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Abstract

The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) Prosperity Cluster (SDGs 7-11) represents a
multidimensional framework linking economic growth, social inclusion, environmental
sustainability, and resilient development. This review critically examines the interconnec-
tions among Affordable and Clean Energy (SDG 7), Decent Work and Economic Growth
(SDG 8), Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure (SDG 9), Reduced Inequalities (SDG 10),
and Sustainable Cities and Communities (SDG 11), with the aim of exploring how these
goals collectively contribute to sustainable prosperity. Adopting a structured literature
review methodology informed by PRISMA principles, the study synthesizes peer-reviewed
and gray literature collected from major academic databases and institutional sources. The
findings indicate that progress toward the prosperity-oriented SDGs remains uneven across
regions due to disparities in governance quality, technological capacity, infrastructure de-
velopment, and social inclusion. Renewable energy transitions, digital innovation, circular
economy initiatives, green infrastructure, and sustainable urban planning emerge as critical
drivers of long-term prosperity, while inequality, weak institutional coordination, inade-
quate human-capital investment, and uneven access to technology remain major barriers.
The review further demonstrates that progress in one SDG strongly influences outcomes in
others, emphasizing the importance of integrated and policy-coherent approaches rather
than isolated sectoral actions. Conceptually, the paper advances the understanding of the
“Prosperity Cluster” by positioning dynamism, equity, and environmental stewardship
as mutually reinforcing dimensions of sustainable development. The study concludes

that achieving sustainable prosperity requires governance systems capable of balancing
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1. Introduction

Achieving sustainable development remains one of the most urgent global priorities in
the twenty-first century, particularly as countries continue to face interconnected economic,
environmental and social challenges. Sustainable development was most prominently
defined in the World Commission on Environment and Development (WCED) Brundtland
Report as the “development that meets the needs of the present without compromising
the ability of future generations to meet their own needs” [1]. This definition established
sustainability as a framework that integrates long-term environmental protection with
economic progress and social well-being.

In response to growing global concerns regarding inequality, environmental degrada-
tion and economic instability, 193 United Nations member states adopted the 17 Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) in 2015 as part of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Develop-
ment [2,3]. These goals aim to advance prosperity, environmental protection, social inclu-
sion and institutional cooperation through integrated and universal policy frameworks. The
SDGs are structured around the five core dimensions of People, Planet, Prosperity, Peace
and Partnership, emphasizing that sustainable development cannot be achieved through
isolated sectoral interventions [4] and aim to raise growth and improvement in all countries,
at a universal level, without leaving anyone behind, covering the environmental, social and
economic pillars in a balanced manner [5,6]. Within this framework, SDGs 7-11 constitute
the Prosperity dimension, reflecting the premise that sustainable prosperity emerges from
the interaction of economic dynamism, social inclusion and environmental sustainability.
This review adopts the UN classification as an analytical lens and contributes by examining
the interconnections among SDGs 7-11 rather than assessing each goal independently [7].
By synthesizing evidence across energy systems, employment, innovation, inequality and
urban sustainability, the study highlights how progress in one prosperity-related goal can
reinforce or constrain progress in others.

Although the previous literature has examined individual SDGs extensively, compara-
tively fewer studies have explored the conceptual and practical interconnections among
the “Prosperity” SDGs (7-11) as an integrated cluster. This study addresses that gap by ex-
amining how economic dynamism, social equity and environmental sustainability interact
collectively within the Prosperity Cluster framework. Rather than treating these goals as
separate development objectives, the paper conceptualizes SDGs 7-11 as a mutually rein-
forcing system in which progress or failure in one dimension directly influences outcomes
in others.

The Prosperity Cluster includes SDGs (7-11) and, collectively, these goals seek to pro-
mote inclusive economic development, resilient infrastructure, technological advancement,
equitable opportunities and environmentally sustainable urban systems. This clustering
framework provides analytical value because it highlights the interdependence between
economic modernization, social inclusion and environmental resilience, thereby offering a
systems-oriented perspective on sustainable prosperity. These goals are fundamental for
not only raising life standard to a higher level but also for ensuring that prosperity is shared
broadly, considerably ensuring the achievement of reduced inequalities and minimizing
environmental degradation [7].

Conceptually, the term “dynamism” within this paper refers to innovation-driven
economic transformation, productive employment, technological advancement and infras-
tructure development. “Equity” refers to fair access to opportunities, resources, services
and participation in economic and social systems. “Environment” refers to ecological
sustainability, climate resilience and responsible resource management. The interaction
among these dimensions forms the foundation of sustainable prosperity because economic
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growth that excludes vulnerable populations or degrades environmental systems ultimately
undermines long-term development stability.

1.1. SDG 7 “Affordable and Clean Energy”

SDG 7 seeks universal access to reliable, affordable and clean energy. Access to mod-
ern energy services supports social development because schools, healthcare facilities and
businesses depend on stable electricity systems. Research demonstrates that renewable
energy technologies, particularly solar and wind energy, have expanded significantly in
recent years and are increasingly contributing to emissions reduction and energy diversifi-
cation [8]. Studies also show that cleaner household energy sources improve public health
outcomes by reducing indoor air pollution and respiratory diseases. Beyond technological
deployment, the literature increasingly emphasizes that successful energy transitions de-
pend on governance quality, financing mechanisms and institutional coordination. Unequal
access to investment, infrastructure and policy support has contributed to uneven global
progress toward SDG 7, particularly across developing regions [8,9]. This demonstrates
that clean energy transitions are not solely technological processes, but socio-economic
transformations requiring integrated planning and inclusive governance systems.

1.2. SDG 8 “Decent Work and Economic Growth”

SDG 8 focuses on promoting inclusive economic growth, productive employment
and decent working conditions. Existing research shows that workforce development,
digital skills and green employment sectors are increasingly important for adapting labor
markets to technological and environmental transitions [10]. Decent work contributes to
social stability because stable employment, legal protections and fair wages improve living
conditions and reduce vulnerability.

However, the literature also demonstrates important tensions within SDG 8 implemen-
tation. While digitalization and green transitions create new economic opportunities, they
can simultaneously increase labor precarity, skills inequalities and employment displace-
ment when institutional protections are weak [9]. This suggests that sustainable economic
growth requires balancing productivity and competitiveness with social protection and
long-term workforce inclusion.

1.3. SDG 9 “Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure”

SDG 9 emphasizes resilient infrastructure, inclusive industrialization and technologi-
cal innovation. Infrastructure systems, digital connectivity and research capacity strongly
influence national productivity and long-term development trajectories. Studies show that
countries investing in technological innovation, industrial modernization and research
systems are generally more capable of transitioning toward sustainable production sys-
tems [11].

At the same time, the literature highlights substantial disparities in innovation capacity
between developed and developing regions. Technological monopolization, unequal access
to research funding and institutional weaknesses often limit the ability of lower-income
countries to fully participate in sustainable industrial transitions. Consequently, SDG 9 is
closely linked to broader questions of equity, governance and international development
cooperation [9].

1.4. SDG 10 “Reduced Inequalities”

SDG 10 addresses inequalities in income, opportunity, social participation and access
to services. Research consistently demonstrates that inequality emerges through uneven
access to healthcare, education, employment opportunities and institutional representa-
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tion [12]. Studies emphasize that reducing inequalities requires inclusive public policies,
effective social protection systems and equitable institutional frameworks [9].

Importantly, inequality also shapes the effectiveness of progress across other Pros-
perity SDGs. Technological innovation, renewable energy transitions and urban modern-
ization frequently benefit already advantaged populations more rapidly than marginal-
ized groups. As a result, economic growth and innovation alone do not automatically
produce inclusive prosperity unless accompanied by redistributive and participatory
governance mechanisms.

1.5. SDG 11 “Sustainable Cities and Communities”

SDG 11 seeks to create inclusive, resilient and sustainable urban environments. Ur-
ban centers generate substantial economic activity but also concentrate environmental
pressures, housing shortages and infrastructure challenges. Research highlights the impor-
tance of affordable housing, sustainable transport systems and integrated urban planning
approaches that balance economic, environmental and social priorities [13].

Recent scholarship further demonstrates that sustainable cities require more than
technological “smart city” solutions. Effective urban sustainability depends heavily on
governance quality, public participation, equitable service distribution and long-term
environmental planning. Consequently, SDG 11 operates as a convergence point where
issues related to energy, inequality, infrastructure and economic development intersect
simultaneously [14].

1.6. Major Challenges of SDGs 7-11

Despite increasing global commitment toward the Prosperity SDGs (7-11), progress
across these goals remains uneven and constrained by a series of interconnected structural,
institutional, economic, and environmental challenges. A recurring pattern throughout
the literature is that barriers affecting one SDG frequently undermine progress in others,
demonstrating the deeply interdependent nature of the Prosperity Cluster. Rather than
functioning as isolated policy domains, SDGs 7-11 operate as a connected system in which
weaknesses in governance, financing, inequality, and climate resilience generate cascading
effects across multiple dimensions of sustainable development.

One of the most persistent challenges relates to unequal access to clean and afford-
able energy under SDG 7. Although renewable energy technologies such as solar and
wind power have expanded rapidly in recent years, significant disparities remain between
and within countries. Developing regions continue to experience energy poverty due
to inadequate infrastructure, weak institutional capacity, political instability, and limited
investment in modern energy systems [8,15]. The literature consistently shows that tech-
nological availability alone does not guarantee equitable energy access. Instead, effective
governance frameworks, stable financing mechanisms, and long-term policy coordina-
tion are necessary to ensure that renewable energy transitions reach underserved and
marginalized populations. This uneven distribution of clean energy infrastructure illus-
trates how environmental innovation can unintentionally reinforce existing inequalities
when implementation lacks inclusivity.

Challenges associated with SDG 8 (Decent Work and Economic Growth) similarly
reflect tensions between economic expansion and social sustainability. While digitalization,
automation, and green economic transitions have generated new employment opportu-
nities, these changes have also disrupted traditional labor markets and widened skills
gaps in many countries [10]. Informal employment, precarious working conditions, and
unequal access to education and vocational training continue to prevent large segments
of society from benefiting fully from economic growth [9]. The literature further suggests

https://doi.org/10.3390/sul18136559


https://doi.org/10.3390/su18136559

Sustainability 2026, 18, 6559

5 of 37

that growth models focused primarily on productivity and competitiveness often neglect
labor protections and social wellbeing, creating forms of economic development that are
quantitatively strong yet socially fragile. Consequently, progress toward SDG 8 depends
not only on economic performance but also on inclusive labor policies, workforce reskilling,
and social protection systems capable of supporting workers through technological and
environmental transitions.

For SDG 9 (Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure), one of the central obstacles iden-
tified across the literature is the unequal global distribution of technological capacity and
innovation systems. High-income countries generally possess stronger research institutions,
digital infrastructure, and financial resources, allowing them to lead in industrial modern-
ization and sustainable innovation [11]. In contrast, many developing economies continue
to struggle with outdated infrastructure, weak connectivity, insufficient R&D investment,
and limited institutional coordination. These disparities restrict opportunities for industrial
diversification and reduce the ability of lower-income regions to participate competitively
in emerging green and digital economies. The findings collectively indicate that innovation-
driven growth cannot be sustained without parallel investments in education, governance
quality, and human capital development. Furthermore, weak governance and fragmented
policy implementation frequently reduce the effectiveness of infrastructure investments,
particularly where long-term planning and institutional accountability are lacking.

Inequality itself, addressed explicitly under SDG 10, emerges throughout the literature
as one of the most significant barriers to achieving sustainable prosperity. Importantly,
inequality extends beyond income disparities and includes unequal access to healthcare,
education, digital technologies, political participation, and economic opportunities [12,16].
A major contradiction identified across the reviewed studies is that technological ad-
vancement and economic growth often disproportionately benefit already advantaged
populations, while marginalized communities remain excluded from emerging opportuni-
ties. This is particularly visible in the digital economy, where unequal internet access and
technological literacy reinforce existing social and economic divisions. The evidence there-
fore suggests that innovation and globalization, while capable of accelerating development,
can simultaneously deepen structural inequalities if not accompanied by redistributive
and inclusive policy measures. As several scholars argue, reducing inequality requires not
only economic redistribution but also institutional reforms that strengthen participation,
representation, and social inclusion [9].

Urbanization presents another major challenge within the Prosperity Cluster, par-
ticularly under SDG 11 (Sustainable Cities and Communities). Rapid urban growth has
intensified pressure on housing systems, transportation networks, public services, and en-
vironmental resources in many cities worldwide. Research shows that urban sustainability
efforts are frequently constrained by fragmented governance systems, inadequate funding,
weak planning coordination, and unequal access to infrastructure [13,14]. In many contexts,
smart-city initiatives and technologically advanced urban projects have produced uneven
outcomes because they prioritize efficiency and innovation without adequately addressing
affordability, social equity, and community participation. This reveals an important tension
within sustainable urban development: technological modernization alone cannot create
inclusive cities unless governance structures actively integrate the needs of vulnerable
populations. Housing shortages, informal settlements, environmental degradation, and cli-
mate vulnerability continue to disproportionately affect lower-income urban communities,
highlighting the social dimension of urban sustainability challenges.

Climate change functions as a cross-cutting challenge that intensifies vulnerabilities
across all five prosperity goals. Rising temperatures, resource depletion, biodiversity loss,
and increasingly frequent extreme weather events place growing pressure on infrastructure
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systems, labor markets, energy security, and urban resilience [9]. The literature repeatedly
emphasizes that climate-related disruptions disproportionately affect poorer populations
and developing regions, further widening existing inequalities and undermining develop-
ment gains. This creates a cyclical relationship in which environmental instability weakens
economic and social systems, while inadequate governance and inequality reduce societies’
ability to adapt effectively to climate risks. Consequently, climate resilience must be inte-
grated into all dimensions of prosperity-oriented policymaking rather than treated as a
separate environmental issue.

A major analytical insight emerging from the reviewed literature is that the challenges
affecting SDGs 7-11 are deeply interconnected rather than independent. Weak governance
structures can simultaneously undermine energy transitions, industrial innovation, labor
protections, and sustainable urban planning. Similarly, inequality restricts access to edu-
cation, digital technologies, clean energy, and economic opportunities, thereby slowing
progress across multiple SDGs simultaneously. The findings therefore reinforce the argu-
ment that prosperity should not be understood solely in terms of economic growth, but
rather as a balanced interaction between economic dynamism, social equity, and environ-
mental sustainability.

