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ABSTRACT

In this position paper we address the Software Sustainability from
the IN perspective, so that the Software Engineering (SE) commu-
nity is aware of the need to contribute towards sustainable soft-
ware companies, which need to adopt a holistic approach to sus-
tainability considering all its dimensions (human, economic and
environmental). A series of important challenges to be considered
in the coming years are presented, in order that advances in in-
volved SE communities on the subject can be harmonised and used
to contribute more effectively to this field of great interest and im-
pact on society.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Software is no longer what it used to be, as it has gone from being
a good tool to facilitate the development of some common tasks
in the work environment to being a crucial element in our daily
lives. Furthermore, the number of software users and their charac-
teristics (differences in age, culture, specialisation, etc.) has also in-
creased and the types of devices on which software runs vary from
the most traditional devices (PCs, laptops, mobile phones, etc.) to
the most modern ones (household appliances, agriculture machin-
ery, etc.). All these changes have made software a cornerstone of
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today’s society and as software engineers we have to be aware of
the enormous impact of all this software and how important it is
to work on software sustainability. If software is one of the founda-
tions for the functioning of our society, we have tomake sure that it
is created in a sustainable way and that it is always done under the
guidelines set by the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)[2].

The most common definition for sustainability, used in the field
of Software Engineering (SE), is related to sustainable development,
defined as “development that meets the needs of the present with-
out compromising the ability of future generations to meet their
own needs” [24]. Besides, a software is sustainable if it is energy
efficient, minimizes the environmental impact of the process it sup-
ports, and has a positive impact on social and/or economic sus-
tainability. In this context, software plays a fundamental role, both
as part of the problem and as part of the solution, i.e., being the
software itself sustainable or achieving sustainability by means of
the resulting software within any domain, respectively. These are
known as “Sustainability IN Software” and “Sustainability BY Soft-
ware” [7]. This paper focuses on the IN perspective by identifying
a representative set of challenges which can be considered in each
one of the affected suistainability dimensions, which are [9]:

• Economic sustainability: how the software lifecycle processes
protect stakeholders’ investments, ensure benefits, reduce
risks, and maintain assets.

• Human sustainability: how software development andmain-
tenance affect the sociological and psychological aspects of
the software development community and its individuals.
This encompasses topics such as: labour rights, psychologi-
cal health, social support, social equity, and liveability.

• Environmental sustainability: how software product devel-
opment, maintenance and use affect energy consumption
and the usage of other resources, also usually known as
“Green Software”.

An alternative approach to characterize sustainability is based
on the Karlskrona Manifesto [6] to address the sustainability con-
cerns. The manifesto considers five sustainability dimensions (en-
vironmental, social, economic, technical, and individual) [26] and
the impact that software has during its development (first order
effects), by means its use and application (second order effects)
as well as structural changes in society or economy due to soft-
ware use by long time and by very large number of persons [6].
Its principles address the need to consider systemic effects as well
as multiple dimensions, multiple disciplines, and apply long-term
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thinking. Indeed, Calero et al. [7] noted that the five dimensions
of the manifesto are appropriate when software is a component of
a system which its purpose is achieving sustainability goals. Thus,
the manifesto content tends towards a sustainability by software
perspective and requires expertise in different fields for addressing
appropriately sustainability goals.

From the analysis of 55 systematic literature studies (system-
atic literature reviews or systematic mapping studies) published
between 2010 and 2022, it can be remarked that most of the stud-
ies (78%) address the environmental dimension, while economic
(7%) and human (11%) dimensions have been little explored and
the most common approach is by addressing only one dimension
per study (76%). Besides, 69% of studies addressed the sustainabil-
ity IN software perspective while 15% focused on the sustainability
BY software perspective, with the remaining studies considering
both perspectives. Furthermore, there is also a general agreement
on using the Brundtland definition of sustainable development (15
papers, 27%). Other remarkable point is that dimensions are com-
posed of multiple layers where sustainability meanings are incon-
sistent due to the granularity level of the object under study, its
context and intervention described in empirical studies[23]. Thus,
assessment sustainability effects requires to take into account dif-
ferences between level of granularity (e.g., individual, organisation,
industry, municipality, region, country) and consider interactions
among several systems [23].

Therefore, facing the challenge of developing sustainable soft-
ware is a complex endeavor that requires establishing a strategy
for understanding better the phenomena to gather new insights,
developing methodological support for enhancing the sustainabil-
ity of software systems and providing appropriate sustainability
training. Thus, our position paper centers on the software sustain-
ability from the IN perspective for addressing a set of representa-
tive challenges to face in the next years. Section 2 summarises rele-
vant background and previous results in each of the dimensions, to
illustrate important challenges to be addressed in the future. Sec-
tion 3 concludes the paper by identifying some relevant actions
of interest that the software engineering community can take into
account to address the challenges presented.

