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Abstract

Contemporary sustainable development is affected by geopolitical competition, geoeco-
nomic fragmentation and growing strategic uncertainty. These developments challenge
conventional assumptions on which sustainability governance is based and raise questions
about the relationship between sustainable development, economic security and strategic
autonomy. This article examines how geopolitical and geoeconomic transformations are
reshaping sustainable development within the European Union and assesses their implica-
tions for the future evolution of the European development model. The analysis is based on
a qualitative analysis of policies and documents in key EU strategic frameworks, legislative
instruments, sustainability reports and the academic literature. Particular attention is paid
to the European Green Deal, the European Economic Security Strategy and the Europe
2026 Sustainable Development Report. Sustainable development now depends not only on
environmental and social outcomes but also on resilience, secure access to key resources
and technologies and the ability to adapt to external disruptions. Economic security and
strategic autonomy do not emerge as competing priorities but as enabling conditions for the
implementation of sustainability goals. This article argues that sustainability governance in
the European Union is undergoing a process of geopoliticisation, in which environmental,
economic and strategic considerations are now closely intertwined. Its main contribution
is the creation of a framework of sustainable strategic resilience that conceptualises these
interactions as mutually reinforcing dimensions of contemporary EU governance.

Keywords: economic security; European Union; strategic autonomy; sustainable development;
sustainability governance; sustainable strategic resilience

1. Introduction

Sustainable development has become a central organising principle of European inte-
gration. Since the adoption of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and the launch
of the European Green Deal, the European Union has sought to position itself as a global
leader in environmentally sustainable, socially inclusive and economically balanced devel-
opment [1]. Sustainability is no longer limited to environmental policy; it shapes industrial
strategy, financial regulation, social cohesion and external relations [2]. The context in
which these policies are implemented has changed significantly. The COVID-19 pandemic
has exposed vulnerabilities in global production networks, the Russian invasion of Ukraine
has triggered an energy crisis and transformed the European security environment [3],
and intensifying competition between the US and China has accelerated the securitisa-
tion of trade, technology and investment [4]. Together, these events have challenged the
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assumptions underlying the liberal international economic order and have prompted a
reassessment of the relationship between openness, resilience, security and sustainability.

As a result, sustainability can no longer be seen solely as an environmental or socioe-
conomic project. It has become part of strategic autonomy, economic security, technological
sovereignty and resilience. European policymakers have recognised that long-term sustain-
ability goals are difficult to achieve when key sectors depend on vulnerable supply chains,
foreign technologies or strategically sensitive imports [5]. Concepts such as economic secu-
rity, resilience and open strategic autonomy have moved to the centre of EU policymaking,
as reflected in the Political Guidelines for the European Commission for 2024-2029, which
place competitiveness, security and strategic capacities among the Union’s key priorities [6].

This shift is part of a broader transformation often described as the geopoliticisation
of economic governance [7]. Economic interdependence, once seen primarily as a source
of prosperity and stability, is now seen through the prism of vulnerability and strategic
risk. The expansion of economic instruments for geopolitical purposes has blurred the
boundaries between economic and security policy. Access to key resources, technologi-
cal capabilities and resilient supply chains has become an important source of political
influence and strategic leverage.

This development raises new tensions within the governance of sustainability. Mea-
sures aimed at strengthening economic security can limit market openness, while efforts to
reduce strategic dependence often entail economic costs [8]. Similarly, ambitious climate
policies can create pressure for adaptation on the part of industry and households. Sus-
tainable development is therefore pursued in a governance environment characterised by
competing objectives relating to sustainability, competitiveness, resilience and security [9].

Despite the relevance of these issues, sustainability, strategic autonomy, economic
security and geopolitics remain largely separated in the academic literature. Sustainability
research focuses primarily on environmental governance and socioeconomic transfor-
mation, while studies on geopolitics and geoeconomics emphasise power competition,
strategic dependencies and economic policy. Although recent scholarly knowledge ac-
knowledges the deepening links between these areas, their interaction within the European
Union remains under-researched.

This gap is significant because the future effectiveness of EU sustainability policies
may depend as much on resilience and strategic capacity as on environmental regulation
and technological innovation. Sustainable development, economic security, and strate-
gic autonomy represent interconnected dimensions of a broader transformation of the
European model [10].

This situation gives rise to an important research puzzle. While the literature increas-
ingly acknowledges the growing interaction between sustainability, economic security
and strategic autonomy, these concepts are still predominantly examined within separate
analytical frameworks. As a result, it remains insufficiently explained how their interaction
reshapes sustainability governance under conditions of geopolitical uncertainty and what
this transformation means for the future development of the European Union. Addressing
this unresolved relationship constitutes the central research problem of this study.

This article therefore analyses how current geopolitical and geoeconomic transfor-
mations are changing the shape of sustainable development in the European Union. It
examines the relationship between sustainability, economic security and strategic autonomy
and assesses how their interaction affects the future direction of European integration.

The analysis is guided by three research questions:

— RQ1: How do current geopolitical and geoeconomic transformations affect the imple-
mentation of sustainable development in the European Union?
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— RQ2: What role do strategic autonomy and economic security play in maintaining the
sustainability of the European model?

— RQ3: How can the European Union reconcile sustainability objectives with the de-
mands of resilience, competitiveness and strategic adaptation?

The study uses a qualitative research design combining policy analysis, document
analysis, comparative institutional analysis and synthesis of the relevant academic liter-
ature. Its empirical basis is formed by EU strategic documents, sustainability reports,
legislative frameworks and studies dealing with geopolitics, economic security and sus-
tainable development. This approach allows us to identify key synergies, tensions and
trade-offs that shape the evolving relationship between sustainability and geopolitics in
the European Union.

The main contribution of the study is the creation of a framework for sustainable
strategic resilience that conceptualises sustainable development, economic security and
strategic autonomy as mutually reinforcing pillars of the current European model. By
integrating geopolitical and geoeconomic dimensions into sustainability analysis, this
framework offers new insights into the transformation of sustainability governance in
conditions of international uncertainty.

The proposed sustainable strategic resilience framework extends existing concepts of
strategic autonomy by shifting the analytical focus from the capacity to act independently
to the broader governance conditions required to sustain long-term development under
geopolitical uncertainty. Unlike open strategic autonomy, which primarily addresses
Europe’s ability to preserve decision-making capacity while remaining economically open,
sustainable strategic resilience integrates environmental sustainability, economic security
and strategic autonomy within a single analytical framework. It therefore offers a more
comprehensive perspective for explaining how these dimensions jointly shape the evolving
model of European Union governance.