Overall, the evidence demonstrates that achieving the Prosperity SDGs requires inte-
grated and coordinated policy approaches capable of addressing structural inequalities,
institutional fragmentation, and environmental vulnerability simultaneously. Progress
remains uneven not because individual technologies or policies are absent, but because sus-
tainable development depends on the alignment of governance systems, financial resources,
social inclusion, and environmental resilience. This interconnectedness forms the central
rationale for treating SDGs 7-11 as a unified “Prosperity Cluster,” where advancement in
one domain is fundamentally dependent on progress in the others.

Figure 1 illustrates the clustering structure of the United Nations Sustainable Devel-
opment Goals and highlights the position of SDGs 7-11 within the broader “Prosperity”
category. The figure emphasizes that the prosperity goals are not isolated objectives but
interconnected dimensions of sustainable development that collectively influence eco-
nomic growth, social wellbeing, and environmental sustainability. By grouping these
SDGs together, the framework demonstrates how energy systems, employment, industrial
innovation, inequality reduction, and sustainable urbanization interact to shape long-term
prosperity outcomes.

Figure 2 further conceptualizes sustainable development through the interaction of its
three foundational pillars: economy, society, and environment. The figure reinforces the
central argument of this study that sustainable prosperity emerges only when economic
dynamism, social equity, and environmental protection are pursued simultaneously and
in a balanced manner [17]. In alignment with the United Nations 2030 Agenda, the figure
demonstrates that progress toward the Prosperity SDGs requires integrated approaches
capable of addressing environmental resilience, inclusive growth, and social inclusion
collectively rather than independently [18].

Although this review focuses specifically on the Prosperity cluster (SDGs 7-11),
Figure 2 also situates these goals within the broader sustainable development framework.
The complete set of 17 SDGs spans the environmental, social and economic dimensions of
sustainability, with many goals contributing simultaneously to multiple dimensions. The
Prosperity cluster occupies a particularly important position because it intersects all three
dimensions: SDG 7 contributes primarily to environmental sustainability while supporting
economic development; SDGs 8 and 9 are strongly linked to economic transformation;
SDG 10 addresses social equity; and SDG 11 integrates environmental, social and economic
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objectives within urban systems. This multidimensional positioning reinforces the rationale

for examining SDGs 7-11 collectively rather than as isolated goals.

THE SUSTAINABLE DE}IELOPMENT GOALS
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Figure 1. The UN Sustainable Development Goals Clusters.
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Figure 2. The three crucial elements of sustainable development [17].

1.7. Aims and Objectives

This paper aims to systematically examine how prosperity can be achieved through
the integrated advancement of inclusive economic growth, clean energy transitions and
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sustainable urban development. Drawing on the existing literature, the study situates
these objectives within the broader framework of sustainable development, emphasiz-
ing the need to balance its three core pillars: economic dynamism, social inclusion and
environmental innovation.

In particular, the paper focuses on the role of selected SDGs within the “prosperity”
cluster, analyzing how their implementation contributes to achieving long-term, equi-
table, and sustainable prosperity. Beyond assessing their potential benefits, this study
critically evaluates the practical, structural and policy-related challenges associated with
the implementation of these SDGs across different contexts.

To provide a comprehensive and analytically rigorous perspective, each of the identi-
fied SDGs is examined in depth, with attention to both their individual contributions and
their interlinkages with other goals within the SDG framework. This integrative approach
allows for a deeper understanding of how coordinated progress across multiple domains is
essential for fostering resilient, inclusive, and sustainable societies, ultimately supporting
the well-being of both present and future generations.

This review aims to contribute to the sustainable development literature by exam-
ining SDGs 7-11 as an interconnected Prosperity Cluster rather than as a collection of
individual goals. While previous studies have often focused on specific SDGs or selected
SDG interactions, the present study synthesizes evidence across energy systems, employ-
ment, innovation, inequality, and urban development to explore how these dimensions
collectively shape sustainable prosperity. By framing prosperity through the interacting
lenses of economic dynamism, social equity, and environmental stewardship, the review
highlights synergies, trade-offs, and governance challenges that may be overlooked in
sector-specific analyses. This integrated perspective provides a broader understanding of
the conditions required to achieve inclusive and sustainable prosperity within the 2030
Agenda framework.

2. Methodology

This study adopted a semi-systematic literature review design intended to synthesize
interdisciplinary research relating to the Prosperity SDGs (7-11). A semi-systematic ap-
proach was selected because the topic spans multiple disciplines, including sustainability
studies, environmental governance, economics, urban planning and innovation policy,
making a fully quantitative systematic review less appropriate for capturing conceptual
interconnections and policy-oriented insights [19].

2.1. Literature Search Strategy

The review methodology was informed by established evidence-synthesis frameworks
commonly used in sustainability and social-science research [19-21]. These frameworks em-
phasize transparency, reproducibility and systematic documentation throughout the review
process. In particular, the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses (PRISMA) approach was adopted to improve transparency in study identification,
screening and selection.

A comprehensive literature search was conducted using Scopus, Web of Science
and PubMed due to their extensive coverage of peer-reviewed interdisciplinary research.
Google Scholar was additionally used as a supplementary database to reduce indexing bias
and identify relevant studies omitted from primary databases.

The search process was conducted between January and March 2026. Priority was
given to literature published between 2015 and 2025 in order to capture scholarship emerg-
ing after the adoption of the SDGs in 2015. Earlier foundational studies were included
selectively where conceptually relevant.
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Search terms included combinations of:

“SDG Prosperity Cluster”
“sustainable development goals 7-11"
“renewable energy”

“inclusive growth”

“innovation and infrastructure”
“reduced inequalities”

“sustainable cities”

“green growth”

“environmental governance”

“sustainability transitions”

Boolean operators (AND, OR, NOT) were applied systematically to refine search outputs.

2.2. Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria
Studies were included if they:

focused on one or more Prosperity SDGs (7-11),
examined economic, environmental or social sustainability dimensions,
provided empirical, conceptual or policy-relevant findings,

were published in English.
Studies were excluded if they:

lacked relevance to the Prosperity SDGs,
were duplicate records,
lacked sufficient methodological transparency,

were opinion-based without analytical support.

To strengthen methodological transparency and reproducibility, the study selection
procedure followed the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses (PRISMA) framework [20].

The initial search across Scopus, Web of Science, PubMed, and Google Scholar iden-
tified 764 records. After the removal of 144 duplicate records, 620 studies remained for
title and abstract screening. During this stage, 388 records were excluded because they
did not sufficiently relate to the prosperity SDG cluster or the environmental, social, and
economic dimensions of sustainable development. Consequently, 232 full-text articles were
assessed for eligibility. Following detailed full-text evaluation, 142 studies were excluded
due to insufficient methodological quality, lack of direct relevance to the research objectives,
or inadequate analytical contribution. Ultimately, 90 peer-reviewed and gray literature
sources were retained for the final qualitative synthesis. For transparency and consistency
with PRISMA reporting recommendations, all included studies retained after the eligibility
assessment are listed and classified according to their primary SDG focus in Supplementary
Table S1.

Figure 3 presents the complete PRISMA flow diagram used in the screening and
selection process and outlines the sequential stages of database identification, duplicate
removal, title and abstract screening, eligibility assessment, and final inclusion of stud-
ies [20]. Incorporating a PRISMA-informed reporting structure enhances methodological
transparency, strengthens reproducibility, and clarifies how the final body of literature was
systematically selected for analysis.
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Figure 3. PRISMA-style flow diagram of the literature identification, screening, eligibility, and
inclusion process.

2.3. Quality Appraisal

Quality assessment procedures were guided by recommendations for integrative and
systematic literature reviews proposed by [19,20,22], ensuring that both peer-reviewed
and gray literature were evaluated according to relevance, methodological rigor and
contribution to the review objectives.

To improve methodological rigor and transparency, all selected sources were sub-
jected to a qualitative appraisal process. Peer-reviewed articles were evaluated based on
methodological clarity, analytical relevance, citation impact and contribution to SDG-related
scholarship. Gray literature sources were assessed according to institutional credibility,
transparency of data sources and policy relevance.

Rather than applying a numerical scoring instrument, the review employed thematic
quality assessment consistent with semi-systematic review approaches commonly used in
interdisciplinary sustainability research [19].

2.4. Data Synthesis and Thematic Coding

Selected studies were categorized according to their primary contribution to:
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economic sustainability,
environmental sustainability,

social inclusion,

governance and institutional systems,

technological and innovation transitions.

A thematic synthesis method was applied to identify recurring patterns, tensions,
governance challenges and conceptual linkages across the literature. Rather than summa-
rizing studies individually, the review focused on identifying cross-cutting themes related
to prosperity, inequality, governance, innovation and environmental resilience. Reference
management and citation organization were conducted using EndNote 20 software.

2.5. Review Rigor and Limitations

A key strength of this review lies in its integrative and interdisciplinary perspective.
The study critically synthesizes peer-reviewed and policy-oriented literature to examine
how economic, environmental and social dimensions interact within the Prosperity SDG
cluster.

As stated above, this study adopts a structured critical literature review approach
informed by PRISMA principles (a Supplementary Table S2 -PRISMA checklist- has been
provided, as well) rather than a full systematic review. While systematic procedures
were employed to enhance transparency, including predefined search strategies, eligibility
criteria, screening procedures, and documentation of the study selection process, the review
also incorporates interpretive synthesis and critical analysis of both peer-reviewed and gray
literature. This approach was considered appropriate given the broad and interdisciplinary
nature of the SDG Prosperity Cluster (SDGs 7-11), which spans multiple sectors, policy
domains, and sustainability dimensions.

However, several limitations should be acknowledged. The review relied exclusively on
English-language sources, which may have excluded region-specific scholarship published in
other languages. In addition, because the study adopted a semi-systematic rather than fully
systematic design, some interpretive subjectivity may remain in thematic categorization and
synthesis. Nevertheless, transparency measures, explicit inclusion criteria and critical source
appraisal were implemented to strengthen analytical rigor and reproducibility.

3. Results and Discussions

The reviewed literature demonstrates that the SDG Prosperity Cluster (SDGs 7-11)
functions as an interconnected system rather than a set of isolated policy goals. Across the
studies examined, three recurring dimensions consistently emerge: economic dynamism,
social equity and environmental sustainability. These dimensions interact through rein-
forcing synergies and, in some cases, conflicting trade-offs. This integrative perspective
addresses an important gap in existing SDG literature, where goals are frequently analyzed
independently despite their strong interdependencies [23].

The findings indicate that economic modernization alone is insufficient for achieving
sustainable prosperity. Technological innovation and industrial expansion often improve
productivity and competitiveness, yet these gains are unevenly distributed when social
protection systems and inclusive governance mechanisms remain weak. Similarly, envi-
ronmental initiatives such as renewable energy transitions and smart-city programs can
generate positive sustainability outcomes while simultaneously reproducing inequalities
if access to benefits is uneven. This explains why progress across SDGs remains highly
uneven between countries and regions despite broad international commitment to the
2030 Agenda.
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Another major pattern emerging from the review is that institutional quality strongly
determines SDG implementation outcomes. Countries with stable governance systems,
long-term planning capacity, inclusive welfare institutions and investment in education
generally perform better across the prosperity goals. By contrast, fragmented governance,
weak regulatory systems, political instability and inadequate financing repeatedly appear
as barriers preventing coordinated progress across SDGs 7-11.

The literature also reveals important contradictions within sustainability transitions.
Digitalization and automation can create new economic opportunities while simultaneously
displacing vulnerable workers. Urban densification can improve efficiency and reduce
emissions while also intensifying housing inequality and social exclusion. Renewable
energy deployment may reduce greenhouse gas emissions while remaining inaccessible to
marginalized populations due to affordability constraints. These findings demonstrate that
sustainable prosperity requires integrated governance approaches capable of balancing
economic, environmental and social objectives simultaneously.

Overall, the evidence suggests that the Prosperity Cluster provides analytical value
because it highlights the systemic relationships between growth, inclusion, infrastruc-
ture, innovation and environmental transition. Rather than treating SDGs as separate
policy targets, the cluster framework demonstrates how long-term prosperity depends on
coordination across multiple sectors and institutions.

3.1. Affordable and Clean Energy, SDG 7

As discussed earlier, SDG 7 emphasizes universal access to affordable and clean energy
and advocates for investments in energy infrastructure and clean energy technology by the
year of 2023 [24-26]. In accordance with this, the advancing in renewables is being shown
continuously to deliver the environmental, economic and social dividends to support
productivity, jobs and the resilience while expanding universal access to them [27,28].

According to Kumar and Rathore [29]'s study, there are many different types of
renewable energy sources like wind energy that is more effective environmentally and
economically due to its ability to minimize cost and climate change, geothermal energy
due to its availability, consistency, and low installation and operating costs. These are
able to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions across electricity, industry, transport and
agriculture as well as buildings [29,30]. Solar, biomass, tidal, and hydropower technologies
also serve as important alternatives to decouple our reliance on destructive non-renewable
energies, and which are also in the line of pathways to limit the warming of the planet
to 1.5 °C [29,31]. However, some of the challenges and obstacles that come with the
utilization of renewable energy as mentioned by Makedon, Politykin, Hromyak, Novosad
and Doronina [27] is the low accessibility and expansion of centralized energy supply
across multiple countries, especially the developing ones, and their use requires major
investments, necessitates developed infrastructure in order for the renewable energy to
be joined into energy systems, and needs stability in aspects like politics in countries as
instability may stand in the way of transitioning to clean energy, and decrease the pace of
the process.

A major pattern emerging from the reviewed literature is that renewable energy tran-
sitions create simultaneous economic, environmental and social benefits when supported
by strong governance and infrastructure systems. Studies repeatedly show that renewable
energy expansion stimulates employment creation, improves energy security and reduces
environmental degradation. However, the literature also highlights significant inequalities
in the distribution of these benefits. Many developing countries continue to experience
energy poverty despite global advances in renewable technologies, primarily because of
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financing constraints, institutional weaknesses and limited grid infrastructure [27]. This
uneven implementation explains why SDG 7 progress remains geographically inconsistent.

