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Abstract:  

The implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals represents the largest coordinated 

resource mobilisation challenge in the history of international development, requiring the 

systematic alignment of financial instruments, physical infrastructure investment, human 

capital development, technological capacity, and multi-stakeholder engagement within a 

coherent, equitable, and efficient resourcing architecture. This article investigates the 

theoretical frameworks and empirical evidence governing SDG resource mobilisation, 

analysing domestic revenue mobilisation strategies, international financing mechanisms, 

blended finance instruments, infrastructure investment frameworks, and the governance of 

multi-stakeholder resource partnerships.  
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Introduction 

The achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals by 2030 requires resource mobilisation 

at a scale that no single government, international organisation, or private actor can achieve 

independently. The OECD's estimate of the annual investment required to achieve the SDGs in 

developing countries alone ranges from $3.3 to $4.5 trillion, a figure that exceeds current total 

official development assistance by a factor of approximately twenty and represents a substantial 

proportion of developing country GDP [1]. This resourcing reality transforms the SDG agenda 

from a normative framework into a fundamentally financial and institutional challenge: unless 

the structures, instruments, and governance systems for mobilising, allocating, and deploying 

resources at the required scale and efficiency are built, the SDGs will remain aspirational rather 

than operational. 
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Resource mobilisation for the SDGs encompasses dimensions that extend far beyond 

conventional development finance. Financial resources domestic tax revenues, international 

transfers, private investment, and blended instruments are necessary but not sufficient. Physical 

infrastructure energy, water, sanitation, transport, digital, and health systems constitutes the 

foundational investment that enables all other SDG progress and demands multi-decade 

investment commitments that transcend electoral cycles and fiscal year planning horizons [2]. 

Human resources the skilled professionals, researchers, administrators, and community 

workers required to design, implement, and sustain SDG interventions must be developed 

through education and training systems whose product quality and quantity are themselves 

determined by resource availability. Technological resources the innovations, data systems, and 

digital platforms that enable more efficient and equitable SDG delivery must be developed, 

transferred, and adapted to diverse national contexts. And stakeholder engagement the 

participation of civil society, the private sector, academic institutions, and local communities 

in resource mobilisation and deployment decisions is both a governance requirement and a 

resource in itself, contributing social capital, local knowledge, and democratic legitimacy to 

the SDG implementation process. 

 

ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE 

The theoretical framework for SDG resource mobilisation draws on development economics, 

public finance theory, and institutional economics. Rodrik's framework for diagnostics-based 

development policy argues that resource mobilisation strategies must be grounded in rigorous 

analysis of the binding constraints specific to each national context rather than derived from 

universal templates, given the wide variation in the institutional, fiscal, and socio-economic 

conditions that determine what resource mobilisation instruments are feasible and effective in 

any given setting [3]. 

Domestic resource mobilisation (DRM) has been increasingly recognised as the most 

sustainable and sovereignty-preserving foundation for long-term SDG financing. The IMF's 

cross-country analysis documented that a one percentage point increase in the tax-to-GDP ratio 

is associated with a 0.5–0.8% improvement in per capita health and education spending, 

confirming the foundational importance of fiscal capacity for SDG investment [4]. Key DRM 

instruments include tax system broadening and progressive rate reform, natural resource 

revenue mobilisation, reduction of illicit financial flows, and the elimination of economically 

distortive tax expenditures that disproportionately benefit wealthy taxpayers and multinational 

corporations. 

Blended finance the strategic use of development finance and philanthropic funds to mobilise 

additional private capital flows for sustainable development — has emerged as a priority 

mechanism in the Addis Ababa Action Agenda framework for closing the SDG financing gap. 

Convergence Finance's state-of-the-market analyses documented a cumulative mobilisation of 

$143 billion in blended finance for developing countries between 2010 and 2022, with annual 

volumes growing at approximately 15% per annum [5]. However, critical analysis by 
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Kwakkenbos and Romero documented significant geographical and sectoral concentration in 

blended finance flows disproportionately directed toward middle-income countries and 

commercially viable sectors rather than the least developed countries and social sector 

investments with the greatest SDG relevance raising concerns about equity and additionality. 