The rest of this article is organised as follows. Section 2 reviews the relevant literature
and develops a theoretical framework. Section 3 describes the methodological approach
and empirical sources. Section 4 presents the findings, followed by a discussion of their
theoretical and policy implications. Section 6 contains conclusions.

2. Literature Review and Theoretical Framework
2.1. Sustainable Development Governance in the European Union

Sustainable development has evolved from an environmental concept into a multidi-
mensional governance framework that links environmental protection, economic prosperity
and social cohesion. Within the European Union, this approach has been institutionalised
through the European Green Deal, climate legislation, industrial decarbonisation strategies
and cohesion policies [11].

The literature on sustainability governance emphasises that long-term sustainability
depends not only on technological innovation and environmental regulation but also on
institutional capacity, policy coherence and adaptive management [12]. Effective imple-
mentation requires coordination across levels of governance and policy sectors. However,
increasing geopolitical uncertainty exposes sustainability policies to external constraints [4].
As a result, sustainable development is becoming not only a regulatory objective but also a
question of resilience and strategic capacity.

2.2. Geopolitics, Geoeconomics, and Economic Statecraft

Recent scholarly studies point to a deepening convergence of economics and geopoli-
tics [13]. While economic interdependence has long been seen as a source of stability and
prosperity, it is now associated with strategic vulnerability [14]. This shift has revived
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interest in geoeconomics and economic governance, which emphasise the use of economic
instruments to achieve strategic goals.

For the European Union, this development has important implications. As a highly
integrated economy dependent on external markets, technologies and resources, the EU
faces increasing exposure to geopolitical tensions, economic pressures and supply chain
disruptions. Recent research shows that economic interdependence can be transformed
into a source of political influence and coercion when states control critical nodes within
global production, financial or technological networks [14].

The European Union simultaneously relies on its regulatory and market powers to
shape international standards and influence global economic governance beyond its bor-
ders [15,16]. These developments illustrate that geoeconomics is no longer limited to trade
or industrial policy but has become an important dimension of contemporary European
governance. In response, European policymakers are seeking to reconcile economic open-
ness with resilience and strategic interests. The concept of open strategic autonomy reflects
this adaptation to a more competitive and fragmented international environment.

The geopolitical environment shaping these developments is interpreted differently
across the academic literature. While European policy documents generally present Russia’s
invasion of Ukraine as a challenge to the European security order, alternative explanations
have also been advanced. Realist scholars, most notably Mearsheimer, interpret the deterio-
ration of relations between Russia and the West within the broader context of the post-Cold
War evolution of the European security architecture and NATO enlargement [17,18]. Al-
though these interpretations remain contested, acknowledging their existence contributes
to a more balanced understanding of the geopolitical context in which sustainability, eco-
nomic security and strategic autonomy are currently evolving within the European Union.
They are presented here solely to acknowledge the existence of competing perspectives
within the academic literature, rather than to endorse any particular interpretation.

2.3. Economic Security and Strategic Autonomy

Economic security has become a central part of contemporary EU governance [19]. It
is understood as the ability to maintain critical economic functions in the face of external
disruptions and strategic uncertainty [20]. Recent crises have exposed the vulnerabilities
associated with dependence on external suppliers of energy, critical raw materials, ad-
vanced technologies and medicines. These experiences have accelerated the shift from
efficiency-oriented governance to resilience-oriented approaches that emphasise diversifi-
cation, redundancy and strategic capacity.

This transformation has strengthened the role of strategic autonomy. Initially associ-
ated with European security and defence policy [21], the concept has gradually expanded
to encompass economic resilience, industrial policy and technological capacity [22]. This
evolution has been reflected in the European Union’s concept of open strategic autonomy,
which seeks to reconcile openness to international trade and cooperation with the ability to
reduce critical dependencies in strategically important sectors [23,24]. More recent policy
documents place competitiveness, sustainability and long-term resilience at the centre of
this approach, presenting open strategic autonomy as an instrument for strengthening
Europe’s capacity to respond to geopolitical and geoeconomic challenges [25-27]. Rather
than promoting protectionism or economic isolation, the concept aims to preserve openness
while strengthening the Union’s ability to anticipate, absorb and adapt to external shocks. It
therefore links economic security with the broader objectives of competitiveness, resilience
and sustainable development.
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2.4. Sustainability in the Context of Strategic Competition

The integration of geopolitical and economic security considerations into public policy
has changed the context in which sustainability objectives are pursued [28]. Climate
neutrality, digital transformation and industrial modernisation are taking place in an
environment shaped by strategic competition and geopolitical uncertainty [29].

This transformation brings both synergies and trade-offs. Investments in renewable
energy, clean technologies and industrial innovation can simultaneously promote decar-
bonisation, competitiveness and resilience. Recent policy analyses argue that Europe’s
long-term competitiveness increasingly depends on its capacity to combine sustainability
objectives with technological innovation, industrial development and secure access to
critical resources [30,31].

From this perspective, competitiveness is not an alternative to sustainability but one
of the conditions for maintaining it in an increasingly contested international environment.
Conversely, environmental regulation can impose adaptation costs and intensify the tension
between sustainability and industrial competitiveness, requiring policies that balance long-
term environmental objectives with economic performance and industrial resilience.

In a broader sense, sustainability is no longer exclusively an environmental or socioe-
conomic objective. It functions as a strategic component of Europe’s response to geopolitical
and geoeconomic change.

2.5. Conceptualising Sustainable Strategic Resilience

The literature identifies three closely related but poorly integrated research areas,
namely, sustainability governance, economic security and strategic autonomy, as well as
geopolitics and geoeconomics [32]. Existing scholarship rarely examines their interplay
within a single analytical framework.

This gap is problematic because sustainability depends on resilient supply chains,
secure access to technologies and resources, and the ability to manage external vulnerabili-
ties [33]. At the same time, economic security and strategic autonomy derive much of their
relevance from their contribution to long-term sustainable prosperity.

Existing concepts have substantially advanced the understanding of the relationship
between geopolitics, economic governance and European integration. Strategic autonomy
primarily focuses on the European Union’s capacity to act independently in strategically
important areas, whereas open strategic autonomy extends this perspective by seeking to
reconcile strategic capacity with continued economic openness and international cooper-
ation. Both concepts have considerably enriched the debate on Europe’s adaptation to a
more contested geopolitical and geoeconomic environment.

Nevertheless, neither framework explicitly conceptualises the reciprocal interaction
between sustainability governance, economic security and strategic autonomy within
a single governance model. This conceptual gap provides the rationale for proposing
the sustainable strategic resilience framework. As summarised in Table 1, the proposed
framework builds upon existing concepts by integrating their respective analytical insights
within a common governance framework.

