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Abstract. The post-conflict reconstruction of Ukraine presents an opportunity to align recovery processes with the
United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). The article aims to analyze the integration of due diligence
principlesin line with the UNSDGs into Ukraine's post-conflict reconstruction, focusing on how such principles can
contribute to sustainable long-term recovery while effectively addressing the country's urgent challenges. The article
proposes a due diligence framework in line with the UNSDGs as a methodology for managing the recovery process.
The main focus is on integrating the SDG principles into key areas such as governance, social stabilization,
economic recovery, and environmental sustainability, considering the specific challenges that arise in the post-
conflict period. The main components of the proposed methodology are stakeholder engagement, risk assessment,
policy integration, and impact measurement. Tools such as the Rapid Damage and Needs Assessment methodol ogy,
social equity analysis, and environmental impact assessment support these aspects. The approach also includes
transparent governance, promoting sustainable economic development through green and digital technologies, and
implementing practices to ensure equal opportunities and benefits for all social groups. Particular attention is paid
to innovative financing mechanisms and effective monitoring systems, which are key to attracting resources and
monitoring the achievement of post-conflict reconstruction goals. The author identified key challenges related to
integrating the SDG principles, including limited resources, lack of data, and difficulties in coordination and
proposed strategies to overcome these obstacles. Integrating sustainable development principles into every aspect of
the reconstruction process will restore infrastructure and strengthen society's resilience. The study presents a
structured roadmap to align post-conflict reconstruction efforts with the SDGs, ensuring long-term development,
environmental responsibility, and social cohesion.
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I'nio Anexcin
Kuiscoruti nayionanvruil exonomiunu yHieepcumem imeni Baouma I'emovmana, m. Kuie, Yxpaina

UNSDG aplo-aijiizkeHc siKk KepiBHHITBO /IJIsl IOBOEHHOTO Bi/THOBJIEHHS
Ykpainu

Anomauin. Ilosocnne 6ionosnenns Yxpainu cmeopioe MOMCIUBICMb OJisl Y32000CEHHSL NPOYECi68 BIOHOBNEHHS 3
Linamu cmanozo pozsumxy OOH (LJCP). Memoiw cmammi € ananiz inmezpayii npunyunie 0vio-0iliojicenc
8i0nogiono 0o LJCP OOH y noeocune 6i0Ho61eHH YKpainu, 3 0COOIUBUM AKYEHMOM HA MOMY, K MAKI NPUHYURU
MOJICYMb CRPUSMU CIALOMY 00820CMPOKOBOMY BIOHOBIEHHIO, B00HOUAC eQeKMUBHO SUPIUYIOYU HASANbHI UKTUKU,
wo nocmanu neped Kpainow. B cmammi 3anpononogano pamky 0wro-0iniddcenc 6ionogiono do LJCP OOH sax
MemoOonoeito 01 YnpasiiHHa npoyecom 6ioHosneHusA. OcHosna yeaza npudinena inmeepayii npunyunie L[CP y
KII0408I HAnpAMU, MaKi AK 8pA0YE8AHHS, COYIANbHA CMAbINi3ayin, eKOHOMIUHEe NONCEABNIEHHS, eKOI02IYHA CMIUKICMb
3 YpPaAxy8aHHAM ChneyudiuHux SuKIUKI@, AKIi BUHUKAIOMb ) HOB0EHHUU nepiod. OCHOBHUMU KOMNOHEHMAaMU
3anponoHOB8aHOI Memooono2ii € 3anyyeHHs CmelKkxoa0epis, oyinka pusuKie, inmezpayis NOLIMUK ma 6UMIPIOBAHHS
enaugy. Lli acnexmu niOKpinaioOmMucsa GUKOPUCMAHHAM [Hempymenmis, maxux sax memoouxa Rapid Damage and
Needs Assessment, ananiz cmany coyianbhol pignocmi ma oyinka ekono2iuno2o enaugy. Iioxio makooic nepedbauae
nposope 8psA0y8aHHs, CIMUMYTIO8AHHA CMAN020 €KOHOMIYHO20 PO3GUMKY Hepe3 PO3BUMOK <3eleHUX» I yu@posux
MexXHON02It Mma enpo8adNCeHHs NPAKMUK 0 3a0e3nedenHs piGHOCII MOdCIUBOCHell | 8u200 015 8CIX COYIaNbHUX
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epyn. Ocobaugy ysacy npuodiieno ponai I[HHOGAYIHUX MeXaHuizmie Qinancysanna ma e@pexmusHuUx cucmem
MOHIMOPUHRY, AKI € KIOYOBUMU Ol 3ANVHEHHSA pecypcié i KOHMpoOao 3a OO0CACHEHHAM yinell NOBOEHHO20
8i0HO6NIeHHs. Busnaueno kiwouogi suxkiuku, noe sazani 3 inmezpayicto npunyunie L[CP, ceped saxux oOmedcenicmo
pecypcie, bpaxk Oanux i mpyoHowi KoopouHayii. 3anponoHogarno cmpamezii 011 NOOONAHHA HA3BAHUX NEPeUtKoo.
Hazonoweno, wo inmezpayis npunyunie cmanozo po3eumky 6 KOJCeH acnekm npoyecy peKoHcmpyKyii 003601ums He
auwe GiOHOBUMU [HGPACMPYKMYPY, a U 3MIYHUMU CMIUKICMb CYCRITbCMEA. 3anponoHo8aHo CMPYKMyposaHy
00POXCHIO Kapmy O Y3200JCeH sl 3YCUIb 3 N080€HH020 6ionosnenns 3 LJCP, wo 3ab6e3neuumv 00820CmMpPOKOGULL
PO3BUMOK, eKOJIO2IUHY 8i0N0GIOANbHICb MA COYIANbHY 32YPMOBAHICNG.

