IS

Scientific article

Revista de

Direito Econdomico A

o

e Socioambiental PUCPRESS

Influence of the European Green Deal on
international trade agreements: analysis of
the EU-MERCOSUR case

Influéncia do Pacto Ecologico Europeu nos Acordos Comerciais
Internacionais: andlise do caso UE-MERCOSUL

LUCIANA CRISTINA DA CONCEICAO LIMA"
I'University of Aveiro (Aveiro, Portugal)
lucianalima@ua.pt

SARA MORENO PIReS " ™*
'University of Aveiro (Aveiro, Portugal)
sarapires@ua.pt

DAVID NUNES RESENDE " ***
'University of Aveiro (Aveiro, Portugal)
david@ua.pt

* Postdoctoral researcher in Public Policies at the Departamento de Ciéncias Sociais, Politicas e do Territério Universidade de Aveiro (Por-
tugal). PhD in International Environmental Law from the Universidade Catdlica de Santos (Santos, SP, Brazil), with a research period at the
Universidad Complutense de Madrid (Spain). Master’s degree in Management Systems from the Universidade Federal Fluminense (Rio de
Janeiro, RJ, Brasil). Bachelor of Law from the Universidad Internacional de La Rioja (Spain) and from the Universidade Catdlica de Santos
(Brazil). Licenciada em Pedagogia from the Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais (UFMG) (Belo Horizonte, MG, Brazil). Lawyer in Brazil,
Portugal and Spain.

** Assistant Professor of Public Policies at the Departamento de Ciéncias Sociais, Politicas e do Territdrio, Universidade de Aveiro (Portugal).
PhD in Applied Environmental Sciences from the Universidade de Aveiro (Portugal). MSc in Development and Planning: Environment and
Sustainable Development from University College London (UK). BSc in Economics from the Universidade de Coimbra (Portugal).
*** professor at the Escola Superior de Tecnologia e Gestdo de Agueda, Universidade de Aveiro (Portugal). PhD in Industrial Engineering
and Management from the Universidade de Aveiro (Portugal). Postdoctoral studies at the IC2 Institute, University of Texas at Austin (USA).

Rev. Direito Econ. Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 17, n. 1, €599, jan./abr. 2026 1/21


https://doi.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://portal.issn.org/resource/ISSN/2179-8214
https://periodicos.pucpr.br/direitoeconomico/index
mailto:lucianalima@ua.pt
mailto:sarapires@ua.pt
mailto:sarapires@ua.pt
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8729-4125
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1349-7856
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7206-9021
https://www.pucpress.com.br/
https://periodicos.pucpr.br/direitoeconomico/index

Influence of the European Green Deal on international trade agreements: analysis of @
BY

the EU-MERCOSUR case

How to cite: LIMA, Luciana C. C.; PIRES, Sara M.; RESENDE, David N. Influence of the European Green Deal on international
trade agreements: analysis of the EU-MERCOSUR case. Revista de Direito Econémico e Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 17, n. 1,
€599, jan./abr. 2026. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7213/rev.dir.econ.soc.v17i1.33038

Recebido/Received: 25.08.2025 / 25.08.2025
Aprovado/Approved: 10.06.2025 / 10.06.2025

Abstract

This study conducts an analysis of the impact of the European Green Deal (EGD) and Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)
on the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement, addressing gaps in existing literature regarding the integration of global sustainability
frameworks into regional trade agreements. Examines how EU socio-environmental policies shape international trade
relations, focusing on their implications for sustainable development in MERCOSUR countries. Employing bibliometric and
documentary analysis, the research delves into the interplay between global and regional agendas during negotiations,
highlighting trade interdependence and local implementation challenges. The results reveal that, although the clauses of the
EU-MERCOSUR Agreement promote sustainable practices, their effectiveness is constrained by insufficient enforcement
mechanisms and local adaptation challenges. The study provides novel insights by highlighting the need for harmonized
sustainability policies between the EU and MERCOSUR to ensure compliance with the agreed clauses and foster meaningful
regional integration..

Keywords: EU-MERCOSUR agreement; European Green Deal (EGD); socio-environmental policies; Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs); Trade and sustainability.

Resumo

Este estudo realiza uma andlise do impacto do Pacto Ecoldgico Europeu (PEE) e dos Objetivos de Desenvolvimento Sustentdvel
(ODS) no Acordo UE-MERCOSUL, abordando lacunas na literatura existente sobre a integragdo de estruturas globais de
sustentabilidade em acordos comerciais regionais. Examina como as politicas socioambientais da UE moldam as relacées
comerciais internacionais, com foco em suas implicagbes para o desenvolvimento sustentdvel nos paises do MERCOSUL.
Utilizando andlise bibliométrica e documental, a pesquisa investiga a interacdo entre as agendas global e regional durante as
negociagbes, destacando a interdependéncia comercial e os desafios locais de implementacdo. Os resultados revelam que,
embora as cldusulas do Acordo UE-MERCOSUL promovam prdticas sustentdveis, sua eficdcia é limitada por mecanismos de
execugdo insuficientes e desafios locais de adaptagdo. O estudo fornece novos insights ao destacar a necessidade de politicas
de sustentabilidade harmonizadas entre a UE e o MERCOSUL para garantir o cumprimento das cldusulas acordadas e
promover uma integragdo regional significativa.

Palavras-chave: Acordo UE-MERCOSUL;, Pacto Ecoldgico Europeu (PEE); politicas socioambientais; Objetivos de
Desenvolvimento Sustentdvel (ODS); Comércio e sustentabilidade.
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4. Mercosur proposal for implementing the sustainable development goals. 5. Influence of the european green deal and
sustainable development goals on the eu-mercosur agreement: focus on socio-environmental issues. 6. Conclusion.
References.

1. Infroduction

The European Union (EU) is regarded as one of the most important economic blocs. The European bloc,
consisting of a political and economic union of 27 countries, aims to promote integration and development among its
members by facilitating the unrestricted movement of goods, services, capital, and people (European Commission,
2022). The EU implements common policies in several domains, including trade, agriculture, environment, energy, and
fisheries, with the euro serving as the shared currency for 19 of its member countries. The economic relations of the
EU extend beyond its internal framework, as evidenced by the trade agreements it signs with external countries (Young,
2016; Hagemejer et al., 2025).

The EU-MERCOSUR Association Agreement serves as an important example. MERCOSUR, also referred to as
the Southern Common Market, is an economic integration bloc initially founded by Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay, and
Uruguay. It later incorporated Venezuela (2006), Bolivia (2024), and other South American countries that currently hold
the status of associated countries (MERCOSUR, 2024).

Considering that sustainable development represents an international commitment and that international
political and commercial relations can contribute to this commitment, this article examines the role of global socio-
environmental and climate policies, including the EGD, in shaping the clauses of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement (De
Oliveira et al., 2024). | also explore the potential for harmonizing and implementing joint actions that promote fairer
and more sustainable trade between the two blocs.

To understand these implications, we draw on the theoretical framework of the liberal theory of complex
interdependence, developed by Keohane and Nye in “Power and Interdependence” (1970; 2011). This approach argues
that state relations extend beyond the traditional focus on military power and security, recognizing the international
system as dynamic and interdependent, with multiple channels of interaction and continuous flows of political and
economic exchanges between states and non-state actors (Nye, 2011). From this perspective, and considering the
existing ties between the EU and MERCOSUR countries (particularly in the economic sphere), the Association
Agreement can be interpreted as a strategic instrument for consolidating interdependence in trade and sustainable
development.

Revisiting the 1977 work, the authors observe that interdependence is discussed and recognized through
shared interests, highlighting that cooperation can serve as a means of promoting political stability (Keohane & Nye,
1987, pp. 729-730). This idea is reinforced in a later publication, in which they highlight how complex interdependence
transforms international relations, shifting the focus from military power to economic and institutional dimensions
(Keohane & Nye, 2011).

From this perspective, the Agreement to be signed between the EU and MERCOSUR can be viewed as a
mechanism to stimulate the development of MERCOSUR while granting the EU access to strategic markets within this
"negotiating" framework and to natural resources necessary for achieving its energy transition objectives. To this end,
the proposed association should be mutually beneficial. However, the primary inquiry concerns the methods to ensure
and maintain an equitable distribution of these advantages, especially in instances where governments manipulate the
rules for their benefit (Keohane & Nye, 1987, p. 734).
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In the context of this discussion, we also consider the analysis of Cardoso & Faletto (1981), which warns of the
risk that interaction between blocs exposes and widens inequalities, (re)producing a state of dependence that limits
the autonomous development of peripheral economies (Cardoso & Faletto, 1981; Harrison & Paulini, 2024). This
contrast allows us to articulate the notion of interdependence with that of dependence, providing a critical theoretical
framework for understanding how, under certain conditions, economic integration can reproduce structural
asymmetries (Del Pupo, 2025). The combination of these frameworks makes it possible to critically examine the tensions
between economic development and sustainability in the negotiations of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement and assess
the potential of the proposed clauses to contribute to the global sustainable development agenda.