As Table 1 illustrates, the proposed framework does not replace existing concepts but
builds upon their analytical contributions. Its added value lies in integrating sustainability,
economic security and strategic autonomy within a coherent governance framework that
captures their mutual interdependence under conditions of geopolitical uncertainty.

To address this limitation, this article proposes the concept of sustainable strategic
resilience. This framework integrates three mutually reinforcing pillars: sustainable de-
velopment, economic security and strategic autonomy. Sustainable development defines
long-term societal goals, economic security reduces exposure to external disruptions, and
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strategic autonomy strengthens the Union’s ability to pursue these objectives in a more

challenging geopolitical environment.

Table 1. Conceptual comparison of strategic autonomy, open strategic autonomy and the proposed

sustainable strategic resilience framework.

Analytical
Dimension

Strategic Autonomy

Open Strategic Autonomy

Sustainable Strategic Resilience
(Proposed Framework)

Primary objective

Strengthen the EU’s capacity
to act independently in
strategically important

areas.

Preserve strategic capacity
while maintaining openness
to international trade,

investment and cooperation.

Sustain long-term development by
integrating sustainability, economic
security and strategic autonomy
within a single
governance framework.

Main analytical focus

Strategic independence and
reduction in critical
dependencies.

Balancing openness with
resilience and
risk management.

Interdependence between
sustainability governance,
resilience, economic security and
strategic autonomy.

Role of sustainability

Indirect; sustainability is not
treated as a central
analytical dimension.

Considered mainly through
competitiveness, industrial
policy and resilience.

Sustainability constitutes one of the
core pillars of the analytical
framework and is explicitly linked
with security and governance.

Role of economic security

Limited and sector-specific.

Explicitly recognised as a
component of resilience and
competitiveness.

Integrated as a structural condition
enabling sustainable development
under geopolitical uncertainty.

Governance perspective

Strategic and
security-oriented.

Economic-strategic
governance combining
openness with resilience.

Integrated governance perspective
connecting environmental,
economic, security and
geopolitical dimensions.

Principal analytical
contribution

Explains the EU’s capacity
for autonomous action.

Explains how strategic
capacity can coexist with
economic openness.

Explains how sustainability,
economic security and strategic
autonomy mutually reinforce one
another and jointly shape the
evolving model of EU governance.

Source: Authors” own elaboration based on the literature reviewed in this study.

Sustainable strategic resilience provides a theoretical basis for subsequent analysis

by linking sustainability management with resilience, strategic capacity and long-term
competitiveness within a single analytical perspective.

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Research Design

This study uses a qualitative research design to examine how geopolitical and geoe-
conomic transformations are reshaping sustainable development in the European Union.
Given the institutional and multidimensional nature of the research problem, a qualitative
approach is appropriate for analysing the interaction between sustainability governance,
strategic autonomy and economic security.

The research is based on a conceptual framework drawing from sustainability studies,
political economy and European integration research. The study does not test causal
hypotheses; it identifies patterns and relationships that shape the evolving governance of
sustainable development in conditions of geopolitical uncertainty.
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3.2. Policy Analysis

The empirical core of the study is qualitative policy analysis. This method is used
to examine how sustainability, economic security, resilience and strategic autonomy are
defined and integrated into EU policymaking.

The analysis focuses on key strategic and regulatory documents, including the Euro-
pean Green Deal [34], the Political Guidelines for the European Commission 2024-2029 [6],
the Sustainability Due Diligence Directive [35] and related frameworks addressing competi-
tiveness, industrial transformation, resilience and economic security. Particular attention is
paid to policy objectives, strategic priorities, risk perceptions and governance instruments.

The documents analysed were deliberately selected based on their relevance to the
research questions and their importance within the evolving EU policy framework on
sustainability, economic security, resilience and strategic autonomy. The selection included
strategic policy documents, legislative acts and institutional reports issued by the European
Union that have shaped the development of sustainability governance, economic security
and strategic autonomy in recent years. Priority was given to documents defining policy
objectives, governance instruments and strategic priorities, as these provide the most
appropriate basis for examining the interaction between the three analytical dimensions
addressed in this study.

3.3. Qualitative Analysis of the Scientific Literature

Document analysis is the main source of empirical evidence. The study draws on EU
policy documents, legislative acts, policy reports and the academic literature on sustainable
development, geopolitics and economic security. Key sources include the Europe 2026
Sustainable Development Report, which provides data on the implementation of the
Sustainable Development Goals across Europe, and Geopolitics and Economic Diplomacy
in the European Union, which addresses resilience, geoeconomics and strategic autonomy
in EU policymaking [36].

These materials are complemented by studies focusing on innovation, sustainable
development, economic security and geopolitical fragmentation. The scientific literature
was used not only to establish a theoretical background but also to interpret policy devel-
opments, compare competing perspectives and contextualise the findings derived from the
analysis of EU strategic documents.

3.4. Analytical Procedure

The collected material was analysed through thematic coding and comparative analy-
sis. The coding framework focused on four analytical categories: sustainability, economic
security, strategic autonomy and resilience. The coding process involved identifying and
classifying recurring references to these categories, as well as related themes such as com-
petitiveness, external dependence, vulnerability and adaptive capacity in the analysed
documents. Comparative analysis was then used to identify convergences and divergences
in policy documents and analytical sources and to examine how these themes interact
within the current sustainability governance in the EU.

To strengthen validity, the study used triangulation by combining strategic documents,
legislative frameworks, policy reports and academic literature. This approach reduces
dependence on individual sources and allows for cross-validation of findings. Comparing
different categories of evidence also helps distinguish recurring governance patterns from
interpretations that might reflect the perspective of a single document or source.
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3.5. Research Limitations

The study has several limitations. Its qualitative design does not allow for direct
testing of causal relationships, and the selection of documents necessarily reflects the scope
of the research. Furthermore, the rapidly changing nature of geopolitical and geoeco-
nomic developments may affect the long-term relevance of some of the policy priorities
examined. Despite these limitations, the methodology used provides a suitable basis for
analysing the interaction between sustainable development, economic security and strate-
gic autonomy in the contemporary European Union. The proposed sustainable strategic
resilience framework should therefore be understood as an analytical tool for interpreting
complex governance relationships. Future research could examine its applicability through
comparative case studies, quantitative operationalisation of its analytical dimensions, or
mixed-methods research across different institutional and geopolitical contexts.