Moreover, according to Dada and Mbohwa [32], there are countless Municipal Solid
Waste landfill sites that are home to a variety of different types of wastes, coming from dif-
ferent sources like agricultural, domestic, commercial, and construction places, which can
be converted into energy. Therefore, Okuh, Nwulu, Ogu, Egbumokei, Dienagha and Dig-
itemie [33] constructed a sustainable waste to energy model, that takes into consideration
the three social, environmental, and economic pillars of sustainability, where environmental
issues are minimized through the integration of advanced technologies as well as artificial
intelligence (AI) for process optimization and innovative filtration systems, improving
energy security by using waste as a renewable source, decreasing the reliance on fossil fuels.

Using renewable energy, implementing waste to energy systems, green buildings with
efficiency and digitalization are huge actions towards reaching affordable and clean energy
and achieving the 7th sustainable development goal, taking advantage of infinite energies,
digital technologies, waste, and green buildings to mitigate drastic environmental issues
like climate change, takes us closer to achieving prosperity.

The reviewed studies collectively demonstrate that achieving SDG 7 requires more
than technological deployment alone. Successful implementation depends on long-term
institutional planning, stable political systems, financial accessibility and policy coordina-
tion capable of integrating environmental and social priorities. This finding reinforces the
broader argument of the present review that prosperity emerges through interconnected
governance systems rather than isolated technical interventions.

3.2. Decent Work and Economic Growth, SDG 8

The research examined collectively indicates that progress toward SDG 8 is moving
forward, although in ways that reveal strong differences across countries, sectors, and
institutional systems. Carlsen [34]’s work on the European Union shows this clearly. Some
member states have made meaningful improvements in productivity, youth employment,
and job stability, while others continue to face stagnation due to long-standing structural
challenges. These problems include weak labor protections, slow adoption of technolog-
ical innovation, and limited investment in building workforce skills. Carlsen’s findings
highlight that even within a closely integrated region, the advancement of SDG 8 varies sig-
nificantly depending on national circumstances. This perspective aligns with the argument
presented by Kreinin and Aigner [18], who suggest that economic growth on its own cannot
be taken as a reliable indication of decent work, particularly as environmental pressures
intensify. They call for a rethinking of SDG 8 that places greater emphasis on sustainable
work systems that support both human wellbeing and environmental responsibility.

Technological change appears frequently across the literature, and it is portrayed as
both an opportunity and a potential source of new inequalities. For instance, studies on the
expansion of fifth generation communication networks show that improved connectivity
can generate employment in digital services, support entrepreneurship in rural areas,
and increase communication efficiency. However, these benefits depend entirely on the
availability of digital training and literacy initiatives. Without these supports, the same
technologies risk widening existing gaps in skills and opportunities [35]. Di Vaio, Zaffar
and Chhabra [36] develop this idea further by emphasizing the importance of intellectual
capital during green transitions. Their findings show that organizations that invest in
knowledge systems, employee development, and long term strategic planning are better
positioned to generate sustainable employment in decarbonizing economies. This suggests
that technological progress is most effective when accompanied by a strong culture of
learning and innovation inside organizations.
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Another area where the literature shows agreement is the role played by cooperatives
and community centered economic models. Unlike profit oriented enterprises that often
expose workers to instability during economic fluctuations, cooperatives typically offer a
fairer distribution of economic benefits and provide stronger employment security. Siedlok,
Callagher and Korber [37] show that cooperatives can promote stable employment not
only in high income nations but also in developing economies where informal work is
widespread. Herndndez-Trasobares and Murillo-Luna [38] similarly demonstrate that
cooperative structures can support job creation when decision making is collaborative and
oriented toward community needs. These findings are reinforced by Klimczuk, Dovie,
Kerla, Klimczuk-Kochariska and Toczyski [39], whose sociological analysis points to the im-
portance of social protection, participatory labor systems, and inclusion if progress toward
SDG 8 is to be achieved by the 2030 target. Together, these studies suggest that cooperatives
provide a promising pathway toward fair and resilient labor markets, especially in contexts
undergoing rapid social and technological changes.

A broader global view shows that countries differ significantly in how they navigate
transitions to greener and more digitally oriented economic systems. The Indonesian
case study offers an illustrative example. As the country expands its commitment to
decarbonization, emerging sectors such as renewable energy and sustainable manufacturing
have created new employment opportunities [40]. At the same time, these developments
have contributed to disruptions in carbon intensive industries that previously supported
large numbers of low skilled workers. This situation shows the importance of policies
that support workers who may be displaced by new sustainability focused transitions.
Colak [41] research on OECD countries adds another perspective by examining rates of
young people who are neither in employment nor in education or training. His findings
indicate that countries performing strongly across multiple SDGs, especially those involving
education and welfare, tend to have lower rates of youth detachment from work and study.
This demonstrates that the achievement of SDG 8 is closely connected to progress in other
areas such as education and social equity.

Policy frameworks and international guidance also influence the direction of SDG 8.
Kiifeoglu [42] argues that new technologies can significantly improve labor markets, but
only if governments anticipate their potential disruptive effects. This is increasingly impor-
tant as automation and digital work platforms become more common.

Across all reviewed studies, several key insights emerge. Firstly, improvements in
employment quality and access to opportunities are evident, but progress remains uneven
and strongly shaped by national policy direction and institutional capacity [34,41]. Secondly,
digital transformation and decarbonization create new forms of employment but at the same
time disrupt existing labor structures, which makes investment in skills and innovation
systems essential [35,36]. Third, cooperatives and community centered economic models
appear particularly effective in promoting inclusive and secure employment [37,38]. Fourth,
the achievement of SDG 8 requires moving beyond traditional ideas about economic growth
and adopting perspectives that emphasize wellbeing, social protection, and environmental
sustainability [39].

An important analytical pattern identified across the literature is the tension between
economic modernization and labor market stability. While green transitions and digi-
talization create new employment sectors, they also disrupt traditional industries and
disproportionately affect vulnerable workers. This contradiction demonstrates that eco-
nomic growth alone cannot be interpreted as evidence of sustainable prosperity. Rather,
SDG 8 progress depends on whether institutional systems successfully redistribute oppor-
tunities and protect workers during periods of structural transition.
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The literature therefore suggests that inclusive economic governance is central to
SDG 8 implementation. Countries that combine innovation policies with labor protections,
education investment and social welfare systems tend to produce more equitable and re-
silient economic outcomes. This finding also demonstrates strong interconnections between
SDG 8 and SDG 10, since inequality directly shapes access to employment opportunities
and economic participation.

Overall, the literature presents SDG 8 as a multidimensional objective shaped by a
combination of technological, economic, and social factors. Reaching this goal will require
countries to balance innovation with fairness and to ensure that economic development
aligns with long term sustainability and human wellbeing.

3.3. Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure, SDG 9

SDG 9 focuses on promoting inclusive and sustainable industrialization, fostering
innovation, and building resilient infrastructure. Where digital connectivity, research invest-
ment, industrial innovations and such are considered tools to measure its advancement [43]
and modern technologies and developed research key towards the accomplishment of its
goals [44]. Countries have attempted to advance SDG 9 in different ways, with results heav-
ily shaped by governance quality, human capital, stability, and innovation capacity. The
following sections use academic case studies and literature to examine how well countries
are preparing for and implementing SDG 9, and how governance, innovation, security, and
human-capital development affect progress.

One of the primary observations about governance mechanisms during the SDG
readiness phase in the Arab region is presented by Alagla [45]. His findings show that
institutional arrangements remained disjointed, with ministries operating independently
rather than through integrated governance frameworks, even though most governments
publicly committed to the SDGs. Because innovation, industrial transformation, and
infrastructure development require cross-sectoral cooperation, long-term financial com-
mitments, and clear monitoring processes, this fragmentation particularly harmed SDG 9.
Alagla [45] argues that the early absence of strong auditing systems limited countries’
ability to determine whether their practices aligned with global indicators. Instead of
using a comprehensive assessment mechanism capable of identifying weaknesses in policy
coherence, inter-ministerial coordination, or resource mobilization, auditing was treated
mainly as a narrow financial activity. This perspective is relevant when considering SDG 9,
which emphasizes the importance of transparent and accountable governance for effective
innovative ecosystems. Without performance-oriented auditing, countries cannot identify
deviations from industrialization goals or evaluate the impact of infrastructure investments.

From a broader perspective, Alagla [45]'s work highlights a critical flaw: many coun-
tries entered the SDG timeline with insufficient baseline diagnostic assessments, meaning
that initial data were often inaccurate or incomplete. The lack of accurate baseline informa-
tion places governments at a structural disadvantage when attempting to measure progress
because SDG 9 indicators rely heavily on quantifiable outcomes, such as manufacturing
value added, R&D investments, and infrastructure quality. This underscores the importance
of developing audit tools that directly support SDG implementation, a recommendation
consistent with UN guidelines but not yet well established in many developing countries.

Using King Faisal University as a case study, Mahgoub [46]’s analysis contributes to
the literature by examining how innovation-focused learning environments can accelerate
SDG progress. His research shows that educational institutions play a significant role in pro-
moting innovation literacy, which is essential for achieving SDG 9. Industry-academia part-
nerships emphasizes interdisciplinary collaboration, research—industry partnerships, and
project-based learning. One of Mahgoub [46]’s main conclusions is that higher-education
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institutions can function as micro-level models of SDG governance, demonstrating how
well-designed research ecosystems can support national reform initiatives. According to
his analysis, universities that implement modern, innovation-oriented curricula help build
a skilled professional workforce capable of supporting industrial diversification.

Critically, Mahgoub [46]'s assessment shows that organizational culture, leadership
commitment, and the availability of research resources are critical for effective innovation
frameworks. He notes that SDG 9 cannot be achieved solely through financial investment
in technology; instead, meaningful change emerges from the development of innovative
mindsets, supported by environments that promote continuous learning. This conclusion
aligns with global research showing that effective SDG 9 implementation requires not only
physical infrastructure but also “soft” infrastructure skills, creativity, digital literacy, and
academic capacity.

By examining the connection between security, political stability, and sustainable
development outcomes, Bouzehhar [47] broadens the discussion. His findings highlight
that SDG 9 and other goals cannot advance without a secure and stable environment.
A lack of stability undermines financial flows, weakens institutional performance, and
discourages private-sector participation—factors essential for industrial innovation. Ac-
cording to Bouzehhar [47], sustainability cannot be separated from social peace, predictable
governance, and the rule of law. These conditions ensure that long-term technological
and industrial commitments are protected from political volatility. Growing industrial
zones, digital infrastructure, and manufacturing clusters require long-term stability because
they involve high-risk investments. From a critical standpoint, this focus on security fills
an important gap in the literature, as many SDG studies emphasize economic or envi-
ronmental dimensions while overlooking governance and stability. His approach aligns
with global findings that link SDG progress to broader systems of societal stability and
institutional resilience.

Taallah and Chine [48] provide an in-depth analysis of human-capital challenges in
Maghreb countries during the COVID-19 pandemic. Their evaluation shows that the pan-
demic significantly hindered human-capital development, directly affecting SDG 9 progress.
Skilled labor is essential for innovation, digitization, and resilient infrastructure, yet the
pandemic reduced educational opportunities, increased unemployment, and contributed
to widespread learning losses. The authors note, however, that the pandemic also cre-
ated opportunities, such as accelerating digital transformation, expanding remote-learning
platforms, and increasing awareness of the importance of R&D investment.

These developments align with the aims of SDG 9, particularly those related to
strengthening scientific research and technological capacity. Their findings suggest that the
post-pandemic recovery period could be used to rebuild a stronger human-capital base,
especially if governments prioritize innovation-support mechanisms, technical training,
and digital infrastructure. Critically, the authors show how fragile innovation systems and
inadequate R&D funding had already made Maghreb countries’ SDG 9 progress uneven
before the pandemic, and COVID-19 exacerbated these structural vulnerabilities. Their
argument supports an important conclusion: human-capital investment must be treated as
an economic and industrial strategy linked to national productivity and competitiveness,
not merely as a social protection measure [48].

A comprehensive review of the four studies reveals several recurring themes. All
authors agree, either explicitly or implicitly, that weak governance frameworks hinder SDG
progress. While [47] links governance to security and stability, Alagla [45] emphasizes the
importance of auditing and institutional coherence. Together, these insights show that
clear monitoring systems, coordinated governance, and stable political environments are
necessary for SDG 9 success. Similarly, both Taallah and Chine [48] and Mahgoub [46]
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stress the role of education and innovation. Collectively, the findings demonstrate that
SDG 9 depends not only on physical infrastructure, but also on “human infrastructure”,
educational institutions, skilled labor markets, and research systems.

This comparative synthesis demonstrates that progress toward SDG 9 is not deter-
mined solely by technological advancement or infrastructure investment, but rather by the
interaction between governance quality, institutional stability, and human-capital develop-
ment. Countries with stronger policy coordination mechanisms and innovation-oriented
educational systems appear better positioned to translate infrastructure expansion into
sustainable industrial transformation. In contrast, fragmented governance structures and
weak institutional accountability frequently limit the long-term effectiveness of innovation
policies. These findings reveal a broader conceptual linkage between economic dynamism
and social resilience, supporting the argument that sustainable prosperity depends on
integrating technological modernization with institutional inclusiveness and adaptive
governance capacity.

The COVID-19 disruptions described by Taallah and Chine [48] illustrate how external
shocks can undermine SDG readiness, especially in countries with vulnerable institutional
and innovation systems. This vulnerability reinforces the importance of strong governance
structures, as emphasized by Alagla [45] and Bouzehhar [47]. These studies collectively
show that SDG 9 cannot be achieved in isolation; instead, it requires coordinated policies
linking innovation-driven education, security stabilization, human-capital development,
and governance reforms. Additionally, the literature on SDG 11 shows that cities function
as both engines of innovation and centers of vulnerability. While some urban areas lead in
clean mobility and green infrastructure, others struggle with governance challenges, hous-
ing shortages, and limited public participation, all of which slow sustainable development.

Across the literature, several critical themes emerge. Governance reform is foun-
dational, with SDG 9 implementation requiring performance-based auditing, long-term
industrial strategies, and cross-ministerial coordination. Higher-education institutions
must act as innovation hubs, contributing not only academic programs but also research
capacity to national innovation systems. Security and political stability remain essen-
tial, as infrastructure development and innovation ecosystems cannot thrive in unstable
environments. Human-capital investment is particularly important in the post-COVID
period, where digitalization, skills training, and R&D investment are necessary to address
widening skills gaps. Strong data systems and evidence-based policymaking are also
crucial for monitoring progress and shaping effective interventions. Together, the literature
indicates that SDG 9 success depends on the alignment of stability, human-capital strength,
innovation capability, and governance quality.