In light of the theoretical and political-economic context outlined, this study aims to critically analyze the socio-
environmental clauses of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement, assessing their potential to promote fairer and more
sustainable trade between the two blocs, in line with global commitments such as the Economic and Social
Development Plan (EEP) and the SDGs. The analysis focuses on understanding how these provisions have been shaped
by EU sustainability policies, the extent to which they align with MERCOSUR's development priorities, and the main
challenges to their effective implementation, particularly with regard to governance, economic asymmetries, and the
risk of reinforcing patterns of dependency. By addressing these elements, the research contributes to the debate on
the construction of trade agreements capable of reconciling economic growth, social equity, and environmental
preservation.

This study adopts a qualitative approach, guided by interdependence theory (Keohane & Nye, 1977; 2011) and
the dependency approach (Cardoso & Faletto, 1981), with the aim of critically analyzing the tensions between economic
development and sustainability in the negotiations of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement.

Defining the search terms constituted the first methodological step. Keywords associated with the EGD, the
SDGs, and the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement itself were selected, always in association with the term "MERCOSUR." These
words were organized into four central axes: sustainable development; trade and environment; international
cooperation; and EGD.

Data collection was conducted through a survey of academic publications indexed in Scopus, Web of Science
(WoS), and SciELO, as well as official documents extracted from repositories of the European Commission and
MERCOSUR. The inclusion of SciELO sought to complement the international literature widely indexed in Scopus and
WoS by incorporating Latin American academic production, particularly relevant to the MERCOSUR context. The
timeframe considered for bibliometric and documentary analysis covered the period from 2010 to 2025, capturing the
most active phase of negotiations and the institutional and political debate surrounding the Agreement. In addition to
the context of the bibliometric analysis, the theoretical framework incorporated classic works and previous studies of
historical relevance, fundamental to understanding the regional integration process and the development of
interdependence theory.

Two complementary techniques were applied for the analysis: bibliometric and content analysis. The
bibliometric analysis, conducted with the support of VOSviewer software (Van Eck & Waltman, 2010), allowed us to
map the frequency, co-occurrence, and interrelationships between the selected terms, revealing the most recurring
themes and their connections in the scientific and political debate. The next step was content analysis, conducted
through a reading of the documents, identification of relevant occurrences, and thematic categorization of the
references. This analysis covered a variety of topics, such as trade and the environment, sustainable development,
governance, SDGs, energy transition, decarbonization, climate justice, and international agreements. The process
sought to ensure methodological consistency and reproducibility, allowing for the identification of nuances and
meanings associated with the use of the analyzed terms.

Finally, analysis criteria were established to understand the alignment of the content with global sustainable
development commitments, assess adherence to European climate mitigation and energy transition policies, and
examine the relevance to the socio-environmental clauses of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement.
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The results indicated a prevalence of terms associated with climate action and renewable energy in both
academic literature and official documents, highlighting the prominence of these topics in institutional discourse. These
findings reinforce the hypothesis that the socio-environmental clauses of the Agreement align with the EU's
commitments to the climate agenda and the transition to a green economy.

The methodological approach adopted allowed us not only to quantify the presence of central concepts in the
debate, but also to critically interpret them in light of the political, economic, and environmental dynamics that shape
the cooperation process between the blocs, highlighting the challenges to effectively implementing the clauses and
promoting sustainable and equitable development within the scope of the Agreement.

2. Global goails for sustainable development

The 21st century is characterized by important and urgent global challenges, particularly in relation to climate
issues. The concept of sustainable development (re)emerges as a holistic response, aiming to balance economic devel-
opment with climate justice, environmental sustainability, and social equity (Purvis et al., 2019). The United Nations
(UN) 2030 Agenda represents a key political moment in formulating a comprehensive action plan to address these
challenges in a global and integrated manner (United Nations, 2015).

Figure 1 illustrates the evolution of international and regional discussions on sustainability. The top layer pre-
sents the evolution of major global events that shaped the concept of sustainable development and led to the creation
of the SDGs. These milestones include the 1987 Brundtland Report, which introduced the concept of sustainability, and
the 1992 Earth Summit (Rio-92), which placed the environment at the center of international discourse. Another pivotal
event was the 2012 Rio+20 Conference, which facilitated the creation of the SDGs that were formally adopted by UN
Member States in 2015 (United Nations, 2012).

The lowest layer focuses on EU-specific events that have shaped environmental and commercial policies, es-
pecially in the context of negotiations for the UE-MERCOSUR Agreement. In 2015, the adoption of the Paris Agreement
signified the commitment of the EU to reducing carbon emissions, which was further reinforced by the EGD in 2019.
Complementing these actions, European climate law, enacted in 2021, solidifies the legal obligations of the EU to sus-
tainability and the subsequent reduction of carbon emissions.

The EU employs a mechanism for global reduction through the equalization of carbon taxation on imports
with the value of internal production. This policy seeks to deter the transfer of polluting production processes to regions
with lower costs (Mittiga et al., 2024).

Figure 1 — Evolution of Global and European Sustainability Policies: Key Events

l I I |

1987 - BRUNDTLAND 1992 - EARTH SUMMIT 2012 - RIO+20 2015 - ADOPTION OF
REPORT (R10-92) CONFERENCE THE SDGS

GLOBAL EVENTS

2021 - EUROPEAN 2019 - LAUNCH OF THE 2015 - ADOPTION OF
CLIMATE LAW EUROPEAN GREEN THE PARIS AGREEMENT
DEAL (EGD)

Source: United Nations (2015), Unfccc (2015), European Commission (2021), Sdgf (2023), United Nations (2024), and SHI (2019).
Developed by the authors.
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The framework, as illustrated in Figure 1, facilitates examining the alignment between global sustainability
efforts and regional EU environmental policies, highlighting the convergence of commitments in sustainability. The EU
and MERCOSUR represent two economic blocs of considerable international influence that have substantially
influenced global trade. Both exhibit unique characteristics in terms of economic development, political structures, and
socio-environmental issues, including the adoption and implementation of global policies, such as the SDGs. These
goals, part of an agenda established by the UN in 2015, comprise 17 goals and 169 targets to be achieved by 2030.

The 2030 Agenda seeks to address key global challenges, such as the eradication of poverty and hunger,
promotion of equality, universal access to education, and mitigation of climate change, among others (United Nations,
2015).

Although the SDGs remain essential in advancing a broader and more inclusive global agenda, an analysis of
the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement negotiations indicates that the EGD and Paris Agreement exert a more direct influence
on the trade and environmental provisions within the proposed interregional agreement, thereby shaping both the
scope and ambition of the sustainability clauses. Understanding the impact of sustainable development on EU-
MERCOSUR negotiations necessitates an examination of the interplay between policies designed to meet global
sustainability commitments. These initiatives establish a clear framework for aligning trade policies with SDGs and
mitigating the effects of climate change. However, the implications of these initiatives, particularly the EGD and Critical
Raw Materials Law (CRMA), require thorough analysis.

The CRMA was established by Regulation (EU) 2024/1252 of the European Parliament and Council of April 11,
2024. It seeks to establish a legal framework that ensures a secure and sustainable supply of essential raw materials for
strategic sectors, including renewable energy, digital technology, defense, and transport (EUROPEAN COMMISSION,
2023). Considering the substantial reliance of the EU on the import of certain raw materials, such as lithium, cobalt,
rare earths, and other minerals vital for the green and digital transition (IEA, 2021), raises concerns regarding the
adverse impacts of the competition for low-carbon technologies (Berthet Et Al., 2024; Palmieri et al., 2024).

The EGD and the CRMA can increase demand for critical metals and minerals, potentially intensifying extractive
activities in resource-rich countries, such as Argentina and Brazil. Although these MERCOSUR countries are committed
to global sustainability goals, they face economic pressures that may lead to intensified extractive practices, which pose
environmental and social risks (Arias, 2025).

This situation may also jeopardize progress in meeting some of the SDGs. Increased exploitation of mineral
resources, in the absence of adequate and sustainable regulation, may result in deforestation, water pollution, and the
displacement of local communities, thereby exacerbating social and regional inequalities. Therefore, applying EU
environmental policies and the SDGs in the Agreement can also be interpreted from the perspective of "dependence"
(Cardoso & Faletto, 1981, p. 162-163). The imbalance of powers may lead to and perpetuate an inequitable dependence
within the established free trade relationship. This EU, as an important economic force, may impose stricter
environmental standards on MERCOSUR countries, potentially obstructing their economic development and acting as
a substantial trade barrier.