2 SUSTAINABILITY-IN DIMENSIONS

2.1 Economic Dimension

To the best of our knowledge, the economic sustainability is the
least studied dimension from a software perspective. However, it
is important to integrate sustainability into the business core and
in order to do that, companies should consider sustainability at
the level of business governance and strategy. Software companies
should ensure that their operations and products are not only eco-
nomically viable, but also responsible from a human and environ-
mental perspective. The problem is that organisations do not know
what actions to take or how to make sustainability part of their
business routines and strategies [5]. Moreover, most of the guide-
lines provide instructions on how to measure and report organisa-
tional sustainability performance, but these guidelines lack advice
on how to achieve sustainability in the first place [10]. The applica-
tion of Enterprise Architecture (EA) fundamentals can be a driver
to progress towards achieving a sustainable software enterprise,

mainly because sustainability must be incorporated at all organiza-
tional levels (strategy and decision-making; business processes; IT
portfolio management; information systems design and projects;
or technological infrastructure) and EA is useful to manage, in an
integrated way, all these different aspects of the organization and
its information technology. The initial work relating EA and sus-
tainability is from more than a decade ago but with the focus on
sustainable EA by itself [17] which has been followed up in works
such as [27]. This is related with “continuous EA”, an approach that
advocates to apply theDevOps continuity principle to EA. A recent
paper proposes a Green Enterprise Architecture (GREAN) to inte-
grate Environmental Sustainability into Digital Transformations
[36]. Other related studies mainly address the sustainability and
IT by studying sustainability “silos” problem (lack of integrated
systems and data) and how EA can help by ensuring alignment
between environmental and IT management [31], or by propos-
ing integrated solutions such as EIRA (European Interoperability
Reference Architecture) which illustrates how the EA artifacts, es-
pecially models, can be useful to support the sustainability in all
levels of the organizations [11].

2.2 Human Dimension

The report "State of the American workplace" (2023) [14] indicates
that "only one-third of U.S. employees are engaged in their work
and workplace. And only about one in five say their performance
is managed in a way that motivates them to do outstanding work".
In the case of software engineers, the number of employees experi-
encing burnout at work is over 80 percent in the United Kingdom.
One reason for this could be because software engineers are under
great stress since they are confronted with constantly changing
user needs and requirements. Indeed, stress and task complexity
are important de-motivators of software developers [13]. Besides,
a survey of human factors that impact negatively software require-
ments activities reported that the lack of effective communication
or cooperation in the team or with the clients requires more time
for conducting the respective tasks [20]. Diverse studies indicate
that engineers well-being affect their productivity. In particular,
the new challenges posed by a global and distributed way of work-
ing, including the growing trend towards teleworking where face-
to-face communication is reduced, imply the need to analyse more
fully and deeply the engineers’ stress and motivation factors. Dis-
tributed teams have existed for decades in software development
companies. The challenges faced for global software development
have been widely analyzed in literature [15]. However, the inter-
est in distributed work increased considerably after the COVID-
19 pandemic [12, 32, 38] since all the companies were forced to
work in a distributed way and new terms appeared such as WFH
(Working From Home) when work is conducted from home, WFA
(Working From Anywhere) when work is conducted from home
or any other alternative location or even Hybrid work when work
is interchangeably conducted from the office and remote location
[32]. These new types of work imply new challenges, for instance,
in the case of working from home, it increases the feeling of isola-
tion, deteriorates both social ties and team cohesion and decreases
interest in collaborative work [32]. The factors that affected well-
being and productivity during the pandemic were also analyzed
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by Ralph et al., who conducted a survey that concluded that during
the pandemicWFH had a negative effect on productivity and on de-
velopers’ wellbeing [29]. Furthermore, Russo et al. explained how
anxiety, distractions or lack of work motivation began to increase
during that period [30]. Ozcaya [25] predicted how software engi-
neering would look like after the pandemic and identified the lack
of collaboration as a critical challenge as new communication bar-
riers should be analysed. In addition, a hybrid approach involves
online communication and coordination, so Ozkaya proposes to
reduce dependencies among the tasks carried out by engineers.
The lack of informal communication needs also to be addressed
in this context as this is an important source for information shar-
ing. Stress, motivation and performance are other fundamental as-
pects to consider in this context [34]. Human sustainability is there-
fore a key aspect for software organizations, which usually expe-
rience employees with low motivation, high rotation rates and,
therefore, weak teams. Human sustainability encompasses multi-
ple facets such as the training of software professionals, as well
as offering them fair and equitable working conditions and oppor-
tunities for career advancement with the possibility of access to
leadership positions [21]. In addition to the usual hard and soft
skills, it is important to improve the training that companies offer
on sustainability issues, and to help from the academic world to
train students and companies on the subject [19].