4. Results
4.1. Current State of Sustainable Development in the European Union

The European Union remains one of the world’s most successful players in the field of
sustainable development. According to the Europe 2026 Sustainable Development Report,
the EU achieved an average SDG score of 72.4 points, confirming its position among the
most successful regions in the world. Finland, Sweden and Denmark rank as the top
three European countries with SDG scores of 80.8, 78.7 and 78.1 [36]. Strong results are
particularly visible in the areas of health, education, social protection, quality of institutions
and environmental governance. These results reflect the Union’s regulatory capacity and
its long-term commitment to sustainable policymaking [37].

However, the aggregate results conceal significant differences. Northern Europe
achieved an average SDG index score of 79.7, compared to 69.8 in Central and Eastern
Europe and only 61.0 in the candidate countries [36]. While Northern and Western Eu-
ropean countries consistently occupy the highest positions in the SDG rankings, several
Central and Eastern European and candidate countries continue to face more significant
implementation challenges. These differences reflect differences in innovation capacity,
administrative efficiency, economic resilience and institutional performance, which shape
countries’ abilities to implement sustainability-related reforms and absorb external shocks.

Europe’s sustainability performance also remains linked to external dependencies.
Despite progress in renewable energy deployment, emission reductions and environmental
regulation, green and digital transformations continue to rely on imported raw materials,
global supply chains and external technological capacities [38]. This dependency is also
reflected in the Union’s environmental footprint, as more than 40% of the EU’s green-
house gas emissions are generated abroad through international production and trade
networks [36]. Strategic sectors such as batteries, semiconductors, critical raw materials and
clean energy technologies illustrate the extent to which sustainability objectives depend on
resources and capacities located outside the Union.

The Europe 2026 Sustainable Development Report further states that no European
country is currently on track to achieve all 17 Sustainable Development Goals by 2030.
Significant challenges remain in the areas of climate action (SDG 13), sustainable consump-
tion and production (SDG 12), biodiversity protection (SDGs 14 and 15) and sustainable
agriculture (SDG 2) [36]. Progress remains particularly uneven in the areas of resource
consumption, material footprint and decarbonisation of agriculture and energy-intensive
sectors. These challenges highlight the persistent tension between environmental objectives,
economic competitiveness and social cohesion [39].

From a governance perspective, sustainable development depends on factors that
go beyond national regulatory capacities. Persistent disparities are visible not only in
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environmental and economic performance but also in the social dimension of sustainability.
The ‘Leaving No One Behind’ index scored 75.3 points for the European Union as a whole,
but only 53.1 points for the candidate countries, highlighting significant disparities in
socioeconomic inclusion and development outcomes across Europe [36].

The report also highlights declining public trust in government institutions in several
large European countries and a general weakening of political commitment to implement-
ing the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). At the same time, geopolitical tensions,
supply chain disruptions and strategic competition expose vulnerabilities that conventional
sustainability indicators do not capture. The sustainability of the European model therefore
depends not only on environmental and socioeconomic performance but also on resilience
and the ability to manage external dependencies.

Evidence suggests that the EU combines relatively strong sustainability performance
with significant structural vulnerabilities. This combination provides a starting point for
understanding how geopolitical and geoeconomic changes are changing sustainability
governance in the European Union.

Institutional capacity and resilience can act as enabling conditions for sustainable
development. Countries that score higher on the SDGs and LNOB tend to combine strong
governance performance, advanced innovation systems and greater economic adaptabil-
ity. Conversely, lower-performing regions often face concurrent constraints related to
administrative efficiency, investment capacity and socioeconomic cohesion. This pattern
suggests that sustainability performance is not determined solely by environmental or
social policies but also by broader institutional and economic capabilities that influence
the ability to absorb external shocks and adhere to long-term policy commitments. The
findings support the argument that resilience should be considered an integral part of
sustainability governance, rather than a stand-alone policy objective.

As Figure 1 illustrates, substantial differences in sustainability performance persist
across European sub-regions. The contrast between Northern Europe (SDG index: 79.7)
and the candidate countries of the Western Balkans (SDG index: 61.0) highlights signifi-
cant differences in institutional capacity, socioeconomic development and the ability to
implement sustainability-related reforms [36]. These differences suggest that European
sustainability governance operates in heterogeneous conditions that affect countries’ ability
to respond to external shocks and pursue long-term development goals.

A similar pattern is visible in the Leave No One Behind (LNOB) index. While Northern
Europe achieves relatively high levels of social inclusion and cohesion, lower scores in the
Western Balkans and parts of Central and Eastern Europe point to persistent socioeconomic
vulnerability [36]. These findings highlight the importance of taking into account territorial
and institutional differences when assessing the resilience of the European sustainability
model. In this context, sustainability performance appears to be closely linked to broader
issues of adaptive capacity, resilience and governance effectiveness.

The regional differences illustrated in Figure 1 also reveal an important geopolitical
dimension to sustainability governance. The regional comparison follows the analyti-
cal classification adopted in the Europe Sustainable Development Report 2026 [36]. Al-
though alternative perspectives, including the frequently discussed North-South divide,
are common in the literature, the present grouping provides the most appropriate basis for
analysing institutional capacity, socioeconomic resilience and sustainability performance
within the empirical framework of this study.

Countries with stronger institutional capacity and higher levels of socioeconomic in-
clusion generally appear to be better prepared to adapt to geopolitical disruptions, supply
chain shocks and technological transformations. Conversely, regions with poorer perfor-
mance may be more vulnerable to external economic pressures and strategic dependencies,
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potentially exacerbating existing development disparities within Europe. This suggests
that sustainability governance intersects with issues of economic security and strategic
resilience. In this respect, the uneven distribution of sustainability performance within Eu-
rope is not only a development challenge but also a strategic issue that affects the Union’s
overall ability to pursue long-term sustainability goals in an increasingly competitive
international environment.

100.0
90.0

80.0
70.0
60.0
50.0
40.0
30.0
20.0
10.0

0.0

Northern Europe EU-27 Average Central and Eastern Western Balkans

Europe

B SDG Index Score (2026) B LNOB Index Score (2026)

Figure 1. Regional fragmentation of SDG and LNOB index scores across European sub-systems (2026).
Source: Authors” own elaboration based on Europe Sustainable Development Report 2026 [36].

As shown in Figure 2, several countries with lower overall SDG performance also
display different spillover profiles, illustrating that domestic sustainability performance and
transboundary sustainability impacts represent distinct but complementary dimensions
of sustainable development. The International Spillover Index therefore should not be
interpreted as a direct measure of overall sustainability performance but as an indicator
capturing the external environmental and socioeconomic effects associated with national
patterns of production and consumption [36].