Consequently, although the Paris Agreement and EGD are considered fundamental to the sustainability
framework of the EUS, it is imperative that the sustainability discourse during the negotiations of the Agreement
recognizes the distinct challenges faced by South American countries. Sustainable development in MERCOSUR cannot
be dissociated from an in-depth analysis of the consequences of green extractivism and the need for trade policies that
promote energy transition, social equity, and environmental preservation. Strengthening governance and regulatory
mechanisms is essential to mitigate the negative impacts of extractivism (Berthet et al., 2024) and prevent the global
energy transition from introducing new socio-environmental problems to the region. The interaction between global
environmental policies and local realities in MERCOSUR should be prioritized in future actions adopted under the
Agreement
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3. European green deal and sustainable development goals

The EU has prioritized sustainability in its development policy and, more recently, through the EGD, has
established more ambitious green targets, including achieving climate neutrality in Europe by 2050 (European Council,
2024a). International and regional targets and goals are ultimately reflected in the external trade relations of the EU
with non-EU countries, necessitating cooperation among all involved parties (Borrell, 2020).

Launched in December 2019 through an integrated approach (Filipovi¢ & Lior, 2022) by the European
Commission, the EGD is a development policy that reflects and closely alighs with the SDGs. It underscores the
commitment of the EU to the environment and global sustainable development aimed at meeting urgent environmental
demands and addressing climate change (European Commission, 2024).

The main objectives of the EGD are to achieve a minimum reduction of 55% in greenhouse gas emissions by
2030 (compared to 1990 levels), promote renewable energy, advance the circular economy, preserve biodiversity, and
develop sustainable mobility (European Council, 2024a). These EU objectives align with the SDGs, which constitute a
framework of targets designed to address the major social, economic, and environmental challenges globally. These
targets encompass various issues, such as poverty eradication, gender equality, climate action, and clean energy (United
Nations, 2024).

The EU has sought to incorporate the SDGs into its environmental policy framework via the EGD to promote
the transition to a green and sustainable economy (European Commission, 2023). However, this process has
encountered challenges and difficulties. The COVID-19 pandemic has substantially affected the economy and society,
complicating the implementation of sustainable measures (Vavoura & Vavouras, 2022). In addition, the conflict between
Ukraine and Russia and its geopolitical ramifications have fundamentally influenced developments within the European
bloc (European Council, 2024b).

To understand the articulation between the EGD and the SDGs in the EU, it is important to observe the
chronological evolution of legislative and strategic initiatives that structure this policy.

The following timeline presents the main milestones of the EGD between 2019 and 2024, highlighting how the
EU has operationalized its climate, environmental, and social commitments in alignment with the 2030 Agenda. These
events illustrate not only the consolidation of the European regulatory framework but also its potential in the context
of post-pandemic recovery and a just ecological transition.
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Timeline EGD

(2019-2024)

2019 2020 2021

Official presentation of Regulatory bases of the Green Deal Presentation of the “Fit for 557

the European Green Deal established with key proposals on climate NS
by the European legislation, circular economy, biodiversity p erEiS‘SIOnE. by 55% by 2030
Commission and sustainable food systems Dy 29% Dy

S

Steps to fight imported deforestation Launch of the CBAM transition phase Consolidation of the Green Deal
and advance gas market and completion of the Fit for 55 through entry into force of key laws
decarbonisation and hydrogen use legislative package on nature, circularity and emissions;

industrial decarbonisation; energy
market reform; and strategic global
partnerships

Source: European Commission (2025). Developed by the authors).

In response to these challenges, the EU implemented NextGenerationEU in 2020, a temporary €750 billion
package aimed at boosting recovery in the EU following the COVID-19 crisis (Toth et al., 2022). The package was
launched to address the immediate economic and social damage caused by the pandemic while facilitating a green,
digital, and resilient recovery in the long term, thereby promoting economic and social cohesion and convergence (Radu
& Radu, 2023).

The NextGenerationEU funds, allocated through National Recovery Plans (NRPs) (Koundouri et al., 2021), are
specific to each EU member state and seek to address the challenges identified in the country-specific
recommendations. In addition, a minimum of 37% of the budget for each plan must be allocated to climate objectives,
and another 20% must be designated for the digital transition (Radu & Radu, 2023).

The NRP should be aligned with the EGD and the SDGs, serving as a tool to support the development policies
established by the EU (Borchardt et al., 2020). The NRPs are structured around six main pillars, taken from the Annual
Report on the Implementation of the Recovery and Resilience Plans (European Commission, 2024), as illustrated in
Table 1, and finance projects that address key issues such as poverty, hunger, health, education, gender equality,
drinking water and sanitation, affordable and clean energy, decent work, innovation, infrastructure, and climate action
(European Commission, 2023).

Table 1 — Pillars of the NRPS

Pillar Objective

Green Transition Boost the green economy and promote renewable energies, energy efficiency, and green mo-
bility.
Digital Transformation Accelerate the digitalization of the economy, including digital infrastructure, digitization of

businesses, and administration.

Social and Territorial Reduce social and territorial disparities and promote social inclusion and equality.
Cohesion
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Pillar Objective

Economic Resilience Strengthen economic resilience and promote strategic investments and economic policy re-
form.
Policies for the Next Invest in education, training, and research and development to prepare the next generation
Generation for future challenges.

Health and Economic Strengthen health systems and economic resilience by investing in health infrastructure and a
Resilience sustainable economy.

Source: European Commission. Annual Report on the Implementation of the Recovery and Resilience Plans. Brussels: Euro-
pean Commission, 2024. Developed by the authors.

The integration of the SDGs, alighment with the 2030 Agenda, and climate neutrality targets of the EGD
demonstrate the efforts of the EU in addressing environmental and climate challenges alongside immediate economic
and geopolitical crises (Borchardt et al.,, 2020). This effort highlights the commitment of the bloc to sustainable
development and reinforces its leadership role in climate action and environmental sustainability internationally.

Despite the prominent role of the EU in global governance, attributed to a long-term consolidation project
supported by bilateral and multilateral actions (Borrell, 2020), considerable disparities persist in the implementation of
the SDGs among member countries. This highlights the need for further efforts within the European context. Overall,
the EU presented notable progress in the latest report on the achievement of SDG 1 (no poverty), SDG 5 (gender
equality), and SDG 8 (decent work and economic growth) (Pompeu & Cruz, 2025), with moderate progress on most of
the other SDGs (European Commission, 2023).

4. Mercosur proposal forimplementing the sustainable development goals

The MERCOSUR bloc was established by the Treaty of Asuncidn in March 1991 and subsequently expanded by
the Treaty of Ouro Preto in 1994, which created a formal customs union (MERCOSUR, 1991; MERCOSUR, 1994). The
main objective of MERCOSUR is to facilitate the unrestricted movement of goods, capital, services, and people among
its member states. In addition to the four founding members, Venezuela, which is suspended for political reasons
(Marques Junior, 2018), and Bolivia, which joined as an associate member in 1996 and became a full member on July
5, 2024 (DW, 2024). MERCOSUR includes associate countries that can join free trade agreements without receiving the
benefits of the customs union. Peru entered into a free trade agreement with MERCOSUR in 2003, with intentions to
become an associate member. In 2004, MERCOSUR signed a cooperation agreement with the Andean Community of
Nations (MERCOSUR, 2004).

MERCOSUR has committed to the global SDG agenda. The significance of MERCOSUR in this context is
amplified by the rich biodiversity and ecosystem diversity among its member states, rendering regional cooperation
crucial for addressing transboundary challenges, such as deforestation, pollution, and the sustainable management of
natural resources (Soldano Garcez, 2015).

The SDGs have been incorporated into MERCOSUR by implementing internal policies to promote renewable
energy, combat inequality, and protect biodiversity (MERCOSUR, 2018). These policies have been formally discussed
and adopted at several meetings and official statements of the bloc, such as the Meeting of MERCOSUR Environment
Ministers (RMMAM) and the Sub-Working Group No. 6 (SGT-6), which focuses directly on environmental issues
(Bressan, 2023).

Within the bloc, mechanisms, such as the MERCOSUR Environmental Information System (SIAM), have been
created to centralize environmental data, promote transparency, and facilitate cooperation among member countries
(OECD, 2018). Discussions within the SGT-6 and RMMA focus on key areas, such as biodiversity conservation, wildlife
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trafficking prevention, and natural disaster preparation, specifically aligning with SDGs 13 (Climate action) and 15 (Life
on land) (Bressan & Garcia, 2023).

