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Abstract. This essay analyses representative SDG 13 and SDG 15 from politi-

cal, economic and cultural perspectives using Australia, China, the United 

Kingdom (UK), Tuvalu, Japan and Brazil to identify structural challenges posed 

by different national political systems, economic frameworks and cultural val-

ues. Despite criticisms that many international initiatives lack rigorous imple-

mentation mechanisms, this paper argues that substantial progress can still be 

made through enhanced multilateral cooperation, improved financing mecha-

nisms, equitable distribution of responsibilities, and optimized market incen-

tives to promote global sustainable development. 
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1 Introduction 

Since the adoption of the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) by the United 

Nations (UN) in 2015, countries have faced dilemmas and challenges in achieving 

them. The 2024 Sustainable Development Goals Report states that only approximate-

ly half of the 17 SDGs have made modest progress, and nearly one-third of them have 

made no progress at all.[1] This reflects the profound differences in political, economic 

and cultural contexts across jurisdictions. This sobering reality starkly reflects the 

significant disparities in implementation when global consensus is translated into 

concrete national actions, owing to divergent political systems, economic frame-

works, and cultural values across countries. Nevertheless, after analyzing these chal-

lenges, this paper argues that the global sustainable development process is not 

doomed to be pessimistic. By strengthening multilateral cooperation and other 

measures, the international community can still pool its strengths to overcome exist-

ing obstacles. 
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2 The Definition of Development in the Contemporary World 

With the deepening economic globalization and changes in the international political 
landscape, some scholars believe that development is not simply defined as more than 
just economic and social progress, ignoring the importance of ecology and the envi-
ronment, especially under the US-dominated global governance structure, where
economic development is often regarded as the basis of political power, a notion that 
reinforces an excessive focus on economic factors, which may ignore the ecological 
and social dimensions and create a ‘development trap’. The Brundtland Report
demonstrates sustainability of development as a pattern of development that meets 
present needs without compromising the ability of future generations to do so, high-
lighting interactions between economic growth and ecological balance.[2] The 
Amendment to the Constitution of the PRC in 2018 clearly defines the concept of
environmental protection in development: development focuses on solving the prob-
lem of harmony between human beings and nature, the problems of tightening re-
source constraints, and degradation of ecosystems.[3] Arturo Escobar also criticizes the 
notion of development as being centered solely on GDP, noting that development is 
actually a discursive construct that can create discomfort in different jurisdictions.[4] 
In summary, development has taken on different connotations as the international
community has evolved, and nowadays not only reflects economic growth, but also 
reveals the importance of the ecological environment. According to the theory of
development as a discursive construct, international policies may ignore the different 
economic, political and cultural contexts of various jurisdictions when pursuing uni-
versal application, leading to conflict and convergence with SDGs, and reflecting why 
SDGs have struggled to achieve significant results.  

3 Multi-Perspective Analysis: How National Differences Affect 
the Implementation of Sdg 13 and Sdg 15 

The definition of SDG 13 is that states should take urgent action to address climate 
change and its impacts, which are affecting every country on every continent and
leading to rising sea levels and extreme weather.[5] SDG 15 refers to protecting, re-
storing and promoting the sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems, sustainably man-
aging forests, combating desertification, halting and reversing land degradation and 
halting biodiversity loss.[6] This essay analyzes and evaluates the implementation of 
SDG 13 and SDG 15 in different countries and with different influencing factors. The 
reason for discussing SDG 13 and SDG 15 together is that there is a strong correlation 
and causality between them. On the one hand, climate change, such as rising temper-
atures and frequent extreme weather events, can lead to desertification and soil ero-
sion, thereby damaging terrestrial ecosystems. On the other hand, soil erosion and
deforestation will undermine the important role of vegetation in regulating the carbon 
and oxygen balance, which is not only detrimental to biodiversity development but 
also to climate change. The scientific report released by UN Environment Programme 
in 2021 refers to the synergies that can be maximized by combining policy instru-
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ments for climate change mitigation and biodiversity conservation.[7] In light of this, 
the author analyzes how political, economic and cultural factors affect a country's
efficiency and performance in the implementation of these linked goals in different 
jurisdictions.  