2.3 Environmental Dimension

This dimension, also known as "green", relates to energy consump-
tion and the use of other resources. Studies estimate that the 20% of
the world’s energy consumption in 2030 will be used by informa-
tion technologies (IT) [3], and an important part of this consump-
tion will be due to software. For as long as computers have existed,
software has been evolving, and advances in hardware have also
led to more and less profound changes in software evolution. Espe-
cially in recent times we are experiencing a major revolution due
to three aspects that radically impact the effects that software can
have on the environment: the massive use of internet-based soft-
ware applications, the huge amount of data we generate, and the
increasingly presence of artificial intelligence (AI) components in
the software being developed.

Software is no longer tied to devices, the evolution of Inter-
net technology has allowed software applications to evolve, giving
them the gift of ubiquity, allowing users to access their applications
anytime, anywhere and from different devices. According to [4] in
its January 2024 report, 66.2% of the population are Internet users
with an average usage of 6 hours and 40 minutes per day (users
between 16 and 64 years old). Furthermore, 61.8% of these users
access the internet from a laptop or desktop, while 94.6% access it
from a smartphone. The ubiquity of software made it possible, for
example during the COVID-19 pandemic, for much of the business
activity to be moved to employees’ homes and to remain active, as
also stated in the previous subsection. But this also affected to the
personal leisure activities and the use of social networks is a good
example of Internet-based software applications which can have
high impact on this dimension. In [4] it is estimated that there are
5.04 billion social media users.

In terms of data, the evolution of data centres has brought many
benefits, such as freeing users from the need to store and manage
their data, but it has also made them less aware of the amount of
data they generate, so data centres have become behemoths that
need to be able to store more and more data. According to [28],
accumulated digital data grew from 4.4 zetabytes in 2019 to 44
zetabytes in 2020. And this trend seems set to continue or even
worsen over time, with 463 exabytes of data expected to be cre-
ated every day by 2025 [28]. All this data centers load has led to
estimates that (in the expected scenario) electricity consumption
will triple in 7 years, from 1,000 TWh in 2023 to almost 3,000 TWh
in 2030 (four times more in the worst case scenario) [3]. Data is not
only generated at a business level but also at a personal level, today
the cloud is used as the main storage medium, which is provided
free of charge (at least up to a certain amount) to all users.

Finally, AI has been identified globally as one of the technolo-
gies with the greatest projection and impact in all areas of activity.
AI is having a strong transformative impact on multiple sectors of
activity. For example, it is estimated that the application of data and
artificial intelligence in Spanish industry will have an estimated
impact on GDP of €16.5 billion by 2025. Tech giants like Google,
Apple, Microsoft and Amazon spend billions to create those prod-
ucts and service and companies are spending nearly 20 billion dol-
lars on AI products and services. According to a 2023 IBM survey,
42% of enterprise-scale businesses integrated AI into their opera-
tions, and 40% are considering AI for their organizations. In addi-
tion, 38% of organizations have implemented generative AI into
their workflows while 42% are considering doing so [35]. And one
of the issues which emerged with the advent of AI is howmuch en-
ergy it consumes. [33] estimates that training computers to learn
human language produces five times the CO2 emissions of a car
over its lifetime. Or in [16], where the authors illustrate the need
to achieve a good trade-off between accuracy and energy efficiency
of models, since an improvement of only 0.02% in accuracy implies
a doubling of energy consumption, while the model with the best
accuracy consumes 30 times more energy than the most energy-
efficient model, with a difference of 9% in accuracy. Moreover, it
is remarkable that nowadays AI tools are widely and easily acces-
sible by users to solve problems in their work and personal lives,
as is the case of well-known examples such as Copilot, Chat-GPT
and similar ones. This, on the other hand, can have a great impact
on this dimension if this technology is not developed and used re-
sponsibly.

We can therefore metaphorically refer to a three-headed hydra
of software consumption that we must at least be able to control,
as it is expected to be very difficult to overcome.

3 FOSTERING SUSTAINABILITY-IN

SOFTWARE: FUTURE DIRECTIONS

Based on the previous findings, we identify several research lines
which require further action to foster software Sustainability-IN
perspective.
General

• Harmonizing sustainability vocabulary in SE.Until now, there
is a lack of agreement as regardswhat is the definition of sus-
tainable software and how it can be measured [37]. About
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sustainability dimensions, research have been focused on
the environmental concerns, particularly studying how to
reduce energy consumption of software [8]. Thus, develop-
ing an agreed ontology can help to organize the sustainabil-
ity terms and provide precise definition of concepts.