Knrouosi crosa: Lini cmanozo pozeumxy OOH, Ovto-0iniodcenc, nogocune i0H08IeHH S, 6i0H0GIeHHs YKpainu, cmanuil
PO36UMOK, MIJDICHAPOOHT NIOX00U 00 PO3BUMKY, Y3200NHCEHHSL NOJIIMUK.

INTRODUCTION

The postwar reconstruction in Ukraine presents both
an opportunity and challenge to align rebuilding efforts
with the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs), offering a framework to guide sustainable and
resilient recovery. As Ukraine endeavours to address
significant damages, embedding SDG principles into the
reconstruction strategy is key to ensuring that recovery
efforts surpass restoration solely — and rather support a
foundation for long-term development. With their
sustainable focus, the SDGs provide a comprehensive
blueprint to address critical challenges and promote
sustainable progress in postwar contexts.

The UNSDG Due Diligence concept underlines the
importance of integrating sustainability into governance,
strategic planning, and operational decision-making.
By aligning reconstruction policies and projects with
SDG targets, stakeholders can ensure that recovery
efforts address pressing socia, economic, and
environmental challenges while promoting transparency,
accountability, and inclusivity. This involves rigorous
assessment, stakeholder engagement, policy integration,
and impact measurement — principles that resonate with
Ukraine's urgent need for effective governance, economic
revitalization, and environmental resilience.

Central to this approach is leveraging SDG-aligned
methodologies, such as the Rapid Damage and Needs
Assessment (RDNA3), to prioritize rebuilding efforts,
address preexisting gaps, and establish progress
benchmarks. By adopting tools like stakeholder mapping,
vulnerability indices, and environmental impact
assessments, Ukraine can align its recovery strategies
with SDG priorities, ensuring that reconstruction efforts
are not only responsive to immediate needs but also
contribute to broader global sustainability goals.

Therefore, examining the potential of UNSDG Due
Diligence as a guideline for Ukraines postwar
reconstruction is key, focusing on its application across
governance, social recovery, economic development,
environmental  sustainability,  peacebuilding, and
international cooperation. It is also essentia to explore
the opportunities and challenges of integrating SDG
principles into Ukraine's reconstruction and outline a
comprehensive methodology to guide this process. By
adopting this approach, Ukraine can transform its
reconstruction efforts into a pathway toward resilient and
sustainable development, setting a global precedent for
postwar recovery.

LITERATURE REVIEW

The intersection of SDGs and Due Diligence
frameworks provides a crucia foundation for Ukraine's
postwar reconstruction, emphasizing both sustainable
rebuilding and adherence to human rights standards.
The reviewed literature indicates the relevance of SDG-
oriented Due Diligence as a guiding framework for
postwar recovery efforts.

Rasche (2020) highlights the United Nations Global
Compact's transformative potential and its alignment with
the SDGs, illustrating their central role in shaping global
sustainability practices. The study emphasizes integrating
SDGs into national and corporate strategies to support
sustainable development.

Ruggie and Sherman (2017) provide a critica
perspective on the concept of Due Diligence within the
United Nations Guiding Principles on Business and
Human Rights, framing it as a systematic approach to
identifying and mitigating risks to human rights. They
argue for embedding Due Diligence practices in business
and governance frameworks to enhance accountability.

Graetz and Franks (2013) focus on incorporating
human rights considerations into corporate due diligence
processes through impact assessment and integrated risk
management. The paper emphasizes that Due Diligence
must address both direct and indirect impacts of corporate
activities, including environmental and  socid
dimensions. This perspective highlights the need for
comprehensive risk management frameworks that address
human rights, environmental risks, and community
engagement during reconstruction. Villiers (2022)
examines the European Union's regulatory framework for
corporate reporting and Due Diligence, highlighting the
increasing complexity and integration of sustainability
reporting standards. Adopting EU-aligned Due Diligence
and corporate reporting standards will strengthen postwar
governance and enhance its credibility in global markets.

