction of Research  

With investment in private securities growing at twice the rate as public securities during the latter part of the 

period being studied, private capital investment (PCI) is not just becoming increasingly popular from a financial 

standpoint, but interest in sustainability integration is also growing in the PCI field. Conventional research on 

sustainability has focused on public markets and this results in gaps in the potential for private markets to 

influence sustainability policies and practices.  

This study shows that PCSI, i.e., PCI literature with sustainability foci, is still a small fraction of the literature at 

0.9%. This indicates significant potential for more research in the private capital space related to sustainability. A 

science-practice gap may exist which will need to be filled as uptake of ESG in the industry increases. 

From a regional, authorship, and publication standpoint, this paper demonstrates that the United States is a clear 

category leader in the conventional PCI space with almost three times the number of publications than the next 

in rank, the United Kingdom. However, despite the United States having a clear dominance in PCI work, when 

looking at the research output from its top 30 academic institutions in this sector, none of the United States-based 

institutions produced literature with sustainability linkages. This highlights that dominance in conventional 

literature about PCI does not, by default, lead to the same in the sustainable investment literature. This is 

furtherevidenced by the data which showed that some of the top scholars address sustainability issues, but most 

of them do not. In addition, PCSI literature is only present in three of the top 10 journals with the second most 

voluminous journal on PCI not containing a single article with sustainability topics. 

Looking at the future direction of research, it would be worthwhile to study whether the advent of a new climate 

and ESG-friendly administration in the U.S. will cause American institutions, authors, and publications to 

produce more work in PCSI. For example, in June 2021 John Kerry, United States Special Presidential Envoy for 

Climate, singled out private equity’s role in climate action. 

‘Entrepreneurship’, ‘innovation’, and ‘corporate governance’ prevailed as the most common keywords in the 

literature. This indicates that important PCSI research can be conducted around these topics in future studies. 

The following questions can be addressed: How is sustainability integration within PCI impacted due to differing 

character traits of portfolio company entrepreneurs? Are there any linkages between conventional PCI innovation 

processes and sustainability-related innovation? What part of corporate governance is attributed to traditional 

financial practices and what part is attributed to sustainability and ESG frameworks?  

Finally, the bibliometric analysis presented in the study included a basic bigrams study of words associated with 

‘theory’. Agency theory, institutional theory and signaling theory exhibited a high prevalence in the PCI 

literature with over 100 mentions. Thus, theoretical linkages within PCI scholarship are in some senses linked to 

the importance of relationships, networking, communication, and power structures in PCI scholarship. A 

significant finding was that agency theory does not appear a single time in the sustainability-related papers and 

this provides an important area for further research. The simple reason for this is that, when speaking to PCI 
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Partners and leadership teams, the importance of the Limited Partner (LP) to General Partner (GP) agency 

relationship seems to be one of the most important drivers of sustainability integration in PCI. Therefore, 

studying agency effects within the PCSI literature could prove to be an important theoretical contribution along 

with stakeholder and legitimacy theory. In line with this, a theoretical framework was proposed for future work 

looking at vertical and lateral relationships around agency, legitimacy and stakeholder theories which can seek to 

explain sustainable investment behaviour by private capital investors with respect to asset owners, employees, 

communities, portfolio companies, suppliers, and the environment.  

With sustainability and ESG integration becoming agnostic to public versus private markets, it is an exciting 

time to be studying the private capital investment space which seems to be experiencing a ‘science-practice gap’ 

between academia and industry. Private equity and venture capital continue to grow, and with this, the 

importance of sustainability and ESG integration within the private investment space is also growing. With 

limited time available for progress toward achieving the sustainable development goals (SDGs) in 2030, there 

will soon be a dire need for high quality research in the private capital investment space to inform decision 

making for greater contributions to sustainable development -science must keep up with practice. 

