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Abstract

The COVID-19 pandemic presented an unprecedented challenge to European
governance systems, testing their capacity to respond effectively to a multifaceted crisis. We
conducted a systematic search between January and February 2023 of originally published
articles from three electronic databases, such as Scopus, Google Scholar, and OECD
iLibrary, including papers that were published in the last decade. This review provides a
concise overview of the key aspects of European governance in the face of the pandemic. It
discusses the initial hurdles in coordination and solidarity among member states, the strain
on healthcare systems, economic repercussions, and the imperative for digital
transformation. The review presents the current scope of research, highlights the limitation,
and provides recommendations for future perspectives.
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1.Introduction

An important turning point in the history of the European Union (EU)
administration may be seen in the global pandemic brought on by the rapid spread
of the SARS-COV (Coughlin et al., 2021). The European Union has undergone a
significant transformation, growing to include many states with similar physical
realities in size and population density while embracing states with smaller territorial
scope. This has led to a lack of decision-making homogeneity, as not all governments
are acknowledged as having the same scope of action (Goniewicz et al., 2020).

In order to increase its economic and political influence on the global arena,
Europe increasingly requires a stable government (Van Dongen et al., 2012). It now
has to deal with fresh waves of populism and euroskepticism emanating from both
national governments and the people of Europe. Thus, in response to the COVID-19
pandemic and the recent loss of the United Kingdom from the Union, the EU must
rise to the challenge and undertake a fundamental transformation of its
administration (Toshkov, Carroll, & Yesilkagit, 2022). In addition to exposing all of
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the institutional flaws in the single currency, the crisis has left the Union weaker,
less unified economically and politically, and unable to respond to the growth of
sovereigntism (Schimmelfennig, 2018).

The problems are diverse and exist on numerous scales. For instance, the EU
is currently dealing with issues of fragmented competencies as well as inequities
across levels of government and different sorts of bodies, which could lead to a loss
of public credibility and trust if the solutions do not come through clearly and
forcefully (Gontariuk et al., 2021). Failures in preventive, communication, and risk
management are frequently brought on by information asymmetry issues, which
obscure the needs and rights of the citizens who are the true beneficiaries of policies
and procedures. Given that the epidemic has only brought attention to a few systemic
flaws, it is obvious that in order to understand these contemporary problems, pre-
Covid governance must be examined (Nelson & Anderson, 2021). The system's
efficient operation could not be guaranteed. Public and private hospitals as well as
senior care facilities, for instance, have turned into the focal points of issues.

The pandemic coincides with a period of increased populism and
sovereignty, a slump in the economy, and global instability. In this regard, the
pandemic's effects have resulted in the worst shock to the global order since World
War II, coupled with a tightening of border controls at all international and domestic
entry points and the closing of the Schengen Area (Coccia, 2022). To stem the spread
of the virus and lessen its damaging effects on national economies, each country's
borders had to be tightened (Strange, 2020). However, by doing so, each country ran
the risk of refusing to fully cooperate with the international community.

The epidemic caused a short-term, symmetrical economic shock in the
European Union (Halmai, 2021). The progressive trend toward asymmetrical
economic consequences, which run the risk of widening the economic divide
between the North and the South, serves as a metaphor for the problem (Johnson et
al., 2020). The ability of some nations, like Germany, to respond to the crisis with
more significant resources at their disposal (De Bruin et al., 2020), in order to more
quickly neutralize the detrimental impacts of contagion, serves as an illustration of
this. It is obvious that different national economies will react to the epidemic in
different ways. The response will be linked to internal cohesion, resilience, and the
speed and quality of the measures taken to address the recovery. In almost all
countries, even those that have best resisted the crisis, the polarization of the labor
market, inequalities, and the discomfort of the middle classes are eroding the social
fabric (Kyriakidis et al., 2021). Recovery cannot be solely economic, for if there is
one thing that the pandemic has highlighted, it is precisely the gaps in the European
project from a political perspective (Schmidt, 2020). The pandemic has highlighted
the weaknesses and fragility of our society and economic system while revealing the
significant potential and opportunities that a coordinated and planned effort to boost
economic, social, and health recovery can offer (Bryce et al., 2022). With a careful
analysis of the challenges and a possible roadmap, this paper aims to contribute to
the current debate on the governance of the European Union, advocating for a more
effective, coherent, and equitable model that can face the unprecedented challenges
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of our time (Brattberg & Rhinard, 2011). This review also explores the myriad
governance strategies employed by the EU during the COVID-19 pandemic and the
post-pandemic effect on economic and political growth.

2.Materials and method
2.1 Registration and search strategy

The review was guided by the research question “What is the European
governance system in the face of the COVID-19 pandemic?”. The authors employed
the PICO acronym (P: Population, I: Intervention, C: Comparison, and O: Outcome)
to facilitate the formulation of our search terms. The search was executed using
Boolean operators (“AND,” “OR,” and “NOT”) to capture a wide array of results
and to ensure that primary research papers related to the European Governance
System were not overlooked.