Blankenbach (2020) examines voluntary
sustainability standards' role in advancing SDG
implementation, presenting them as flexible tools for
achieving sustainability benchmarks. These standards can
be practical frameworks for rebuilding critical sectors,
including agriculture, energy, and manufacturing,
aligning them with globa best practices. The study
emphasizes the importance of stakeholder collaboration
in applying these standards, which resonates with the
multi-stakeholder environment necessary for postwar
reconstruction.
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Trabol and Cantin (2020) explore the application of
due diligence mechanisms under the United Nations
Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights
(UNGPs). They argue that due diligence is not merely a
compliance requirement but a proactive strategy to
identify and mitigate risks to human rights in business
operations. Incorporating the UNGP framework ensures
that reconstruction initiatives respect and enhance social
equity. Trebilcock (2015) provides a view of due
diligence concerning labour issues, emphasizing both the
opportunities and limitations of the UNGPs. This analysis
highlights the relevance of labour protections and the
prevention of exploitative practices. Trebilcock's work
suggests that effective Due Diligence must address
systemic labour vulnerabilities, ensuring fair wages, safe
working conditions, and protection from exploitation in
reconstruction projects. Harrison (2013) further develops
the concept of a meaningful human rights Due Diligence
process by examining corporate practices in human rights
impact assessments. These insights highlight the
necessity of involving diverse stakeholders (government,
private sector, civil society, etc.) in designing
reconstruction policies.

Van Der Waal and Thijssens (2019) explore corporate
involvement in the SDGs, focusing on transitioning from
aspirational commitments to tangible actions. Research
highlights that businesses must go beyond the SDGs
rhetoric by embedding sustainability into their core
strategies, operations, and reporting. Private companies
can play a significant role in aigning their projects with
the SDGs like clean energy (SDG 7), sustainable cities
(SDG 11), and industry innovation (SDG 9). Mhlanga et
al. (2018) emphasize the gap between corporate rhetoric
on SDGs and actua progress in implementation.
Researchers advocate for robust  accountability
mechanisms to ensure that corporate initiatives contribute
meaningfully to sustainable development. This
perspective reinforces the need for transparency and
performance tracking in reconstruction projects, ensuring
that private sector involvement leads to measurable
progress in SDG-related areas such as reduced
inequalities (SDG 10) and decent work (SDG 8).

Schramade (2017) examines the opportunities for
companies and investors to align with the SDGs.
Thestudy highlights that integrating SDG-oriented
strategies addresses global challenges and creates long-
term value for businesses and investors. By framing
reconstruction projects within SDG-aligned investment
opportunities, it is possible to attract FDI and innovative
financing solutions while ensuring sustainable growth.

The reviewed literature highlights the synergies
between SDG frameworks and due diligence principles.
However, a comprehensive roadmap for Ukraine's
postwar recovery islacking.

RESEARCH OBJECTIVE

This research analyses the integration of UNSDG Due
Diligence into Ukrain€s postwar reconstruction.
It examines how aligning efforts with SDG principles can
promote sustainable, inclusive recovery while addressing
immediate challenges. The paper outlines methods for

incorporating SDG strategies into governance, economic
revitalization, environmental sustainability, and social
cohesion, offering best practices, challenges, and
recommendations to ensure meaningful  global
sustai nability contributions.

RESULTS

The destruction caused by Russian military
aggression has led to unprecedented challenges across
economic, social, and environmental dimensions.
Thepath to recovery demands a comprehensive,
sustainable, and inclusive approach that not only restores
the prewar baseline but transforms Ukraine's
development trajectory. The UNSDGs, adopted in 2015,
offer a globally recognized framework to guide postwar
recovery efforts (Aleksin, 2024). By aigning recovery
efforts with the SDG framework, Ukraine can effectively
rebuild its economy, society, and infrastructure while
prioritizing sustainable development. The war has
deepened  systemic  weaknesses across  Ukraine's
economy, infrastructure, governance, and human capital.
The SDGs provide an opportunity to align recovery
strategies with global best practices, addressing these
interrelated challenges.

UNSDG Due Diligence encompasses the processes
organizations and stakeholders undertake to aign their
activities with the SDGs' principles and advance global
sustainability objectives. This approach integrates
considerations related to SDG goals into governance,
strategic planning, risk management, and operational
decision-making, ensuring that all activities contribute
positively to people, the planet, and prosperity.

UNSDG Due Diligence begins with thoroughly
assessing organizational policies and strategies to ensure
aignment with relevant SDG goals and targets. This
involves identifying priority areas based on industry,
geographic focus, and potential impact. A comprehensive
risk assessment follows to identify and mitigate any
adverse effects of activities on ESG dimensions.
This proactive approach helps address risks that could
hinder progress toward SDG objectives.

A critical aspect of this process is stakeholder
engagement, where organizations collaborate with
governments, communities, and civil society. Transparent
and inclusive consultations enable a deeper understanding
of the broader impacts of their operations and support
alignment with local and global SDG priorities. Impact
measurement and reporting are integral, involving the
development of clear metrics and indicators to track
contributions toward SDG targets. Organizations are
encouraged to report progress following recognized
international frameworks like the UN Global Compact or
the GRI.