• Holistic approach for Sustainability. Sustainability is a key
challenge for software organizations, which requires devel-
oping new models, frameworks, practices, and technologies
in different areas. This effort to address the sustainability
of software organizations in such a comprehensive way re-
quires the combination of knowledge and experience inmany
research areas of software engineering and an holistic view
to properly integrate the contributions in the different in-
volved dimensions is required and manage the interactions
between them. An holistic approach also involves collabo-
rating of Software Engineering field with other disciplines,
such as economy, psychology, among others.

• Developing sustainability assessment frameworks for address-

ing sustainability dimensions and impacts.Organisations has
problems for defining relevant sustainability measures [18].
We can rely on the quality in use [1], which characterizes
the effect that software has on stakeholders, considering the
characteristics of the users, social environment and tasks.
Software quality models could support the development of
domain ontologies for assessing software impacts consider-
ing relevant indicators and factors for the sustainability di-
mension on study. For the environmental dimension, spefi-
cic ontologies for measuring the energy impact of software
can serve as starting point [22].

Economic

• Application of Enterprise Architecture (EA) fundamentals to

achieve a sustainable enterprise. It is necessary to develop
an enterprise architecture framework, including techniques,
viewpoints and types of models, to support the implementa-
tion of sustainability improvement within the organisation.

• Definition of sustainable business and maturity models. Soft-
ware development companies should innovate their busi-
ness models to become more sustainable. Moreover a spe-
cific Sustainability-IN reference model which include the re-
quired actions per each dimension and organised by matu-
rity and capability levels can better guide software organi-
zation to organize its improvement efforts in this complex
field. As an input for this reference model from economic di-
mension view, software companies should include specific
actions to not only achieve an economic benefit but also con-
sider sustainability aspects, as for instance:
– Workwith suppliers who have sustainable practices with-
out considering the cost.

– Software solutionsmust ensure compliance with country-
specific legislation (such as GDPR) to avoid the costs of
non-compliance.

– When possible foster: repairing instead of replacing hard-
ware; open-source code instead of licensed software

– Software operations should be done according to the bal-
ance between costs and registered sustainability assess-
ment criteria.

– The security and privacy of business and customer data
must be ensured to avoid excessive costs due to threats to
data.

– Customers must be provided with IT solutions that opti-
mise resources, minimising unnecessary expenses.

Human

• Considering the expertise of specialists on human and social

behavior . Topics such as motivation of software developers
have been addressed in the SE field as well as soft-skills.
However, the human dimension describes the need to con-
sider sociological and psychological aspects which address
topics such as labour rights, psychological health, or social
equity, among others. Thus, a multidisciplinary approach
can provide new insights for addressing the challenges that
software developers faces on new work modalities.

• Define software sustainability training programmes for em-

ployees. Company employees should have available specific
training courses on sustainability as well as software sus-
tainability reference materials containing good practices or
recommendations.

• Providing career development opportunities for employees.The
company should facilitate the career development of its em-
ployees, ensuring internal promotion and encouraging ac-
cess to leadership positions within the company.

• Human capital management in software companies must pro-

mote open working environments. These must be character-
ized by trust, mutual respect and empathy, fostering formal
and informal knowledge sharing. Different forms of work,
whether home-based, remote or hybrid, should be taken into
account in order to optimise their positive impact on the hu-
man dimension.

Environmental

• The use of resources must be a primary consideration in soft-

ware development. If at the beginning it was the what that
mattered (the advantage was in the automation of function-
alities), then the how (quality became the differentiating el-
ement), we are now in the era of the with what (the re-
sources used during development and use must be consid-
ered as elements of the first importance).

• A robust body of empirical knowledge must be built up from

good practices identified along the software life cycle.

• It is essential to provide software professionals with the re-

quired support. Based on the inputs from the former point,
tools, guidelines, recommendations and documentation are
needed to help and facilitate the integration of environmen-
tal aspects in the development of software.

• As software is constantly evolving, everything related to its re-

source consumptionmust evolve with it. Resource usage must
therefore be kept under constant review and improvement.

• End-users have the right to know the environmental impact of

software solutions available on the market. This will enable
them to make informed choices.

• Governments need to move in the same direction. Legislation
to support the development of green software is needed.
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• Proactively monitor the contributions that disruptive technolo-

gies can make for obtaining greener solutions. A good exam-
ple of this nowadays is the possibilities that quantum com-
puting offers for optimising certain types of problems that
require a high computational load on classical computers.

These and other actions should be part of the future of sustainable
software development.
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