2.2 Literature search

We used a highly sensitive search strategy to retrieve articles that addressed
the governance system in Europe during and after the COVID-19 pandemic. We
conducted a systematic search between January and February 2023 of originally
published articles from three electronic databases, such as Scopus, Google Scholar,
and OECD iLibrary, including papers that were published in the last decade. All
papers obtained during the search were imported into the Mendeley referencing tool
for flagging and subsequent removal of duplicates.

2.3 Screening and selection criteria

The examination of the database search results was made easier by using an
independent screening method. Each article's titles and abstracts were initially
evaluated for relevance to the current study by two independent reviewers using the
Rayyan web tool (https://www.rayyan.ai/). The articles were divided into three
categories, including "included," "excluded," and "uncertain." For the publications
in the uncertain category, the abstract and technique sections were read and
reorganized as either included or omitted. All original full-text articles that explored
the European governance system, especially during the COVID-19 pandemic, were
included in the study. We excluded review papers, conference papers, discussion
papers, editorials, and non-research letters from the study.
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3.Results

3.1 Characteristics of studies identified

Exactly 1209 articles obtained trom the electronic
search database search; Google Scholar (n = 589);
OECD iLibrary (n = 221); Scopus (n = 399)

Identification

Records after duplicates were
removed

n=927

Screening

Records screened based on

titles and abstract Records excluded

N =337 N =208

Full text articles searched for Studies not relevant
eligibility to research aim

Eligibility

N=129 N=72

Articles included in the
final review

Included

N=57

Figure 1. A PRISMA flow chart of the selection of studies that examined european
governance in the face of the pandemic
Source: authors' contribution

Figure 1 above shows the PRISMA flowchart for the study selection and
screening. Overall, 1,209 studies were obtained from searching three electronic
databases (Google Scholar = 589; OECD iLibrary =221, and Scopus = 399). Exactly
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927 unique citations remained following the removal of duplicates (n = 282). After
a critical evaluation of the titles and abstracts, precisely 337 articles were considered
potentially useful for the present review. Out of this, 208 articles were excluded from
the study because they did not have any relevance to the study. The full text of the
remaining 129 articles was further assessed, and this resulted in the final removal of
72 articles. We therefore included 57 full-text articles that met the inclusion criteria.

4. Discussion
4.1 The pandemic crisis and the criticality of governance

The medium- and long-term economic growth strategy up to 2020 was
produced by the European Commission in a paper released in 2010 (Gokmen &
Lyhagen, 2022). The recent financial crisis has exposed the structural flaws in the
European economy and undone a lot of the efforts and advancements made through
community policies (Toshkov, Carroll, & Yesilkagit, 2022; Egger et al., 2021). The
possibility of Europe returning to pre-crisis growth rates, or even better rates, exists
but is dependent on all member states cooperating and aiming for good economic
policy coordination while taking into account the limited amount of available
financial resources (Elekes & Halmai, 2019). The "Europe 2020" strategy mandates
that member states, and subsequently, regions, exert effort to align their development
strategies with priorities and objectives through a collaborative approach (Ippolito et
al., 2020). Thus, a development strategy with a focus on unity necessitates the
adoption of a highly integrated organizational model and a multi-level governance
system that involves a variety of actors in specific programmatic actions, whose
implementation is continuously checked for accuracy and adjusted in light of results
and shifting circumstances that may have an impact on the ongoing development
process (Teisman & Edelenbos, 2011). Currently, the money from the Recovery
Instrument designated for the current epidemic will mostly go toward brand-new
projects and will only be used to a lesser amount to supplement the financing plans
previously included in the common budget (Fouad, 2021). The funds set aside for
emergencies will ultimately run out, so it is imperative to find structural solutions
that can act decisively and consistently, harmonize, and build a more natural
structure amongst states (Weitzman, 2007).

Europe largely consists of a collection of public policies that have developed
over time and in accordance with wvarious political ideologies. Through
recommendations for modifications that affected instruments already existing on the
European stage, the health crisis forced an acceleration of the process of remaking
the instruments of European governance (Cone et al., 2022).

The recent economic and financial crisis has drastically altered some local
situations, making the use of an experimental method more challenging. However,
it is also true that a number of these local governance experiences from the era serve
as benchmarks for the entire region today, particularly at a time when local
governments face significant operational challenges (Francis & Feiock, 2011). In the
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majority of cases, they continue to operate effectively and weave the local links that
have been one of their strengths, frequently moving beyond local to create true
networks with other regions in Europe (Halmai, 2021).