Despite the contributions of SGT-6 and the RMMA to certain specific SDGs, official documents reveal that
references to the SDGs in the decision-making and technical bodies of MERCOSUR often lack specificity, especially
concerning the concrete policies required to achieve the established goals (United Nations, 2022). The lack of details
and specific targets highlights the need for more concrete actions by Member States to ensure compliance with the
SDGs by 2030.

Furthermore, the alignment of the parties in relation to socio-environmental objectives remains
heterogeneous, which was in the latest report on the 2030 Agenda, illustrating that only 1/3 of the SDG targets have a
chance of being met by 2030 in the South American bloc. Approximately 46% of the targets are in a slow process of
implementation, while 22% are stagnant or at risk of regression (United Nations, 2022).

A comparative analysis of the performance of MERCOSUR countries in relation to the 2022 SDG Index reveals
important nuances in the progress and challenges faced by each nation towards the goals of the 2030 Agenda. As
presented in Table 2 below, Brazil and Uruguay, with different focuses, lead the region with solid performances. Brazil
demonstrates notable advancements in infrastructure, sanitation, and renewable energy, reflecting substantial progress
in poverty eradication and access to essential services.

However, it faces major challenges related to environmental preservation and combating deforestation (CODS,
2023). Uruguay, in turn, has an outstanding performance in health, education, and governance, with clear results in
gender equality and a low perception of corruption. However, the country still needs to overcome moderate challenges
in innovation and infrastructure, areas that directly impact its long-term competitiveness (CODS, 2023).

Argentina and Paraguay have also made progress, especially in specific areas, such as clean energy and
sanitation; however, they share difficulties in increasing investment in innovation and protecting ecosystems. Bolivia
and Venezuela face the greatest obstacles, especially in poverty management, environmental preservation, and
economic recovery (CODS, 2023). These two countries have suffered the greatest setbacks, with high deforestation
rates and difficulties in guaranteeing basic services, such as health and education, thereby reflecting the impact of
socioeconomic crises.

The variations in the results reflect both progress in specific areas and the structural barriers that need to be
overcome for these countries to achieve the SDGs by 2030. The data presented in Table 2 below, taken from the 2023
SDG Index Report (SDG Index), shows the index's range from 0 to 100, with higher scores indicating greater alignment
with the 2030 Agenda.

Table 2 — Pillars of the NRPS

Country SDG Index 2022 Highlights Challenges
BraZIL 66.99 SDG 1 (No poverty), SDG 6 (Clean water Deforestation and environmental
and sanitation), SDG 7 (Affordable and preservation
clean energy)
UruguaY 66.09 SDG 3 (Good health and well-being), SDG Moderate challenges in infra-
4 (Quality education), SDG 7 (Affordable structure and innovation
and clean energy), SDG 16 (Peace and jus-
tice)
Argentina 64.44 SDG 1 (No poverty), SDG 7 (Affordable and | Low investment in innovation and
clean energy) infrastructure
Paraguay 61.6 SDG 6 (Clean water and sanitation), SDG 7 Low proportion of protected ar-
(Affordable and clean energy) eas and industrial contribution
Bolivia 56.17 SDG 8 (Decent work), SDG 5 (Gender High deforestation rates and low
equality) coverage of protected areas
Venezuela 51.95 SDG 1 (No poverty), SDG 3 (Good health High poverty, deterioration in
and well-being), SDG 9 (Innovation and in- | health and education, economic
frastructure) crisis
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Source: Centro de los Objetivos de Desarrollo Sostenible para América Latina y el Caribe (CODS). SDG Index Report 2023.
Bogota: Universidad de los Andes, 2023. Developed by the authors.
MERCOSUR countries have adopted different approaches to implementing the SDGs, reflecting the different

economic, political, and environmental realities of each member state. Although progress has been made in specific
areas, such as renewable energy and education, the lack of effective regional coordination and economic and environ-
mental pressures, especially related to green extractivism, have created major challenges to the full achievement of
the SDGs within the bloc (Moreno, 2021). The lack of integrated governance leads to isolated and often contradictory
approaches, especially regarding environmental issues and extractivism. The exploitation of natural resources to meet
global demand has created tensions within the bloc, which can undermine efforts to align regional policies with global
sustainability goals (Del Pupo, 2025).

Despite regional efforts to address the SDGs, considerable challenges remain due to limitations in the effective
application of common standards (Kehoe et al., 2020). This situation hinders coordination and, consequently, the pro-
gress and effectiveness of the environmental agenda. Furthermore, a lack of effective harmonization of environmental
rules and regulations exists among member countries, leading to disparities in environmental practices and the risk of
increased environmental degradation (Palmieri et al., 2024; Koundouri et al., 2021).

The different realities and circumstances of member states become obstacles to adopting regional environ-
mental policies (De Almeida & De Vasconcelos, 2015), limiting their effective implementation. Frequent and completely
opposing political transitions result in changes in government priorities and subsequently damage regional integration
efforts (Bressan, 2023; Moreno, 2021). Consequently, the continuity of previously adopted agendas is affected. For
example, the denialist stance on environmental issues adopted by leaders of some member states, as in the case of
Brazil during the presidency of Jair Bolsonaro, was a factor that influenced the progress of the environmental agenda
in MERCOSUR (Belém Lopes et al., 2022).

Despite the challenges and unique characteristics of its member states, MERCOSUR has proven fundamental
for environmental protection in the region and global governance of sustainable development (Bressan & Garcia,
2023). Economic and political integration and cooperation in South America, represented by MERCOSUR, are essential
in this context (Caichiolo, 2017). However, this necessitates investments that strengthen environmental and social pro-
tection policies to ensure a just transition to a sustainable economy (Mata & Cristino Frota Mont’alverne, 2024.

5. Influence of the european green deal and sustainable development
goals on the eu-mercosur agreement: focus on socio-environmental
issues

The trade agreement established between the EU and MERCOSUR offers opportunities to boost sustainable
development. The influence of European green policy can bring substantial benefits by introducing advanced
technologies and sustainable practices (Eckes & KRAJEWSKI, 2023). However, specific concerns remain regarding the
environmental and social impacts of this Agreement, especially with regard to environmental preservation and labor
right protection (European Commission, 2019).

The text of the Agreement in principle addresses several important aspects of sustainable development
through its clauses, which seek to liberalize trade in goods, services, and investments while incorporating environmental
and social commitments (European Commission, 2024). A central aspect of the text is the chapter on "Trade and
Sustainable Development (TSD)," which reflects the recognition by parties that increased trade should not compromise
environmental integrity or labor conditions but rather promote sustainable development (Ghiotto & Echaide, 2019).

The parties consent to maintain labor and environmental standards to attract trade and investment,
reaffirming the right of each party to legislate on environmental and labor issues (European Commission, 2024).
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However, one of the main criticisms of the chapter is that its provisions are not binding, i.e. there is no effective sanction
mechanism in case one of the parties fails to comply with its commitments (Orbie & Van Den Putte, 2016; Hagemejer
et al., 2025). This issue has already been observed in other EU trade agreements, such as the EU-South Korea
Agreement (Orbie & Van Den Putte 2016).

The lack of enforcement of the socio-environmental clauses raises concerns about the effectiveness of the
provisions and their ability to guarantee the protection of environmental and labor rights in the context of growing
international trade. Table 3 below presents a correlation between the clauses of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement, their
respective themes, and objectives, highlighting the commitments assumed by the parties. The selection focused on the
socio-environmental clauses explicitly contained in the chapters on trade and sustainable development. The clauses
were organized thematically to facilitate comparative analysis.

Table 3 — Clauses Of The EU-Mercosur Agreement
Related Theme
Environmental and labor standards, re-
spect for international conventions

Objectives
Balance between economic growth and environ-
mental and social protection

Clause
Trade and sustaina-
ble development

sanitary and phyto-
sanitary measures

Consumer safety, animal, and plant health

Preservation of human health and the environ-
ment in a commercial context

Dialogues

Animal welfare, biotechnology, food safety;
antimicrobial resistance

Promotion of public and environmental health
through sustainable practices

Technical barriers to
trade

Trade facilitation; regulatory convergence
on technical standards

Promotion of commercial practices that respect
environmental standards

Public procurement

Transparency and fairness in procurement
processes; sustainability criteria

Incorporation of sustainability criteria in govern-
ment purchases

Intellectual property
rights

Protection of plant varieties; environmen-
tal innovations

Encouragement of responsible innovation and en-
vironmental protection

Forest management
and responsible busi-
ness conduct

Sustainable forest management, corporate
responsibility, and zero deforestation

Promotion of sustainability in business practices
and natural resource management

Subsidies

Subsidy policies, transparency; control of
market distortions

Balancing public policy objectives with the preven-
tion of market distortions

Occupational health
and safety; Climate
change

Commitments to occupational health and
safety, climate change; respect for environ-
mental multilateral agreements

Integration of workplace safety practices and cli-
mate commitments into trade

Biodiversity, forests,
and fisheries

Biodiversity protection; combating illegal
logging and IUU fishing

Preservation of natural resources and ecosystems;
alignment with sustainable trade practices

Source: Centro de los Objetivos de Desarrollo Sostenible para América Latina y el Caribe (CODS). SDG Index Report 2023.
Bogotd: Universidad de los Andes, 2023. Developed by the authors.