References 

Aggarwal, D., & Elembilassery, V. (2018). Sustainable finance in emerging markets: A venture capital 

investment decision Dilemma. South Asian Journal of Business and Management Cases, 7(2), 131−143. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/2277977918774651 

Agrawal, A., & Hockerts, K. (2019). Impact investing strategy: Managing conflicts between impact investor and 

investee social enterprise. Sustainability, 11(15), 4117. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11154117 

Alakent, E., Goktan, M. S., & Khoury, T. A. (2020). Is venture capital socially responsible? Exploring the 

imprinting effect of VC funding on CSR practices. Journal of Business Venturing, 35(3), 106005. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2020.106005 

Amel-Zadeh, A., & Serafeim, G. (2018). Why and how investors use ESG information: Evidence from a global 

survey. Financial Analysts Journal, 74(3), 87−103. https://doi.org/10.2469/faj.v74.n3.2 

Ameli, N., Dessens, O., Winning, M., Cronin, J., Chenet, H., Drummond, P., … Grubb, M. (2021). Higher cost 

of finance exacerbates a climate investment trap in developing economies. Nature Communications, 12(1), 

1−12. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24305-3 

Antarciuc, E., Zhu, Q., Almarri, J., Zhao, S., Feng, Y., & Agyemang, M. (2018). Sustainable venture capital 

investments: An enabler investigation. Sustainability (Switzerland), 10(4), 1−22. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su10041204  

Arayssi, M., Jizi, M., & Tabaja, H. H. (2020). The impact of board composition on the level of ESG disclosures 

in GCC countries. Sustainability Accounting, Management and Policy Journal, 11(1), 137−161. 

https://doi.org/10.1108/SAMPJ-05-2018-0136 

Aria, M., & Cuccurullo, C. (2017). Bibliometrix: An R-tool for comprehensive science mapping analysis. 

Journal of Informetrics, 11(4), 959−975. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joi.2017.08.007  

Ayres, R. U., Van Den Bergh, J. C. J. M., & Gowdy, J. M. (2001). Strong versus weak sustainability: Economics, 

natural sciences, and “consilience.” Environmental Ethics, 23(2), 155−168. 

https://doi.org/10.5840/enviroethics200123225 

Baldauf, M., Garlappi, L., & Yannelis, C. (2020). Does climate change affect real estate prices? Only if you 

believe in it. The Review of Financial Studies, 33(3), 1256−1295. https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/hhz073 

Banga, V. (2022). 3 reasons why private equity can lead the charge on ESG strategy. Davos Agenda – World 

Economic Forum. Retrieved February 27, 2022, from 

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2022/02/private-equity-can-drive-esg-advantage-and-value-creation/ 

Banks, G. C., Pollack, J. M., Bochantin, J. E., Kirkman, B. L., Whelpley, C. E., & O’Boyle, E. H. (2016). 

Management’s Science-Practice Gap: A Grand Challenge for All Stakeholders. Academy of Management 

Journal, 59(6), 2205−2231. https://doi.org/10.5465/amj.2015.0728 

Barnett, M., Brock, W., & Hansen, L. P. (2020). Pricing uncertainty induced by climate change. The Review of 

Financial Studies, 33(3), 1024−1066. https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/hhz144 

Battiston, S., Mandel, A., Monasterolo, I., Schuetze, F., & Visentin, G. (2017). A climate stress-test of the 

financial system. Nature Climate Change, 7(4), 283−288. https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3255  



jms.ccsenet.org Journal of Management and Sustainability Vol. 13, No. 1; 2023 

133 

Bauer, N., McGlade, C., Hilaire, J., & Ekins, P. (2018). Divestment prevails over the green paradox when 

anticipating strong future climate policies. Nature Climate Change. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-017-0053-1  

Bazley, W. J., Cronqvist, H., & Mormann, M. M. (2017). Visual finance: The pervasive effects of red on investor 

behavior. In W. J. Bazley, H. William, J. C. Henrik & M. M. Mormann (Eds.), Milica Milosavljevic, Visual 

Finance: The Pervasive Effects of Red on Investor Behavior (April 20, 2020). Swedish House of Finance 

Research Paper No. 17-16, SMU Cox School of Business Research Paper No. 18-4, University of Miami 

Business School Research Paper No. 2992812.  