3.1 Comparative Political Approaches to SDG 13 and SDG 15 in Australia 
and China 

The political structures and systems of different countries greatly influence the pro-
cess of achieving the SDGs, especially the highly relevant and cross-cutting SDG 13 
and SDG 15. Australia and China offer two distinct institutional models respectively: 
a decentralized federal democracy and a centralized one-party system. By analyzing 
the institutional mechanisms and specific practices of Australia and China in advanc-
ing SDG 13 and SDG 15 at the level of the political system, a clearer understanding 
of how the political structure shapes the ability to fulfill the effectiveness of national 
environmental governance can be achieved. 

According to Assessing National Progress and Priorities for SDGs: Experience for 
Australia, 0% of Australia's indicators are currently in line with expectations, with 
50% classified as ‘off track’. This demonstrates that Australia is currently failing to 
meet its climate action commitments under SDG 13, with all progress falling short of 
the ‘off track’, highlighting systemic policy and implementation challenges.[8] First of 
all, Australia is a classic commonwealth country under Australian Constitution. While 
federal government enjoys authority over external affairs, the actual operation of en-
vironmental regulatory powers, such as the granting or denial of coal mining rights, is 
largely in the hands of the states, which has led to a fragmentation of relevant poli-
cies. For example, section 10 of Climate Change Act 2022 specifies that Australia's 
greenhouse gas emissions target for 2030 is a 43% reduction from 2005 levels, but 
there is no enforcement mechanism in it and its effectiveness remains dependent on 
the will of local administrations. Additionally, another example is Australia's signing 
of the Kyoto Protocol, an international treaty in April 1998 aimed at reducing green-
house gas emissions. However, it was strongly hindered by Howard Government who 
thought lenient on developing countries to the detriment of Australia's development, 
and it was not ratified until December 2007 due to the arrival of new prime minister, 
Kevin Rudd. This delay reflects the tension between Australia's international climate 
commitments and its domestic political structure and party turnover, and exemplifies 
the challenges of implementing international climate action under a federal system of 
governance. Similarly, in the implementation of SDG 15, Environmental Protection 
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 provides the means of protection at a legal 
level, but the actual operation of whether or not to develop a forest remains under the 
control of the state government. For instance, Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016
(NSW), which replaces Native Vegetation Conservation Act 2003, provides for de-
velopers to be allowed to legally cut down native forests through the payment of fees 
for native forests. This initiative has resulted in the devolution of approvals to local 
government and a lack of science-based regulation, leading to the severe destruction 
of pristine ecosystems. The New South Wales Parliamentary Review of the Bill in 
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2016 mentioned that the Bill did not fulfill its main objective of conserving ecological 
diversity. It is commendable that while policy discontinuity has interfered with the 
implementation and enforcement of SDG 13, the Australian judicial system has re-
sponded favorably to the initiative. According to Gloucester Resources Ltd v Minister 
for Planning (GRL), New South Wales Land and Environment Court rejected a GRL 
coal development project on the primary grounds of not being in the public interest 
and adversely affecting global greenhouse gas emissions in 2019. Judge Preston CJ 
points out that the GRL project would directly or indirectly contribute to climate
change through the emission of greenhouse gases, which should now be reduced
globally. The court cited international treaties such as the Paris Agreement and the 
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) as the basis 
for its judgment, which strongly suggests that where legislation and administrative
policies lag, the courts under the judicial system can take the initiative to fill in such 
systemic gaps and facilitate the process of integrating climate change into national 
policy. 