Reflecting the strategic alignment of international trade agreements with global sustainability goals, Table 4

below illustrates the correspondence between the socio-environmental clauses of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement, the
SDGs, and the European Green Deal initiatives. The mapping was performed by cross-referencing the Agreement's text
with official documents from the European Commission, the United Nations, and the European Council. This identified
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connection reflects the effort to promote trade practices that boost economic growth while addressing urgent socio-
environmental challenges (Ghiotto & Echaide, 2019).

‘ Agreement Clause

Sanitary and phytosanitary
measures

Table 4 — Clauses Of The EU-Mercosur Agreement

Related SDGs

SDG 3 (Good health and well-be-
ing)

EGD

Public Health and Food Safety

Trade and sustainable develop-
ment

SDG 8 (Decent work and eco-
nomic growth)

Decent Work and Sustainable Economic Growth

Public procurement

SDG 12 (Responsible consump-
tion and production)

Circular Economy and Responsible Consumption

Occupational health and safety
and climate change

SDG 13 (Climate action)

Climate Neutrality and Adaptation to Climate
Change

Biodiversity, forests, and fisher-
ies

SDG 14 and 15 (Life below water
and life on land)

Biodiversity and Sustainable Management of
Natural Resources

Renewable energies and energy
efficiency

SDG 7 (Affordable and clean en-
ergy)

Renewable Energies and Energy Efficiency

Innovation and sustainable infra-
structure

SDG 9 (Industry, innovation, and
infrastructure)

Innovation and Development of Sustainable In-
frastructures

Social and economic inclusion

SDG 10 (Reduced inequalities)

Promotion of Social Inclusion and Reduction of
Inequalities

Governance and transparency

SDG 16 (Peace, justice, and
strong institutions)

Governance, Rule of Law, and Transparency

International partnership

SDG 17 (Partnerships for the
goals)

Promotion of International Partnerships for Sus-
tainable Development

Source: European Commission. EU-Mercosur Association Agreement — Final Consolidated Text. Brussels: European
Commission, 2024. United Nations. Transforming Our World: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. New York: UN,
2015. European Council. European Green Deal. Brussels: Council of the European Union, 2024. Developed by the authors.

In addition, the analysis revealed that SDGs 7 (Clean energy) and 13 (Climate action) are prominently featured
in discussions regarding the Agreement. In February 2023, negotiations advanced with the publication of an additional
text to the Agreement in Principles, which introduced important modifications and additions in critical areas, including
climate change, trade and sustainable development, biodiversity, and natural resources (European Council, 2024b).

The new text also sought to address criticisms that pointed to the lack of binding provisions and robust
monitoring mechanisms. Table 5 below, based on a specific comparison of the socio-environmental provisions of the
EU-MERCOSUR Agreement texts, presents an overview of these modifications and their implications, highlighting both
the advances made in the additional text and the persistent limitations.

Table 5 — Comparison Of The Clauses Of The EU-Mercosur Principal Agreement And Its Complement
Socio-environ- Principal Agreement Text Additional
mental aspects

Environmental SDG 8 (De- Decent work and | Generic clauses on Reaffirmation against setbacks and com-
protection and cent work sustainable eco- environmental stand- | mitment to maintaining high standards
labor rights and eco- nomic growth ards of sustainable development
nomic Commitment to pro- | Specific focus on eradicating child labor
growth) tecting labor rights and promoting freedom of association
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Principal Agreement
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Text Additional

Changes climate | SDG 13 (Ac- | Climate neutral- Commitment to the Details of commitments, including pro-
tion cli- ity and adapta- Paris Agreement gressive and successive NDCs
mate) tion to climate
change
Biological Diver- | SDGs 14 Biodiversity and Commitment to the Focus on effective implementation and
sity and Sustain- | and 15 (Life | sustainable man- | Convention on Bio- monitoring of Biodiversity
able Forest below wa- agement of natu- | logical Diversity and Combating illegal deforestation and pro-
Management ter and life ral resources forest conservation moting sustainable trade in forestry
on land) products
Cooperation SDG 17 Promoting part- Mention of interre- Emphasis on cooperation in sustainable
(Partner- nerships for sus- | gional cooperation value chains and resource efficiency
ships to im- | tainable
plement development
the goals)
Rights humans SDG 10 (Re- | Promoting social | Commitment to the Reinforced commitment to human rights
ducing Ine- | inclusion and re- | promotion and pro- and indigenous peoples
qualities) ducing inequali- tection of human
ties rights
Civil society SDG 17 Promoting inter- | Role of civil society Establishment of a consultation mecha-
(Partner- national partner- | organizations in the nism and promotion of interaction with
ships to im- | ships for agreement civil society
plement sustainable de-
the goals) velopment
Monitoringand | SDG 17 Promoting inter- | Mechanisms general Specific mechanisms to monitor and
Review (Partner- national partner- | monitoring evaluate implementation
ships to im- | ships for
plement sustainable de-
the goals) velopment

Source: European Commission. EU-Mercosur Association Agreement — Draft Text 2019. Brussels: European Commission,
2019. European Council. Additional Instrument to the EU-Mercosur Association Agreement. Brussels: Council of the
European Union, 2024. Developed by the authors.

The supplementary text to the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement offers additional interpretations and clarifications

on several socio-environmental clauses of the original document. It reinforces existing commitments while also

emphasizing the practical challenges associated with their implementation and monitoring, especially in the absence
of binding mechanisms (European Commission, 2025).

The results obtained in this study indicate that, although the socio-environmental clauses of the EU-

MERCOSUR Agreement are aligned with global sustainability commitments, their effectiveness remains compromised

by the absence of binding mechanisms. These findings corroborate previous studies showing that, despite the potential

of the Agreement to promote sustainable development, the lack of enforceable provisions in socio-environmental

clauses continues to be a critical barrier to effective implementation (Hagemejer et al., 2025; Kehoe et al., 2020; De

Oliveira et al., 2024). The recurrent emphasis on voluntary cooperation, while politically acceptable to both blocs, limits

applicability and risks perpetuating structural asymmetries identified in dependency theory (Cardoso & Faletto, 1981;

Del Pupo, 2025).
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This scenario also corroborates criticisms identified in the literature. Comparative analyses of other EU trade
agreements indicate that sustainability commitments without robust monitoring and sanctions mechanisms tend to
have limited impact on environmental protection and labor rights (Harrison & Paulini, 2024). Similar concerns have also
been raised regarding the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement itself (Palmieri et al., 2024).

On the other hand, proposals such as the inclusion of clear performance indicators, public accountability
obligations, and inclusive civil society participation, as highlighted in recent sustainability chapters of trade agreements
(Arias, 2025), could mitigate these limitations. Therefore, the results reinforce the need to strengthen governance
structures and align implementation strategies with the socio-economic contexts of MERCOSUR countries to ensure
that the Agreement achieves its declared sustainability objectives.

In addition, the document reiterates the importance of effectively implementing the Paris Agreement,
reaffirming the commitment of the parties to uphold environmental and labor standards (Pompeu & Cruz, 2025). The
modification of the generic commitment to biodiversity protection represents an important advancement, now
incorporating the obligation to implement national biodiversity strategies and action plans, which may lead to a more
tangible impact on environmental preservation (European Commission, 2023).

An important example is the Circular Economy Action Plan (2020), published through Communication of the
European Commission (COM(2020) 98 final), which establishes measures to increase the durability of products and
combat planned obsolescence, a practice in which products are designed to have a reduced useful life, encouraging
early disposal and continued consumption (Gayer et al., 2023). With this policy, the EU seeks to guarantee consumers
the so-called “right to repair”.

These guidelines set parameters that also impact the commitments assumed by the European bloc in its trade
agreements, such as the one signed with MERCOSUR. The European experience, in this sense, highlights the complexity
of regulatory harmonization between the EU and MERCOSUR, requiring Latin American countries not only formal
commitments, but also structural adaptations in their production and legal systems, with a view to effectively
implementing the SDGs and ensuring equitable conditions of commercial competitiveness.