Berger, A. N., & Udell, F. G. (1998). The economics of small business finance: The roles of private equity and 

debt markets in the financial growth cycle. Journal of Banking and Finance, 22(6−8), 613−673. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4266(98)00038-7 

Bhatt, P., & Ahmad, A. J. (2017). Financial social innovation to engage the economically marginalized: insights 

from an Indian case study. Entrepreneurship and Regional Development, 29(5−6), 391−413. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/08985626.2017.1287961  

Bocken, N. M. P. (2015). Sustainable venture capital − Catalyst for sustainable start-up success? Journal of 

Cleaner Production, 108, 647−658. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.05.079  

Borgers, A., Derwall, J., Koedijk, K., & Ter Horst, J. (2015). Do social factors influence investment behavior and 

performance? Evidence from mutual fund holdings. Journal of Banking & Finance, 60, 112−126. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbankfin.2015.07.001 

Bowen, G. A. (2009). Document analysis as a qualitative research method. Qualitative Research Journal, 9(2), 

27−40. https://doi.org/10.3316/QRJ0902027 

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2012). Thematic analysis. In APA handbook of research methods in psychology (Vol 2: 

Research designs: Quantitative, qualitative, neuropsychological, and biological, pp. 57−71). American 

Psychological Association. https://doi.org/10.1037/13620-004  

Camilleri, M. A. (2015). Environmental, social and governance disclosures in Europe. Sustainability Accounting, 

Management and Policy Journal, 6(2), 224−242. https://doi.org/10.1108/SAMPJ-10-2014-0065 

Campiglio, E., Dafermos, Y., Monnin, P., Ryan-Collins, J., Schotten, G., & Tanaka, M. (2018). Climate change 

challenges for central banks and financial regulators. Nature Climate Change, 8(6), 462−468. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-018-0175-0  

Carè, R., & Weber, O. (2023). How much finance is in climate finance? A bibliometric review, critiques, and 

future research directions. Research in International Business and Finance, 64, 101886. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2023.101886 

Ceres Network. (2021). The Changing Climate of Private Equity. Retrieved July 3, 2021, from 

https://www.ceres.org/news-center/press-releases/new-report-explores-private-equitys-role-addressing-clim

ate-threats 

Cetindamar, D., & Ozkazanc Pan, B. (2017). Assessing mission drift at venture capital impact investors. ‐
Business Ethics: A European Review, 26(3), 257−270. https://doi.org/10.1111/beer.12149 

Charmaz, K. (2015). Teaching theory construction with initial grounded theory tools: A reflection on lessons and 

learning. Qualitative Health Research, 25(12), 1610−1622. https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732315613982 

Chiapello, E., & Godefroy, G. (2017). The dual function of judgment devices: Why does the plurality of market 

classifications matter? Historical Social Research, 42(1), 1. https://doi.org/10/gf4c4p 

Crifo, P., & Forget, V. D. (2013). Think global, invest responsible: Why the private equity industry goes green. 

Journal of Business Ethics, 116(1), 21−48. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-012-1443-y 

Crifo, P., Forget, V. D., & Teyssier, S. (2015). The price of environmental, social and governance practice 

disclosure: An experiment with professional private equity investors. Journal of Corporate Finance, 30, 

168−194. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcorpfin.2014.12.006  

Cruz, B. (2020). Private equity, ideal asset class for ESG integration. Retrieved March 23, 2023, from 

https://theasset.com/capital-markets/39518/private-equity-ideal-asset-class-for-esg-integration.  