The comparison suggests that countries achieving relatively high SDG scores may
also generate substantial external environmental and socioeconomic impacts through
international production and consumption networks. This pattern is particularly visible in
highly developed economies such as Finland, Sweden, Germany and France [36].

These findings highlight the interconnected nature of sustainability management in an
integrated global economy, where domestic sustainability performance and transboundary
sustainability impacts represent complementary but analytically distinct dimensions of
sustainable development. The results reinforce the argument that assessing sustainable
development requires consideration of both domestic performance and the transboundary
effects associated with international production and consumption networks. They also
support the broader analytical perspective developed in this article, according to which sus-
tainability, economic security and strategic autonomy are gradually becoming interrelated
dimensions of European governance under conditions of geopolitical uncertainty.
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(Northern  (Northern  (Western (Western (Central and (Central and (Western (Western
Europe) Europe) Europe) Europe) Eastern Eastern Balkans) Balkans)
Europe) Europe)
@ X-Axis: International Spillover Index (2026) OY-Axis: SDG Index Score (2026)

Figure 2. National SDG performance and international spillover profiles (2026). Source: Authors’
own elaboration based on Europe Sustainable Development Report 2026 [36].

4.2. Geopolitical Transformation and New Constraints on Sustainability

A review of strategic documents and expert reports shows that sustainable devel-
opment in the European Union is shaped by geopolitical instability and geoeconomic
fragmentation [8]. The assumptions on which many sustainability policies were originally
formulated—deepening economic integration, stable supply chains and relatively pre-
dictable international cooperation—have been challenged by the COVID-19 pandemic, the
Russian invasion of Ukraine, intensifying great power competition and the politicisation of
trade and technology [32].

A key consequence of this transformation has been the recognition that economic
interdependence can create strategic vulnerabilities. EU policy is placing greater emphasis
on resilience, diversification and reducing vulnerabilities alongside market openness and
integration. This shift is particularly visible in areas such as energy security, critical raw
materials, advanced technologies and strategic infrastructure.

The energy crisis triggered by the war in Ukraine illustrates the consequences of
these vulnerabilities. Supply disruptions have exposed the risks associated with excessive
external dependence, while rising energy prices have triggered inflationary pressures and
increased production costs. At the same time, the crisis has accelerated efforts to diversify
energy sources and expand renewable energy capacities, reinforcing the link between
sustainability and energy security [1].

Similar challenges affect critical raw materials and strategic technologies. Green and
digital transformations depend on resources and technologies concentrated in a limited
number of countries, making sustainability objectives dependent on supply chain resilience,
industrial capacities and technological capabilities [40]. Decarbonisation and digitalisation
have become closely linked to broader issues of geopolitical risk management.

These developments are changing the very meaning of sustainability. In addition to
environmental and social objectives, sustainability is also associated with resilience and
the ability to withstand external disruptions. This reflects a broader shift from efficiency-
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oriented governance to a model that places greater emphasis on resilience, security and
strategic capabilities [3].

Geopolitical and geoeconomic changes have thus become an integral part of sus-
tainability governance and can no longer be considered merely as its external context.
Achieving sustainability goals depends on the ability to manage strategic vulnerabilities
arising from an uncertain international environment.

4.3. Economic Security as a New Sustainability Imperative

Economic security has moved from a specialised political issue to a central component
of current EU governance. This shift reflects the recognition that sustainable development
depends on the resilience of critical economic systems, including energy networks, supply
chains, technological infrastructure and industrial capacities.

Recent EU strategies prioritise resilience, risk management and vulnerability reduction
alongside market integration and openness. This does not represent a departure from sus-
tainability objectives but reflects an effort to reconcile economic openness with the capacity
to absorb external shocks and geopolitical disruptions. Recent policy debates also indicate
a gradual adjustment of selected Green Deal measures in response to concerns regarding
European competitiveness, industrial capacity and regulatory effectiveness. The Draghi
and Letta reports similarly argue that strengthening Europe’s long-term competitiveness
requires closer integration of sustainability, innovation, resilience and economic security
within a coherent policy framework [6,30,31].

The transition to climate neutrality illustrates this interdependence. Achieving sus-
tainability goals requires secure access to energy resources, critical raw materials, ad-
vanced technologies, and strategic industrial capacities [38]. Vulnerabilities in these areas
can increase costs, slow down investment and limit the implementation of environmen-
tal policies. Sustainability management includes aspects traditionally associated with
economic security.

Supply chain resilience has become a particular policy priority. Recent disruptions
have revealed the risks associated with excessive concentration of production and sup-
ply in a limited number of countries [41]. In response, EU policy supports diversifica-
tion, strategic partnerships and strengthening of industrial capacities aimed at reducing
critical dependencies [20].

Industrial policy plays a central role in this process. Sectors such as renewable energy
technologies, batteries, semiconductors, artificial intelligence and critical raw materials
are simultaneously linked to decarbonisation, competitiveness and economic security [42].
Investments in these areas reflect the growing convergence of the goals of sustainability
and economic security.

However, this convergence brings trade-offs. Measures aimed at reducing dependen-
cies and strengthening resilience may increase short-term costs and sometimes conflict
with considerations of market efficiency. However, EU policy considers these costs to be
manageable compared to the risks associated with strategic vulnerability.

Economic security is currently an integral part of sustainable development and no
longer represents a separate policy area. Its growing importance reflects a wider shift
towards a model in which sustainability, resilience and competitiveness are pursued as
interconnected goals.

4.4. Green Transition and Technological Competition

The green transition is shaped by technological and geopolitical considerations, along
with environmental objectives. While climate neutrality remains a central EU policy objec-
tive, its implementation has become closely linked to technological leadership, industrial
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competitiveness and strategic resilience [28]. The transformation has evolved into a broader
project of economic transformation.

Many of the technologies essential for decarbonisation have also become strategic
assets. Renewable energy systems, batteries, semiconductors, hydrogen technologies,
artificial intelligence and advanced digital infrastructure are seen not only as tools for
sustainability but also as sources of economic competitiveness and geopolitical influence.
The ability to develop and deploy these technologies has consequently become a strategic
priority for the European Union [43].

The transition is also creating new forms of dependency. Although renewable energy
reduces dependence on imported fossil fuels, it increases demand for critical raw materi-
als, advanced manufacturing capabilities and specialised technological components. The
concentration of manufacturing and processing capacities in a limited number of countries
creates vulnerabilities that can affect both the pace and resilience of decarbonisation. These
concerns are reinforced by evidence showing that the supply of several critical minerals
essential for clean energy technologies remains highly geographically concentrated, in-
creasing the strategic importance of diversification and resilience measures as part of the
green transition [43,44].

