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A management tool for corporate performance evaluation —
the eco-efficiency indicators
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Abstract
The concept of eco-efficiency was coined by the World Business Council for
Sustainable Development (WBCSD) in 1992 and has become widely recognized by
the business worldwide. It brings together the essential ingredients of economic
prosperity (i.e. economic progress and environmental protection), and to efficiently
use of resources and produce less pollution. The purpose of this paper is to share the
experience of using eco-efficiency indicators to demonstrate the corporate
performance in both economic and environmental aspects. Sixteen companies, which
jointed the WBCSD’s global pilot study on eco-efficiency indicators, were studied
with special emphasis on Taiwan’s TECO Machinery Company. It is found that the
eco-efficiency indicator system does can provide a framework for companies to link
both financial and environmental performance. Besides, management level can also

get more insights of the operation from analyzing the trend of eco-efficiency.
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