On the contrary, Constitution of PRC stipulates that China is a democratic central-
ized unitary state with a highly centralized political system, and its central govern-
ment has absolute leadership and command over local governments.[9] For instance, 
China announced at UN General Assembly in 2020 that it was going to achieve a 
‘dual-carbon’ goal in response to SDG 13, which means carbon peaked by 2030 and 
carbon neutral by 2060.[10] Once announced, this goal was quickly incorporated into 
the outline of China's ‘14th Five-Year Plan’, and a number of policies have been im-
plemented to support its implementation, including the establishment of a national
carbon emissions trading market to guide the flow of market capital to low-carbon 
projects and the development of energy-saving and emission-reducing industrial re-
structuring. Moreover, China has introduced a nationally important ecosystem protec-
tion and restoration major projects master plan from 2021 to 2035, which is a re-
sponse to SDG 15's strategic goal of policy articulation with the “dual carbon” men-
tioned above.[11] The plan mentions the integrated protection and restoration of
mountains, water, forests, fields, lakes and grasses as the main line, which is not only 
the goal of SDG 15, but also enhances the carbon sequestration of plants and soils, 
slowing down the global warming trend, and accelerating the realization of the SDG 
13. However, the lack of structural consistency in policy often ignores the differences 
between regional developments. 

In conclusion, the political structures and policy mechanisms of Australia and
China reflect two different paths of SDG 13 and SDG 15 implementation. As a feder-
al democracy, Australia's policy implementation relies more on the cooperation of
state governments and institutional coordination. Although institutional commitments 
at the national level have been strengthened through Climate Change Act 2022 and 
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, the sustainability
and coherence of climate policies are still at risk due to the fragmentation of the sys-
tem and the unstable commitments caused by the rotation of political parties in power. 
In contrast, China has built a strong vertical mobilization capacity based on a central-
ized and unified national system, and has demonstrated a high degree of policy co-
herence by integrating climate goals and ecological balance into its national develop-
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ment plans through its ‘dual-carbon’ strategic system and plans, but it also faces the 
dilemma of regional imbalances in emissions reductions, as well as structural ten-
sions. 

3.2 Comparative Economic Approaches to SDG 13 and SDG 15 in Australia, 
United Kingdom and Tuvalu 

The realization of the SDGs requires not only politically sound policies, but undoubt-
edly the economic structure and financial capacity also determine the efficiency of the 
realization of the SDGs and the related technological innovations. In this paper, Aus-
tralia, UK and Tuvalu, a representative country of the Small Island Developing States 
(SIDs), have been selected for analysis and evaluation. Australia is obviously not
representative of all developed countries because its economic structure is highly
dependent on fossil fuels, and analyzing only Australia is not convincing. As a result, 
UK, which has already completed the structural transformation of its economy, is
chosen to compare and analyze the different economic paths taken by different de-
veloped countries to achieve the SDGs. In addition, Tuvalu can represent SIDs due to 
its geographical conditions and economic status. 

Australia, as a developed country, has one of the highest per capita carbon
emissions, and its economy has long relied on coal, gas and iron ore exports.[12] 

And resource-intensive industries are not only an important part of Australia's
GDP, but also contribute to the dilemma of structural transformation of Austral-
ia's economy. According to a report on the power mix of electricity generation in 
Australia in 2024, fossil fuels still dominate, at around 65%. This figure is the 
highest since the 1971 statistics, but Australia remains heavily reliant on coal as 
the primary fuel for electricity generation. Australia's greenhouse gas emissions 
from coal are among the highest of the G20 countries.[13] The first potential prob-
lem is that the energy transition will require a large number of renewable energy 
generators to replace coal plants, which could lead to a significant power shortfall 
in Australia. For example, Australia plans to shut down half of its 15 coal power 
stations on the east coast by 2035. A second potential problem is the downward 
trend in domestic green energy investment, due to years of erratic government
policy on economic transition, with a conservative government repealing a carbon 
pricing scheme set up by the Labor Party and resisting emissions reduction
measures between 2013 and 2022. On the other hand, in order to increase the share 
of low-carbon electricity, Australia has further expanded its solar and wind power 
generation facilities, as these two technologies are already well ahead of their time 
in the country. As an illustration, in order to better accommodate wind and pho-
tovoltaic power, the federal government has allocated about $13 billion to build 
10,000 kilometers of cables across Australia's electricity grid. Furthermore, the
Australian Federal Government has invested A$3.5 billion to plan how Australia 
will achieve the 328 million emissions reductions required by the 2030 Paris tar-
gets.[14] Through the Emissions Reduction Fund, Australia is investing in helping 
farmers revegetate degraded land, investing in the adoption of energy-efficient
business practices in partnership with businesses, and working with Aboriginal
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communities on projects involving customary land management to better fulfill 
SDG 15. The Climate Solutions Package also secures Australia's low-emission
future through significant investment in energy infrastructure and a range of new 
energy efficiency measures for homes and businesses. Moreover, Australia's De-
partment of Industry, Science and Resources (DISR) announced on 22 October 
the 16th round of the Cooperative Research Centers Programme (CPC), with
A$55 million to support a number of technological innovations, including
A$17.62 million in funding for the energy sector, covering seven projects. These 
projects are designed to improve efficiency, safety and drive sustainable devel-
opment. To sum up, despite the challenges of an economy that is structurally de-
pendent on fossil fuels, Australia has significant economic and technological ad-
vantages in realizing SDG 13 and SDG 15. As a developed country, Australia has a 
strong financial base and world-leading reserves of renewable energy resources, 
particularly in the solar and wind sectors. The Federal Government has invested 
more than A$13 billion in upgrading the nation's electricity grid system to provide 
financial support for the large-scale deployment of renewable energy. In terms of 
emissions reduction, Australia has actively invested in energy-saving technologies, 
land carbon sinks and agro-ecological restoration through the Climate Solutions 
Package, promoting the integration of low-carbon industries with traditional eco-
logical knowledge. In addition, Australia actively promotes scientific and techno-
logical innovation in the field of sustainable development, further providing a
scientific and technological foundation for the realization of SDG 13 and SDG 15. 