However, the effectiveness of these measures relies on the establishment of rigorous monitoring mechanisms
and the ability of countries to conduct audits to ensure compliance with commitments (Harrison et al.,, 2019).
Furthermore, the effectiveness of the Agreement depends on the capacity of MERCOSUR member countries to
implement these policies at the local level, potentially placing the Southern Cone bloc in a situation of dependence
(Cardoso & Faletto, 1981, p. 162) and consequently leading to vulnerability and inequality vis-a-vis the European bloc.

The influence of the EGD and SDGs on the clauses of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement presents multifaceted
implications. In theory, this integration may facilitate the adoption of sustainable practices among stakeholders,
particularly in reducing deforestation and promoting renewable energy use. This aligns with SDGs 13 (Climate action)
and 15 (Life on land). However, these policies need to be adapted to local economic realities to avoid the perception of
covert trade barriers (Koirala, 2019).

Notably, adopting more stringent environmental and social standards imposes substantial additional costs,
especially for SMEs, which may face financial difficulties in conforming to the new standards established by the
Agreement. This may adversely impact the competitiveness of strategic sectors in MERCOSUR and lead to trade
disputes, especially if the requirements are perceived as non-tariff barriers (Koirala, 2019; Palmieri et al., 2024). Without
adequate financial support or incentives, implementing these standards may be limited, thereby exacerbating existing
inequalities among MERCOSUR member states (Acharya, 2018).

6. Conclusion

The EU-MERCOSUR Agreement offers an opportunity to advance sustainable development, considering its
economic, social, and environmental dimensions. The provisions concerning biodiversity, forests, human rights, and
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working conditions illustrate the aspiration to promote equitable and environmentally responsible trade, recognizing
the interconnectedness of trade and global sustainability.

The methodological analysis demonstrates that the global objectives for promoting sustainable development,
improving EU environmental policies, and addressing climate issues are integral to the Agreement. However, the lack
of effective enforcement mechanisms and reliance on critical primary resources continue to limit its potential to serve
as a true catalyst for sustainable development, particularly considering the importance of the Agreement due to its
scale and the resources at stake.

The analysis indicates that the absence of binding mechanisms in the socio-environmental clauses and the
implementation challenges remain major obstacles to fully realizing these provisions.

Despite the progress represented by the clauses addressing deforestation and promoting sustainable forest
products, MERCOSUR countries may encounter substantial challenges in their implementation capacity, including
structural limitations in adapting global sustainability policies to their local contexts.

Another important consideration is the impact on MERCOSUR companies. Although the Agreement can offer
a more regulated environment with higher standards, companies may face considerable barriers in adapting to the new
requirements, especially in terms of costs and regulatory complexity. This may create economic imbalances and
increase inequalities, necessitating the development of strategies to address these critical issues.

The effectiveness of the Agreement is also linked to the political will of all parties involved in adopting solid
governance and overcoming practical barriers to its implementation. The EU-MERCOSUR Agreement can indeed
facilitate the integration of sustainable development into international trade. However, the parties should assume
responsibility for ensuring that socio-environmental commitments are translated into concrete, harmonized, and
measurable actions capable of promoting real sustainability beyond mere economic growth.

From a theoretical perspective, the study contributes to the academic debate on the integration of
sustainability into trade agreements by providing a critical assessment of the EU-MERCOSUR Association Agreement
from the combined perspective of the European Green Deal, the Sustainable Development Goals, and dependency
theory. This approach advances understanding of how sustainability clauses are shaped by geopolitical, economic, and
governance factors, and offers an analytical framework that can be applied to similar interregional trade agreements.

From a practical perspective, the findings provide policymakers, trade negotiators, and stakeholders in both
blocs with concrete insights into the structural and institutional adjustments needed to ensure that socio-
environmental commitments translate into measurable and effective results. They also highlight the importance of
adopting binding mechanisms, monitoring systems, and inclusive governance processes to prevent sustainability
provisions from becoming non-tariff barriers or perpetuating structural inequalities.

Methodologically, the use of bibliometric mapping, combined with content analysis, allowed the identification
of central axes, such as sustainable development, trade and environment, international cooperation, and the European
Green Deal, and their recurring association with the term "MERCOSUR." This analytical strategy not only reinforced the
alignment of the Agreement's clauses with global sustainability policies, but also revealed how academic and
institutional discourses converge around these categories, offering a replicable framework for future studies.

These contributions can inform future negotiations and revisions of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement, such as
the current discussions in the European Parliament on strengthening the Sustainable Development chapter, as well as
guide MERCOSUR initiatives to improve the monitoring and enforcement of environmental clauses internally and in
agreements with other partners.

The study also has limitations inherent to the methodological approach adopted. The analysis relied primarily
on documentary and bibliometric techniques, focusing on secondary sources and data available in scientific and
institutional databases. While this choice allowed for a broad and systematic overview of the relationship between the
SDGs, the European Green Deal, and the text of the EU-MERCOSUR Agreement, the lack of primary data collection
limited the incorporation of deeper insights from the institutional actors directly involved. Furthermore, the temporal
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scope and reliance on publicly available documents may have restricted access to more recent or confidential
information. Acknowledging these limitations highlights the need for further research that incorporates complementary
gualitative and empirical approaches, such as interviews with policymakers or impact assessments at the local level.

References
ACHARYA, Rohini. Regional trade agreements: challenges and opportunities. International Trade Forum, n. 4, p. 24-25, 2018.

ARIAS, Christian; VARELA-ALDAS, José. Sustainable development as a transformative axis of the European Union’s trade pol-
icy. Sustainability, 2025, vol. 17, n. 15, p. 7151. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/su17157151 .

BELEM LOPES, Dawisson.; CARVALHO, T Thales; SANTOS, V Vinicius. Did the Far Right breed a new variety of foreign policy?
The case of Bolsonaro's 'more-bark-than-bite' Brazil. Global Studies Quarterly, v. 2, n. 4, p. 1-14, 2022.

BERTHET, Etienne; LAVALLEY, Julien; ANQUETIL-DECK, Candy; BALLESTEROS, Fernanda; STADLER, Konstantin; SOYTAS, Ugur;
HAUSCHILD, Michael; LAURENT, Alexis. Assessing the social and environmental impacts of critical mineral supply chains for
the energy transition in Europe. Global Environmental Change, v. 86, p. 102841, 2024.

BORCHARDT, Steve; BUSCAGLIA, Daniela; VIGNOLA, Giulia Barbero.; MARONI, Michele; MARELLI, L Luisa. A sustainable re-
covery for the EU. Luxembourg: Publications Office of the European Union, 2020. (Report EUR 30452).

BORRELL, Josep. América Latina-Europa: la 'otra' relacién transatlantica. Analisis Carolina, n. 51, p. 1-6, 2020.

BRESSAN, Regiane Nitsch. The Southern Cone, environmental governance and the SDGs: Mercosur and the environment. Pol-
icy Paper, V. 8, p. 1-24, 2023.

BRESSAN, Regiane Nitsch; GARCIA, Tatiana de Souza Leite. Mercosur and environment: progress in promoting the Sustainable
Development Goals and the 2030 Agenda. Revista Brasileira de Politica Internacional, v. 66, n. 2, p. 1-20, 2023.

CAICHIOLO, Carlos Ricardo. The Mercosur experience and theories of regional integration. Contexto Internacional, v. 39, p.
117-134, 2017.

CARDOSO, Fernando Henrique.; FALETTO, Enzo. Dependéncia e desenvolvimento na América Latina: ensaio de interpretagao
socioldgica. 6. ed. Rio de Janeiro: Zahar Editores, 1981.

CODS. Centro de los Objetivos de Desarrollo Sostenible para América Latina y el Caribe. indice ODS 2022 para América Latina
y el Caribe. Bogotad: Universidad de los Andes, 2023. Available at: https://cods.uniandes.edu.co/wp-content/up-
loads/2023/11/Indice-ODS-2022-para-America-Latina-y-el-Caribe-3.pdf. Accessed January 14, 2025.

DE ALMEIDA, Bruno Rodrigues.; DE VASCONCELOS, Rafael Carvalho. Socio-environmental disputes within MERCOSUR: lack
of a more meaningful cooperation. The Law & Practice of International Courts and Tribunals, v. 14, n. 3, p. 476-497, 2015.

DEL PUPOQ, Emilio. Trade, sustainability, and agribusiness: Brazilian interest groups in EU-Mercosur negotiations. Globaliza-
tions, v. 22, n. 3, p. 1-20, 2025. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/14747731.2025.2491275.

DE OLIVEIRA, Susan EM Cesar; . VISENTIN, Jaqueline C.; PAVANI, Bruna Visentin F; Branco, Paulo D.; DE MARIA, Marcello;
LOYOLA, Rafael. The European Union-Mercosur Free Trade Agreement as a step towards a greener global trade paradigm.