The durability of the Eurozone is being put to the test by an unprecedented
crisis in the face of governance that has already been severely compromised by
asymmetries and structural flaws during the Eurozone crisis (Pagoulatos, 2021). The
European Union's current institutional structure and the ensuing governance
procedures have severe crisis management limits. In the absence of institutional and
fiscal tools that would enable a truly European reaction, and response to the health
crisis and the accompanying economic crisis underlines the failure of the
intergovernmental processes supporting the continent's economic governance (Van
Kersbergen & Van Waarden, 2009). The topic of the continuing political discussion
in Europe is now the quest for resources to finance economic recovery (Radice,
2000). It is obvious that action was required to offer adequate response and support
to countries in need in a situation as crucial as the pandemic. Nevertheless, despite
the pandemic's exogenous origins, the heterogeneity of the European context's
intrinsic barriers could not be surmounted. But ultimately, the decision about each
state's and Europe's overall behavior will be made by the European people
themselves at the conclusion of the crisis (Mearsheimer, 2014).

In particular, in terms of its capacity to politically regulate the divisions that
coexist within it, Europe finds itself in a situation of considerable challenge and
hardship. The epidemic has made it clear that there is no one solution that can be
used to address this governance gap; instead, Europe as a whole and its diversity
need to be rethought (Aveni, 2023). To build a powerful and unified Europe, a
heterogeneous Europe that takes into consideration varied speeds is a requirement.

4.2 Comparison of governance models

A reasoning that is only concerned with outcomes would predict that good
governance would succeed in meeting predetermined goals while weak governance
would fall short of those goals (Deliu, 2020). The way in which efforts are made to
produce the desired results, however, is described by governance (Moore & Hartley,
2010). In this sense, both the intended outcome and the methods and policies adopted
are crucial. Other social, cultural, and environmental factors that aren't well-
represented by commonly used measures shouldn't suffer in order to improve some
economic indicators (Burch, 2010). Most governments place a big emphasis on
economic growth in their dashboards (Matheus, Janssen, & Maheshwari, 2020).
Over time and in response to requirements, this area of governance is changing.

A notion like governance is put to the test in a socioeconomic setting
characterized by the effects of the health crisis (Garland, 2014). The effectiveness of
the current governance will play a major role in whether or not this problem can be
resolved. In the fight against the spread of COVID-19, the way in which authority is
exercised, as well as the effectiveness and relevance of the decisions taken during
this crisis, are critical factors (Teisman & Edelenbos, 2011). At this level,

722 Review of International Comparative Management Volume 25, Issue 4, October 2024



transnational coordination benefits from the involvement of the European
government. Coordinating certain measures is necessary to prevent the virus's spread
and lessen the severity of its effects (De Bruin et al., 2020).

The European Union strives for democratic governance, which is based on
public input during the decision-making process (Kohler-Koch, 2007). However, in
some circumstances, democracy exhibits significant fragility. The emergence of
certain political currents that take advantage of the suffering of the populace pushes
those nations inward in a gradual manner, undermining the cooperative nature of
European governance (Lieberman, 2002). Western Europe is currently experiencing
a regime and political power shift from a democratic model to populist rule.
Claiming better governance is impossible if you represent the voice of the people
while criticizing the current system and not providing any alternatives.

As a result, the inward-looking attitude of member nations weakens
European governance and makes the absence of policy coordination among them
even worse (Daianu, 2019). The substantial impact of the monetarist current on the
development of the European Union, which contends that market processes would
enable the economies of the European region to evolve in the best possible way,
places limitations on the democratic space (Keating, 2017). The democratic
environment and one's ability to make decisions are key factors in exercising
governance.

Under normal conditions, a government is tasked with managing a number
of different factors, including budget allocation, the decision to pursue or not pursue
particular international relations, and the decision to prioritize investment or
operating expenses (Mathenge, Shavulimo, & Kiama, 2018). This work is
significantly more difficult to complete during times of crisis. The known order's
disruption has the consequence of making governance more complex than it already
is. When a nation's government is already precarious, a crisis situation (like the
COVID-19 epidemic) exacerbates and weakens the nation's balance and governance
even more (Peters et al., 2022). Some European nations have been successful in
overcoming the crisis and taming infection increases within the COVID-19
framework. We have concentrated on the situation in Finland among these nations.
Given the numbers, this nation is one of the least hit in all of Europe, which begs the
question of how the nation will respond to the crisis (Peters et al., 2022).

It is important to recognize Finland's quick response. When compared to
other countries, steps to shut down air borders were adopted fairly quickly. Schools
were shut down, and the populace was confined after this. The public's confidence
in its government was exhibited by these actions. It was possible to attain the
anticipated results if the measures were accepted and followed. The anticipated fall
in Finland's GDP is 11.9%, compared to projections of a 3% to 4% decline (Belhadi
et al.,, 2021). A sign of the confidence the current administration enjoys is how
quickly significant decisions are made while maintaining a federating nature. This
makes it possible to lay the groundwork for sound governance. Finland has been able
to adjust to the situation because of its effective governance and the backing of its
people (Sahlberg, 2011). Therefore, trust is a key factor in governance because it
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establishes a favorable political climate and lends weight to the chosen course of
action. For instance, the release of a mobile application has had broad adoption.
Other nations have not been able to achieve the same level of devotion to a
technological method of halting the virus' transmission, demonstrating the
importance of having confidence in government mechanisms (Egger et al., 2021).