The UK and Australia are also developed countries, but show significant differences 
in the economic pathways of SDG 13 and SDG 15, due to different economic structures 
and ecological governance. The UK has gradually restructured its industry since the 
1970s. The service sector accounts for about 75% of GDP, with resource-based man-
ufacturing accounting for only one-tenth.[15] UK Economy and Industry Changes in the 
structure of the economy have greatly reduced the reliance on and demand for ener-
gy-intensive industries, resulting in the UK having a unique advantage in the imple-
mentation and improvement of SDG 13 and SDG 15 in terms of the structure of the 
economy. The UK carried out energy privatization reforms from 1989 to 1999, estab-
lishing fully open and competitive electricity and gas markets, replacing coal with 
natural gas as the main form of energy, greatly reducing greenhouse gas emissions, 
entering the market with nuclear power, and maturing the research and development of 
renewable energy technologies, such as wind and biomass, which has changed the
energy structure of a single fossil fuel. Furthermore, UK supports ecosystems through 
sustainable management, conservation and restoration through the Peatland Code
ecological restoration interchange mechanism, which can generate economic benefits 
through increased revenue and cost savings. This creates scope and justification for 
commercial investment through natural capital. By comparing Australia's heavily
carbon-locked economic structure, UK has constructed a more efficient sustainable 
development path through industrial restructuring and upgrading. In SDG 13, the UK's 
low reliance on coal power makes it relatively easy to control emissions; in SDG 15, its 
market-based incentives, such as Peatland Code, effectively combine economic and 
ecological objectives. On the other hand, although Australia has advanced technology 
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and strong financial capacity, its demand-driven approach to resources is a major
obstacle to transition. As a result, although both countries are developed countries, their 
economic paths diverge significantly in terms of climate and ecological governance. 