Policy integration is vita in embedding SDG
considerations into governance structures, ethical codes,
and operational policies. This commitment extends to
supply chains and investment portfolios, ensuring that all
facets of the organization adhere to SDG-compatible
practices. Additionally, organizations are encouraged to
align with the UNGPs, addressing human rights risks and
prioritizing areas such as gender equality, decent work,
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and reduced inequalities. Environmental sustainability is
another cornerstone where organizations integrate climate
action, sustainable resource use, and biodiversity
protection into their srategies while mitigating the
environmental footprint of their operations.

Despite its benefits, SDG Due Diligence faces several
challenges. Data gaps pose a significant obstacle, as there
are no standardized methods to track contributions to
specific SDG targets, and it is difficult to link actions
directly to SDG outcomes. Managing globa supply
chains introduces complexity as organizations deal with
varying regulatory environments across different regions.
Additionally, integrating SDG initiatives with existing
ESG dtrategies requires aignment, while resource
constraints can limit the implementation and monitoring
of Due Diligence measures.

Considering the SDGs as an action (rather than
reporting) framework, its due diligence represents more
than just a compliance requirement. UNSDG Due
Diligence poses a strategic pathway for organizations to
contribute to global sustainability while enhancing their
resilience and long-term value. By integrating
sustainability into their core operations and supporting
measurable progress, businesses and governments can
drive impactful advancements toward the SDGs, ensuring
asustainable future for all.

The postwar reconstruction of Ukraine represents an
immense undertaking, with estimated costs projected to
reach $486 hillion over the next decade (UNSDG,
2024a). Successfully addressing this challenge requires
embedding the principles of the SDGs into every facet of
the rebuilding process, ensuring that efforts are
sustainable, inclusive, and resilient.

A foundational step is conducting a comprehensive
damage assessment to prioritize reconstruction
effectively. Tools such as the updated Rapid Damage and
Needs Assessment (RDNA3) provide critical insightsinto
the scale of destruction and the resources necessary for
recovery (World Bank Group, 2024). Aligning these
efforts with Ukraine's national recovery priorities and its
broader commitment to the SDGs will ensure that
reconstruction addresses immediate needs and contributes
to long-term sustainable devel opment goals.

Collaboration is key to success. The active
engagement of local communities, civil society, and
international partners supports transparency,
accountability, and inclusivity in  rebuilding.
This participatory approach ensures that reconstruction
efforts reflect the needs of al stakeholders and promote
shared responsibility. Equaly vitad is integrating
environmental sustainability into rebuilding efforts.
By adopting green technologies and sustainable practices,
Ukraine can enhance environmental resilience, manage
pressing challenges such as energy security, and address
the broader implications.

Economic revitalization is also a cornerstone of
reconstruction. Supporting SMEs plays a critical role in
rejuvenating local economies. The UN's support of over
two thousand SMEs in 2023 indicates the importance of

approach to reconstruction ensures that all segments of
society, particularly vulnerable groups, benefit equitably,
supporting socia cohesion and preventing disparities.

Governance and ingtitutional capacity are equally key
considerations. Strengthening the rule of law and curbing
corruption is essential for ensuring that reconstruction
efforts are efficient, transparent, and digned with
sustainable development principles. Effective governance
aso enhances the credibility and legitimacy of
reconstruction initiatives, ensuring stakeholder trust.

Despite its potential, integrating the SDGs into
Ukraine's reconstruction faces significant challenges.
Onecritical hurdle is mobilizing adequate resources
while ensuring investments adhere to SDG principles.
Similarly, achieving effective coordination among
government agencies, international organizations, and
local communities is necessary to avoid duplication of
efforts and maintain cohesive action. Additionaly,
establishing robust mechanisms for monitoring and
evaluating the impact of reconstruction activities is
imperative to ensure accountability, transparency, and
alignment with SDG goals.

Integrating the SDGs into Ukraine's postwar
reconstruction offers a transformative opportunity to
rebuild a resilient, inclusive, and sustainable nation.
By adhering to SDG-aigned Due Diligence and
leveraging sustainability principles, Ukraine can address
the devastation of war and pave the way for
comprehensive and enduring development. This approach
ensures that reconstruction is a response to destruction
and a pathway toward a sustainable future.

The methodology for integrating SDGs into postwar
reconstruction in Ukraine is designed to ensure that
recovery efforts are sustainable, inclusive, and resilient.
This approach provides a structured framework for
aligning reconstruction initiatives with SDG principles
while addressing Ukraine's unique postwar challenges.

At the core of this methodology is the development of
a comprehensive framework to guide SDG-aligned
reconstruction. This begins with defining the scope and
priorities of the reconstruction process and identifying
key SDGs such as infrastructure development (SDG 9),
sustainable cities (SDG 11), and peace and strong
ingtitutions (SDG 16). Consultations with stakeholders
help establish these priorities and ensure alignment with
regional and sectora needs. A baseline anaysis,
supported by tools like the RDNA, evaluates the extent of
war-induced damage, maps pre-existing gaps in SDG
achievement, and establishes benchmarks. Stakeholder
mapping further identifies the roles and responsibilities of
local, national, and international actors, creating a
foundation for coordinated efforts.