Cumming, D. (2007). Government policy towards entrepreneurial finance: Innovation investment funds. Journal 

of Business Venturing, 22(2), 193−235. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2005.12.002 



jms.ccsenet.org Journal of Management and Sustainability Vol. 13, No. 1; 2023 

134 

Cumming, D., & Johan, S. (2007). Socially responsible institutional investment in private equity. Journal of 

Business Ethics, 75(4), 395−416. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-006-9261-8 

Cumming, D., & Johan, S. (2016). Venture’s economic impact in Australia. Journal of Technology Transfer, 

41(1), 25−59. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-014-9378-3  

Daugaard, D. (2020). Emerging new themes in environmental, social and governance investing: a systematic 

literature review. Accounting & Finance, 60(2), 1501−1530. https://doi.org/10.1111/acfi.12479  

Davidoff, S. M. (2012). The Private Equity Contract. In The Oxford Handbook of Private Equity. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195391589.013.0002  

de Lange, D. E. (2019). A paradox of embedded agency: Sustainable investors boundary bridging to emerging 

fields. Journal of Cleaner Production, 226, 50−63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.04.007  

De Oliveira, J. A. P. (2011). Bridging the gap between small firms and investors to promote investments for 

green innovation in developing countries: Two cases in Brazil. International Journal of Technological 

Learning, Innovation and Development. https://doi.org/10.1504/IJTLID.2011.044137 

Desmarais, A. A., Qualman, D., Magnan, A., & Wiebe, N. (2017). Investor ownership or social investment? 

Changing farmland ownership in Saskatchewan, Canada. Agriculture and Human Values, 34(1), 149−166. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10460-016-9704-5 

Diaz-Rainey, I., Robertson, B., & Wilson, C. (2017). Stranded research? Leading finance journals are silent on 

climate change. Climatic Change, 143(1), 243−260. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-1985-1  

Ellegaard, O., & Wallin, J. A. (2015). The bibliometric analysis of scholarly production: How great is the impact? 

Scientometrics, 105(3), 1809−1831. https://doi.org/10.1007/S11192-015-1645-Z 

Engle, R. F., Giglio, S., Kelly, B., Lee, H., & Stroebel, J. (2020). Hedging climate change news. The Review of 

Financial Studies, 33(3), 1184−1216. https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/hhz072 

Erlingsson, C., & Brysiewicz, P. (2017). A hands-on guide to doing content analysis. African Journal of 

Emergency Medicine, 7(3), 93−99. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.afjem.2017.08.001 

Fankhauser, S., Smith, S. M., Allen, M., Axelsson, K., Hale, T., Hepburn, C., … Wetzer, T. (2021). The meaning 

of net zero and how to get it right. Nature Climate Change. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-021-01245-w  

Genoud, C. (2021). Vernacularisation from above: finance’s appropriation of human rights in land governance. 

The International Journal of Human Rights, 25(8), 1356−1373. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13642987.2020.1826449 

Graham, A. (2019). State of the Venture Capital Industry in 2019. Toptal.Com, 36. Retrieved from 

https://www.toptal.com/finance/venture-capital-consultants/state-of-venture-capital-industry-2019 

Grove, H., Patelli, L., Victoravich, L. M., & Xu, P. T. (2011). Corporate Governance and Performance in the 

Wake of the Financial Crisis: Evidence from US Commercial Banks. Corporate Governance: An 

International Review, 19(5), 418−436. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8683.2011.00882.x  

Guyadeen, D., Thistlethwaite, J., & Henstra, D. (2019). Evaluating the quality of municipal climate change plans 

in Canada. Climatic Change, 152(1), 121−143. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-018-2312-1 

Hall, B. H. (2002). The financing of research and development. Oxford Review of Economic Policy, 18(1), 35−51. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/oxrep/18.1.35 

Harris, R. S., Jenkinson, T., & Kaplan, S. N. (2014). Private equity performance: What do we know? The Journal 

of Finance, 69(5), 1851−1882. https://doi.org/10.1111/jofi.12154 

Hellmann, T., & Puri, M. (2002). Venture capital and the professionalization of start-up firms: Empirical 

evidence. Journal of Finance, 57(1), 169−197. https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-6261.00419 