Strong financial capacity support, developed financial system and the world's 
leading level of science and technology determine that it is only a matter of time for 
Australia and the UK to implement and improve the SDGs. However, Tuvalu, the 
representative country of SIDs, is constrained by real economic and geographical 
conditions to construct a new development model. Such countries, which often 
have extremely low emissions, suffer the most. Tuvalu is located in the southern 
Central Pacific Ocean and has a land area of only 26 square kilometers. Because of 
its extremely limited finances, with an annual government budget of less than
US$50 million, and its monolithic industrial structure, Tuvalu has an unstable
climate. Therefore, its economic pathway towards SDG 13 and SDG 15 is highly 
dependent on international mechanisms. Although Tuvalu is rich in biodiversity, it 
faces numerous threats that jeopardize the survival of native species. These threats 
include a range of factors. Firstly, human littering pollutes the terrestrial and ma-
rine environment, damaging and destroying the ecosystem.[16] Secondly, excessive 
fishing and hunting, as well as unsustainable exploitation of natural resources,
further disrupt the natural balance. Population growth and lifestyle changes lead to 
uncontrolled use of resources, which puts additional pressure on the ecosystem. 
Deforestation, unsustainable agricultural practices and excessive water use simi-
larly lead to habitat degradation and biodiversity loss. Lastly, the impacts of cli-
mate change further exacerbate the threats to Tuvalu's biodiversity sea level rise 
and ocean acidification directly affect coastal ecosystems, while changes in pre-
cipitation patterns and temperatures affect the flora and fauna of the islands. In 
light of this, the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) implements the 
Tuvalu Coastal Adaptation Project (TCAP). The project builds on existing initia-
tives and uses a range of coastal protection measures including ecosystem initia-
tives, beach nourishment, concrete and rock revetments and seawalls, with a focus 
on building coastal resilience on three of Tuvalu's nine inhabited islands.[17] Fur-
thermore, UNDP has mobilized $36 million from the Green Climate Fund (GCF) 
to provide dedicated assistance to Tuvalu. Its launch is indeed a ray of hope for 
Tuvalu. Tuvalu should be proactive, increase its influence and make full use of 
the provisions in the Fund's statutes that are in its favour, such as the election of 
board members and the observer system. There is no denying that the establish-
ment of the fund does not mean the final solution to the problem. In the course of 
its operation, the fund still needs to be backed up by scientific and reasonable
theories of international law, so as to urge the major greenhouse gas emitting
countries to actively fulfill their pledges to contribute to the fund, in order to
safeguard the topic of ‘climate justice’. 

In conclusion, the implementation of the SDGs, especially SDG 13 and SDG 
15, is not only dependent on political decisions and international commitments, 
but is also deeply rooted in the economic structure, financial capacity and tech-
nological base of each country. Australia, UK and Tuvalu, as three different types 
of countries, show three distinct but representative pathways. Australia has the
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world's leading renewable energy resources and financial capacity, but its re-
source-intensive economic structure and carbon lock-in pathway seriously con-
strain the efficiency of the green transition; the UK has successfully built a
low-carbon service economy through early industrial restructuring and a mature 
green financial system and has formed a systematic advantage in the deployment 
of technology and market incentives. Tuvalu, as a SIDS representative country, is 
in a situation of extremely limited financial and technological resources and is in 
the process of establishing a low-carbon service economy. On the other hand,
Tuvalu, as a SIDS country, relies on multilateral aid and ecological adaptive en-
gineering to build an adaptive sustainable development path under extremely
limited financial and technological conditions. The comparison of these three
countries shows that there is no single model for promoting global sustainable
development, and that it is necessary to respect the structural differences and de-
velopment conditions of each country. 

3.3 Comparative Cultural Approaches to SDG 13 and SDG 15 in Japan and 
Brazil 

Not only do politics and economics have a profound impact on the implementation of 
the SDGs, but also cultural traditions and public awareness play an important role in 
improving the institutional design of the SDGs and the concept of environmental
protection. Countries with different cultural backgrounds have shown different paths to 
implement SDG 13 and SDG 15, and this section analyses how two countries, Japan 
and Brazil, have implemented the SDGs in spite of their cultural differences. 

