Sustainability standards and the SDGs:
water and energy efficiency
A snapshot of ISEAL members’ contribution
Research shows that sustainability standards can reduce the water and energy footprint of
certified production in many sectors, directly contributing towards achieving Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) 6 and 7.
SDG 6:
Ensure availability and
sustainable management of
water and sanitation for all.

SDG 7:
Ensure access to affordable,
reliable, sustainable and
modern energy for all.

Energy efficiency
The adoption of sustainability standards can significantly reduce the energy footprint of farming and fishing.
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How?
Many sustainability standards require certified entities to monitor carbon use and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions by implementing energy-saving plans. In addition, standards limit land conversions and work
with partners to improve uptake of energy-saving technologies such as biofuels and renewables.

Water conservation and management
The adoption of sustainability standards can reduce the water footprint of agriculture, improve water
management and preserve the quality of natural water bodies.
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How?

Many sustainability standards require certified entities to measure usage and actively conserve water.
Standards also require the preservation of natural water bodies through the creation of buffer zones,
proper wastewater treatment and reduction of water pollution.

Partnering to address key challenges
Research indicates some challenges remain:
Scaling up of water
management
practices to
watershed level

Improved water
efficiency and
pollution reduction

More resilient
production systems
to cope with changing
climate patterns and
resource availability

Stricter controls on
land-use change
and conversion
for commodity
production

Better measurement
of carbon footprints
and GHG emissions,
especially in smallholder
agriculture

Standards are working together to address these issues. For instance, eight ISEAL members have
established an Integrated Pest Management Coalition to promote common principles for integrated pest
management and alternatives to pesticide use, share strategies and techniques, and create a training
manual on worker health risks and using safety equipment.

ISEAL represents the global movement of sustainability standards.
To find out more about our members visit www.ISEALalliance.org
For more evidence on the impacts of standards visit www.standardsimpacts.org

Data sources: Evidence in this summary is based on publicly available data and research produced by ISEAL members and others
with specific references available in the endnotes. All evidence is specific to the standard, product and country/region stated with
limited generalisability. The nature of evidence varies according to research design and methodology used and not all evidence
presented here has a counterfactual. Where a comparison is made, the ‘certified’ refers to the standard in the sub-title.

List of acronyms used: LEAF: Linking Environment And Farming; RSB: Roundtable on Sustainable Biomaterials; ASC: Aquaculture
Stewardship Council; BCI: Better Cotton Initiative; RA: Rainforest Alliance; SAN: Sustainable Agriculture Network
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