Addressing these vulnerabilities requires not only technological innovation and in-
dustrial investment but also the diversification of strategic partnerships. Cooperation with
neighbouring regions, particularly North Africa and the Eastern Mediterranean, together
with Turkey as an important regional partner, can contribute to more resilient renewable
energy value chains, diversify access to strategic resources and enhance the long-term
security of Europe’s sustainable energy transition.

In this context, Euro-Mediterranean cooperation has become an increasingly important
framework for renewable energy integration, the development of low-carbon hydrogen
value chains and the resilience of regional energy networks. Beyond supporting the green
transition, it also reinforces the external dimension of the European Union’s sustainability
governance by diversifying energy cooperation and strengthening long-term economic
security. This external dimension is also reflected in the Global Gateway strategy, through
which the European Union links sustainable infrastructure investment, energy connec-
tivity and international partnerships with broader objectives of economic security and
geopolitical resilience [45].

Morocco illustrates this approach by emerging as one of the European Union’s princi-
pal partners in renewable energy and green hydrogen development [46]. Such partnerships
demonstrate how external cooperation can simultaneously support decarbonisation, diver-
sify strategic supply chains and enhance the resilience of Europe’s future energy system.

The Eastern Mediterranean also represents an important area for the diversification of
energy cooperation and the development of future low-carbon energy corridors [47]. In this
context, Turkey occupies a distinctive position as a strategic partner whose importance is
accompanied by persistent geopolitical challenges, illustrating that the external dimension
of sustainability governance requires balancing opportunities for cooperation with broader
regional and security considerations [48].

Viewed from this perspective, diversified energy partnerships represent not only a
means of securing sustainable energy supplies but also an instrument for strengthening
economic security, reducing strategic dependencies and reinforcing the sustainable strate-
gic resilience framework proposed in this article. This approach is further reflected in
the European Union’s Critical Raw Materials Act, which seeks to reduce excessive exter-
nal dependencies by strengthening domestic capacities, diversifying supply sources and
expanding strategic partnerships with reliable international partners [49].
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In response, EU policy combines environmental objectives with industrial and inno-
vation strategies. Support for clean technologies, R&D and strategic investments reflects
the drive to strengthen competitiveness while advancing sustainability goals [50]. Innova-
tion capacity thus becomes a key factor linking decarbonisation, economic resilience and
technological sovereignty.

This transformation is not without challenges. Intensifying competition in clean
technologies can stimulate innovation and investment, but it can also fuel a race to the
bottom, regulatory fragmentation and uneven distribution of benefits between Member
States. Differences in technological capabilities can reinforce existing economic asymmetries
within the Union.

The green transition has become a central arena where sustainability, technological
competition and geopolitical adaptation intersect. Its success depends on the EU’s ability to
reconcile environmental ambition with industrial competitiveness and strategic resilience.

4.5. Strategic Autonomy and Sustainable Development

Strategic autonomy has become a key concept linking sustainability, economic security
and geopolitical adaptation in the European Union. Originally associated with foreign and
security policy, it has now expanded to include economic, technological, industrial and
sustainable policy [3]. This development reflects the recognition that the long-term viability
of the European model depends not only on the performance of internal policies but also
on the ability to reduce critical dependencies and maintain strategic capacities.

In EU policy discourse, strategic autonomy is not understood as economic isolation.
It refers to the ability to pursue political, economic and sustainable objectives without
excessive dependence on external actors. The concept seeks to reconcile openness with
resilience by preserving the benefits of international cooperation while limiting exposure to
strategic vulnerabilities [20,22].

Many sustainability challenges have a clear strategic dimension. Climate neutrality,
green transition and digital transformation depend on secure access to energy sources,
critical raw materials, advanced technologies and resilient industrial ecosystems. Without
these conditions, sustainability objectives become vulnerable to supply disruptions, market
volatility and geopolitical pressure. Strategic autonomy therefore functions as an enabling
condition for sustainable development.

The relationship between sustainability and strategic autonomy is largely comple-
mentary. Investments in renewable energy sources reduce dependence on imported fossil
fuels while strengthening energy security. Supporting innovation and clean technologies si-
multaneously contributes to decarbonisation, competitiveness and technological resilience.
Similarly, diversifying supply chains not only increases economic security but also the
stability of sustainability-related investments [51].

However, this convergence brings trade-offs. Reducing external dependence can
increase production costs, require significant public investment and create frictions between
Member States with different economic structures and industrial priorities. Strategic
autonomy requires a balance between resilience, competitiveness, cohesion and openness.

Strategic autonomy serves as an integrative framework linking sustainability, eco-
nomic security and resilience. This trend reflects the broader transformation of sustainable
development from a largely regulatory project to a strategy aimed at strengthening Europe’s
long-term adaptive capacity in the context of growing geopolitical pressures [33].

4.6. Towards Sustainable Strategic Resilience

The preceding analysis suggests that sustainable development, economic security
and strategic autonomy operate as interconnected components of a common governance
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framework. The empirical findings consistently demonstrate that progress towards sus-
tainability depends not only on environmental and socioeconomic policies but also on the
capacity to manage strategic dependencies, strengthen resilience and enhance strategic
capabilities under conditions of geopolitical uncertainty. Within this framework, geopoliti-
cal uncertainty is understood as a structural condition of the contemporary governance
environment that shapes long-term policy choices rather than as a temporary consequence
of individual crises. These findings provide the analytical foundation for the sustainable
strategic resilience framework proposed in this article.

These changes have affected the conditions under which sustainability goals are
pursued. Progress towards climate neutrality, resource efficiency and social cohesion
depends on resilient supply chains, secure access to critical technologies and raw materials
and the ability to manage external vulnerabilities. At the same time, economic security
and strategic autonomy derive much of their meaning from their contribution to long-term
sustainable development [52].

To capture this convergence, this article proposes the concept of sustainable strategic
resilience. This framework integrates three mutually reinforcing pillars: sustainable devel-
opment, economic security and strategic autonomy. Sustainable development provides
long-term environmental, economic and social objectives, economic security reduces expo-
sure to external shocks, and strategic autonomy strengthens the Union’s ability to pursue
these objectives in conditions of geopolitical uncertainty [33].

The relationship between these pillars is reciprocal rather than hierarchical. Sustainable
development creates the demand for resilience and strategic capacities, while economic
security and strategic autonomy provide the conditions necessary to achieve sustainability
objectives. Resilience therefore results from their interaction and should not be seen as a
stand-alone policy objective [10,33].