In comparison to other European nations, Finland's political system is
unique in a few ways. State involvement is crucial in this system. The state regulates
and harmonizes the relationships between the many components of society by
enforcing strong social and educational policies (King, 2007). With the help of this
"welfare state" structure, the government is able to maintain social cohesion, which
is crucial for the general population's welfare (Mok & Kang, 2019). As a result, the
government can rely on the backing of many different players, each of whom
contributes to the maintenance of the system's balance. The quality of this
governance, however, depends on a government's capacity to adapt to the context,
both economically and socially (Lebel et al., 2006). Good governance cannot,
therefore, be claimed by the simple fact of wielding power in a conventional manner.
Finland stands out because it has made an attempt to adjust its governance to the
current crisis circumstances in addition to exercising it based on the normative
framework. With little harm compared to other nations, this is evident in its indices,
whether in terms of health or economy (Christensen et al., 2023).

Thus, Finland's situation provides an illustration of strong leadership and
efficient handling of the health issue. This dilemma has been effectively resolved by
modifying the governance paradigm and involving the public in decision-making
(Christensen et al., 2023). Thus, it is clear that governance is a dynamic process that
changes based on the situation and needs. It is a flexible mechanism for selecting the
best course of action in light of the current situation, not a static model to be applied
consistently in all instances.

The diverse political, social, and economic environments of the member
nations are reflected in the differences in their governance approaches (Uzunca,
Rigtering, & Ozcan, 2018). Finland is a useful example of how good governance can
involve the public in decision-making while simultaneously aiding in crisis
management (Kuziemski & Misuraca, 2020). It is obvious that a nation's capacity
for resilience and adaptation during times of crisis is significantly influenced by the
caliber of its governance. As a result, governance models must be continuously
assessed and adjusted to make sure they still meet the demands and challenges of the
modern world.

4.3 The European governance of the future

A number of governmental and administrative management organizations
are included in European governance (Schout & Jordan, 2005). Therefore, the focus
is on the various European contexts and their ability to build democratically
participatory forms of governance. In this way, the effectiveness of member-nation
governance contributes to the strength of European governance (Jachtenfuchs,
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2001). This relates to the governments of the member countries' capacity to federate
and oversee state matters from an administrative and political standpoint. Thus,
governance encompasses both a political and administrative component that
involves maintaining steadfast respect for democracy and implementing sound
management practices (Golooba-Mutebi & Hickey, 2018). Good management
practices are defined as a collection of protocols that are acknowledged as legitimate
globally and characterized as a model of reference (Strange, 2020). Furthermore,
because governance is based on unique characteristics, socioeconomic settings, and
development plans that vary from nation to nation, the intrinsic complexity of a
nation's governance makes it impossible to build governance models and effective
management practices. In contrast to the discipline of business management,
"governance" refers to a method of doing things rather than a model of governance.
The quality of governance in the absence of a governance model is not determined
by comparing one's model with the one that is currently in use in a political arena,
especially within the European Union (Rasche, 2009). Therefore, establishing the
components of good governance is critical.

Analysis of internal and external public policies is a part of governance
analysis, which is both administrative and political (Moore & Hartley, 2010). In this
way, this idea enables us to identify European public policies and the manner in
which power is exercised in reaction to modifications in the composition and roles
of the state. Additionally, it is a transfer of power to a supranational level where a
variety of non-state actors are present and occupy varying degrees of decision-
making authority (Sivakumaran, 2016). Current needs can be met by establishing
governance through adapting the exercise of power to changes in the state's
structures and operations. As markets become more liberalized, government
interference is reduced, and a new kind of market-based governance is established.
Accordingly, the only way to intervene is indirectly, by establishing the tools and
organizations in charge of regulating the market (Gomez-Baggethun & Muradian,
2015). A collection of supranational organizations with some sovereignty delegated
by member states are combined to form the European Union. Unfortunately, the
governments of the member states of the European Union lack confidence in
European institutions, which hinders the EU from using its institutional prerogatives
to govern (Lockie, 2013). Strengthening the European Union's institutions would
open up more opportunities for improved governance in the future.

Similar to the financial and economic crises, the COVID-19 health crisis has
had global implications. Member states of the European Union have also suffered,
albeit in different ways, from this crisis (Belhadi et al., 2021). This has also made
clear the boundaries of European collaboration when it comes to areas other than
finance or the economy. In many previously open European countries, the growth of
the far-right has also contributed to an increased lack of cooperation (Howard, 2010).
The actions taken both during and after this health crisis will determine the direction
of European governance in the future. Populism and sovereignty are on the increase
in the contemporary environment (Deliu, 2020). It is critical to fortify the European
Union's institutions in this divided environment, endowing them with the authority
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to take decisive action to enhance member nations' coordination and collaboration.
The health crisis has exposed the European Union's lack of coordination and
collaboration. Confidence in this union is weakened by these shortcomings. Thus, it
is imperative to combat the deficiency of legitimacy and trust that is causing
European governance to become impoverished. The people of the European Union
must take measures backed by all of its member nations in order to restore trust in
the union and all of its institutions.