Herther, N. K. (2009). Research evaluation and citation analysis: key issues and implications. The Electronic 

Library, 27(3), 361−375. https://doi.org/10.1108/02640470910966835 

Hochberg, Y. V., Ljungqvist, A., & Lu, Y. (2007). Whom you know matters: Venture capital networks and 

investment performance. Journal of Finance, 62(1), 251−301. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.2007.01207.x 

Hong, H., Karolyi, G. A., & Scheinkman, J. A. (2020). Climate finance. The Review of Financial Studies, 33(3), 

1011−1023. https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/hhz146 



jms.ccsenet.org Journal of Management and Sustainability Vol. 13, No. 1; 2023 

135 

Indahl, R., & Jacobsen, H. G. (2019). Private equity 4.0: Using esg to create more value with less risk. Journal of 

Applied Corporate Finance, 31(2), 34−41. https://doi.org/10.1111/jacf.12344 

Ioannou, I. (2015). Getting to the core. London Business School Review, 26(2), 26. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/2057-1615.12030 

Jadevicius, A. (2020). Exchange-traded fund investing as European open-end diversified core equity real-estate 

funds’ cash substitute. Journal of Property Investment & Finance, 38(2), 156−160. 

https://doi.org/10.1108/JPIF-12-2019-0147  

Jizi, M. I., Salama, A., Dixon, R., & Stratling, R. (2014). Corporate Governance and Corporate Social 

Responsibility Disclosure: Evidence from the US Banking Sector. Journal of Business Ethics, 125(4), 

601−615. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-013-1929-2 

Joly, C. (2010). Why responsible investment falls short of its purpose and what to do about it. Corporate 

Governance, 10(1), 18−32. https://doi.org/10.1108/14720701011021085 

Jones, L., & Turner, K. (2014). At the nexus of investment and development: Lessons from a 60-year experiment 

in SME impact investing. Enterprise Development and Microfinance, 25(4), 299−310. 

https://doi.org/10.3362/1755-1986.2014.028 

Kaplan, S. N., & Strömberg, P. (2003). Financial contracting theory meets the real world: An empirical analysis 

of venture capital contracts. Review of Economic Studies, 70(2), 281−315. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-937X.00245  

Khan, M., Serafeim, G., & Yoon, A. (2016). Corporate sustainability: First evidence on materiality. Accounting 

Review, 91(6), 1697−1724. https://doi.org/10.2308/accr-51383  

Kim, W. C., & Mauborgne, R. (2005). Blue ocean strategy: How to Create Uncontested Market Space and Make 

the Competition Irrelevant. Boston, MA: Harvard Business School Press. 

Kim, W. C., & Mauborgne, R. (2014). Blue ocean strategy, expanded edition: How to create uncontested market 

space and make the competition irrelevant. Harvard business review Press. 

Knyphausen-Aufsess, D. Z., & Koehnemann, M. (2012). The Size and Internal Structure of Private Equity Firms. 

In The Oxford Handbook of Private Equity. https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195391589.013.0004 

Kölbel, J. F., Heeb, F., Paetzold, F., & Busch, T. (2020). Can sustainable investing save the world? Reviewing the 

mechanisms of investor impact. Organization & Environment, 33(4), 554−574. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1086026620919202 

Lee, C., Lee, K., & Pennings, J. M. (2001). Internal capabilities, external networks, and performance: A study on 

technology-based ventures. Strategic Management Journal, 22(6−7), 615−640. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.181 

Lu, J., Ren, L., Zhang, C., Liang, M., Abrhám, J., & Streimikis, J. (2020). Assessment of corporate social 

responsibility performance and state promotion policies: A case study of the baltic states. Journal of 

Business Economics and Management, 21(4), 1203−1224. https://doi.org/10.3846/jbem.2020.12738 

Lukomnik, J., & Hawley, J. P. (2021). Moving beyond modern portfolio theory: Investing that matters. Routledge. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429352256 

Makhija, K. J., & Ferris, S. P. (Eds.). Global corporate governance (Vol. 19, pp. 209−247). Emerald Publishing 

Limited.  