The sustainable strategic resilience framework proposes a broader understanding of
sustainable development within the European Union. Sustainability encompasses not only
environmental performance and socioeconomic outcomes but also adaptability, resilience
and strategic capacity. The geopoliticisation of the international environment is thus
changing not only the governance but also the conceptual foundations of sustainable
development in Europe. The main components of the sustainable strategic resilience
framework are summarised in Table 2.

Table 2. Components of the sustainable strategic resilience framework.

Pillar Function Main Objective

Sustainable Development Long-term transformation Environmental, social and economic sustainability
Economic Security Vulnerability reduction Resilience and continuity

Strategic Autonomy Strategic capacity Independent policy implementation

Source: Authors” own elaboration.

5. Discussion
5.1. From Sustainable Development to Sustainable Strategic Resilience

Classical approaches to sustainable development capture only a part of the challenges
facing the European Union. Traditional frameworks successfully integrate environmental,
economic and social objectives but pay limited attention to the strategic conditions necessary
for their implementation [11].

Contemporary sustainability governance operates in an environment shaped by geopo-
litical competition, technological rivalry, supply chain disruption and increasing economic
fragmentation [13]. Under these conditions, achieving sustainability objectives depends not
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only on environmental performance and socioeconomic outcomes but also on the ability to
manage external vulnerabilities and maintain critical capacities.

This change broadens the analytical scope of sustainability. Long-term development
requires resilience, adaptability and strategic capacities alongside environmental protection
and social cohesion. For this reason, sustainability becomes not only a question of desired
outcomes but also of the institutional and economic conditions necessary to achieve them.

The concept of sustainable strategic resilience reflects this transformation. By inte-
grating sustainable development, economic security, and strategic autonomy into a single
framework, sustainable strategic resilience emphasises the growing interdependence be-
tween sustainability goals and the strategic environment in which those goals are pursued.

Sustainable strategic resilience does not replace established sustainability principles; it
extends them to reflect the realities of an increasingly uncertain international order. In this
sense, it represents an adaptation of the sustainability paradigm rather than a departure
from it. The conceptual relationships among sustainable development, economic security,
strategic autonomy, and resilience are illustrated in Figure 3.

SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

===p (Environmental, Economic and Social Objectives) Pr—
,/ i B w
« Environmental Protection + Economic Prosperity + Social Inclusion v

/

« Good Governance « Intergenerational Equity

¢ v
( STRATEGIC AUTONOMY )
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Independent Action)

’
]
1
1
|
v
e
ECONOMIC SECURITY Rk
(Vulnerability Reduction,
Resilient Supply Chains,
Critical Resources)

DYNAMIC
INTERACTION

Mutual reinforcement

Critical raw materials and resources Technological leadership and innovation

Resilient supply chains Industrial and technological sovereignty

and interdependence
across all dimensions

Energy security Strategic policy independence

* s s s o

Economic stability and competitiveness Global influence and normative power

Reduced external vulnerabilities Ability to act autonomously

SUSTAINABLE STRATEGIC RESILIENCE
(Resilience, Adaptability, Long-Term Competitiveness,
and Capacity to Sustain Development under
Conditions of Geopolitical Uncertainty)

Figure 3. Sustainable strategic resilience framework. Source: Authors” own elaboration.

As Table 3 shows, the framework conceptualises sustainable development, economic
security and strategic autonomy as mutually reinforcing pillars of the current European de-
velopment model. Sustainable development provides long-term environmental, economic
and social goals, while economic security and strategic autonomy create the conditions nec-
essary for their implementation in conditions of geopolitical uncertainty. Their interaction
generates sustainable strategic resilience, understood as the ability to sustain long-term
development through resilience, adaptability and strategic capabilities.

Table 3. Key dimensions of sustainable strategic resilience.

Dimension

Sustainability Contribution Strategic Contribution

Energy Transition
Critical Raw Materials
Industrial Policy
Innovation Capacity
Supply Chains

Decarbonisation Energy Security
Green Technologies Supply Security
Sustainable Growth Competitiveness
Technological Progress Strategic Autonomy
Economic Stability Resilience

Source: Authors” own elaboration.
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5.2. Reconciling Sustainability and Economic Security

The relationship between sustainability and economic security is often seen as a
trade-off [53]. Sustainability policies can increase regulatory and investment costs, while
measures aimed at reducing strategic dependency can limit some of the efficiency gains
associated with economic openness [54]. This view portrays resilience, competitiveness
and sustainability as potentially conflicting objectives.

Recent developments illustrate that these tensions are not merely theoretical. Follow-
ing Russia’s invasion of Ukraine, several Member States expanded LNG import infrastruc-
ture to strengthen energy security and reduce dependence on Russian gas while raising
concerns about the long-term compatibility of such investments with climate objectives.
Likewise, the simplification of selected sustainability legislation under the 2025 Omnibus
package reflects continuing efforts to reconcile competitiveness, regulatory efficiency and
sustainability within an increasingly challenging geopolitical environment [55,56].

This relationship appears to be more complex than is often assumed. In the current
geopolitical context, sustainability and economic security are interdependent. Sustainable
development requires secure access to energy, technology and critical resources, while
economic security derives much of its long-term significance from supporting innovation,
competitiveness and societal stability [12].

This interdependence challenges approaches that consider sustainability and economic
security as separate policy areas. Environmental transformation, industrial resilience and
economic security represent different dimensions of the same governance challenge [42].
The key question is therefore not how to prioritise one objective over another but how to
effectively manage their interaction. Such trade-offs should not be regarded as temporary
deviations from sustainability policy but as an inherent feature of governance in an increas-
ingly complex geopolitical environment. The effectiveness of sustainability governance
therefore depends less on eliminating competing objectives than on balancing them through
adaptive and coherent policymaking.

The results further suggest that policy synergies can often mitigate the trade-offs
associated with sustainability governance. Investments in clean technologies, innovation
and strategic industrial capacities can simultaneously promote decarbonisation, competi-
tiveness and resilience [9]. Conversely, narrowly sectoral approaches risk creating policy
incoherence and unintended costs.

Reconciling sustainability and economic security should be seen as a governance
challenge, not as a choice between competing priorities. Their deepening convergence is a
characteristic feature of current EU policymaking and reinforces the logic underlying the
sustainable strategic resilience framework.

5.3. The Geopoliticisation of EU Sustainability Governance

The findings point to a broader transformation of sustainable development governance
within the European Union. Sustainability policy has traditionally been formulated through
environmental, social and regulatory objectives, with geopolitical dynamics largely seen as
external constraints. This distinction is becoming increasingly difficult to maintain.