At the governing level, trust is essential. Restrictive measures have a
perverse impact because the populace of some nations is extremely dissatisfied with
the measures implemented during this crisis and has organized rallies to voice their
displeasure (Ran, 2017). The administration’s legitimacy is diminishing due to their
incapacity to unite the populace. However, in some nations, the populace has
demonstrated a strong dedication to upholding the different policies put in place by
the government. The government relies heavily on confidence in the legitimacy of
the institutions that are in existence. Thus, bolstering public confidence in European
institutions and bolstering member states' political commitment are critical to the
future of European government (Ran, 2017).

The political aspect of governance is equally important. The exercise of
power must respect a democratic system to establish the legitimacy of the
government. In this sense, democracy allows for governance resulting from the will
of the people who have chosen to be governed by an ideology carried by such and
such a government (De Bruin et al., 2020). However, governance today is no longer
limited to the state alone. With the centrality of the market, the scope of state
intervention is increasingly reduced, and market regulation without any intervention
establishes a market logic of regulation and allows for "governing" without
intervening directly. The future of governance is strongly linked to the place of the
market. The health crisis caused by COVID-19 has once again demonstrated the
limits of market logic with an explicit search for the particular interests of each.
Numerous conflicts between European Union member countries arose during the
distress of supplying certain products necessary to fight against the spread of the
virus. Such events testify to a glaring lack of willingness to cooperate and help each
other within the European Union (King, 2007). European governance must therefore
equip itself with effective coordination tools to manage crisis situations.

European governance is an important subject that deserves to be addressed
in an in-depth and critical manner. Governance is both political and administrative,
taking place at the supranational level and in the member countries of the European
Union. The quality of governance in European Union countries largely depends on
the administrative and political capacity of the member countries to implement good
governance (Spicer & Terry, 2016). In this sense, governance depends on the quality
of governance of European Union member countries, good management practices,
and strong institutions. It is therefore important to identify and address the various
challenges of European governance in order to set up a system that can meet the
demands and challenges of the present and future.
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Conclusion and recommendations for future directions

The pandemic highlighted the need for improved coordination and solidarity
among European Union (EU) member states. While the EU did take significant steps,
there were initial disagreements and delays in responding to the crisis. This crisis
underscored the importance of a unified, coordinated approach in the face of a
pandemic. Develop a comprehensive and unified pandemic preparedness plan for the
EU. This should include stockpiling medical supplies, enhancing healthcare
infrastructure, and establishing a rapid response system. The pandemic also revealed
vulnerabilities in healthcare systems across Europe. Inadequate resources, a lack of
preparedness, and varying healthcare capacities among member states led to
disparities in healthcare outcomes. It is clear that strengthening healthcare systems
is paramount. Invest in healthcare infrastructure and create a mechanism for sharing
best practices and resources among member states. Develop a common European
Health Union to coordinate healthcare policies.

References

1. Aveni A, Fill the gap between public administration strategic management and plan man-
agement. The italian PNRR and digital transition case, Revista JRG de Estudos
Académicos, vol. 6, no. 12, pp. 366-388, 2023.

2. Belhadi A., Kamble S., Jabbour C. J. C., Gunasekaran A., Ndubisi N. O., & M.
Venkatesh, Manufacturing and service supply chain resilience to the COVID-19
outbreak: Lessons learned from the automobile and airline industries, Technological
forecasting and social change, vol. 163, p. 120447, 2021.

3. Brattberg E., & Rhinard M., Multilevel governance and Complex threats: The case of
pandemic preparedness in the European Union and the United States, Global Health
Governance, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 1-21, 2011.

4. Bryce C., Ring P., Ashby S., & Wardman J. K., Resilience in the face of uncertainty:
Early lessons from the COVID-19 pandemic, in COVID-19, Routledge, 2022, pp. 48-55.
Accessed: 27 October 2023. [Online]. Available: https://www.taylorfrancis.com/
chapters/edit/10.4324/9781003316169-7/resilience-face-uncertainty-early-lessons-
covid-19-pandemic-bryce-ring-ashby-jamie-wardman

5. Burch S., Transforming barriers into enablers of action on climate change: Insights from
three municipal case studies in British Columbia, Canada, Global Environmental Change,
vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 287-297, 2010.

6. Christensen T. ef al., The Nordic governments’ responses to the Covid-19 pandemic: A
comparative study of variation in governance arrangements and regulatory instruments,
Regulation & Governance, vol. 17, no. 3, pp. 658-676, Jul. 2023, doi:
10.1111/rego.12497.