The reviewed literature also highlights important interdependencies between SDG
9 and the broader Prosperity Cluster. Industrial modernization and innovation capacity
strongly influence the achievement of SDG 8 through employment creation and skills
development, while resilient infrastructure contributes directly to SDG 11 by improving
urban sustainability and service accessibility. At the same time, unequal access to inno-
vation systems and digital technologies may reinforce structural inequalities addressed
under SDG 10. This demonstrates that SDG 9 operates as a connecting mechanism within
the Prosperity Cluster, linking economic productivity with social inclusion and environ-
mental transition. Such interactions reinforce the paper’s central conceptual argument
that prosperity emerges through the coordinated advancement of dynamism, equity, and
environmental sustainability rather than through isolated sectoral progress.

Overall, the studies collectively show that SDG 9 is an interconnected goal requiring co-
ordinated institutional, educational, and economic reforms. Countries that fail to integrate
these elements risk falling behind in sustainable development and global competitiveness.
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The findings related to prosperity-focused SDGs emphasize that sustainable development
cannot rely on isolated measures. Renewable energy cannot expand if inequality deepens,
and workforce vulnerabilities, such as skill shortages and lack of job protection, can hinder
emerging industries. Modern infrastructure cannot enhance resilience among marginalized
groups, and rapid urbanization cannot be sustained without adequate planning, housing,
and environmental protection. Achieving prosperity for all requires balancing economic
growth, environmental stewardship, and social justice. Although progress toward sus-
tainable development is occurring, it remains uneven and too slow to meet global targets.
A sustainable future requires global collaboration, equitable access to resources, techno-
logical connectivity, and policies centered on people and the planet, where prosperity is
defined not only by economic growth but by systems that support all communities without
compromising the prospects of future generations.

3.4. Reduced Inequalities, SDG 10

According to recent research done on SDG 10, one of the most significant obstacles
to achieving prosperity goals (SDG’s 7-11) is inequality. The goal of this SDG is to mini-
mize inequalities present within countries [49,50]. A study done by Bhandari [16] states
that inequality does not only focus on income but also includes differences in gender,
education, internet access, and opportunities. The study identifies five major challenges
linked to SDG 10: widening wealth and income gaps, the exclusion of underprivileged
groups, poor governance, unequal access to quality education and healthcare, and the
unequal distribution of benefits from globalization and technology. Which means that
while many nations are making progress in areas like innovation (SDG 9) and renewable
energy (SDG 7), the benefits are not necessarily distributed fairly amongst their populations.
These advancements tend to mostly benefit higher income groups more than lower income
ones. Ahmed [51] further explains this point that these gaps are made even worse by
unequal access to basic rights like healthcare which underprivileged groups from receiving
the same benefits from the state’s development as wealthier groups.

When comparing 28 European countries, Szymariska [52] discovered clear regional
differences. The countries with the least amount of inequality in economy include Sweden
and Finland, which have solid welfare systems and inclusive based policies. On the other
hand, Greece and Spain still experience income gaps and ineffective distribution systems.
To add on, the study also talks about how COVID 19 played a role in amplifying these dif-
ferences, especially for people with low-income jobs and limited digital access. According
to Scott and Thau [53], social exclusion patterns frequently become worse during times of
crisis, further isolating less privileged populations from social and economic opportunities.

According to Lorenzo [54], inequality is now built in the global economy. The study
shows that even though digital transformation and globalization improve a country’s
overall economy, most of the benefits go to people who are already privileged, like skilled
workers and business owners. This makes it harder for developing countries to reduce
inequality unless they have strong social programs, effective governments, and fair taxes.
Overall, the study makes it clear that economic growth and new technology are not enough
on their own to create equality. Policies like affordable digital access, fair taxation and
inclusive education are required to make sure prosperity is distributed more evenly across
society. In a similar manner, Doidge and Kelly [55] emphasize that SDG 10 demands specific
policies since market-driven growth is insufficient to address inequality both within and
between nations.

When comparing different SDGs associated with prosperity, a reoccurring pattern be-
comes obvious: advancements in economic growth, innovation or clean energy (SDGs 7-9)
do not automatically mean fairness and equal opportunities. According to Bhandari [16],
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inequality is built into the way opportunities are distributed in society. For example,
high-tech companies and renewable energy programs usually benefit people in urban and
wealthy regions, leaving rural areas and underprivileged groups out of the same benefits.
A study by Oestreich [56], states that these differences are exactly the reason SDG 10 was
established, in order to make sure that advancements in development do not further widen
the gap between privileged and underprivileged communities.

The literature collectively suggests that inequality functions not merely as a social
outcome, but as a structural constraint affecting the implementation of the entire Prosperity
Cluster. Countries experiencing high disparities in income, education, and digital access
often struggle to distribute the benefits of innovation, clean energy, and economic growth
equitably across society. This helps explain why progress across SDGs 7-11 remains
uneven despite technological advancement and economic expansion in many regions.
The findings therefore indicate that reducing inequality is not separate from prosperity-
oriented development, but rather a prerequisite for achieving durable and socially inclusive
sustainability transitions.

Szymarnska [52] shows that strong and effective leadership plays a key role in reducing
inequality. Countries that invest in innovation while also maintaining effective welfare
systems can achieve both economic growth and fairness. This supports the idea that
SDG 10 serves as a balance among the prosperity goals by making sure that improvements
in areas like technology and infrastructure also result in raising living standards for all
members of a society. The example in the study of countries in northern Europe shows that
social equality can go hand in hand with economic growth when effective governments
with inclusive policies exist [57]. It also states that nations with consistent SDG-focused
governance typically achieve better and more inclusive outcomes, stressing the importance
of strong institutions and political commitment to the cause.

Lorenzo [54] brings modern insights to this topic by introducing the idea of digital
fairness. In today’s interconnected world, access to digital technologies and online oppor-
tunities are just as important as income in determining inequality. Access to information,
work, and education are all impacted by access to the internet. Members of society risk
being excluded from the digital economy in the lack of investment of countries in technol-
ogy development and affordability. Therefore, addressing these problems and ensuring
affordable internet access is necessary to reduce inequality in this digitally connected world.
Lawrence [58] argues that many countries continue to have difficulty overcoming the struc-
tural barriers that restrict the successful implementation of inclusive SDG plans, especially
in the social and digital sectors.

A broader synthesis across the reviewed studies reveals an important conceptual
relationship between SDG 10 and the wider prosperity framework. While SDGs 7, 8§,
and 9 primarily focus on expanding energy systems, employment opportunities, and
innovation capacity, SDG 10 evaluates whether these benefits are distributed fairly among
different social groups and regions. In this sense, SDG 10 acts as a balancing mechanism
within the Prosperity Cluster by linking economic dynamism with social equity. The
literature demonstrates that sustainable prosperity cannot be measured solely through
productivity or technological progress, but must also consider inclusion, accessibility, and
distributive justice.

Inequality looks different from place to place, factors like how developed a country
is and how strong its government systems are playing a huge role in determining it.
Szymarnska [52] found that countries like Sweden and Finland perform better in SDG
10 due to their strong welfare systems. In contrast, despite enjoying economic growth,
many southern and eastern European countries still experience higher levels of inequality,
because of their weaker tax systems and less social support. Bhandari [16] added that when
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prosperity rises, with existing inequality, it often leads to social frustration and threatens
long term stability.

According to Lorenzo [54] even though many south and east Asian nations experience
rapid economic growth through trade and technological advancements, significant dispari-
ties in income and opportunities persist. Cities benefit the most from globalization, while
rural areas and low-income workers often experience limited benefits from such growth.
This shows that without policies that focus on equality, countries can make progress in
SDGs 8 and 9 but still fall behind in SDG 10.

Research also shows that SDG 10 is linked to other goals. For example, with clean
energy (SDG 7) wealthier families can afford renewable energy, whereas poorer households
still depend on older, and less efficient energy sources. For SDG 8, people who do not
have access to stable income have less chances of improving their living conditions, which
increases economic inequality. With SDG 9, the digital gap makes it harder for people in
developing countries to join new sectors that rely on the internet. SDG 11 also reflects
these differences, because many modern city projects focus on already well-developed
areas and overlook poorer neighborhoods. Szymarnska [52] and Bhandari [16] argue that
growth that is based only on technology and efficiency often makes inequality worse with
time. Countries that perform the best in prosperity are the ones that combine innovation
and equality, guaranteeing progress that benefits all members of society, without leaving
anyone behind. Doidge and Kelly [55] point out that when inequality is actively addressed,
progress in other SDGs becomes stronger and more sustainable since fairness enhances
overall development benefits.

All reviewed research keeps emphasizing on the importance of reducing inequality in
order to achieve sustainable prosperity. If many people around the world continue to be
deprived from the many benefits of economic growth, its value is reduced. Policies that
balance growth with equality like investments in education, fair taxes and easily accessible
welfare systems are necessary towards sustainable development.

Inclusive digital access remains essential to preventing technological advancement
from reinforcing existing social and economic inequalities. As a result of this, SDG 10 acts
as a link between different prosperity goals, ensuring that improvements in energy, employ-
ment and innovation contribute to improving the social aspect of sustainable development.

In conclusion, SDG 10 builds the foundation for inclusive and sustainable prosperity.
Only when societies make a commitment to equality in opportunities for everyone will
economic growth, innovation and environmental advancement lead to long-term stability.
The first action should be taken by governments, where they should aim for measures that
combine both inclusivity and performance, so that prosperity is distributed throughout all
society rather than only in the hands of privileged individuals.

3.5. Sustainable Cities and Communities, SDG 11

SDG 11 is focused on the encouragement of sustainable cities and communities. This has
been interpreted and attempted in many forms with varying degrees of success. The following
section will use case study analysis to analyze how well sustainability plans have encourage
economic growth and environmental innovation while balancing the need for social inclusion.

Academic research analyzing several attempts to implement smart and sustainable
strategies across cities found that Copenhagen and Oslo were leaders in mobility and
climate. Reviews of European smart-city initiatives showed significant improvements in
clean transport and climate action, particularly in the case of Copenhagen which targets
carbon dioxide net neutrality by an ambitious end of 2025 [59]. They aim to do this by
pushing through with making cycling the main transport option in commutes which has
paid off. However, some of the smart-city tech has not delivered the promised environ-
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mental benefits yet, highlighting how some technology is not as effective in practice as in
theory. Oslo has also excelled in promoting electric vehicle (EV) uptake which is part of
their schemes which have vastly reduced emissions and resulting in Oslo being recognized
as the world capital of electric vehicles in 2018 [59]. Although, there are still issues with
air quality management and social segregation with some questioning the reliability of its
data-driven programs.

Zurich has attempted similar schemes yet has run into problems with governance,
equality, and measurement methods. They have suffered with densification pressures
and land-use conflicts which have been compounded by funding issues. Oyadeyi and
Oyadeyi [59] explain their uneven public participation has hampered the sustainability
agenda and attempting to track too many metrics has made it hard to pinpoint whether
progress has actually been made.

Mazzetto, El-Khoury and Malkoun [60] conducted a recent case study on affordable
housing and inclusivity in Beirut which highlighted five principles for both sustainable
and inexpensive housing. They explain how more than 80% of cities still lack affordable
options and this issue has been exacerbated in Beirut because building laws have favored
large developers who have excluded low-income residents resulting in a large volume of
vacant housing stock. The authors argue that vacant unit reuse should be promoted and
regulation should be revised to improve social inclusion and environmental performance.

Another attempt to improve sustainability has come in the city of Chesapeake who
are attempting to create land and water interfaces that enhance resilience. The city faces
worrying sea level rises and worsening storm surge risks which has led to widening
inequality in the flood prone northern neighborhoods [61]. City leadership proposes using
managed retreat planning to draw back houses and move citizens, coupled with expanding
conservation easements to restore wetlands. This will require redeveloping brownfield
sites for offshore wind electricity and ensuring that marginalized voices are included in city
decision making. To identify wider trends, Lai, Wang and Xia [62] conducted a systematic
review which found that future urban communities were planning to group around smart
technologies and Al to enhance community participation and promote social equity. In
general, the literature showed that there are many different definitions and interpretations
of a “sustainable city” and that they require complex, system-wide governance that balances
needs of the many, not the few [63].

The research has distinct implications for inclusivity. The cases of Beirut and Chesapeake
highlight that prosperity suffers without evenly spread attention. The rules and decision-
making process must consider everyone’s security and housing needs equally otherwise it
will lead to exclusion and disparities in the population. In Beirut, this can be corrected by
reusing vacant homes and reforming housing regulations on construction. Chesapeake should
focus on encouraging more community engagement and providing protection infrastructure
for the most vulnerable. SDG 11 involves inclusivity as an aim which can only be achieved
through reducing displacement risk and improving access to affordable housing.

A comparative reading of these case studies demonstrates that successful urban sus-
tainability strategies depend less on isolated technological interventions and more on
integrated governance systems that combine environmental planning, social inclusion, and
institutional coordination. Cities such as Copenhagen and Oslo illustrate how long-term
policy consistency and citizen participation can reinforce climate-oriented urban transfor-
mation, while Beirut and Chesapeake reveal how governance fragmentation and unequal
resource distribution can intensify vulnerability and exclusion. These findings suggest
that SDG 11 operates not only as an environmental objective, but also as a framework
for balancing urban resilience, economic opportunity, and social justice within rapidly
changing urban systems.
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There are also inferences for innovation. Copenhagen and Oslo illustrate that innova-
tion is not simply digitalizing infrastructure, it is incorporating a mix of behavior shifting
city design, like with bike paths, and introducing policy that involves citizens to create
equitable outcomes. If technology fails to reach the desired outcomes, governance and
participation gaps can be the cause because there is a lack of trust, finance, and involvement.
Therefore, innovation through the lens of SDG 11 must combine technical, social, and
institutional creativity.

With environmental protection, nature-based interventions with wetlands and living
shorelines can be partnered with bicycle-focused travel to help reduce urban emissions,
improve air quality, and enforce resilience. However, many sustainability programs, like in
the case of Zurich, force too many people into the same areas which causes overpopulation,
harming quality of life. Oslo’s air quality is also another area of concern due to overcrowd-
ing, which shows the trade-off between providing green spaces and moving people around
to accommodate short term plans.