Data collection and analysis form the next crucia
step, providing the evidence base for decision-making
and prioritization. Quantitative methods, such as remote
sensing and GIS, assess physica damage, while
economic, social, and environmental data are gathered
from reliable sources. Complementing this, qualitative
approaches — surveys, focus groups, and interviews —

supporting entrepreneurship and economic resilience | offer insights into community needs and ensure
(UNSDG, 2024b). Furthermore, a socialy inclusive | inclusivity, particularly for marginalized groups.
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These data support a gap analysis to identify disparitiesin
areas like clean water access (SDG 6), education (SDG
4), and energy availability (SDG 7). Risk assessments
further identify potential obstacles, such as environmental
degradation or socia exclusion, and propose mitigation
strategies aligned with SDG principles.

Strategic integration of SDG goals into policies and
projects is essentiad to embedding sustainability in
reconstruction. Existing recovery plans are reviewed to
align with SDG targets, and sector-specific programs are
designed to address critical areas, such as green energy
solutions (SDG 7) and resilient housing (SDG 11).
This phase emphasizes participatory project design and
supports partnerships between governments, civil society,
and private investors to pool resources and expertise
effectively. A public-private partnership instrument is key
to leveraging investments for SDG-aligned initiatives.

Implementation and monitoring ensure  that
reconstruction efforts are executed effectively and
aligned with SDG principles. Reconstruction projects
incorporate green technologies and sustainable practices
and are guided by a project management framework.
Progressis tracked using SDG-aligned indicators, such as
the proportion of rebuilt infrastructure meeting
environmental standards (SDG 12). Digital tools like 10T
and blockchain facilitate real-time data collection,
supporting transparent feedback loops and enabling
adaptive management to improve efficiency and
outcomes.

Capacity building supports successful implementation
by strengthening stakeholders ability to engage in
sustainable reconstruction. Training programs equip local
authorities and project managers with the knowledge to
integrate SDGs into their work, while community
empowerment initiatives support local ownership and
accountability. Communities actively monitor and
evaluate reconstruction efforts, ensuring they reflect their
needs and priorities.

Evaluation and reporting provide critical insights into
the effectiveness of reconstruction efforts. Impact
assessments, using a combination of quantitative SDG
indicator tracking and qualitative methods, measure |long-
term contributions to social, environmental, and
economic resilience. Transparent reporting mechanisms,
aligned with international standards like the GRI, ensure
accountability and facilitate stakeholder communication.
Lessons learned from evaluations are documented to
refine methodologies and guide future recovery effortsin
Ukraine and globally.

Funding mechanisms play a decisive role in
sustaining SDG-aligned reconstruction efforts. Resources
are mobilized from diverse sources, including
international donors, agencies, and private sector
investments. Innovative financing options, such as green
bonds and SDG-linked loans, are explored to diversify
funding streams. Transparent resource alocation
prioritizes high-impact SDG areas like education,
hedthcare, and renewable energy, supported by
technologies like blockchain for financial accountability.
This comprehensive methodol ogy provides a roadmap for
integrating the SDGs into Ukraines postwar

reconstruction. Prioritizing sustainability, inclusivity, and
resilience ensures that reconstruction efforts not only
restore what was lost but also build a stronger, more
equitable foundation for Ukraine's future devel opment.

The proposed methodology needs initial blueprinting.
The postwar reconstruction of Ukraine presents a critical
opportunity to align rebuilding efforts with the SDGs,
ensuring a holistic, inclusive, and sustainable recovery
process. Central to these efforts is Goal 1: Governance
and institutional strengthening, which aims to create
transparent, inclusive governance frameworks (Goal 1.1)
and build robust institutional capacities across national,
regional, and loca levels to coordinate SDG-related
policies (Goal 1.2). Public-private partnerships must
prioritize  SDG compliance in infrastructure and
economic rebuilding (Goal 1.3), while anti-corruption
mechanisms are reinforced to ensure accountability in
reconstruction funding (Goal 1.4).

Equally vital is Goa 2: Social recovery and inclusion,
which focuses on access to quality healthcare, education,
and socia services for displaced populations and
vulnerable groups (Goal 2.1) and initiatives to reintegrate
refugees and internally displaced persons with adequate
housing and employment (Goa 2.2). Gender equality and
women's empowerment are emphasized throughout the
reconstruction process (Goa 2.3), while addressing mental
health needs and providing psychosocia support for the
war-affected populations remains a priority (Goal 2.4).

Economic development is addressed in God 3:
Economic development and innovation, which seeks to
support sustainable growth by prioritizing green and
digitae solutions (Goa 3.1). Innovation and
entrepreneurship are encouraged through investments in
R&D and new technology (Goal 3.2), with a strong focus
on rebuilding critica infrastructure, such as energy,
transportation, and digital networks, in a sustainable
manner (Goal 3.3). Creating an enabling environment for
SMEs and attracting foreign investments aligned with
SDG principlesis central to thisgoa (Goal 3.4).