7. Coccia M., Preparedness of countries to face COVID-19 pandemic crisis: strategic
positioning and factors supporting effective strategies of prevention of pandemic threats,
Environmental Research, vol. 203, p. 111678, 2022.

8. Cone L. et al, Pandemic Acceleration: Covid-19 and the emergency digitalization
of European education, Furopean Educational Research Journal, vol. 21, no. 5,
pp. 845-868, Sep. 2022, doi: 10.1177/14749041211041793.

727 Review of International Comparative Management Volume 25, Issue 4, October 2024



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Coughlin S. S., Yigiter A., Xu H., Berman A. E., & Chen J., Early detection of change
patterns in COVID-19 incidence and the implementation of public health policies: A
multi-national study, Public Health in Practice, vol. 2, p. 100064, 2021.

Daianu D., Can Democracies Tackle Illiberal and ‘Inward-Looking’ Drives?, Romanian
Journal of European Affairs, vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 5-22, 2019.

De Bruin Y. B. et al., Initial impacts of global risk mitigation measures taken during the
combatting of the COVID-19 pandemic, Safety science, vol. 128, p. 104773, 2020.
Deliu D., The Intertwining between Corporate Governance and Knowledge Management
in the Time of Covid-19—-A Framework, Journal of Emerging Trends in Marketing and
Management, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 93-110, 2020.

Egger C. M., Magni-Berton R., Roché S., & Aarts K., I do it my way: Understanding
policy variation in pandemic response across Europe, Frontiers in Political Science, vol.
3, p. 622069, 2021.

Elekes A., & Halmai P., How to overcome the crisis of the European growth potential?
The role of the government, The European Journal of Comparative Economics, vol. 16,
no. 2, pp. 313-334, 2019.

Fouad M., Mastering the risky business of public-private partnerships in infrastructure,
2021, Accessed: 28 October 2023. [Online]. Available: https://books.google.com/books?
hl=en&lr=&id=uvl EAAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PR7&dq=Currently,+the+money-+from
+the+Recovery+Instrument+designated+for+the+currenttepidemic+will+mostly+go+to
ward+brand-new-+projects+and+will+only+be+used+totatlesser+amount+to+
supplement+the+financing+plans+previously+included+in+thetcommon-+budget&ots=
WoYelo6gMHV &sig=yK7hgfJEM-e-qCPoN55VY5Valj8

Francis N., & Feiock R. C., A guide for local government executives on energy efficiency
and sustainability, Washington, DC: IBM Center for the Business of Government, 2011,
Accessed: 28 October 2023. [Online]. Available: https://www.businessofgovernment.
org/sites/default/files/A%20Guide%20for%20Local%20Government%20Executives%2
0on%20Energy%20Efficiency%20and%?20Sustainability.pdf

Garland D., The welfare state: A fundamental dimension of modern government,
European Journal of Sociology/Archives Européennes de Sociologie, vol. 55, no. 3,
pp. 327-364, 2014.

Gokmen $., & Lyhagen J., Smart Growth Developments of European Union Members by
Europe 2020 Strategy, in Modeling and Advanced Techniques in Modern Economics,
World Scientific (Europe), 2022, pp. 1-22. doi: 10.1142/9781800611757 0001.
Golooba-Mutebi F., & S. Hickey, The master of institutional multiplicity? The shifting
politics of regime survival, state-building and democratisation in Museveni’s Uganda, in
Elections in Museveni’s Uganda, Routledge, 2018, pp. 21-38. Accessed: 29 October
2023. [Online]. Available: https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/97813
15136059-1/master-institutional-multiplicity-shifting-politics-regime-survival-state-
building-democratisation-museveni-uganda-frederick-golooba-mutebi-sam-hickey
Goémez-Baggethun E., & R. Muradian, In markets we trust? Setting the boundaries of
market-based instruments in ecosystem services governance, Ecological Economics, vol.
117. Elsevier, pp. 217-224, 2015. Accessed: 2 November 2023. [Online]. Available:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0921800915001019

Goniewicz K., Khorram-Manesh A., Hertelendy A. J., Goniewicz M., Naylor K., &
Burkle Jr F. M., Current response and management decisions of the European Union to
the COVID-19 outbreak: A review, Sustainability, vol. 12, no. 9, p. 3838, 2020.
Gontariuk M., Krafft T., Rehbock C., Townend D., Van der Auwermeulen L., & Pilot E.,
The European Union and Public Health Emergencies: expert opinions on the management

728

Review of International Comparative Management Volume 25, Issue 4, October 2024



23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

of the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic and suggestions for future emergencies,
Frontiers in Public Health, vol. 9, p. 698995, 2021.

Halmai P., COVID-crisis and economic growth: Tendencies on potential growth in the
European Union, Acta Oeconomica, vol. 71, no. S1, pp. 165-186, 2021.

Howard M. M., The Impact of the Far Right on Citizenship Policy in Europe: Explaining
Continuity and Change, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, vol. 36, no. 5,
pp- 735-751, May 2010, doi: 10.1080/13691831003763922.