Environmental Science & Policy, v. 161, p. 1-12, 2024. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2024.04.013 .

DW. Luis Arce promulga la ley de adhesién de Bolivia al Mercosur 2024. DW, 2024. Available at: https://www.dw.com/es/luis-
arce-promulga-la-ley-de-adhesion-de-bolivia-al-mercosur/a-69580840. Accessed December 14, 2024.

Rev. Direito Econ. Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 17, n. 1, €599, jan./abr. 2026 17/21


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.7213/rev.dir.econ.soc.v17i1.33038
https://doi.org/10.3390/su17157151
https://cods.uniandes.edu.co/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/Indice-ODS-2022-para-America-Latina-y-el-Caribe-3.pdf
https://cods.uniandes.edu.co/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/Indice-ODS-2022-para-America-Latina-y-el-Caribe-3.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/14747731.2025.2491275
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2024.04.013
https://www.dw.com/es/luis-arce-promulga-la-ley-de-adhesión-de-bolivia-al-mercosur/a-69580840
https://www.dw.com/es/luis-arce-promulga-la-ley-de-adhesión-de-bolivia-al-mercosur/a-69580840

Influence of the European Green Deal on international trade agreements: analysis of @
BY

the EU-MERCOSUR case

ECKES, Christina.; KRAJEWSKI, Piotr. Legal analysis of the sustainability provisions of the EU-Mercosur Agreement. Climate
Action Network Europe, 2025. Disponivel em: https://caneurope.org/content/uploads/2025/04/Legal_analysis_sustainabil-
ity_EU-Mercosur_Agreement.pdf. Accessed 12 ago. 2025.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. The European Union — what it is and what it does. Luxembourg: Publications Office of the Euro-
pean Union, 2022. Available at: https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2775/5377. Accessed October 09, 2024.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. European Climate Law. 2021. Available at: https://climate.ec.europa.eu/eu-action/european-cli-
mate-law_en#documents . Accessed November 05, 2024.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. Progress Report 2023 Shifting gears: Increasing the pace of progress towards a green and pros-
perous future Climate Action. 2023. Available at: https://climate.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2023-
11/com_2023_653 glossy_en_0.pdf. Accessed December 09, 2024.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. The Recovery and Resilience Facility. Available at: https://commission.europa.eu/business-econ-
omy-euro/economic-recovery/recovery-and-resilience-facility_en. Accessed November 29, 2024.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. The European Green Deal. Available at: https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-
2024/european-green-deal_en. Accessed January 12, 2025.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION. EU-Mercosur: text of the agreement. 2019. Available at: https://circabc.eu-
ropa.eu/ui/group/09242a36-a438-40fd-a7af-fe32e36cbd0e/library/5896ba4d-b083-485d-a8d2-62b50264c3b3/details. Ac-
cessed January 18, 2024.

EUROPEAN COUNCIL. European Green Deal. Brussels: Council of the European Union, 2024. Available at: https://www.con-
silium.europa.eu/en/policies/green-deal. Accessed December 12, 2024a.

EUROPEAN COUNCIL. Impact of Russia's invasion of Ukraine on the markets: EU response. Available at: https://www.consil-
jum.europa.eu/en/policies/eu-response-ukraine-invasion/impact-of-russia-s-invasion-of-ukraine-on-the-markets-eu-re-
sponse. Accessed December 12, 2024b.

FILIPOVIC, Sanja; LIOR, Noam; RADOVANOVIC, Mirjana. The Green Deal—just transition and Sustainable Development Goals
nexus. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, v. 168, 2022.

GAYER, S.; HUPFFER, H.; SCHREIBER, D. Legal instruments of the European Union and countries of the American Continent
to deal with planned obsolescence. Revista de Direito EcondGmico e Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 14, n. 3, p. e246, 2023.

GAYER, Suely Marisco; HUPFFER, Haide Maria; SCHREIBER, Dusan. Instrumentos juridicos da Unido Europeia e de paises do
Continente Americano para o enfrentamento da obsolescéncia programada. Revista de Direito Econémico e Socioambiental,
vol. 14, n. 3, p. e246, 2023.

GHIOTTO, Luciana.; ECHAIDE, Javier. Analysis of the agreement between the European Union and the Mercosur. Berlin:
Blindnis, vol. 90, 2019.

HAGEMEJER, Jan.; STOLL, Peter-Tobias.; RUDLOFF, Bettina.; MENSAH, Kristina. An update on the economic, sustainability and
regulatory effects of the trade part of the EU-Mercosur Partnership Agreement. Brussels: European Parliament, 2025. Dispo-
nivel em: https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2025/754476/EXPO_STU%282025%29754476_EN.pdf.
Acesso em: 12 ago. 2025.

HARRISON, James; BARBU, Mirela; CAMPLING, Lian; EBERT, Franz Z; MARTENS, Debora; MARX, Axe.; ORBIE, Jan; RICHARD-

SON, Ben; SMITH, Adrian. Labour standards provisions in EU free trade agreements: reflections on the European Commis-
sion's reform agenda. World Trade Review, v. 18, n. 4, p. 635-657, 2019.

Rev. Direito Econ. Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 17, n. 1, €599, jan./abr. 2026 18/21


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.7213/rev.dir.econ.soc.v17i1.33038
https://caneurope.org/content/uploads/2025/04/Legal_analysis_sustainability_EU-Mercosur_Agreement.pdf
https://caneurope.org/content/uploads/2025/04/Legal_analysis_sustainability_EU-Mercosur_Agreement.pdf
https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2775/5377
https://climate.ec.europa.eu/eu-action/european-climate-law_en#documents
https://climate.ec.europa.eu/eu-action/european-climate-law_en#documents
https://climate.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2023-11/com_2023_653_glossy_en_0.pdf
https://climate.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2023-11/com_2023_653_glossy_en_0.pdf
https://commission.europa.eu/business-economy-euro/economic-recovery/recovery-and-resilience-facility_en
https://commission.europa.eu/business-economy-euro/economic-recovery/recovery-and-resilience-facility_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/european-green-deal_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/european-green-deal_en
https://circabc.europa.eu/ui/group/09242a36-a438-40fd-a7af-fe32e36cbd0e/library/5896ba4d-b083-485d-a8d2-62b50264c3b3/details
https://circabc.europa.eu/ui/group/09242a36-a438-40fd-a7af-fe32e36cbd0e/library/5896ba4d-b083-485d-a8d2-62b50264c3b3/details
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/green-deal
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/green-deal
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/eu-response-ukraine-invasion/impact-of-russia-s-invasion-of-ukraine-on-the-markets-eu-response
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/eu-response-ukraine-invasion/impact-of-russia-s-invasion-of-ukraine-on-the-markets-eu-response
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/eu-response-ukraine-invasion/impact-of-russia-s-invasion-of-ukraine-on-the-markets-eu-response
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2025/754476/EXPO_STU%282025%29754476_EN.pdf

Influence of the European Green Deal on international trade agreements: analysis of @
BY

the EU-MERCOSUR case

HARRISON, James; PAULINI, Sophia. Lessons from the EU—-Mercosur Association Agreement: Addressing sustainability chal-
lenges in modern trade deals. Journal of International Economic Llaw, v. 27, n. 4, p. 1-18, 2024. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1093/jiel/jgae044.

KEOHANE, Robert. After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy. Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1984.

KEOHANE, Robert; NYE, Joseph. Power and Interdependence: World Politics in Transition. Boston: Little, Brown and Company,
1977.

KEOHANE, Robert; NYE, Joseph. Review of Power and Interdependence Revisited, by Robert O. Keohane. International Or-
ganization, v. 41, n. 4, p. 725-753, 1987. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2706764.

KEOHANE, Robert; NYE, Joseph. Power and Interdependence. 4th ed. New York: Pearson, 2011.

KEHOE, Laura; DOS REIS, Tiago; MEYFROIDT, BAGER, Patrick, Simon; SEPPELT, Ralf; KUEMMERLE, Tobias; BERENGUER, Erika;
CLARK, Michael; DAVIS, Kyle Frankel ; ERMGASSEN, Erasmus; FARRELL, Katharine Nora; FRIIS, Cecilie; HABERL, Helmut; KAST-
NER, Thomas; MURTOUGH, Katie, PERSSON , Martin; ROMERO-MUNNOZ , Alfredo; Chris O’CONNELL; SCHAFER, Viola
Valeska; VIRAH-SAWMY , Malika; WAROUX , Yann le Polain; KIESECKER, Joseph. Inclusion, transparency, and enforcement:
how the EU-MERCOSUR trade agreement fails the sustainability test. One Earth, v. 3, n. 3, p. 268-272, 2020.