SDG-aligned infrastructure investment frameworks have been developed by multilateral 

development banks (MDBs) to guide the prioritisation, design, and financing of physical 

infrastructure projects within the sustainability transition. The World Bank's Systems Approach 

for Better Education Results (SABER) and the MDB joint framework for Principles for Quality 

Infrastructure Investment provide sector-specific and cross-cutting criteria for infrastructure 

investment decisions that incorporate lifecycle cost analysis, climate resilience, social 

inclusion, and environmental impact assessment [6]. Empirical studies of infrastructure 

investment impacts in low-income countries consistently document substantial development 

multipliers, with the IMF estimating that a 1% of GDP increase in public infrastructure 

investment raises output by approximately 1.5% in the long run in countries with strong 

institutional quality. 

The governance of multi-stakeholder resource partnerships presents both opportunities and 

challenges that have been extensively analysed in the SDG implementation literature. 

Mawdsley et al.'s critical review of South-South and triangular development cooperation 

documented the growing importance of non-OECD development partners, China, India, Brazil, 

Turkey, and the Gulf states — as sources of infrastructure financing and technical cooperation 

for SDG-relevant investment, while noting the limited alignment of these partnerships with 

OECD DAC principles of development effectiveness [7]. The Belt and Road Initiative, in 

particular, has emerged as the largest single infrastructure financing mechanism in developing 

Asia and Africa, with implications for SDG implementation that remain contested across 

academic and policy communities. 

In the CIS context, SDG resource mobilisation has been shaped significantly by the legacy of 

Soviet-era infrastructure systems, the particular challenges of land-locked developing country 

status, and the dynamics of regional economic integration within the Eurasian Economic Union 

and Central Asian cooperation frameworks. Khudayberdiyev's analysis of Uzbekistan's SDG 

financing architecture documented a growing but still insufficient domestic tax base, a 

declining share of international development assistance, and an emerging private sector 

investment framework that requires significant further institutional development to channel 

commercial capital toward SDG-aligned priorities [8]. Tokayev's review of Kazakhstan's SDG 

resource mobilisation strategy highlighted the potential of green bond issuance as a mechanism 

for mobilising institutional investor capital for sustainable infrastructure, noting the successful 

placement of Kazakhstan's inaugural sovereign green bond in 2022. 

Human resources as a dimension of SDG resourcing have been systematically undertheorised 

in the SDG financing literature, which tends to focus disproportionately on financial flows. The 

WHO's analysis of the health workforce crisis documented that a shortage of 18 million health 

workers by 2030 — concentrated in low- and lower-middle-income countries — constitutes a 
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binding resource constraint on SDG 3 (Good Health) achievement that cannot be resolved 

through financing alone and requires sustained investment in health professional education, 

retention, and task-sharing [9]. Analogous human resource constraints have been documented 

for SDG 4 (teacher shortages), SDG 6 (water and sanitation engineers), SDG 7 (renewable 

energy technicians), and SDG 11 (urban planners with sustainability expertise). 

 

RESEARCH METHODS 

This study employed a multi-component analytical design. The systematic literature review 

searched Web of Science, Scopus, IMF Working Papers, World Bank Policy Research Working 

Papers, and OECD development policy documentation for empirical studies and authoritative 

policy analyses on SDG resource mobilisation published between 2015 and 2024. Following 

quality and relevance screening, 91 studies were retained for analysis. 

Comparative national SDG financing framework analysis examined publicly available national 

SDG implementation plans, medium-term expenditure frameworks, and voluntary national 

review reports from 30 countries to assess the extent and quality of SDG resource mobilisation 

planning, the mix of financing instruments deployed, and the governance structures for resource 

allocation and accountability. A Resource Mobilisation Quality Index (RMQI) was developed, 

comprising 22 indicators across six dimensions: domestic revenue mobilisation capacity, 

international resource mobilisation, private sector engagement, SDG budget integration, 

infrastructure investment planning, and stakeholder resource governance. 