Sustainability governance is becoming part of a broader strategic context shaped by
geopolitical competition, economic fragmentation and technological rivalry [32]. As a
result, sustainability is no longer pursued solely as a regulatory objective but also as part of
Europe’s broader adaptation to a changing international environment.

This shift should not be interpreted as a replacement of environmental priorities by
geopolitical considerations. Rather, it reflects the integration of previously separate policy
areas. Sustainability, industrial policy, economic governance and strategic planning in the
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field are increasingly intertwined, changing not only the instruments but also the priorities
of EU policymaking.

From a theoretical perspective, this development supports a broader understanding of
geopoliticisation. This process goes beyond foreign and security policy and affects policy
areas traditionally considered to be regulatory or socioeconomic. Sustainability governance
illustrates how geopolitical considerations are reshaping the strategic logic of European inte-
gration without displacing its fundamental environmental and development objectives [7].

The geopoliticisation of sustainability governance changes the context in which sus-
tainability is pursued, while its fundamental objectives remain unchanged. What changes
is not the objective of sustainable development as such, but the strategic conditions under
which it is pursued.

5.4. Implications for EU Policymaking

Sustainability, economic security and strategic autonomy can no longer be addressed
through separate policy frameworks. Their interdependence requires a more integrated
approach that balances environmental objectives with resilience, competitiveness and
strategic capacity.

For the European Green Deal, this means that decarbonisation depends on industrial
capacity, technological innovation and secure access to key resources [29]. The effectiveness
of climate policy is therefore linked not only to regulatory ambition but also to the resilience
of the wider economic system [5].

A similar logic applies to the Clean Industry Deal and related industrial policy initia-
tives. Industrial transformation not only serves environmental and economic objectives
but also reduces vulnerabilities linked to key technologies, strategic sectors and external
dependencies. Competitiveness and sustainability operate as complementary and mutually
reinforcing objectives [44].

The findings also point to the growing role of strategic autonomy in EU governance.
Strategic autonomy is not an alternative to sustainability; it provides a framework through
which sustainability objectives can be pursued despite increasing geopolitical pressures.

Finally, the European Economic Security Strategy illustrates the convergence of re-
silience and sustainability agendas. The strategy recognises that economic security depends
not only on reducing strategic dependencies but also on strengthening innovation, tech-
nological capacity, competitiveness and resilient supply chains [20,57]. Economic security
measures therefore appear most effective when integrated with industrial development
and long-term sustainability objectives.

Collectively, these developments point towards a more integrated model of EU gov-
ernance, in which sustainability, economic security and strategic autonomy function as
mutually reinforcing dimensions of a common governance framework. This integrated
perspective also provides consistent answers to the three research questions, showing
how geopolitical and geoeconomic transformations influence sustainability governance,
reinforce the role of economic security and strategic autonomy, and redefine the conditions
for long-term sustainable development in the European Union.

6. Conclusions

This study examined how geopolitical and geoeconomic transformations are reshaping
sustainability governance in the European Union. The findings demonstrate that these
transformations have fundamentally altered the conditions under which sustainability
governance is conceived and implemented.

The research draws three conclusions that provide answers to the research questions.
First, geopolitical and geoeconomic developments directly affect the implementation of
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sustainable development by creating vulnerabilities associated with energy systems, critical
resources, supply chains, and technological dependencies. Second, economic security and
strategic autonomy act as enabling conditions for sustainability by strengthening resilience
and reducing exposure to external disruptions. Third, the increasing interdependence of
sustainability, economic security, and strategic capacity suggests that these objectives can
no longer be addressed through separate policy frameworks.

The study further suggests that sustainable development is undergoing a conceptual
transformation. While environmental, economic and social objectives remain central,
their achievement depends on resilience, adaptability and the ability to manage strategic
dependencies. Sustainability is therefore closely linked to broader issues of competitiveness
and strategic capabilities.

The main theoretical contribution of this article is the concept of sustainable strate-
gic resilience. By integrating sustainable development, economic security and strategic
autonomy into a single analytical framework, sustainable strategic resilience offers a tool
for understanding how sustainability management adapts to a changing geopolitical envi-
ronment. It also helps to bridge the gap between sustainability studies, geoeconomics and
strategic policy research. For a clearer orientation of the documents used, see Appendix A.

The study is limited by its qualitative design and reliance on document analysis.
Future research could further develop the proposed framework through comparative
studies, quantitative approaches or sector-specific analyses.

Sustainable development in the European Union can no longer be understood solely
through environmental and socioeconomic indicators. It increasingly depends on the
ability to reduce vulnerability, strengthen resilience and sustain long-term development in
conditions of geopolitical uncertainty.
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Appendix A

Table Al. Overview of the principal documents analysed.

Document

Year Issuing Body Role in the Analysis

European Green Deal

Provides the overarching framework
2019 European Commission for the EU’s sustainability and
climate policy.

Directive (EU) 2024 /1760
on Corporate Sustainability
Due Diligence (CSDDD)

Illustrates the regulatory dimension of
2024 European Parliament and Council sustainability governance and
corporate responsibility.

Political Guidelines for the

European Commission
2024-2029

Defines current strategic priorities
2024 European Commission linking competitiveness, sustainability,
resilience and economic security.
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Table Al. Cont.

Document Year Issuing Body Role in the Analysis
European Economic Establishes the conceptual framework
Security Strategy 2023 European Commission for economic security and strategic
(JOIN(2023)20 final) dependency management.
Strategic Foresight Report
2023: Sustainability and Explains the relationship between
People’s Wellbeing at the 2023 European Commission sustainability and open
Heart of Europe’s Open strategic autonomy.
Strategic Autonomy
Europe Sustainable 2026 Sustainable Development Pr&llc}grsneerr?g {;t)cr?la?;li;izfazgfgc
Development Report 2026 Solutions Network (SDSN) P :
spillover effects.

Geopolitics and Economic European Institute of Public Provides analytical background on
Diplomacy in the 2025 Administration/ geoeconomics, resilience and
European Union relevant publisher strategic autonomy.

The Future of European Supports analysis of competitiveness,
Competitiveness 2024 European Commission industrial transformation and
(Draghi Report) technological capacity.
Much More than a Market 2004 High-level report to the i}{lp}llorts d1§1§u551on c()iflthe Single
(Letta Report) European Council arket, resilience and long-term
competitiveness.
Source: Compiled by the author.

The documents were analysed using a common coding framework focusing on
four principal analytical categories: sustainability, economic security, strategic autonomy
and resilience. Additional coding categories, including competitiveness, strategic depen-
dencies, external vulnerability and governance capacity, were used where relevant to
capture cross-cutting themes and policy interactions across the analysed documents.
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