The research also provided insights into measurement and learning. Too many com-
plex indices can overburden decision-making which means that sustainable cities should
focus on fewer, better indicators that accurately capture real world mobility, housing, and
vulnerability into one easy to understand scorecard so that progress can be tracked in
alignment with SDG11 goals.

The reviewed literature further highlights that SDG 11 functions as a connecting
platform within the prosperity cluster because urban systems directly influence energy
consumption, labor opportunities, infrastructure accessibility, and patterns of inequality.
Sustainable cities therefore become spaces where the interactions among SDGs 7, 8, 9, and
10 are most visible. Urban policies that integrate affordable housing, clean transportation,
renewable energy, and inclusive governance can generate simultaneous environmental,
economic, and social benefits. Conversely, fragmented urban planning may deepen inequal-
ities, increase environmental pressures, and weaken long-term resilience. This reinforces
the central argument of the study that sustainable prosperity emerges through coordinated
and multidimensional development rather than isolated policy interventions.

There are ties to the findings for SDG 11 and other SDGs and regions in the world.
SGD 11 forms an important synergy with SDG 7 as exemplified through Copenhagen’s
decarbonization and cycling shifts lead to cleaner grids and self-powered travel reduces
household transport costs and emissions drop because less petrol is required. Although, the
cities that have piloted mostly technological solutions have returned weak results which
is a warning against being over reliant on gadgets. Technology should be coupled with
behavior and policy changes so that more complete changes can be enforced which will be
more efficient.

Furthermore, there are connections with SDG 11 and 9 which focuses on industry and
innovation. Chesapeake’s offshore wind electricity generation is a plan which ties climate
adaptation with green jobs and a sustainable industrial policy. It shows that sustainability
plans can connect economic with social goals where SDG 9 benefits from the work done in
SDG 11. When paired with inclusive workforce training and anti-displacement protections,
these two SDGs can really go hand in hand to deliver lasting benefits for all.

There are divides between the Global North and South, however. Northern European
cities show how governance frictions that arise from trust, participation, and land conflict
can arise even when resources are plentiful. Beirut highlights how greed in corporations
and corruption can lead to exclusivity in housing which is exacerbated by restrictive
resources. For cities and communities around the world to really succeed and be sustainable,
knowledge and resources must be able to flow to where they are required which necessitates
global cooperation.
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SDGs 3 and 4 could also be impacted through developments made in SDG 11. The
studies on housing show that greater affordability improves living standards with house-
holds being able to improve their health and focus more time on education when they are
not worried about housing. Therefore, solving housing shortages can give communities
the opportunity to live fuller and healthier lives.

There are key takeaways from the research and following analysis. Firstly, integration
works better than independent silos. High performing cities create inclusivity through
affordability and participation. They drive innovation through technology but also focus on
behavioral and institutional change that must accompany it for tech to be truly impactful.
Environmental protection can take the form of nature-based solutions and compact mobility
and blend them into one program. Cities have failed when they have fragmented strategies
that attempt one-off plans and use complicated metrics without clear cohesion.

Additionally, governance can serve as a bottleneck when it is not implemented properly.
The main barriers to progress are not engineering but trust, continuity, financing, and laws.
Zurich’s example of how disputes have arisen over land use, Oslo’s issues with the trust in
data and social equity gaps, as well as Beirut’s skewed regulations towards developers show
how SDG 11 advancement must include participation reforms and stable funding.

The regions with the highest climate risks should be the areas where equity is most
targeted. The case of Chesapeake highlights this where proposals have been made to restore
wetlands and implement a managed retreat through inclusive decision-making which will
provide greener jobs in the process. This emphasizes how prosperity can be inclusive when
it prioritizes vulnerable neighborhoods and not just infrastructure.

Finally, cities and communities should attempt to make circularity schemes practical.
They should treat waste and resource recovery as supporting infrastructure while they
focus on meaningful gains. This can take the form of reusing empty homes in Beirut,
redeveloping brownfields into clean tech hubs in Chesapeake, and designing for adaptive
reuse, rather than the whole sustainability strategy. Several indicative sustainability efforts
undertaken by a number of cities are discussed are compared in Table 1.

Table 1. Comparison of sustainability efforts, and the cities discussed.

City Key Achievements

Main Challenges Implications

Improved clean transport
Encouraged cycling

Some smart city technologies Technology alone s not

Copenhagen Working toward carbon did not work well enough people’s behavior also
: mattered

neutrality by 2025

High use of electric cars Air quality issues, Good sustainability needs
Olso . . o D . .

Big drop in emissions Social inequality Fairness and trust

Using too many
. . I Governance issues measurements and not
Zurich Tried to apply smart city ideas Not enough equality involving people slows
progress
o - Not enough affordable homes
Identified principles for 1 . . .
. Building laws favor, big Changing laws and reusing
. affordable housing .

Beirut S developers vacant homes can improve

Noted potential in vacant : fai

housing Low-income groups excluded airness

Many homes empty, but unused

Plans for managed retreat

Chesapeake Conservation projects Rising sea levels Climate plans should focus on

Land- water protection ideas
Plans for offshore wind energy

Flood risk in poor areas

protecting vulnerable groups
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Regardless of the specific instance, the beneficial synergies appear when housing,
mobility, and the resilient approach are considered collectively. Affordable housing and
clean jobs, coupled with active transport and EVs mobility help create a healthy environ-
ment which reduces GHG emissions and enhances inclusion. The trade-offs are noted
when densification faces public spaces, the cultural environment, and equity. Smart tech
undermines capacity development within communities when it is relied upon solely. This
highlights how a brighter future can be obtained only when prosperity is gained through
integrated, inclusive, innovative, and green urbanism. This aligns with the course of the
discipline that continues toward Al “smart” solutions paired with participation and equity
as joint drivers of SDG11.

In Table 2, the geographical distribution of the reviewed literature reveals substan-
tial differences in how prosperity-related SDGs are pursued across regions. Studies from
developed economies predominantly focus on innovation systems, clean-energy transi-
tions, digitalization and smart-city development. In contrast, studies from developing and
emerging economies place greater emphasis on infrastructure expansion, energy accessibil-
ity, employment generation and institutional capacity-building. The reviewed evidence
suggests that while developed countries face challenges related to decarbonization, aging
infrastructure and social inclusion, developing regions continue to confront more funda-
mental barriers including inadequate infrastructure, governance limitations and restricted
access to finance and technology. These findings indicate that pathways toward prosperity
are highly context-dependent and require differentiated policy approaches rather than
universal solutions.

Table 2. Geographic clustering of reviewed studies within the Prosperity SDGs literature.

Cluster

Representative Countries Main SDGs Key Findings

Developed economies

Emerging economies

Developing economies

Vulnerable/fragile contexts

Strong institutional capacity, advanced

Sweden, Finland, Germany, renewable energy adoption,

Denmark, Norway, 7,8,9,10, 11 ) ) ]
. innovation-driven growth, lower
Switzerland . .
inequality
. . 1 Rapid industrialization and
China, Indonesia, Tarkiye, 7,8,9,10 technological adoption, but uneven

Brazil, South Africa distribution of benefits

Lebanon, Maghreb countries, Infrastructure deficits, governance
Sub-Saharan Africa challenges, energy-access limitations
Conflict-affected or Institutional instability constrains

" . 9,10,11 . .
politically unstable regions long-term SDG implementation

7,9,10,11

3.6. Economic, Social and Environmental Aspects: Road to Prosperity

Prosperity in the context of sustainable development represents a fundamental re-
thinking of how societies pursue progress. The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development
reframes prosperity not as narrow economic expansion, but as a multidimensional condi-
tion in which economic dynamism, social inclusion, and environmental sustainability are
mutually reinforcing. This vision is embedded in the Prosperity Cluster of the SDGs (7-11),
which collectively seek to ensure that growth generates shared benefits, reduces inequalities,
and operates within planetary boundaries [7]. The road to prosperity, therefore, is not linear
or sector-specific; it is an integrated pathway where economic, social, and environmental
dimensions interact continuously.

The concept of the “Prosperity Cluster” developed in this study provides an analytical
perspective that emphasizes the interdependence of SDGs 7-11 rather than treating them
as isolated development targets. Within this framework, economic dynamism refers to pro-
ductive growth, innovation, and employment generation; equity refers to fair distribution
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of opportunities, services, and participation, while environmental sustainability reflects
the capacity of societies to pursue development within ecological limits. The literature
reviewed throughout this paper demonstrates that these dimensions continuously interact,
meaning that progress in one area may either reinforce or constrain advancement in another.
Consequently, prosperity is conceptualized not simply as economic performance, but as
the balanced integration of social, economic, and environmental systems.

From an economic perspective, prosperity is traditionally associated with growth in
income, productivity and industrial output. However, extensive research has demonstrated
that growth alone does not guarantee long-term well-being or resilience. Economies that
rely heavily on resource extraction or environmentally destructive practices may achieve
short-term gains while undermining future prosperity through ecological degradation and
social instability [64]. Consequently, the SDG framework emphasizes inclusive and sustain-
able economic growth, particularly through SDG 8 (Decent Work and Economic Growth)
and SDG 9 (Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure). These goals recognize that productive
employment, innovation, and resilient infrastructure are essential drivers of economic
dynamism, but only when embedded within broader social and environmental safeguards.

Decent work is central to this redefined prosperity. Employment is not merely a source
of income; it is a mechanism for social participation, dignity and empowerment. Empirical
evidence shows that labor markets characterized by informality, precarious employment,
and weak labor protections exacerbate inequality and social exclusion, even in growing
economies [65]. SDG 8 therefore stresses productive employment, labor rights, and safe
working environments, aligning economic objectives with social justice. Furthermore, the
promotion of entrepreneurship and small and medium-sized enterprises contributes to
diversified economic structures that are more resilient to shocks, including economic crises
and climate-related disruptions.

Innovation and infrastructure, addressed under SDG 9, further illustrate the interde-
pendence of economic and environmental objectives. Infrastructure investments—such
as transport systems, energy grids, and digital connectivity—enhance productivity and
market access, but their long-term contribution to prosperity depends on sustainability and
resilience. Climate-resilient and low-carbon infrastructure reduces vulnerability to extreme
weather events while lowering emissions and resource consumption [66]. Innovation,
particularly in clean technologies, plays a dual role: it stimulates economic competitive-
ness while enabling environmental transitions. Research consistently shows that countries
investing in renewable energy technologies, energy efficiency, and sustainable industrial
processes experience positive employment effects alongside reductions in environmental
pressures [67].

The social dimension of prosperity is equally critical, as economic growth that benefits
only a segment of society can undermine social cohesion and political stability. SDG 10
(Reduced Inequalities) explicitly addresses disparities in income, opportunity, and access to
resources within and among countries. Inequality is increasingly recognized as a structural
barrier to sustainable development, limiting human capital formation and weakening trust
in institutions. Studies indicate that high levels of inequality are associated with poorer
health outcomes, lower educational attainment, and reduced social mobility, all of which
constrain long-term prosperity [68]. Reducing inequalities is therefore not merely a moral
imperative but an economic and social necessity.

Social inclusion is also closely linked to access to basic services and opportunities,
particularly in rapidly urbanizing contexts. SDG 11 (Sustainable Cities and Communities)
highlights the role of cities as engines of prosperity, innovation, and cultural exchange.
Urban areas account for more than 80% of global GDP, yet they also concentrate poverty,
pollution, and vulnerability to climate risks [69]. Sustainable urban development—through
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affordable housing, efficient public transport, and accessible public services—enhances
quality of life while supporting economic participation. Inclusive urban planning reduces
spatial inequalities and fosters social integration, ensuring that cities remain drivers rather
than inhibitors of sustainable prosperity.

The environmental dimension underpins both economic and social aspects of prosper-
ity. Without healthy ecosystems and stable climatic conditions, neither economic growth
nor social well-being can be sustained. SDG 7 (Affordable and Clean Energy) is particularly
significant in this regard, as energy systems lie at the heart of modern economies. Access
to reliable and affordable energy is a prerequisite for industrial development, healthcare,
education, and digital connectivity. At the same time, fossil fuel-based energy systems are
a major source of greenhouse gas emissions and air pollution, with severe implications
for human health and environmental stability [70]. The transition to clean and renewable
energy thus represents a critical pathway toward aligning economic development with
environmental stewardship.

The concept of “clean growth” or “green growth” captures this alignment by empha-
sizing economic expansion that minimizes environmental harm and enhances resource
efficiency [71]. Renewable energy deployment, for example, has been shown to generate
substantial employment opportunities while reducing emissions and improving air quality.
These co-benefits demonstrate how environmental innovation can simultaneously advance
economic and social objectives, reinforcing the integrated nature of prosperity within the
SDG framework.

Environmental sustainability is also increasingly incorporated into broader measures
of prosperity. Traditional economic indicators fail to account for the depletion of natural
capital, such as forests, freshwater, and biodiversity. In response, alternative frameworks
like the Inclusive Wealth Index incorporate produced, human, and natural capital to assess
whether development pathways are truly sustainable [72]. Evidence from these assessments
suggests that many countries experiencing GDP growth are simultaneously eroding their
natural capital, thereby compromising future prosperity. This underscores the necessity of
integrating environmental considerations into economic planning and decision-making.

The interactions among economic, social, and environmental dimensions are charac-
terized by both synergies and trade-offs. Progress in one domain can generate positive
spill-overs in others—for instance, investments in clean energy can improve public health,
create jobs, and reduce emissions. However, poorly designed policies may also produce
tensions, such as industrial expansion that displaces communities or degrades ecosys-
tems. Research on SDG interactions emphasizes the importance of policy coherence and
integrated governance to manage these trade-offs effectively [23]. Policy coherence for
sustainable development involves aligning fiscal, industrial, social, and environmental
policies to ensure that progress toward one goal does not undermine others.