Environmental sustainability is captured in Goal 4:
Environmental  sustainability, = which  emphasizes
ecosystem restoration and climate resilience in
reconstruction (Goal 4.1). Transitioning to renewable
energy sources to reduce fossil fuel dependence
(Goal 4.2) and strengthening water and sanitation systems
with sustainable technologies (Goa 4.3) are critica
priorities. Furthermore, adopting circular economy
practices in waste management and construction
reinforces the commitment to sustainability (Goal 4.4).

The importance of Goal 5: Peace and justice are key
for sustainable long-term results. Reconciliation and
socia cohesion are promoted through community-driven
initiatives (Goal 5.1). Transitional justice mechanisms
ensure accountability for wartime crimes (Goal 5.2) while
rebuilding democratic institutions supports human rights
and the rule of law (Goal 5.3). Cultural preservation
efforts contribute to restoring national identity (Goal 5.4),
strengthening the societal fabric in the wake of war.

Goal 6: International cooperation and financing is
instrumenta in the recovery effort. Mobilizing global
funding and technical assistance aigned with SDG
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principles (Goal 6.1) and establishing transparent
monitoring systems for reconstruction  progress
(Goadl 6.2) are essential. Strengthening partnerships with
international organizations facilitates knowledge sharing
and capacity building (Goa 6.3), ensuring Ukraine's
reconstruction leverages global expertise.

Finaly, Goal 7: Monitoring and evaluation establishes
a robust SDG monitoring framework to track progress
and adapt strategies as necessary (Goal 7.1). High-quality
data collection informs decision-making and ensures
accountability (Goa 7.2), while stakeholder consultations
ensure reconstruction priorities remain aligned with SDG
targets (Goal 7.3). These integrated goals provide a
cohesive framework for aigning Ukraine's reconstruction
with SDGs. Ukraine can chart a path toward a resilient
and sustainable future by addressing governance, social
inclusion, economic growth, environmental
sustainability, peacebuilding, internationa collaboration,
and rigorous monitoring.

The toolkit for UNSDG Due Diligence in Ukraine's
postwar reconstruction serves as a comprehensive
framework for assessing, guiding, and monitoring
rebuilding efforts in alignment with the SDGs. It employs
various tools for governance, socia recovery, economic
development, environmental sustainability,
peacebuilding, international cooperation, monitoring,
capacity building, and communication to ensure an
integrated and effective approach.

Tool 1.1 provides a policy and framework audit at the
governance level to review national and regional
reconstruction  strategies, ensuring  transparency,
accountability, and inclusivity in aignment with SDG
targets. Complementing this, Tool 1.2 facilitates
stakeholder mapping to identify key actors — government
agencies, NGOs, private sector entities, and international
organizations — highlighting roles and collaboration
opportunities. Tool 1.3 introduces a regulatory
compliance checklist that aligns reconstruction activities
with human rights and SDG-focused policies to ensure
adherence to international standards.

Social recovery is supported through tools like the
social equity assessment matrix (Tool 2.1), which
evaluates inclusivity in essential services such as housing,
healthcare, and education. Participatory engagement is
strengthened using Tool 2.2, a community engagement
framework that incorporates workshops and surveys to
capture local needs and priorities. Additionally, Tool 2.3,
the vulnerability index analysis, identifies and prioritizes
assistance for refugees, internally displaced persons
(IDPs), and other affected populations.

Economic development emphasizes sustainability and
innovation through tools such as the sustainability
scoring model (Tool 3.1), which assesses projects against
green economy principles. The Economic Impact
Assessment (Tool 3.2) incorporates cost-benefit analyses

using SDG indicators to evaluate reconstruction
investments, while Tool 3.3 examines digital readiness to
expand infrastructure in alignment with SDG 9.

Environmental sustainability tools include the
environmental impact assessment (Tool 4.1), which
evaluates reconstruction projects for ecosystem impacts
and integrates climate resilience strategies. The carbon
footprint calculator (Tool 4.2) identifies low-emission
reconstruction solutions to minimize carbon emissions.
Ecosystem recovery is addressed through the biodiversity
restoration Toolkit (Tool 4.3), focusing on rehabilitating
war-affected areas.

In promoting peace and justice, Tool 5.1 employs
conflict sendgitivity analysis to assess the effects of
reconstruction on social cohesion. Transitiona justice
mechanisms (Tool 5.2) address wartime grievances, while
the cultura preservation checklist (Tool 5.3) ensures
respect for and restoration of cultura heritage sites.

International  cooperation and financing are
streamlined through the funding alignment tracker
(Tool 6.1), which monitors financia aid for SDG
compliance. Partnerships are supported using the
partnership development template (Tool 6.2), while
global expertise is leveraged via the global best practices
repository (Tool 6.3), analyzing successful reconstruction
projects from other regions.