KOIRALA, Shashwat. SMEs: Key Drivers of Green and Inclusive Growth. OECD Green Growth Papers, No. 2019/03, OECD Pub-
lishing, Paris, https://doi.org/10.1787/8a51fcOc-en.

KOUNDOURI, Phoebe.; ZACHARIADIS, Theodoros.; DEVVES, Stathis.; PLATANIOTIS, Angelos. Climate policy in the broader
sustainability context: joint implementation of Agenda 2030 and the European Green Deal. Athens University of Economics
and Business, v. 21, n. 11, p. 1-16, 2021.

MATA, Antonio Lucas da; MONT’ALVERNE, Tarin Cristino Frota. Transi¢do justa e desenvolvimento sustentdavel na Unido Eu-
ropeia: o plano de investimento do Pacto Ecoldgico e o ODS 7. Revista de Direito Econdmico e Socioambiental, Curitiba, v.
15, n. 3, €264, set./dez. 2024. doi: 10.7213/revdireconsoc.v15i3.30052.

MITTIGA, Ross; MINTZ-WOO, Kian; HENDLIN, Yogi Hale. The promises and pitfalls of taxing carbon. Revista de Ciéncia Politica,
v.44,n. 3, p. 491-495, 2024.

MERCOSUR. Tratado de Asuncién para la constitucién de un Mercado Comun entre la Republica Argentina, la Republica
Federativa del Brasil, la Republica del Paraguay y la Republica Oriental del Uruguay. Asuncion, 26 mar. 1991. Available at:
https://www.parlamentomercosur.org/innovaportal/file/15511/1/tratado_de_asuncion.pdf. Accessed August 14, 2025.

MERCOSUR. Protocolo de Ouro Preto sobre la estructura institucional del MERCOSUR. Ouro Preto, 17 dez. 1994. Available

at:  https://www.mercosur.int/documento/protocolo-ouro-preto-adicional-tratado-asuncion-estructura-institucional-mer-
cosur/. Accessed August 14, 2025.

MERCOSUR. MERCOSUR/CMC/DEC. No. 18/04 — Régimen de participacion de los Estados Asociados al MERCOSUR. Puerto
Iguazu, July 7, 2004. Available at: http://www.sice.oas.org/trade/mrcsrs/decisions/dec1804s.asp. Accessed: August 12, 2025.

MERCOSUR. SM. Secretaria del MERCOSUR. 2018. Available at: https://www.mercosur.int/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Es-
tudio-01-18_Cooperacion-internacional_oportunidades-desafios.pdf. Accessed December 22, 2024.

MORENO, Alicia. El Acuerdo de Asociacion Estratégica MERCOSUR-UE: una oportunidad para impulsar el desarrollo sosteni-
ble en el MERCOSUR? Latitud SUR, n. 16, p. 7-22, 2021.

NYE, Joseph. The Future of Power. New York: PublicAffairs, 2011.

Rev. Direito Econ. Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 17, n. 1, €599, jan./abr. 2026 19/21


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.7213/rev.dir.econ.soc.v17i1.33038
https://doi.org/10.1093/jiel/jgae044
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2706764
https://doi.org/10.1787/8a51fc0c-en
https://www.parlamentomercosur.org/innovaportal/file/15511/1/tratado_de_asuncion.pdf
https://www.mercosur.int/documento/protocolo-ouro-preto-adicional-tratado-asuncion-estructura-institucional-mercosur/
https://www.mercosur.int/documento/protocolo-ouro-preto-adicional-tratado-asuncion-estructura-institucional-mercosur/
http://www.sice.oas.org/trade/mrcsrs/decisions/dec1804s.asp
https://www.mercosur.int/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Estudio-01-18_Cooperacion-internacional_oportunidades-desafios.pdf
https://www.mercosur.int/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Estudio-01-18_Cooperacion-internacional_oportunidades-desafios.pdf

Influence of the European Green Deal on international trade agreements: analysis of @
BY

the EU-MERCOSUR case

OECD. Joint Working Party on Trade and Environment. 2018. Available at: https://one.oecd.org/docu-
ment/COM/TAD/ENV/JWPTE(2018)1/FINAL/en/pdf. Accessed January 09, 2025.

ORBIE, Jan; VAN DEN PUTTE, Lore. Labour rights in Peru and the EU trade agreement: compliance with the commitments
under the sustainable development chapter. Vienna: Austrian Foundation for Development Research (OFSE). OFSE Working
Paper, n. 58, 2016.

PALMIERI, Rossella; AMISSI, Charlotte; AMATO, Mario; VERNEAU, Fabio. Beyond the Finish Line: Sustainability Hurdles in the
EU-Mercosur Free Trade Agreement. Social Sciences, v. 13, n. 7, p. 1-11, 2024. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/s0csci13070362.

POMPEU, Gina Marcilio; CRUZ, Patricia Moura Monteiro. Trabalho decente, o0 ODS n® 8 da Agenda 2030 da ONU e a visGo de
“Um mundo de trés zeros” de Muhammad Yunu. Revista de Direito Econdmico e Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 16, n. 1, p.e282,
2025.

PURVIS, Ben.; MAO, Yong.; ROBINSON, Darren. Three pillars of sustainability: in search of conceptual origins. Sustainability
Science, v. 14, p. 681-695, 2019.

RADU, Carmen.; RADU, Liviu. From the Next Generation EU to the National Recovery and Resilience Plan. Romanian Review
of Social Sciences, v. 14, n. 1, p. 50-64, 2023.

SDGF. Sustainable Development Goals Fund. 2023. Available at: https://www.sdgfund.org/mdgs-sdgs. Accessed November
6, 2024,

SHI, Longyu; HAN, Linwei; YANG, F engmei; GAO, Lijie. The evolution of sustainable development theory: types, goals, and
research prospects. Sustainability, v. 11, n. 24, p. 1-16, 2019.

SOLDANO GARCEZ, Gabriela. The access to information in MERCOSUR for sustainable development. Athens Journal of Law,
v.1,n.2,p.97-110, 2015.

TOTH, Zsolt; PUIU, lonela Roxana; BOSCOIANU, Mircea. From COVID-19 pandemic to Next Generation EU. RECENT Journal,
v.66,n. 1, p.31-33, 2022.

UNFCCC. The Paris Agreement. 2015. Available at: https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-paris-agreement/the-paris-
agreement. Accessed November 5, 2024.

UNITED NATIONS. Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. 2015. Available at:
https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda. Accessed November 5, 2024.

UNITED NATIONS. The Future We Want — Outcome Document of Rio+20. 2012. Available at: https://sustainabledevelop-
ment.un.org/rio20/futurewewant. Accessed October 10, 2024.

UNITED NATIONS. Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. 2024. Available at:
https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda. Accessed November 23, 2024.

UNITED NATIONS. Goal 17: Revitalize the global partnership for sustainable development. United Nations. 2023. Available
at: https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/globalpartnerships. Accessed October 15, 2024.

UNITED NATIONS. The Sustainable Development Goals: Report 2022. Available at: https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2022.
Accessed January 12, 2025.

VAN ECK, Nees; WALTMAN, Ludo. Software survey: VOSviewer, a computer program for bibliometric mapping. Scientome-

trics, V. 84, n. 2, p. 523-538, 2010.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3.

Rev. Direito Econ. Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 17, n. 1, €599, jan./abr. 2026 20/21


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.7213/rev.dir.econ.soc.v17i1.33038
https://one.oecd.org/document/COM/TAD/ENV/JWPTE(2018)1/FINAL/en/pdf
https://one.oecd.org/document/COM/TAD/ENV/JWPTE(2018)1/FINAL/en/pdf
https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci13070362
https://www.sdgfund.org/mdgs-sdgs
https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-paris-agreement/the-paris-agreement
https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-paris-agreement/the-paris-agreement
https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/rio20/futurewewant
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/rio20/futurewewant
https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/globalpartnerships
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2022
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3

Influence of the European Green Deal on international trade agreements: analysis of @
the EU-MERCOSUR case =

VAVOURA, Chara.; VAVOURAS, loannis. Sustainable economic development in the European Union and COVID-19. Evolution-
ary and Institutional Economics Review, v. 19, n. 1, p. 449-467, 2022.

YOUNG, Alasdair. The European Union as a global regulator? Context and comparison. In: The European Union as a Global
Regulator? Routledge, p. 13-32, 2016.

Responsible Editor: Anna Luisa Walter de Santana

Rev. Direito Econ. Socioambiental, Curitiba, v. 17, n. 1, €599, jan./abr. 2026 21/21


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.7213/rev.dir.econ.soc.v17i1.33038