The Japanese traditional cultural view of nature is a fundamental value of the Jap-
anese nation, including the harmonious coexistence of man and nature, the spirit of all 
living things, and the theme of exploring the future environmental development of 
mankind are all eternal themes of Japanese traditional culture.[18] Japanese scholar
Torahiko Terada also states that Japanese nature and the Japanese view of nature are an 
inclusive organic whole, which means that nature is a product of heaven and earth and 
has its own significance of existence. The Japanese view of nature also embraces the 
idea that everything in the universe develops naturally and without any will. In view of 
this, the Japanese government has been actively promoting ‘Satoyama Initiative’,
which advocates the realization of rural development with the vision of ‘symbiosis 
between human beings and nature’ through the effective management of ecological and 
productive landscapes in the countryside.[19] Through the implementation of the
‘Satoyama Initiative’, which is tailored to local conditions, Japan has effectively pre-
served the secondary natural environment of rural areas and realized the multifunc-
tionality of agriculture, while reviving traditional agriculture. It builds a new commu-
nity through the promotion of social participation and urban-rural integration, and
jointly promotes sustainable agriculture and rural development. Japan is one of the first 
countries in East Asia to start environmental management, and has not only established 
a clear and complete system for waste management, but has also gradually achieved 
concrete results.[20] Japan's efforts to build a waste-free society are mainly based on The 
Basic Law for Establishing the Recycling-based Society, which came into full force in 
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2001. This law aims to lead Japanese society away from the linear production model of 
mass production, consumption and disposal, and towards a society that effectively
recycles resources at all stages of production, distribution, sales, consumption and final 
disposal to the positive implementation of SDG 13 and SDG 15 in Japan. 

In Brazil, the Amazon rainforest, known as the lungs of the earth, is the largest and 
most important tropical ecosystem in the world. The Amazon rainforest plays an irre-
placeable role in regulating the global carbon and oxygen balance and conserving
ecological diversity. However, the development of rainforest projects is often seen as a 
source of economy, which creates great conflicts with the local indigenous people. In 
the Amazon and in many parts of the world, scholars and environmentalists agree that 
indigenous people are the best guardians of the forest. According to Indigenous Peoples 
and Traditional Communities and Forest Governance shows that in almost every Latin 
American country, deforestation rates on indigenous lands are lower than in other
forested areas. In the indigenous worldview, nature is sacred and everything in the 
forest and its soil, including gold and other minerals, cannot be commercialized.[21] 
Although Brazil has introduced and is continuously improving its National Environ-
mental Policy 1981, it should be better linked to the SDGs and their objectives pro-
posed by UN.[22] 

In summary, the implementation paths of SDG13 and SDG15 in Japan and Brazil 
show significant differences in cultural depth and public concepts: Japan promotes 
ecological governance based on the traditional concept of symbiosis between human 
beings and nature, and transforms public awareness of environmental protection into 
institutional and social practices; while Brazil, despite its rich ecological resources and 
indigenous ecological knowledge, has not made much progress in the development of 
resources. Brazil, despite its rich ecological resources and indigenous ecological
knowledge, faces policy implementation barriers due to resource exploitation orienta-
tion and cultural tensions. This suggests that culture is not only a background for in-
stitutional design, but also an important starting point for sustainable development 
governance. 

4 Implementable Solutions: Constructing a Framework for 
International Cooperation and a Global Collaborative Mechanism 

Since the Stockholm Conference, the contradiction between the right to development 
and the right to environment has become a core issue in the global governance struc-
ture. Currently, the implementation of SDG13 and SDG15 in different jurisdictions has 
revealed multiple challenges, such as different political governance concepts, unbal-
anced economic development and fundamental differences in institutional foundations. 
In response to the above structural challenges, this paper proposes that the international 
cooperation framework and global collaboration mechanism should be further im-
proved in order to effectively respond to the ‘structural justice problem’. Although 
some scholars have pointed out that the SDGs are essentially a ‘visionary’ framework 
and do not have the force of law, this does not mean that institutional optimization 
should not be pursued. On the contrary, how to enhance synergies and resilience across 
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jurisdictions and political, economic and institutional differences is the governance test 
for realizing the global SDGs. Therefore, the real solution should allow for confronting 
the differences in paths. 

First and Foremost, the impact of international law on global collaboration needs to 
be strengthened. Although some scholars believe that international law lacks en-
forcement mechanisms, such as the Paris Agreement, there are actually no corre-
sponding supporting punitive measures if some countries violate it. However, soft law 
is not without influence, and its role can be demonstrated through other mechanisms. 
For example, ESG reporting has seen the number of companies voluntarily engaging in 
ESG grow by more than 70% between 2003 and 2023. Investors are increasingly using 
ESG reporting as part of their investment decisions, incorporating compliance with soft 
law standards into market expectations. This is great evidence of the important role of 
soft law in the absence of enforcement mechanisms. As a result, the status of comple-
tion of SDGs should be included in the evaluation criteria for the environmental pro-
tection section of the ESG report, and companies that do not comply with these criteria 
may be at risk of financial loss and limited market access. 