The SDG monitoring dashboard (Tool 7.1), a digital
platform for tracking reconstruction metrics, enables
monitoring and evaluation. The data collection and
analysis framework (Tool 7.2) ensures standardized data

collection, and the independent audit mechanism
(Tool 7.3), involving third-party reviews, reinforces
accountability.

Training and capacity building are supported by tools
like the training modules for local authorities (tool 8.1),
which enhance SDG integration expertise, and the
workforce skill development framework (Tool 8.2),
which equips workers with skills for sustainable
industries. Communication strategies are bolstered by the
SDG-digned reporting template (Tool 9.1), public
awareness campaigns (Tool 9.2), and open data platforms
(Tool 9.3) that promote transparency and stakeholder
engagement.

The implementation plan unfolds in four phases:
baseline assessment to evaluate SDG alignment, strategic
planning to integrate the toolkit across reconstruction
sectors, execution and monitoring to ensure alignment
during project implementation, and evaluation and
adjustment to refine strategies based on ongoing progress.
By leveraging this comprehensive toolkit, Ukraine's
reconstruction efforts can effectively align with the
SDGs, ensuring a sustainable, resilient recovery process
that addresses immediate needs while laying the
groundwork for long-term development. This prospective
plan is summarized in Table 1.
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Table 1. UNSDG Due Diligence for postwar Ukraine's postwar reconstruction

Per spectives Goalsand Tools
1 2

Perspective 1. Goal 1.1: Establish transparent, inclusive governance frameworks to ensure SDG-aligned

Governanceand | reconstruction efforts.

institutional Goal 1.2: Strengthen institutional capacities to coordinate SDG-related policies across national,

strengthening regional, and local levels.
Goal 1.3: Promote public-private partnerships that prioritize SDG compliance in infrastructure and
economic rebuilding projects.
Goal 1.4: Enhance anti-corruption mechanisms to ensure accountability in the allocation and use of
reconstruction funds.
Tool 1.1: Policy and framework audit — Review existing national and regional reconstruction
policies for aignment with SDG targets. Assess gaps in governance structures related to
transparency, accountability, and inclusivity.
Tool 1.2: Stakeholder mapping — Identify and categorize stakeholders, including government,
NGOs, private sector, and international agencies. Map roles, responsibilities, and potential for
collaboration.
Tool 1.3: Regulatory compliance checklist — Ensure reconstruction activities comply with
international human rights and SDG-aligned policies.

Perspective 2. Goal 2.1: Ensure access to quality healthcare, education, and social services for displaced

Social recovery population and vulnerable groups (SDGs 3, 4, 10).

and inclusion Goal 2.2: Facilitate the reintegration of refugees and internally displaced persons (IDPs) with
adequate housing and employment opportunities (SDG 11).
Goal 2.3: Promote gender equality and women's empowerment in all aspects of reconstruction
(SDG5).
Goal 2.4: Address menta hedlth needs and psychosocid support for war-affected population (SDG 3).
Tool 2.1: Socia equity assessment matrix — Evaluate inclusivity in housing, healthcare, education,
and employment initiatives. Use demographic data to identify underserved groups.
Tool 2.2: Community engagement framework — Conduct participatory workshops and surveys to
understand local needs and priorities.
Tool 2.3: Vulnerability index analysis — Develop a vulnerability index to prioritize assistance for
refugees, IDPs, and war-affected population.

Perspective 3. Goal 3.1: Support sustainable economic growth by prioritizing industries aligned with green and

Economic digital economies (SDGs 8§, 9, 12).

development and | Goal 3.2: Encourage innovation and entrepreneurship through targeted investments in R&D and

innovation new technology (SDG 9).
Goal 3.3: Rebuild critica infrastructure, including energy, transportation, and digital networks,
with sustainability at the core (SDG 11).
Goal 3.4: Create afavorable environment for SMEs and attract foreign investment aligned with the
SDGs principles (SDG 8).
Tool 3.1: Sustainability scoring model — Rate reconstruction projects on their alignment with green
economy principles, including renewable energy and waste reduction.
Tool 3.2: Economic impact assessment — Analyze the long-term economic impact of reconstruction
investments. Use cost-benefit analysis incorporating SDG indicators.
Tool 3.3: Digital readiness assessment — Evaluate the capacity for digital infrastructure
development in alignment with SDG 9.

Perspective 4. Goal 4.1: Restore ecosystems damaged by the war and integrate climate resilience into

Environmental reconstruction efforts (SDG 13, 14, 15).

sustai nability Goal 4.2: Transition to renewable energy sources to reduce dependence on fossil fuels (SDG 7).
Goal 4.3: Strengthen water and sanitation systems with sustainable and efficient technologies (SDG 6).
Goal 4.4: Promote circular economy practices in waste management and construction (SDG 12).
Tool 4.1: Environmental impact assessment (EIA) — Conduct ElIAs for al large-scae
reconstruction projects to minimize harm to ecosystems. Integrate climate resilience strategies.
Tool 4.2: Carbon footprint calculator — Measure the carbon impact of reconstruction efforts and
prioritize low-emission solutions.
Tool 4.3: Biodiversity restoration toolkit — Plan and implement ecosystem recovery projects in war-
affected areas.
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Table 1: Continued

1 2
Perspective 5. Goal 5.1: Supports reconciliation and social cohesion through community-driven initiatives
Peace and justice | (SDG 16).
Goal 5.2; Establish mechanisms for transitional justice and accountability for wartime crimes
(SDG 16).