Markowitz, H. M. (1991). Foundations of portfolio theory. The Journal of Finance, 46(2), 469−477. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.1991.tb02669.x 

Matos, P. V., Barros, V., & Sarmento, J. M. (2020). Does esg ESG affect the stability of dividend policies in 

Europe? Sustainability (Switzerland), 12(21), 1−15. https://doi.org/10.3390/su12218804 

Mayer, J., & Scheck, B. (2018). Social investing: What matters from the perspective of social enterprises? 

Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector Quarterly, 47(3), 493−513. https://doi.org/10.1177/0899764017749889 

McKinsey. (2020). A new decade for private markets: McKinsey Global Private Markets Review 2020. 

McKinsey, February. Retrieved from 

https://www.mckinsey.com/~/media/mckinsey/industries/privateequityandprincipalinvestors/ourinsights/mc

kinseysprivatemarketsannual review/mckinsey-global-private-markets-review-2020-v4.ashx 

Metrick, A., & Yasuda, A. (2010). The economics of private equity funds. Review of Financial Studies, 23(6), 



jms.ccsenet.org Journal of Management and Sustainability Vol. 13, No. 1; 2023 

136 

2303−2341. https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/hhq020 

Milam, J. (2018). The need for localized risk (venture) capital: Place-based impact investing. The Journal of 

Private Equity, 21(4), 8−13. https://doi.org/10.3905/jpe.2018.21.4.008 

Mirza, M. (2021). Informal interview with Managing Partner, Leading Private Equity firm. Private Capital 

Investment Background Research.  

Mirza, M. (2022). Working research on PEI 300 firms issuing ESG reports in 2020. Unpublished. 

Moher, D., Liberati, A., Tetzlaff, J., Altman, D. G., Altman, D., Antes, G., … Tugwell, P. (2009). Preferred 

reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement (Chinese edition). 

Journal of Chinese Integrative Medicine, 7(9), 889−896. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000097 

Nakagawa, S., Samarasinghe, G., Haddaway, N. R., Westgate, M. J., O’Dea, R. E., Noble, D. W. A., & Lagisz, M. 

(2019). Research Weaving: Visualizing the Future of Research Synthesis. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 

34(3), 224−238. Elsevier Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2018.11.007 

Norton, R. (2008). Using content analysis to evaluate local master plans and zoning codes. Land Use Policy, 

25(3), 432−454. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2007.10.006 

Oliveira, J. A. P. D. (2011). Bridging the gap between small firms and investors to promote investments for green 

innovation in developing countries: two cases in Brazil. International Journal of Technological Learning, 

Innovation and Development, 4(4), 259−276. 

Phalippou, L., & Gottschalg, O. (2009). The performance of private equity funds. Review of Financial Studies, 

22(4), 1747−1776. https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/hhn014 

Pitchbook. (2020). What are the private markets? Retrieved from 

https://pitchbook.com/blog/private-equity-vs-venture-capital-whats-the-difference 

Poyser, A., Scott, A., & Gilbert, A. (2020). Indigenous investments: Are they different? Lessons from Iwi. 

Australian Journal of Management, 031289622093557. https://doi.org/10/gkqzq3 

Precup, M. (2019). Challenges to scaling sustainable private equity markets in emerging Europe. Sustainability, 

11(15), 4080. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11154080 

Prelipcean, G., & Boscoianu, M. (2020). Risk analysis of a hedge fund oriented on sustainable and responsible 

investments for emerging markets. Amfiteatru Economic, 22(55), 653−667. 

https://doi.org/10.24818/EA/2020/55/653 

Private Equity International. (2020). PEI 300. Retrieved from 

https://d16yj43vx3i1f6.cloudfront.net/uploads/2020/06/PEI_June2020_PEI300.pdf 

Puaschunder, J. M. (2017). Socio-psychological motives of socially responsible investors. In K. J. Makhija & S. 