A structured expert consultation was conducted with 49 development finance specialists, public 

finance advisors, and SDG resourcing analysts from 16 countries, using a validated interview 

protocol and survey instrument. Consultation was conducted in two rounds: an initial structured 

survey followed by a verification and deepening interview round with 21 participants selected 

for additional analytical depth. 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Comparative analysis revealed that even among countries with the highest SDG ambition, the 

majority have not established the institutional prerequisites for coherent SDG resource 

mobilisation. Only 8 of the 30 sampled countries had developed explicit multi-year SDG 

financing frameworks with quantified investment plans aligned with national SDG targets. 

SDG budget tagging systems — the technical capacity to identify and track public expenditure 

with SDG relevance — were operational in 11 countries, while only 4 had achieved integration 

of SDG budget tags with results-based performance frameworks. 

The RMQI scores ranged from 0.73 (highest, Nordic countries) to 0.19 (lowest, two sub-

Saharan African countries). Among CIS countries, scores ranged from 0.41 (Kazakhstan) to 

0.28 (Tajikistan), with Uzbekistan scoring 0.35, reflecting recent governance improvements 

offset by persistent capacity constraints. Regression analysis confirmed that RMQI scores are 

significantly positively correlated with SDG progress scores (r = 0.69, p < 0.001) after 
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controlling for income level, confirming that resource mobilisation quality — not merely 

volume — matters for SDG outcomes. 

The Integrated SDG Resource Framework (ISRF) proposed by this study organises SDG 

resourcing across five pillars. The Fiscal Pillar encompasses domestic revenue mobilisation 

through progressive tax reform, natural resource revenue optimisation, and illicit financial flow 

reduction, providing the foundational financing base for sustained SDG investment. The 

Development Finance Pillar encompasses ODA mobilisation, multilateral development bank 

engagement, and South-South cooperation, supplementing domestic resources for priority SDG 

investments in infrastructure, human capital, and technology. The Market Finance Pillar 

encompasses blended finance instruments, green and sustainability-linked bond issuance, 

impact investment frameworks, and public-private partnership structures designed to mobilise 

private capital for SDG-aligned investment with appropriate risk allocation and equity 

safeguards. The Capacity Pillar encompasses human resource development, technological 

capacity building, and institutional development investments that create the absorptive capacity 

for effective resource utilisation. The Governance Pillar encompasses the SDG budget 

integration, multi-stakeholder resource governance, and accountability mechanisms that ensure 

resources are allocated to highest-priority SDG needs and deployed with transparency, 

efficiency, and equity. 

The discussion highlights the equity dimension of SDG resource mobilisation as the most 

under-addressed challenge in current national and international frameworks. The concentration 

of blended finance and private investment in commercially viable sectors and middle-income 

countries systematically underresources the SDG investments with the greatest equity impact 

primary healthcare, basic sanitation, early childhood education, and social protection in the 

poorest communities. Addressing this market failure requires deliberate concessional finance 

instruments designed specifically to improve the risk-return profile of high-equity-impact SDG 

investments, complemented by strengthened domestic resource mobilisation in countries that 

have historically relied on aid dependency. 

 

CONCLUSION 

This study establishes that SDG resource mobilisation requires a comprehensive, multi-

instrument strategy that goes far beyond the conventional development finance paradigm to 

encompass domestic fiscal capacity, private sector engagement, human and technological 

resource development, and the governance frameworks through which resource allocation 

decisions are made and accountability is maintained. The Integrated SDG Resource Framework 

provides an operationally actionable architecture for national SDG resourcing strategy that is 

grounded in empirical evidence and adaptable to diverse institutional contexts. 

Governments are advised to develop and publish explicit multi-year SDG financing 

frameworks; to implement SDG budget tagging and results tracking systems; to establish 

regulatory and incentive frameworks for private sector SDG investment that include equity 

safeguards; and to invest systematically in the human resource and technological capacity 
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prerequisites for SDG implementation. International development institutions are urged to 

substantially increase concessional financing for high-equity-impact SDG investments in least 

developed countries and to reform blended finance governance frameworks to ensure 

geographical and sectoral equity in private capital mobilisation. 
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