Goal 5.3: Support the rebuilding of democratic institutions to uphold human rights and the rule
of law (SDG 16).

Goal 5.4: Promote cultural and historical preservation as part of national identity restoration
(SDG 11).

Tool 5.1: Conflict sengitivity analysis — Assess potential impacts of reconstruction on social
cohesion and peacebuilding efforts.

Tool 5.2 Transitiona justice mechanisms — Develop frameworks for addressing wartime
grievances and promoting reconciliation.

Tool 5.3: Cultural preservation checklist — Ensure reconstruction respects and restores cultural
heritage sites.

Perspective 6.
Internationa

Cooperation and

Goal 6.1: Mohilize international funding and technical assistance aligned with SDG principles
(SDG 17).
Goal 6.2: Develop mechanisms for transparent monitoring and reporting on SDG-aligned

Goal 6.3: Strengthen partnerships with global and regional organizations for knowledge sharing

Tool 6.1: Funding alignment tracker — Track and evaluate financia aid and investments for
Tool 6.2: Partnership development template — Facilitate the creation of partnerships between local

Tool 6.3: Global best practices repository — Maintain a repository of successful SDG-aligned

financing reconstruction progress (SDG 17).
and capacity building (SDG 17).
compliance with the SDGs principles.
and international entities for capacity building.
reconstruction projects from other regions.
Perspective 7.

Monitoring and

evaluation

Goal 7.1: Implement arobust SDG-monitoring framework to track progress and adjust strategies as
needed (SDG 17).

Goal 7.2: Ensure the collection of high-quality data for informed decision-making and
accountability (SDG 17).

Goal 7.3: Conduct regular stakeholder consultations to align reconstruction priorities with SDG
targets (SDG 17).

Tool 7.1: SDG monitoring dashboard — Develop a digital platform to track progress on
reconstruction metrics aligned with SDGs.

Tool 7.2: Data collection and analysis framework — Standardize data collection methodologies for
consistency and comparability.

Tool 7.3: Independent audit mechanism — Engage third-party organizations to review progress and
recommend improvements.

Source: developed by the author based on the UNSDGs methodol ogy (2008).

This set of

goas digns Ukraine's postwar | security and environmental resilience. Supporting SMEs

reconstruction with the SDGs, ensuring a balanced
approach that integrates economic, socia, and
environmental priorities. By systematically applying this
toolkit, stakeholders can ensure that Ukraine's postwar
reconstruction is effective and aligned with the SDGs,
promoting long-term resilience and growth.

CONCLUSIONS

Integrating UNSDG principles into Ukraine's
reconstruction offers a path to sustainable, inclusive
recovery, addressing immediate chalenges while
supporting long-term resilience. Ukraine can rebuild
infrastructure, restore trust, and strengthen resilience by
embedding SDGs in governance, economic revitalization,
and environmental sustainability. Focusing on green
technologies and sustainable practices ensures energy

stimulates loca economies and job creation while
promoting inclusivity and reducing inequalities.
Governance reforms and data-driven approaches enhance
transparency and coordination, ensuring efficient
resource use and impactful recovery. Despite challenges
like resource mobilization and stakeholder coordination,
innovative financing and partnerships can drive success.
Prioritizing resilient infrastructure, renewable energy, and
social inclusion transforms reconstruction into a
sustainable development pathway. Aligning efforts with
SDGs positions Ukraine as a global model for post-crisis
recovery. Key strategies focus on establishing transparent
governance and strengthening institutional capacities to
coordinate SDG-related policies effectively. Tools like
policy audits and stakeholder mapping enhance
accountability and inclusivity, supported by public-
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private partnerships and anti-corruption mechanisms.
Economic recovery centres on supporting green and
digital economies, investing in innovation, and rebuilding
critical infrastructure sustainably. Sustainability scoring
models and digital readiness assessments guide these
efforts, complemented by support for small and medium
enterprises and foreign investment. Reconstruction also
prioritizes peacebuilding through social cohesion,
transitional justice mechanisms, and restoring democratic
institutions and nationa identity. Tools such as conflict
sensitivity analyses and cultural preservation frameworks
support these objectives. International cooperation and

financing play a critical role, leveraging global funding
and technical assistance while ensuring transparency and
knowledge sharing through funding alignment trackers
and best practice repositories. Finaly, robust monitoring
and evaluation frameworks, supported by tools like SDG
dashboards and independent audits, ensure data-driven
decision-making and accountability. This comprehensive,
SDG-driven approach positions Ukraine to rebuild and
establish a foundation for sustainable, globaly aigned
development. Future research will be focused on
quantifying UNSDG Due Diligence through measurable
goas and benchmarks.
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