A major pattern emerging from the reviewed literature is that uneven SDG progress is
frequently linked to weak policy integration and fragmented governance systems. Many
countries have advanced selectively in areas such as renewable energy deployment or
technological modernization while simultaneously experiencing persistent inequalities,
labor vulnerabilities, or urban exclusion. This demonstrates that isolated sectoral progress
cannot by itself produce sustainable prosperity. Instead, the findings suggest that effective
implementation of the Prosperity Cluster requires coordinated institutional frameworks
capable of integrating environmental innovation with social protection and inclusive eco-
nomic planning. The comparative evidence across the reviewed studies therefore reinforces
the importance of multidimensional governance approaches in achieving balanced and
resilient development outcomes.
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Despite the clarity of this integrated vision, the road to prosperity faces persistent
challenges. Structural inequalities, limited financial resources, technological gaps, and
institutional weaknesses constrain many countries’ ability to implement holistic develop-
ment strategies. Developing countries, in particular, face the dual challenge of expanding
economic opportunities while adapting to and mitigating climate change, often with limited
fiscal space. Addressing these challenges requires international cooperation, technology
transfer, and capacity building, as emphasized throughout the 2030 Agenda [7].

Strategic pathways toward sustainable prosperity therefore include integrated pol-
icy design, investment in human capital, sustainable infrastructure development, and
innovation for inclusion. Education and skills development enable individuals to partici-
pate in evolving labor markets shaped by digitalization and the green transition. Social
protection systems cushion vulnerable populations against economic and environmental
shocks, enhancing resilience and social cohesion. At the same time, strong institutions and
participatory governance ensure that development processes are inclusive and accountable.

The synthesis presented throughout this review also contributes to ongoing academic
discussions surrounding SDG integration and sustainability transitions. Rather than exam-
ining SDGs independently, the findings illustrate how prosperity-oriented goals operate
through interconnected socio-technical, institutional, and environmental systems. Energy
transitions influence employment structures, innovation capacity affects inequality patterns,
and urban governance shapes both environmental resilience and social inclusion. This
interconnected perspective provides a more comprehensive understanding of sustainable
development by highlighting that prosperity emerges through coordinated transformation
across multiple domains simultaneously. Accordingly, the Prosperity Cluster framework
offers a useful conceptual lens for evaluating whether development pathways are capable
of generating long-term resilience, inclusivity, and environmental sustainability together.

The findings of this review also carry important policy implications across different
development contexts. In developed economies, progress toward the Prosperity SDGs
increasingly depends on accelerating decarbonization, enhancing social inclusion and ensur-
ing that technological innovation benefits all segments of society. In emerging economies,
the challenge lies in balancing industrial expansion and economic growth with environmen-
tal sustainability and social equity. For developing and lower-income countries, priorities
remain centered on expanding access to affordable energy, strengthening infrastructure,
creating decent employment opportunities and improving institutional capacity. These
differences suggest that while the objectives of SDGs 7-11 are universal, implementation
strategies must be adapted to national and regional development conditions.

In conclusion, the road to prosperity within the SDG framework is inherently multi-
dimensional. Economic dynamism, social inclusion, and environmental innovation are not
separate or competing objectives; they are interdependent pillars of sustainable develop-
ment. The Prosperity Cluster of the SDGs provides a coherent structure for advancing this
integrated vision, emphasizing that long-term prosperity depends on the quality, inclusive-
ness, and sustainability of growth. By aligning economic policies with social equity and
environmental stewardship, societies can move toward a form of prosperity that enhances
well-being today while safeguarding opportunities for future generations.

In Table 3 below, there is a list of studies alongside their major findings on the pros-
perity context and relative SDG cluster, so that the reader can acquire further insights
and more detailed knowledge on case studies and policy implementations that have been
made on this particular area. Table 3 presents representative studies that illustrate the
principal themes, methodological approaches, and policy insights identified across the
reviewed literature. It is intended as an illustrative synthesis rather than an exhaustive
catalog of all studies included in the review. The majority of the relevant studies found
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in the literature are discussed in all Section 3 subsections (Sections 3.1-3.8), and, as stated

in the Methodology Section of the article, in order to maintain quality and readability of

the article, all included and discussed studies are listed and classified according to their

primary SDG focus, year and first author in the Supplementary Table S1.

Table 3. Relevant literature.

Article No. g;::or/s Title/Focus of Study Method Findings of Study
Conditions in which people live in, and
conditions of life are proven to be
. improved through the advancement of

Sustainable . R
infrastructure and social initiatives, as

Development-Based well as the role of green cities

1 [73] Approaches to Urban Scientific literature. . . & ’
ecological cities and modern and

Recovery and - .

; energy efficient technology in

Prosperity. . .
protecting the environment and
improving people’s living conditions as
well as the economical state of regions.
Converting waste into profit through

Pathways to Prosperity: the production of biogas and

Unlocking Sustainable composting, as well as investing

2 [74] Development through Content Analysis advantageously in income making,

Integrated Waste capacity building and ecosystem

Management. services lead to a future that is
prosperous, strong and sustainable.
Sharing economy considers all 3 pillars

Sharing Economy from of sustainable development, and

the Sustainable . promotes optimal use of resources,

Multiple .
3 [75] Development Goals . lowers energy consumption, and
. methodologies ) .

Perspective: A Path to enhances improvement economically,

Global Prosperity. environmentally and
socioeconomically.

Sharing economy promotes efficient
production of goods and services due
to optimal resource usage, enhancing

Impact of Sharing social and environmental aspects of

Economy and Green businesses, and production of

Energy on Ach1ev1ng Secondary data rengwable energy protects the

4 [76] Sustainable Economic (content analysis) environment and energy resources,

Development: Evidence Y both of which grant sustainable

from a Novel NARDL development.

Model. China’s sustainable economic growth
positively impacted by sharing
economy as well as consumption and
production of renewable energy.

A Systematic Literature

Review. Relationships Sharing economy is effective in

5 [77] Between the Sharing Content analysis achieving economic, environmental

Economy, Sustainability
and Sustainable
Development Goals.

and social sustainability and reaches all
SDGs.
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Table 3. Cont.

Article No. g:::or/s Title/Focus of Study Method Findings of Study
Does Sharing Economy
Promote Sustainable Sharing economy is effective in

6 78] Economic Development  Quantitative enhancing socio-economic factors and
and Energy Efficiency?  assessment improve energy efficiency and
Evidence from OECD sustainable economic development.
Countries.
El?;falggj f?)itttﬁz SDG 7 and 10 can be achieved through
Planet? The sharing economy by generating

7 [79] Contribution of Sharin Literature review renewable energy and promoting the
Economy to Sustainabl% sharing of this energy and enabling
Develop}rlnent Goals everyone to have access.
Renewable Enerev for Usage of renewable energy alongside
Sustainable &Y advanced technology and engineering

8 [29] Development Goal of Content analysis systems and develqp ne their
Clean and Affordable proficiency and optimality leads to
Ener energy accessibility for all and

&Y sustainable development.
. Digital technology innovation

%ﬁ;?;gg;h;ﬂogy positively impacts the efficiency of

9 [80] Common Prosperity Data observation production, eff1c1ent. d1y151on of labor
Within Enterprises: resource, and establishing stable
Destruction or Cre;ation income distribution as well as excellent

' growth.

Nexus Between Urban The progression of SDGs is significantly
Circular Economies and interconnected to urban circular

10 [81] Sustainable Systematic literature  economy, further emphasizing the
Development Goals: A review necessity for renewable energy use,
Systematic Literature resource efficiency, and responsible
Review. consumption.
Integrated Management
of Construction and Urban resilience can be obtained

11 [82] Demolition Waste as Data observation through the integration of demolition
Key Factor of Urban waste and management of construction.
Circular Economy.
Progress Towards the Most EU Member States benefited from
2030 Sustainable Critical content the implementation of SDG 11 showing

12 [83] Development Goals for analvsis significant improvement towards
EU Urban Communities y reaching environmental and social
(SDG11). equity and sustainability.
Analysis of the .
Prosperity Level of Secondary Data and ;};f;sﬂrizizgctiﬁéje}‘: elgﬁsd

13 [84] Samarinda City in the City Prosperity Index . . &1 poucy
Infrastructure (CPI) involvement in order to increase
Dimension Samarinda’s prosperity.
g;;,{gi?g;zi Ensure Digitization in the Ha’il region led to
Competitiveness of the ~ Mixed the progression of sustainable

14 [85] s . . . development, by achieving 5 SDGs that
Ha’il Region to Achieve methodologies . .
Sustainable play a role socially, environmentally

Development Goals.

and economically.
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Table 3. Cont.

Article No. g:::or/s Title/Focus of Study Method Findings of Study
Artificial Intelligence in
the Industry 4.0, and Its
Impacts on Poverty,
%ﬂﬁz\s’ﬁﬁi’lre Al advances innovation, infrastructure
15 [86] Content Analysis improvement and reliability, transport
Development, and the .
- and economic growth.
Sustainable
Development Goals:
Lessons from Emerging
Economies.
Impact of Urban Through enforcing eco-friendly public
Transport on City transportation, modern guidelines to
16 [87] Development in the Content analysis regulate emissions, and regular
Context of Sustainable monitoring, cities improve towards a
Development. sustainable and greener future.
Urban Resilience for Urban resilience can be met through
17 [88] Urban Sustainability: Systematic literature = urban green space, protective
Concepts, Dimensions,  review infrastructure, transport accessibility
and Perspectives. and communication technology.
Future Cities and
Sustainable Renewable energy integration as well
Development: as developed materials and civil
Integrating Renewable . engineering touches on the social,
18 [89] Case studies . .
Energy, Advanced economical and environmental matters
Materials, and Civil and are crucial for the sustainable
Engineering for Urban development of cities.
Resilience.
Emphasizes the positive contribution
that the green city has on generating
. . cities that are sustainable, equal, and
The Green City as a In-depth theoretical e . .
. . . strong, building cities that benefit their
19 [90] Driver of Sustainable analysis and
: . people, protect natural resources and
Development. comparative analysis

maintain stable advancements at a
long-term level, through relying on a
comprehensive approach.

3.7. Theoretical Perspectives Underpinning the Prosperity Cluster Literature

A recurring observation across the reviewed literature is the diversity of theoretical
perspectives used to examine prosperity-related SDGs. Several studies draw implicitly
on sustainable development theory, which conceptualizes economic, social and environ-
mental objectives as interdependent dimensions of long-term societal progress. Research
on SDG 7 frequently employs sustainability transition frameworks and socio-technical
transition theory to explain shifts from fossil-fuel systems toward renewable energy
technologies [27,29].

Studies addressing SDGs 8 and 9 often draw upon innovation systems theory, human-
capital theory and endogenous growth theory, emphasizing the role of knowledge, skills,
infrastructure and technological innovation in generating sustainable economic devel-
opment [36,46,86]. Similarly, research on SDG 10 frequently reflects social justice and
equity-based perspectives, focusing on the distribution of opportunities, resources and
development outcomes among different social groups [16,54].
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Within SDG 11, theoretical foundations are commonly derived from urban resilience
theory, smart-city frameworks and sustainable urbanism, which examine how cities can
balance economic competitiveness, environmental quality and social inclusion [59-61].
Despite these identifiable perspectives, many empirical studies remain largely policy-driven
and do not explicitly articulate their theoretical foundations. This suggests an important
gap in the literature, as stronger theoretical integration could improve understanding of
the mechanisms linking the different components of the Prosperity cluster and facilitate
comparative analyses across regions and sectors.

3.8. Research Gaps and Future Directions

The review identifies several important research gaps within the Prosperity cluster
literature. First, many studies focus on individual SDGs in isolation, despite increasing
recognition that SDGs 7-11 are highly interconnected. Future research should adopt
systems-based approaches capable of examining synergies and trade-offs across multiple
goals simultaneously.

Second, significant geographical imbalances remain in the evidence base. Most em-
pirical studies originate from Europe and other high-income regions, while evidence from
low-income countries and fragile contexts remains comparatively limited. Additional
research is needed to understand how prosperity-related SDGs can be achieved under
differing institutional, economic and environmental conditions.

Third, the literature remains dominated by descriptive assessments and policy eval-
uations. Future studies should place greater emphasis on causal analysis, longitudinal
assessment and theory-driven investigations capable of explaining why certain interven-
tions succeed while others fail.

Finally, emerging issues such as artificial intelligence, digital inclusion, circular econ-
omy systems and climate adaptation require greater integration within SDG research.
Understanding how these evolving trends influence the interactions among energy, em-
ployment, innovation, inequality and urban development represents an important avenue
for future scholarship.

4. Conclusions

The present review examined the Prosperity cluster of the Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs 7-11) through an integrated analysis of affordable and clean energy, de-
cent work and economic growth, industry and innovation, reduced inequalities, and
sustainable cities and communities. Drawing on peer-reviewed and gray literature
identified through a structured review process, the study explored how economic dy-
namism, environmental innovation, and social inclusion interact to shape pathways
toward sustainable prosperity.

The findings demonstrate that the Prosperity SDGs are highly interconnected and
cannot be effectively understood or implemented in isolation. Progress in renewable
energy systems contributes not only to environmental sustainability but also to em-
ployment creation, technological innovation, and improved living standards. Similarly,
advances in infrastructure and innovation can stimulate economic growth and urban
development, yet their long-term contribution to prosperity depends on equitable access
to opportunities and resources. Across all reviewed themes, inequality emerged as a
recurring challenge capable of constraining progress and limiting the distribution of
sustainability benefits.

A central contribution of this review is the identification of prosperity as a mul-
tidimensional outcome emerging from the interaction of economic, environmental,
and social systems. The evidence indicates that technological advancement and eco-
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nomic growth alone are insufficient to achieve sustainable prosperity if they are not
accompanied by inclusive governance, social protection, and environmental steward-
ship. Likewise, environmental initiatives are most effective when integrated with
employment creation, infrastructure development, and measures aimed at reducing
social disparities.

The review also highlights important regional differences in the implementation
of SDGs 7-11. Developed economies tend to focus on decarbonization, innovation
ecosystems, and smart-city development, while emerging and developing countries
often prioritize energy access, infrastructure expansion, employment generation, and
institutional strengthening. These findings suggest that although the objectives of
the Prosperity cluster are universal, the pathways toward achieving them are highly
context-specific and require differentiated policy approaches that reflect national devel-
opment conditions.

From a theoretical perspective, the reviewed literature draws upon diverse frameworks
including sustainable development theory, socio-technical transition theory, innovation
systems approaches, social justice perspectives, and urban resilience frameworks. However,
the review also reveals that many studies remain policy-oriented and descriptive, with
limited theoretical integration across SDGs. This represents an important opportunity for
future research to develop more comprehensive conceptual models capable of explaining
the interactions, synergies, and trade-offs among prosperity-related goals.