P. Ferris (Eds.), Global Corporate Governance (Vol. 19, pp. 209−247). Emerald Publishing Limited. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/S1569-373220160000019008 

Randjelovic, J., Anastasia, R., O’Rourke, A. R., Renato, J., & Orsato, R. J. (2003). The Emergence of Green 

Venture Capital. Business Strategy and the Environment, 12(4), 240−253. https://doi.org/10.1002/bse.361 

Richard, D., & Morris, R. D. (1987) Signalling, Agency Theory and Accounting Policy Choice. Accounting and 

Business Research, 18(69), 47−56, https://doi.org/10.1080/00014788.1987.9729347 

Sahlman, W. A. (1990). The structure and governance of venture-capital organizations. Journal of Financial 

Economics, 27(2), 473−521. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(90)90065-8 

Salama, A., Anderson, K., & Toms, J. S. (2011). Does community and environmental responsibility affect firm 

risk? Evidence from UK panel data 1994−2006. Business Ethics, 20(2), 192−204. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8608.2011.01617.x 

Sapienza, H. J., Manigart, S., & Vermeir, W. (1996). Venture capitalist governance and value added in four 

countries. Journal of Business Venturing, 11(6), 439−469. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0883-9026(96)00052-3 

Scarlata, M., & Alemany, L. (2010). Deal structuring in philanthropic venture capital investments: Financing 

instrument, valuation and covenants. Journal of Business Ethics, 95(2), 121−145. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-011-0851-8  

Scholtens, B. (2006). Finance as a driver of corporate social responsibility. Journal of Business Ethics, 68(1), 

19−33. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-006-9037-1 



jms.ccsenet.org Journal of Management and Sustainability Vol. 13, No. 1; 2023 

137 

Scott, W. (2005). Institutional Theory: Contributing to a Theoretical Research Program. Stanford University. 

Semieniuk, G., & Holden, P. (2022). Fossil-fuel stranded asset risks held by individuals in OECD countries and 

non-OECD governments. Nature Climate Change, (Early access).  

Semieniuk, G., Holden, P. B., Mercure, J.-F., Salas, P., Pollitt, H., Jobson, K., … Viñuales, J. E. (2022). Stranded 

fossil-fuel assets translate to major losses for investors in advanced economies. Nature Climate Change. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-022-01356-y  

Serrano-Cinca, C., & Gutiérrez-Nieto, B. (2013). A decision support system for financial and social investment. 

Applied Economics, 45(28), 4060−4070. https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2012.748180 

Shane, S., & Stuart, T. (2002). Organizational endowments and the performance of university start-ups. 

Management Science, 48(1), 154−170. https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.48.1.154.14280 

Sharma, G., Beveridge, A., lim, J., & Haigh, N. (2018). A configural framework of practice change for B 

corporations. Journal of Business Venturing, 33(2), 207−224. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2017.12.008 

Shrivastava, P., Zsolnai, L., Wasieleski, D., Stafford-Smith, M., Walker, T., Weber, O., … Oram, D. (2019). 

Finance and Management for the Anthropocene. Organization and Environment, 32(1), 26−40. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1086026619831451 

Siddiqui, A. I., & Marinova, D. (2019). Funding liquidity risk, syndication behavior and the risk culture of the 

Australian venture capital industry. Singapore Economic Review, 64(5), 1279−1297. 