Ippolito G. et al., Lessons from the COVID-19 pandemic—Unique opportunities for
unifying, revamping and reshaping epidemic preparedness of Europe’s public health
systems, International Journal of Infectious Diseases, vol. 101, pp. 361-366, 2020.
Jachtenfuchs M., The Governance Approach to European Integration, J of Common
Market Studies, vol. 39, no. 2, pp. 245-264, Jun. 2001, doi: 10.1111/1468-5965.00287.
Johnson H. C. et al., Potential scenarios for the progression of a COVID-19 epidemic in
the European Union and the European Economic Area, March 2020, Eurosurveillance,
vol. 25, no. 9, Mar. 2020, doi: 10.2807/1560-7917.ES.2020.25.9.2000202.

Keating M., The invention of regions: political restructuring and territorial government
in Western Europe, in Politics, Routledge, 2017, pp. 281-296. Accessed: 29 October
2023. [Online]. Available: https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/
10.4324/9781315246512-16/invention-regions-political-restructuring-territorial-
government-western-europe-keating

King R. P., Governance and accountability in the higher education regulatory state, High
Educ, vol. 53, no. 4, pp. 411-430, Apr. 2007, doi: 10.1007/s10734-005-3128-2.
Kohler-Koch B., The organization of interests and democracy in the European Union,
Debating the democratic legitimacy of the European Union, pp. 255-271, 2007.
Kuziemski M., & G. Misuraca, Al governance in the public sector: Three tales from the
frontiers of automated decision-making in democratic settings, Telecommunications
policy, vol. 44, no. 6, p. 101976, 2020.

Kyriakidis N. C., Lopez-Cortés A., Gonzalez E. V., Grimaldos A. B., & Prado E. O.,
SARS-CoV-2 vaccines strategies: a comprehensive review of phase 3 candidates, npj
Vaccines, vol. 6, no. 1, p. 28, 2021.

Lebel L. ef al., Governance and the capacity to manage resilience in regional social-
ecological systems, Ecology and society, vol. 11, no. 1,2006, Accessed: 29 October 2023.
[Online].  Available:  https://www.jstor.org/stable/26267807?casa_token=rsCtJEaB
FxsAAAAA:R Dy8wBQVThPeBPTAwOPBnlwgUPs4kF6ViUZZjySGtCiY GR8erguni
OIHBKSLfWsJKU-EKADmSLXhOUInWP_56Bj-7qavFBeOfTAREE5SBwh5c¢GSp2hPR
Lieberman R. C., Ideas, institutions, and political order: Explaining political change,
American political science review, vol. 96, no. 4, pp. 697-712, 2002.

Lockie S., Neoliberalism by design: Changing modalities of market-based environmental
governance, in Routledge international handbook of social and environmental change,
Routledge, 2013, pp. 70-80. Accessed: 2 November 2023. [Online]. Available:
https://api.taylorfrancis.com/content/chapters/edit/download?identifierName=doi&ident
ifierValue=10.4324/9780203814550-7&type=chapterpdf

Mathenge M. S., Shavulimo P. M., & M. Kiama, Financial factors influencing budget
implementation in counties (A survey of selected counties in Kenya), Research Journal
of Finance and Accounting, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 44-75, 2018.

Matheus R., Janssen M., & Maheshwari D., Data science empowering the public: Data-
driven dashboards for transparent and accountable decision-making in smart cities,
Government Information Quarterly, vol. 37, no. 3, p. 101284, 2020.

Mearsheimer, J. J. Why the Ukraine crisis is the West’s fault: the liberal delusions that
provoked Putin, Foreign Affairs, vol. 93, p. 77, 2014.

729 Review of International Comparative Management Volume 25, Issue 4, October 2024



39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

Mok K. H., & Y. Kang, Social cohesion and welfare reforms: The Chinese approach, in
Social cohesion in Asia, Routledge, 2019, pp. 26-49. Accessed: 29 October 2023.
[Online]. Awvailable: https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/97804293
26332-2/social-cohesion-welfare-reforms-chinese-approach-ka-ho-mok-yuyang-kang
Moore M., & J. Hartley, Innovations in governance, in The new public governance?,
Routledge, 2010, pp. 68-87. Accessed: 29 October 2023. [Online]. Available:
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9780203861684-11/innovations-
governance-mark-moore-jean-hartley

Nelson A. J., & Anderson M. E., A systematic review exploring pre-COVID-19
telehealthcare models used in the management of patients with rheumatological disease,
Rheumatology Advances in Practice, vol. 5, no. 3, p. tkab073, 2021.