Several research gaps were identified. Future studies should place greater emphasis
on comparative analyses across different geographical and socioeconomic contexts, partic-
ularly in low-income countries and vulnerable regions where evidence remains limited.
There is also a need for more longitudinal and theory-driven research examining how
energy transitions, digitalization, innovation systems, inequality reduction, and urban
sustainability interact over time. Emerging topics such as artificial intelligence, circular
economy systems, digital inclusion, and climate adaptation warrant further investigation
due to their growing influence on prosperity-related outcomes.

This review is subject to several limitations. First, only English-language sources were
included, which may have excluded relevant studies published in other languages. Second,
although multiple databases and gray literature sources were consulted, some publications
may not have been captured by the search strategy. Third, the review adopted a thematic
synthesis approach rather than a quantitative meta-analysis, limiting the ability to compare
effect sizes across studies. Finally, the reviewed literature spans diverse geographical,
economic, and institutional contexts, which may affect the generalizability of certain
findings. Nevertheless, the inclusion of both peer-reviewed and policy-oriented sources
provides a broad and integrated perspective on the Prosperity Cluster and its role within
sustainable development.

Overall, the review demonstrates that sustainable prosperity cannot be achieved
through isolated interventions or narrow measures of economic performance. Long-term
prosperity requires integrated strategies that simultaneously advance economic opportu-
nity, environmental responsibility, and social equity. The Prosperity cluster offers a valuable
framework for understanding these interdependencies and highlights the importance of
coordinated policies, strong institutions, and inclusive governance in advancing sustainable
development. Achieving the ambitions of the 2030 Agenda will ultimately depend on
the ability of societies to pursue growth that is not only economically productive, but
also environmentally sustainable and socially inclusive, ensuring that prosperity is shared
across present and future generations.

This study also demonstrates the value of employing an integrative literature review
approach for examining the Prosperity cluster (SDGs 7-11). Unlike bibliometric reviews,
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which primarily focus on publication patterns, citation networks and research trends,
the integrative review approach enabled the synthesis of diverse forms of evidence,
including conceptual, empirical, policy-oriented and interdisciplinary studies. This was
particularly important given the complex and interconnected nature of the Prosperity
cluster, where understanding the relationships among energy systems, economic de-
velopment, innovation, inequality and sustainable urbanization required a qualitative
assessment of themes, synergies and trade-offs rather than a purely quantitative map-
ping of the literature. Future research could complement the present findings through
bibliometric and scientometric analyses that examine the evolution of scholarship on
SDGs 7-11, identify emerging research fronts and map collaboration patterns across
regions and disciplines. Such studies would provide a valuable quantitative counterpart
to the thematic synthesis presented here.
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Author Contributions: 1.G., FL.,, FA-M., AM,, N.A-K, SN, N.A.-Q., R A.-Y,, M.A.-H.: Writing—
original draft, ] N.H.: Writing—original draft, Writing—review and editing, Methodology, Investi-
gation, Formal analysis, Data curation, Conceptualization, Supervision. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: No new data were created or analyzed in this study.

Acknowledgments: This paper received no funding. The interpretation of any used data and any
findings achieved herein are solely the responsibility of the authors.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References

1.  Pezzey, ]. Sustainable development concepts. World 1992, 1, 45.

2. Sachs, ].D. Sustainable development goals. In Health of People, Health of Planet and Our Responsibility: Climate Change, Air Pollution
and Health; Springer Nature Switzerland AG: Cham, Switzerland, 2020; p. 391.

3. Fleming, A.; Wise, RM.; Hansen, H.; Sams, L. The sustainable development goals: A case study. Mar. Policy 2017, 86, 94-103.
[CrossRef]

4.  Sachs, J.D.; Schmidt-Traub, G.; Mazzucato, M.; Messner, D.; Nakicenovic, N.; Rockstrom, J. Six transformations to achieve the
sustainable development goals. Nat. Sustain. 2019, 2, 805-814. [CrossRef]

5. Trends, G. Challenges and Opportunities in the Implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals; United Nations Development
Programme & United Nations Research Institute for Social Development: Geneva, Switzerland, 2017; pp. 1-101.

6.  Griggs, D.; Smith, M.S.; Rockstrom, J.; Ohman, M.C.; Gaffney, O.; Glaser, G.; Kanie, N.; Noble, I.; Steffen, W.; Shyamsundar, P. An
integrated framework for sustainable development goals. Ecol. Soc. 2014, 19, 49. [CrossRef]

7. United Nations. Transforming Our World: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. Available online: https://sdgs.un.
org/sites/default/files/publications/21252030%20Agenda%?20for%20Sustainable%20Development%20web.pdf (accessed on 22
January 2026).

8. Tucho, G.T.; Kumsa, D.M. Challenges of achieving sustainable development goal 7 from the perspectives of access to modern
cooking energy in developing countries. Front. Energy Res. 2020, 8, 564104. [CrossRef]

9.  Mishra, M.,; Desul, S.; Santos, C.A.G.; Mishra, S.K.; Kamal, A.H.M.; Goswami, S.; Kalumba, A.M.; Biswal, R.; da Silva, RM.;
Dos Santos, C.A.C. A bibliometric analysis of sustainable development goals (SDGs): A review of progress, challenges, and
opportunities. Environ. Dev. Sustain. 2024, 26, 11101-11143.

https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/sul8136559


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/su18136559/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/su18136559/s1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2017.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-019-0352-9
https://doi.org/10.5751/es-07082-190449
https://sdgs.un.org/sites/default/files/publications/21252030%20Agenda%20for%20Sustainable%20Development%20web.pdf
https://sdgs.un.org/sites/default/files/publications/21252030%20Agenda%20for%20Sustainable%20Development%20web.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenrg.2020.564104
https://doi.org/10.3390/su18136559

Sustainability 2026, 18, 6559 34 of 37

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.
32.

33.

34.

35.

Saha, T.; Miah, R.; Rahman, M.; Das, S.K.; Hoque, E. Disclosures for slavery accounting concerning SDG 8 and corporate attributes:
A study on the banking industry of Bangladesh. Future Bus. . 2023, 9, 20. [CrossRef]

Chou, J.-R. A scoping review of ontologies relevant to design strategies in response to the UN Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs). Sustainability 2021, 13, 10012. [CrossRef]

Foldyan, M.O.; Coelho, EM.R.d.B.; Feldens, C.A; Gaffar, B.; Virtanen, J.I.; Abodunrin, O.R.; Duangthip, D.; Al-Batayneh, O.B.;
Vukovic, A.; El Tantawi, M.; et al. A scoping review on early childhood caries and inequalities using the Sustainable Development
Goal 10 framework. BMC Oral Health 2025, 25, 219. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Almulhim, A.IL; Sharifi, A.; Aina, Y.A.; Ahmad, S.; Mora, L.; Filho, W.L.; Abubakar, L.R. Charting sustainable urban development
through a systematic review of SDG11 research. Nat. Cities 2024, 1, 677-685. [CrossRef]

Sengupta, U.; Sengupta, U. SDG-11 and smart cities: Contradictions and overlaps between social and environmental justice
research agendas. Front. Sociol. 2022, 7, 995603. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gebara, C.H.; Laurent, A. National SDG-7 performance assessment to support achieving sustainable energy for all within
planetary limits. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2023, 173, 112934. [CrossRef]

Bhandari, M.P. What is next for the sustainable development goals, what are the challenges concerning SDG 10—Reduced
inequalities? Sustain. Earth Rev. 2024, 7, 23. [CrossRef]

Wang, D.; Dong, L.; Di, S. Data-driven comparison of urban sustainability towards sustainable urban development under
sustainable development goals (SDGs): A review based on bibliometric analysis. Front. Energy Res. 2023, 11, 1168126. [CrossRef]
Kreinin, H.; Aigner, E. From “Decent work and economic growth” to “Sustainable work and economic degrowth”: A new
framework for SDG 8. Empirica 2022, 49, 281-311. [CrossRef]

Snyder, H. Literature review as a research methodology: An overview and guidelines. . Bus. Res. 2019, 104, 333-339. [CrossRef]
Page, M.].; McKenzie, J.E.; Bossuyt, PM.; Boutron, I.; Hoffmann, T.C.; Mulrow, C.D.; Shamseer, L.; Tetzlaff, ] M.; Akl, E.A ;
Brennan, S.E.; et al. The PRISMA 2020 statement: An updated guideline for reporting systematic reviews. BMJ 2021, 372, n71.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kitchenham, B.; Charters, S. Guidelines for Performing Systematic Literature Reviews in Software Engineering; Technical Report EBSE
2007-001; Keele University: Keele, UK; Durham University: Durham, UK, 2007; p. 2.

Torraco, R.J. Writing Integrative Reviews of the Literature: Methods and Purposes. Int. |. Adult Vocat. Educ. Technol. 2016, 7, 62-70.
[CrossRef]

Nilsson, M.; Griggs, D.; Visbeck, M. Policy: Map the interactions between Sustainable Development Goals. Nature 2016, 534,
320-322. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Pozo-Gonzalo, C. UN Sustainable Development Goals 7 and 13. How sustainable are the metals in our journey to clean energy
storage? RSC Sustain. 2023, 1, 662-664. [CrossRef]

Kwakwa, P.A.; Adusah-Poku, F.; Adjei-Mantey, K. Towards the attainment of sustainable development goal 7: What determines
clean energy accessibility in sub-Saharan Africa. Green Financ. 2021, 3, 268-286. [CrossRef]

Arora, N.K.; Mishra, I. Progress of sustainable development goal 7: Clean and green energy for all as the biggest challenge to
combat climate crisis. Environ. Sustain. 2022, 5, 395-399. [CrossRef]

Makedon, V.; Politykin, M.; Hromyak, S.; Novosad, I.; Doronina, I. The Role of Renewable Energy in Advancing SDG 7: Ensuring
Clean and Affordable Energy. Grassroots J. Nat. Resour. 2025, 8, 485-505. [CrossRef]

Kroll, C.; Warchold, A.; Pradhan, P. Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs): Are we successful in turning trade-offs into synergies?
Palgrave Commun. 2019, 5, 140. [CrossRef]

Kumar, S.; Rathore, K. Renewable energy for sustainable development goal of clean and affordable energy. Int. . Mater. Manuf.
Sustain. Technol. 2023, 2, 1-15. [CrossRef]

Prechtl, M.H. UN Sustainable Development Goal 7: Clean energy—a holistic approach towards a sustainable future through
hydrogen storage. RSC Sustain. 2023, 1, 1580-1583. [CrossRef]

Jakob, M.; Hilaire, J. Unburnable fossil-fuel reserves. Nature 2015, 517, 150-151. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Dada, O.; Mbohwa, C. Energy from waste: A possible way of meeting goal 7 of the sustainable development goals. Mater. Today
Proc. 2018, 5, 10577-10584. [CrossRef]

Okuh, C.O.; Nwuly, E.O.; Ogu, E.; Egbumokei, PI; Dienagha, N.; Digitemie, W.N. Advancing a waste-to-energy model to
reduce environmental impact and promote sustainability in energy operations. Int. . Multidiscip. Res. Growth Eval. 2023, 4,
885-891. [CrossRef]

Carlsen, L. Decent Work and Economic Growth in the European Union. A partial order analysis of Eurostat SDG 8 data. Green
Financ. 2021, 3, 483-494. [CrossRef]

Beltozar-Clemente, S.; Iparraguirre-Villanueva, O.; Pucuhuayla-Revatta, F; Sierra-Lifian, F.; Zapata-Paulini, J.; Cabanillas-
Carbonell, M. Contributions of the 5G Network with Respect to Decent Work and Economic Growth (Sustainable Development
Goal 8): A Systematic Review of the Literature. Sustainability 2023, 15, 15776. [CrossRef]

https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/sul18136559


https://doi.org/10.1186/s43093-023-00199-z
https://doi.org/10.3390/su131810012
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12903-025-05587-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/39930428
https://doi.org/10.1038/s44284-024-00117-6
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsoc.2022.995603
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36524212
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2022.112934
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42055-024-00093-8
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenrg.2023.1168126
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10663-021-09526-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2019.07.039
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n71
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33782057
https://doi.org/10.4018/ijavet.2016070106
https://doi.org/10.1038/534320a
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27306173
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3su90020g
https://doi.org/10.3934/gf.2021014
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42398-022-00257-2
https://doi.org/10.33002/nr2581.6853.080223
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-019-0335-5
https://doi.org/10.56896/ijmmst.2023.2.1.001
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3su90036c
https://doi.org/10.1038/517150a
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25567276
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2017.12.390
https://doi.org/10.54660/.ijmrge.2023.4.1.885-891
https://doi.org/10.3934/GF.2021022
https://doi.org/10.3390/su152215776
https://doi.org/10.3390/su18136559

Sustainability 2026, 18, 6559 35 of 37

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.
54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.
62.

63.

Di Vaio, A.; Zaffar, A.; Chhabra, M. Intellectual capital through decarbonization for achieving Sustainable Development Goal 8: A
systematic literature review and future research directions. J. Intellect. Cap. 2024, 25, 54-86. [CrossRef]

Siedlok, E; Callagher, L.; Korber, S. Reviewing Worker and Producer Cooperative Contributions Toward SDG8 in Developing
and Developed Economies. In International Business and SDG 8: Exploring the Relationship Between IB and Society; Sinkovics, N.,
Sinkovics, R.R., Boussebaa, M., Fletcher, M., Eds.; Springer Nature: Cham, Switzerland, 2024; pp. 281-295.
Hernandez-Trasobares, A.; Murillo-Luna, J.L. The influence of cooperative innovation on employment from the perspective of
sustainable development goals. J. Innov. Knowl. 2025, 10, 100786. [CrossRef]

Klimczuk, A.; Dovie, D.A.; Kerla, M.; Klimczuk-Kochariska, M.; Toczyski, P. Towards 2030: Sustainable development goal 8:
Decent work and economic growth. A sociological perspective. Front. Sociol. 2024, 9, 1487233. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lou, J.; Rader, A.; Gultom, YYM.L.; Hilde, T.C.; Hultman, N. Navigating SDG 8 in the decarbonizing landscape of emerging
economies: A case study of Indonesia. Sustain. Earth Rev. 2024, 7, 26. [CrossRef]

Colak, K. The Impact of SDG Scores On NEET Rates in Selected OECD Countries: A Two-Step GMM Approach. Yonetim Ve Ekon.
Aragtirmalar: Derg. 2025, 23, 70-89. [CrossRef]

Kiifeoglu, S. (Ed.) SDG-8: Decent Work and Economic Growth. In Emerging Technologies: Value Creation for Sustainable Development;
Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2022; pp. 331-348.