Secondly, international assistance to vulnerable countries needs to be strengthened. 
Lucia Green-Weiskel said developed countries have pledged to increase climate fi-
nance to developing countries to at least $300 billion a year by 2035, but that's still far 
below economists' estimates of how much these countries need to develop clean energy 
in 2024.[23] China has promoted South-South climate cooperation through internation-
al financing and other means other developing countries can strengthen cooperation in 
areas such as technology transfer and green infrastructure construction. 

Thirdly, the responsibility allocation system should be further improved to promote 
global sustainable development and achieve substantive equity. Although all countries 
have the responsibility to participate in solving the global climate problem, they are 
not equally responsible. If consensus is to be reached on climate action, the problem 
of inequality must be fundamentally addressed. Achieving climate justice requires a 
fair distribution of resources to ensure that the costs and benefits of climate action are 
equitably shared. 

Last but not least, improve the carbon emissions trading market system. Based on 
the case of the UK's implementation of the Peatland Code in SDG 13 and SDG 15, 
countries should further guide businesses to invest in low-carbon technologies; at the 
same time, they should develop carbon credit mechanisms to encourage natural climate 
solutions, such as forest protection and ecological restoration, to enter the market. 

5 Conclusion 

Overall, the successful implementation of SDGs 13 and 15 requires recognizing and 
strategically responding to the different political, economic and cultural contexts of 
different countries. In the political aspect, while countries such as Australia and China 
have demonstrated unique political approaches, there are structural constraints to their 
effectiveness. Economically, Australia and the UK have had varying degrees of success 
in transitioning to a low carbon economy, while Tuvalu exemplifies the dependence of 
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SIDS on international aid mechanisms. On the cultural side, Japan demonstrates how 
deeply rooted ecological values can contribute to sustainable practices, while the Bra-
zilian experience highlights the limits of indigenous ecological knowledge. 

The essay also highlights a range of initiatives to strengthen international col-
laboration. While market-driven mechanisms such as ESG reports have been crit-
icized as non-binding, enhancing the impact of international soft law through such 
mechanisms can be effective in promoting voluntary compliance. Additionally,
strengthening international economic assistance to vulnerable countries and pro-
moting an equitable burden-sharing system are essential to achieving climate
justice and sustainable development equity. Lastly, improved carbon markets and 
ecological offsetting frameworks could stimulate private sector participation,
thereby balancing ecological sustainability and economic growth. Only through
differentiated but synergistic cooperation will the international community be able 
to respond effectively to climate and ecological challenges and ensure equitable, 
pragmatic and sustainable outcomes consistent with SDG 13 and SDG 15. 

Reference 

1 United States Department of Economic and Social Affairs, The Sustainable Development 
Goals Reports (UN Reports June 2024). <https://doi.org/10.18356/9789213589755>. 

. 

2 World Commission on Environment and Development, Brundtland Report (WCED Report 
1987). <Brundtland Report | Sustainable Development & Global Environmental Issues | 
Britannica>. 

. 

3 Amendment to the Constitution of the People’s Republic of China (People’s Republic of 
China) National People’s Congress Standing Committee (adopted 11 March 2018). 

. 

4 Arturo Escobar ‘Encountering Development: The Making and Unmaking of the Third
World’ (2012) Princeton University Press. 

. 

5 United Nations Western Europe, Sustainable Development Goals (SDG 13:Take urgent 
action to combat climate change and its impacts) (2024). <Sustainable Development Goals 
(SDG 13) | UN Western Europe>. 

. 

6 United Nations Western Europe, Sustainable Development Goals (SDG 15: Sustainably 
manage forest, combat desertification, halt and reverse land degradation, halt biodiversity 
loss) (2024). <Sustainable Development Goals (SDG 15) | UN Western Europe>. 

. 

7 United Nations Environment Programme, ‘Making Peace with Nature: A Scientific Blue-
print to Tackle the Climate, Biodiversity and Pollution Emergencies’ (UNEP Report,
2021).<Making Peace With Nature | UNEP - UN Environment Programme>. 