Pagoulatos G., EMU and the Greek crisis: Testing the extreme limits of an asymmetric
union, in Economic and Monetary Union at Twenty, Routledge, 2021, pp. 76-92.
Accessed: 28 October 2023. [Online]. Available: https://www.taylorfrancis.com/
chapters/edit/10.4324/9781003089858-6/emu-greek-crisis-testing-extreme-limits-
asymmetric-union-george-pagoulatos

Peters M. A. et al., Reimagining the new pedagogical possibilities for universities post-
Covid-19: An EPAT Collective Project, Educational Philosophy and Theory, vol. 54,
no. 6, pp. 717-760, May 2022, doi: 10.1080/00131857.2020.1777655.

Radice H., Responses to Globalisation: A Critique of Progressive Nationalism, New
Political Economy, vol. 5,no. 1, pp. 5-19, Mar. 2000, doi: 10.1080/13563460050001952.
Ran R., Perverse incentive structure and policy implementation gap in China’s local
environmental politics, in Local Environmental Politics in China, Routledge, 2017,
pp. 15-37. Accessed: 2 November 2023. [Online]. Available: https://www.taylor
francis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781315091693-2/perverse-incentive-structure-
policy-implementation-gap-china-local-environmental-politics-ran-ran

Rasche A., Toward a model to compare and analyze accountability standards — the case
of the UN Global Compact, Corp Soc Responsibility Env, vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 192-205, Jul.
2009, doi: 10.1002/csr.202.

Sahlberg P., The Fourth Way of Finland, J Educ Change, vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 173-185,
May 2011, doi: 10.1007/s10833-011-9157-y.

Schimmelfennig F., Liberal Intergovernmentalism and the Crises of the European Union,
Journal of Common Market Studies, vol. 56, no. 7, pp. 1578-1594, Nov. 2018, doi:
10.1111/jecms.12789.

Schmidt V. A., Theorizing institutional change and governance in European responses to
the Covid-19 pandemic, Journal of European Integration, vol. 42, no. 8, pp. 1177-1193,
Nov. 2020, doi: 10.1080/07036337.2020.1853121.

Schout A., & Jordan A., Coordinated European Governance: Self-Organizing or Centrally
Steered?, Public Administration, vol. 83, no. 1, pp. 201-220, Mar. 2005, doi:
10.1111/1.0033-3298.2005.00444 .x.

Sivakumaran S., Beyond states and non-state actors: The role of state-empowered entities
in the making and shaping of International Law, Columbia Journal of Transnational
Law., vol. 55, p. 343, 2016.

Spicer M. W., & L. D. Terry, 6a. Legitimacy, History, and Logic: Public Administration
and the Constitution, in The Constitutional School of American Public Administration,
Routledge, 2016, pp. 145-159. Accessed: 2 November 2023. [Online]. Available:
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781315438962-22/6a-legitimacy-
history-logic-public-administration-constitution-michael-spicer-larry-terry

730

Review of International Comparative Management Volume 25, Issue 4, October 2024



53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

Strange R., The 2020 Covid-19 pandemic and global value chains, Journal of Industrial
Business Economics, vol. 47, no. 3, pp. 455-465, Sep. 2020, doi: 10.1007/s40812-020-
00162-x.

Teisman G. R., & Edelenbos J., Towards a perspective of system synchronization in water
governance: a synthesis of empirical lessons and complexity theories, International
Review of Administrative Sciences, vol. 77, no. 1, pp. 101-118, Mar. 2011, doi:
10.1177/0020852310390121.

Toshkov D., Carroll B., & Yesilkagit K., Government capacity, societal trust or party
preferences: what accounts for the variety of national policy responses to the COVID-19
pandemic in Europe?, Journal of European Public Policy, vol. 29, no. 7, pp. 1009-1028,
Jul. 2022, doi: 10.1080/13501763.2021.1928270.

Uzunca B., Rigtering J. P. C., & P. Ozcan, Sharing and Shaping: A Cross-Country
Comparison of How Sharing Economy Firms Shape Their Institutional Environment to
Gain Legitimacy, AMD, vol. 4, no. 3, pp. 248-272, Sep. 2018, doi: 10.5465/
amd.2016.0153.

Van Dongen J. J. M. et al., EuroFlow antibody panels for standardized n-dimensional
flow cytometric immunophenotyping of normal, reactive and malignant leukocytes,
Leukemia, vol. 26, no. 9, pp. 1908-1975, 2012.

Van Kersbergen K., & Van Waarden F., Governance’as a bridge between disciplines:
Cross-disciplinary inspiration regarding shifts in governance and problems of
governability, accountability and legitimacy, in European Corporate Governance,
Routledge, 2009, pp. 64-80. Accessed: 26 October 2023. [Online]. Awvailable:
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9780203875896-11/governance-
bridge-disciplines-cross-disciplinary-inspiration-regarding-shifts-governance-problems-
governability-accountability-legitimacy-kees-van-kersbergen-frans-van-waarden
Weitzman M. L., A review of the Stern Review on the economics of climate change,
Journal of Economic Literature, vol. 45, no. 3, pp. 703-724, 2007.

731

Review of International Comparative Management Volume 25, Issue 4, October 2024