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217590816500405 

Silge, J., & Robinson, D. (2016). tidytext: Text mining and analysis using tidy data principles in R. Journal of 

Open Source Software, 1(3), 37. https://doi.org/10.21105/joss.00037 

Sorenson, O., & Stuart, T. E. (2001). Syndication networks and the spatial distribution of venture capital 

investments. American Journal of Sociology, 10(6), 1546−1588. https://doi.org/10.1086/321301 

Stuart, T. E., Hoang, H., & Hybels, R. C. (1999). Interorganizational endorsements and the performance of 

entrepreneurial ventures. Administrative Science Quarterly, 44(2), 315−349. 

https://doi.org/10.2307/2666998 

Teti, E., Dell’Acqua, A., & Zocchi, F. (2012). UN PRI and private equity returns. Empirical evidence from the 

US market. Investment Management and Financial Innovations, 9(3), 60−67. 

Vaismoradi, M., Jones, J., Turunen, H., & Snelgrove, S. (2016). Theme development in qualitative content 

analysis and thematic analysis. Journal of Nursing Education and Practice, 6(5), 100. 

https://doi.org/10.5430/jnep.v6n5p100 

Waddell, S. J. (1995). Emerging Social economic Institutions in the Venture Capital Industry: An Appraisal. ‐
American Journal of Economics and Sociology, 54(3), 323−338. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1536-7150.1995.tb03435.x 

Waddock, S. A., & Graves, S. B. (1997). The corporate social performance-financial performance link. Strategic 

Management Journal, 18(4), 303−319. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0266(199704)18:4<303::AID-SMJ869>3.0.CO;2-G 

Watts, N., & Scales, I. R. (2020). Social impact investing, agriculture, and the financialisation of development: 

Insights from sub-Saharan Africa. World Development, 130, 104918. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.104918 

Weber, O. (2014). Environmental, social and governance reporting in China. Business Strategy and the 

Environment, 23(5), 303−317. https://doi.org/10.1002/bse.1785 

Weber, O., & Feltmate, B. (2016). Sustainable Banking: Managing the Social and Environmental Impact of 

Financial Institutions. University of Toronto Press. https://doi.org/10.3138/9781442629325 

Weber, O., Hoque, A., & Ayub Islam, A. M. (2015). Incorporating environmental criteria into credit risk 

management in Bangladeshi banks. Journal of Sustainable Finance and Investment, 5(1−2), 1−15. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/20430795.2015.1008736 

Weber, O., Scholz, R. W., & Michalik, G. (2010). Incorporating sustainability criteria into credit risk 

management. Business Strategy and the Environment, 19(1), 39−50. https://doi.org/10.1002/bse.636 

Wertz, F., Charnaz, K., McMullen, L. M., Josselson, R., Anderson, R., & McSpadden, E. (2011). Five ways of 

doing qualitative analysis: Phenomenological psychology, grounded theory, discourse analysis, narrative 



jms.ccsenet.org Journal of Management and Sustainability Vol. 13, No. 1; 2023 

138 

research, and intuitive inquiry. Guilford Publications. 

Williams, C., & Sharamitaro, L. (2002). Building a Model for Culturally Responsible Investment. The Journal of 

Arts Management, Law, and Society, 32(2), 144–158. https://doi.org/10.1080/10632920209596970 

World Economic Forum. (2018). The Global Risks Report 2018 (13th ed.). World Economic Forum. Retrieved 

from http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_GRR18_Report.pdf 

Xue, C., Dang, X., Shi, B., & Gu, J. (2019). Information sharing and investment performance in the venture 

capital network community: An empirical study of environmental-social-governance start-ups. International 

Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 16(6), 1023. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16061023 

Zaccone, M. C., & Pedrini, M. (2020). ESG factor integration into private equity. Sustainability, 12(14), 5725. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su12145725 

Zhu, Z., & Lu, F. (2020). Family ownership and corporate environmental responsibility: The contingent effect of 

venture capital and institutional environment. Journal of Risk and Financial Management, 13(6), 110. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/jrfm13060110 

Zupic, I., & Čater, T. (2015). Bibliometric Methods in Management and Organization. Organizational Research 

Methods, 18(3), 429−472. https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428114562629 

 

Copyrights 

Copyright for this article is retained by the author, with first publication rights granted to the journal. 

This is an open-access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution 

license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 

 