. 

8 Cameron Allen et al. ‘Assessing national progress and priorities for the Sustainable De-
velopment Goals (SDGs): experience from Australia.’ (2020) 15 Sustainability Sci-
ence.<Independent Review of the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016-Final.pdf>. 

. 

9 [The Constitution of the People's Republic of China] (People’s Republic of China) National 
People’s Congress Standing Committee 1982. 

. 

10 [Opinions of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China and the State Council 
on the Complete and Accurate Implementation of the New Development Idea and Doing a 
Good Job of Peak Carbon Achievement and Carbon Neutrality] (People’s Republic of 
China) The Central People's Government of the People's Republic of China, 24 October 
2021. 

. 



11. Major Projects for the Protection and Restoration of National Important Ecosystems Mas-
ter Plan (2021-2035)  (People’s Republic of China) National Development and Reform 
Commission Ministry of Natural Resources, 3 June 2020. 

12. ‘Understand low-carbon energy in Australia's energy sector through data’, Low Carbon 
Power (Web Page, February 
2025)<https://lowcarbonpower.org/zh/region/%E6%BE%B3%E5%A4%A7%E5%88%A9
%E4%BA%9A>. 

13. ‘Australia's energy transition dilemma’, Net Ease (Web Page, 22 October 
2023)<https://www.163.com/dy/article/IHP8R0DI0552LIVZ.html.>. 

14. Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water (Cth), Climate Solu-
tions Package(Report, 2019). 
<https://www.australiasnaturehub.gov.au/action-inventory/climate-solutions-package-and-
climate-solutions-fund>. 

15. Ministry of Commerce of the People's Republic of China, [The UK Economy and Industry] 
(27 July, 2023). 
<https://www.iucn-uk-peatlandprogramme.org/peatland-code-0#:~:text=The%20Peatland
%20Code%20is%20a%20voluntary%20standard%20for,peatland%20restoration%20proje
cts%20through%20independent%20validation%20and%20verification.> 

16. Jackie de Burka ‘Tuvalu's biodiversity and built environment’ (14 April, 2024) Constructive 
Voices.<https://constructive-voices.com>. 

17. ‘Tuvalu Coastal Adaptation Project’ United Nations Development Programme （Web 
Page, 2025). 
<https://www.adaptation-undp.org/projects/tuvalu-coastal-adaptation-project>. 

18. Liu Yingping, [Miyazaki Hayao's Reflection and Presentation of the Traditional Japanese 
View of Nature] [2017] Journal of Xiamen Institute of Technology. 

19. Yao Zhong et al., [Japan Satoyama Environmental Management Model and its Implications 
for China's New Rural Construction] [2017] Journal of Ecology and Rural Environment. 

20. ‘International Waste-Free Cities Theme 5 Japan: Complete Governance System Promoting 
the Formation of a Recycling-based Society’, ICLEI (Web Page, 4 Novem-
ber).<https://eastasia.iclei.org/zh-hans/zero-waste-city-sries-5-japan/> 

21. Brittany Lincicome ‘UN declares indigenous and traditional peoples as forest guardians’ 
(2021) Conafer Brazil. 

22. Isabel Lausanne Fontgalland ‘Analysis of Brazilian Environmental Laws and their Inter-
face with the Sustainable Development Goals – SDG’ (2021) 4(10) Research, Society and 
Development. 

23. ‘Countries agree $300 billion by 2035 for new climate finance goal – what next?’, UN 
Trade& Development (Web Page, 10 December 2024). 
<https://unctad.org/news/countries-agree-300-billion-2035-new-climate-finance-goal-what
-next>. 

440             Z. Sun



           441Evaluating the Implementation of the Sustainable Development …  

Open Access This chapter is licensed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-
NonCommercial 4.0 International License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/),
which permits any noncommercial use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any
medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license and indicate if changes were made.
        The images or other third party material in this chapter are included in the chapter's
Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material
is not included in the chapter's Creative Commons license and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain
permission directly from the copyright holder.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

	Evaluating the Implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals from Multiple Perspectives in Different Jurisdictions