Singh, S.; Ru, J. Goals of sustainable infrastructure, industry, and innovation: A review and future agenda for research. Environ.
Sci. Pollut. Res. 2023, 30, 28446-28458. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kiifeoglu, S. (Ed.) SDG-9: Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure. In Emerging Technologies: Value Creation for Sustainable
Development; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2022; pp. 349-369.

Alagla, S.A. Governance and auditing the implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs): Challenges of the
preparedness phase. Financ. Bus. Econ. Rev. 2019, 12, 98-109. [CrossRef]

Mahgoub, Y. Innovation learning at King Faisal University for achieving UNESCO sustainable development goals. Int. Des. ].
2020, 10, 209-213. [CrossRef]

Bouzehhar, A. The Role of Security and Stability and its Importance to Achieve Sustainable Development. Leg. Political Res. 2024,
9, 1053-1068.

Taallah, L.; Chine, L. Investing in Human Capital for Sustainable Development: Progress and Opportunities in light of COVID-19
Setback for the Maghreb Countries. Sci. J. Econ. Future 2021, 9, 260-281.

Chancel, L.; Hough, A.; Voituriez, T. Reducing Inequalities within Countries: Assessing the Potential of the Sustainable
Development Goals. Glob. Policy 2018, 9, 5-16. [CrossRef]

Hackl, A. Mobility equity in a globalized world: Reducing inequalities in the sustainable development agenda. World Dev. 2018,
112, 150-162. [CrossRef]

Ahmed, M. Unequal access to health care facilities and its impact on achieving sustainable development goals: Bangladesh
perspective. Jurnalul Pract. Comunitare Pozitive 2022, 22, 120-144. [CrossRef]

Szymarnska, A. Reducing socioeconomic inequalities in the European Union in the context of the 2030 agenda for sustainable
development. Sustainability 2021, 13, 7409. [CrossRef]

Scott, K.L.; Thau, S. Theory and research on social exclusion in work groups. Oxf. Handb. Soc. Exclusion 2013, 1, 65-74. [CrossRef]
Lorenzo, J.A. SDG 10-Reduce Inequality Within and Among Countries. In The UN Sustainable Development Goals: A Commentary;
Bantekas, I., Seatzu, F., Eds.; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 2023.

Doidge, M.; Kelly, S. SDG 10: Reduce inequality within and among countries. Jean Monnet Sustain. Dev. Goals Netw. Policy Brief
Ser. 2013, 1-8.

Qestreich, J.E. SDG 10: Reduce inequality in and among countries. Soc. Altern. 2018, 37, 34-41.

Biermann, E; Hickmann, T.; Sénit, C.-A.; Beisheim, M.; Bernstein, S.; Chasek, P.; Grob, L.; Kim, R.E.; Kotzé, L.].; Nilsson, M.; et al.
Author Correction: Scientific evidence on the political impact of the Sustainable Development Goals. Nat. Sustain. 2023, 6, 344.
[CrossRef]

Lawrence, R.J. Overcoming barriers to implementing sustainable development goals. Hum. Ecol. Rev. 2020, 26, 95-116.
Oyadeyi, O.A.; Oyadeyi, O.O. Towards inclusive and sustainable strategies in smart cities: A comparative analysis of Zurich,
Oslo, and Copenhagen. Res. Glob. 2025, 10, 100271. [CrossRef]

Mazzetto, S.; El-Khoury, R.; Malkoun, ]. Promoting sustainable communities through affordable housing. A case study of Beirut,
Lebanon. Front. Sustain. Cities 2024, 6, 1308618. [CrossRef]

Bloom, B.B. Sustainable Cities; a Case Study Analysis of Chesapeake, VA. OUR |. ODU Undergrad. Res. ]. 2024, 11, 5.

Lai, Y.; Wang, P; Xia, J. Systematic review of sustainable urban community development trends challenges and opportunities.
Discov. Sustain. 2025, 6, 616. [CrossRef]

Afanasyeva, A.; Safma, R.; Kursina, I. Sustainable cities: Major challenges and trends. In Proceedings of the IOP Conference
Series: Materials Science and Engineering, Kazan, Russia, 29 April-15 May 2020; p. 012181.

https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/sul18136559


https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-05-2024-0131
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jik.2025.100786
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsoc.2024.1487233
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/39601018
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42055-024-00096-5
https://doi.org/10.11611/yead.1675761
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-023-25281-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36670221
https://doi.org/10.5539/ibr.v12n4p98
https://doi.org/10.21608/idj.2020.81096
https://doi.org/10.1111/1758-5899.12511
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2018.08.005
https://doi.org/10.35782/jcpp.2022.2.09
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13137409
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195398700.013.0007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-022-00938-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resglo.2025.100271
https://doi.org/10.3389/frsc.2024.1308618
https://doi.org/10.1007/s43621-025-01539-5
https://doi.org/10.3390/su18136559

Sustainability 2026, 18, 6559 36 of 37

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

Stiglitz, J.E.; Sen, A; Fitoussi, J.-P. Report by the Commission on the Measurement of Economic Performance and Social Progress.
Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/8131721/8131772 /Stiglitz-Sen-Fitoussi-Commission-report.pdf
(accessed on 22 January 2026).

International Labour Organization. Work for a Brighter Future: Global Commission on the Future of Work. ILO. Available
online: https:/ /www.ilo.org/sites/default/files/wcmsp5/groups/public/ %40dgreports/ %40cabinet/documents / publication/
wems_662410.pdf (accessed on 22 January 2026).

World Bank. Resilient Infrastructure for Sustainable Development. Available online: https:/ /www.worldbank.org/en/research/
brief/ (accessed on 22 January 2026).

OECD. Innovation for Development Impact: Lessons from the OECD Development Assistance Committee, The Development Dimension;
OECD Publishing: Paris, France, 2020. [CrossRef]

Walton, E. Books: The Inner Level: How More Equal Societies Reduce Stress, Restore Sanity and Improve Everyone’s Well-Being:
Inequality as it Affects Individuals. Br. |. Gen. Pract. J. R. Coll. Gen. Pract. 2019, 69, 452-453. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

UN-Habitat. World Cities Report 2022: Envisaging the Future of Cities. Available online: https://unhabitat.org/sites /default/
files /2022 /06 /wcr_2022.pdf (accessed on 22 January 2026).

IPCC. AR6 Synthesis Report Climate Change 2023. Available online: https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/syr/ (accessed on 22
January 2026).

OECD. Towards Green Growth. Available online: https:/ /www.oecd.org/content/dam/oecd/en/publications/reports/2011/0
5/towards-green-growth_glg1342a/9789264111318-en.pdf (accessed on 22 January 2026).

UNERP. Inclusive Wealth Report 2023: Measuring Sustainability and Equity. Available online: https:/ /wedocs.unep.org/rest/api/
core/bitstreams/da6e6162-9a9c-4d3b-b9b7-3676cc9808df/ content (accessed on 22 January 2026).

Yashchenko, O.; Kubanov, R.; Makatora, D. Sustainable Development-Based Approaches to Urban Recovery and Prosperity. Bus.
Inf. 2024, 6, 357-368. [CrossRef]

Das, S.; Mukharjee, M.; Kaibartta, A. Pathways to Prosperity: Unlocking Sustainable Development through Integrated Waste
Management. Vigyan Varta 2024, 5, 74-79.

Aref, M. Sharing economy from the sustainable development goals perspective: A path to global prosperity. J. Internet Digit. Econ.
2024, 4, 116-138. [CrossRef]

Chang, C.-L.; Fang, M. Impact of a sharing economy and green energy on achieving sustainable economic development: Evidence
from a novel NARDL model. J. Innov. Knowl. 2023, 8, 100297. [CrossRef]

Boar, A.; Bastida, R.; Marimon, F. A systematic literature review. Relationships between the sharing economy, sustainability and
sustainable development goals. Sustainability 2020, 12, 6744. [CrossRef]

Dabbous, A.; Tarhini, A. Does sharing economy promote sustainable economic development and energy efficiency? Evidence
from OECD countries. J. Innov. Knowl. 2021, 6, 58-68. [CrossRef]

Pérez-Pérez, C.; Benito-Osorio, D.; Garcfa-Moreno, S.M.; Martinez-Ferndandez, A. Is sharing a better alternative for the planet?
The contribution of sharing economy to sustainable development goals. Sustainability 2021, 13, 1843. [CrossRef]

Zhang, B.; Chen, P. Digital technology innovation and common prosperity within enterprises: Destruction or creation. Environ.
Dev. Sustain. 2025, 1-35. [CrossRef]

Cervantes Puma, G.C.; Salles, A.; Braganca, L. Nexus between urban circular economies and sustainable development goals: A
systematic literature review. Sustainability 2024, 16, 2500. [CrossRef]

Elena, S.; Konstantinos, K.; Giorgos, G. Integrated management of construction and demolition waste as key factor of urban
circular economy. . Sustain. Environ. Manag. 2022, 1, 197-209. [CrossRef]

Ionescu, G.H,; Firoiu, D.; Manda, A.-M.; Pirvu, R;; Jianu, E.; Antoniu, M.-E. Progress towards the 2030 sustainable development
goals for EU urban communities (SDG11). Sustainability 2024, 16, 4513. [CrossRef]

Pratama, M.I; Putri, A.M.; Umar Mustofa, M.G.; Mardika, I.; Kadri, M.K. Analysis of The Prosperity Level of Samarinda City in
The Infrastructure Dimension. In Proceedings of the Proceedings of the 5th Borneo International Conference (BICAME 2024):
Symposium on Digital Innovation, Sustainable Design and Planning (DSP), Balikpapan, Indonesia, 18-19 September 2024; p. 135.
Triki, R.; Maaloul, M.H.; Bahou, Y.; Kadria, M. The impact of digitization to ensure competitiveness of the Ha'il region to achieve
sustainable development goals. Sustainability 2023, 15, 1661. [CrossRef]

Mhlanga, D. Artificial intelligence in the industry 4.0, and its impact on poverty, innovation, infrastructure development, and the
sustainable development goals: Lessons from emerging economies? Sustainability 2021, 13, 5788. [CrossRef]

Bespalyy, S.; Petrenko, A. Impact of urban transport on city development in the context of sustainable development. Transp. Res.
Procedia 2023, 68, 534-538. [CrossRef]

Zeng, X.; Yu, Y,; Yang, S.; Lv, Y.; Sarker, M.N.I. Urban resilience for urban sustainability: Concepts, dimensions, and perspectives.
Sustainability 2022, 14, 2481. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.3390/su18136559


https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/8131721/8131772/Stiglitz-Sen-Fitoussi-Commission-report.pdf
https://www.ilo.org/sites/default/files/wcmsp5/groups/public/%40dgreports/%40cabinet/documents/publication/wcms_662410.pdf
https://www.ilo.org/sites/default/files/wcmsp5/groups/public/%40dgreports/%40cabinet/documents/publication/wcms_662410.pdf
https://www.worldbank.org/en/research/brief/
https://www.worldbank.org/en/research/brief/
https://doi.org/10.1787/a9be77b3-en
https://doi.org/10.3399/bjgp19X705377
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31467020
https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/2022/06/wcr_2022.pdf
https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/2022/06/wcr_2022.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/syr/
https://www.oecd.org/content/dam/oecd/en/publications/reports/2011/05/towards-green-growth_g1g1342a/9789264111318-en.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/content/dam/oecd/en/publications/reports/2011/05/towards-green-growth_g1g1342a/9789264111318-en.pdf
https://wedocs.unep.org/rest/api/core/bitstreams/da6e6162-9a9c-4d3b-b9b7-3676cc9808df/content
https://wedocs.unep.org/rest/api/core/bitstreams/da6e6162-9a9c-4d3b-b9b7-3676cc9808df/content
https://doi.org/10.32983/2222-4459-2024-6-357-368
https://doi.org/10.1108/jide-02-2024-0007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jik.2022.100297
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12176744
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jik.2020.11.001
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13041843
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-024-05912-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/su16062500
https://doi.org/10.3126/josem.v1i2.45363
https://doi.org/10.3390/su16114513
https://doi.org/10.3390/su15021661
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13115788
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trpro.2023.02.072
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14052481
https://doi.org/10.3390/su18136559

Sustainability 2026, 18, 6559 37 of 37

89. Ajirotutu, R.O.; Adeyemi, A.B.; Ifechukwu, G.-O.; Iwuanyanwu, O.; Ohakawa, T.C.; Garba, B.M.P. Future cities and sustainable
development: Integrating renewable energy, advanced materials, and civil engineering for urban resilience. Int. J. Sustain. Urban
Dev. 2024, 12, 235-250. [CrossRef]

90. Azizi, L.; Kouddane, N. The green city as a driver of sustainable development. |. Umm Al-Qura Univ. Eng. Archit. 2024, 15,
384-397. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.3390/su18136559


https://doi.org/10.30574/msarr.2024.12.2.0204
https://doi.org/10.1007/s43995-024-00077-x
https://doi.org/10.3390/su18136559

	Introduction 
	SDG 7 “Affordable and Clean Energy” 
	SDG 8 “Decent Work and Economic Growth” 
	SDG 9 “Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure” 
	SDG 10 “Reduced Inequalities” 
	SDG 11 “Sustainable Cities and Communities” 
	Major Challenges of SDGs 7–11 
	Aims and Objectives 

	Methodology 
	Literature Search Strategy 
	Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria 
	Quality Appraisal 
	Data Synthesis and Thematic Coding 
	Review Rigor and Limitations 

	Results and Discussions 
	Affordable and Clean Energy, SDG 7 
	Decent Work and Economic Growth, SDG 8 
	Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure, SDG 9 
	Reduced Inequalities, SDG 10 
	Sustainable Cities and Communities, SDG 11 
	Economic, Social and Environmental Aspects: Road to Prosperity 
	Theoretical Perspectives Underpinning the Prosperity Cluster Literature 
	Research Gaps and Future Directions 

	Conclusions 
	References

