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Globalization has entered a new period, the age of technology and knowledge, and the
Eurasian era based on a long-term sustainable growth. International relations in the 21st
century have become even more complex and intricate, and geography plays an important role
in understanding this. Geofusion is the synthesis of network maps depicting the functional
relations arranged into hubs, and can be used to outline the new economic and geopolitical
powers of our world.How can we orientate ourselves on the geofusional world map of the 21st
century? Why are geographical factors important? How can we understand the new economic
and geopolitical world trend with the help of geography? What role will global cities play in the
coming decades and how will the order of their competitiveness change? How does
connectivity shape our world? What does a new and connected Eurasia mean, and why is this
Eurasian era based on a long-term growth important? How does the spatial structure of our
world change and what geopolitical models can be used to describe them?In order to
understand the processes and the driving forces of this new era, we need new maps. The book
shows the geographical processes of today’s global, social, and economic world order. It also
presents the 21st century global geofusional map bearing an uncanny resemblance to the map
about the spread of COVID-19 pandemic which broke out in 2020…Translator: Bence Gáspár
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WorldNotesAcknowledgementsReferencesFOREWORDMapping of the 21st CenturyIn 2017, I
spent hours in bookshops in various parts of the world and during transfers at airports. I was
looking for exciting professional literature on geopolitical and international studies. I quickly
noticed that these books hardly contained any maps, and what surprised me particularly is that
I found only few authors with a background as a geographer. The main mission of my book
entitled Geofusion – Mapping of the 21st Century, published in 2016, was to illustrate the new
economic, social, and geopolitical challenges of our changing world through my love for
geography. At that time, I sought the answer as to who this era’s winning nations, communities,
and cities will be and how to navigate through the new technological order of the 21st century
using maps. I demonstrated and complemented this with 100 colour maps and
infographics.Two years later, at the request of the Singaporean World Scientific Publishing, I
was very honoured and considered it an interesting task to show how I see the challenges of
our world and its future, not from an Anglo-Saxon perspective but as a Hungarian author and
geographer, and further break down the development and directions of the trends and visions
presented at the first publication in 2016.My book was published in English under the title
Geofusion – The Power of Geography and the Mapping of the 21st Century in March 2019 by
the London-based LID Publishing, and in May 2020 by the Singaporean World Scientific
Publishing.The new platform for business books, the Bookclub Guru has chosen Geomoment
as one of the top ten books in its category. Getabstract, the leading online platform for
collected book abstracts made a very positive statement on the book, saying that “Where you
live, work and do business makes a difference. Geography matters.” – with which I absolutely



agree. In November 2019, the Indonesian Forbes Magazine wrote an article on Geofusion and
commented on the ideas developed in it of the importance of global cities and urban
regions.Recommendations for Geofusion – The Power of Geography and Mapping of the 21st
Century have been written by such internationally recognised thinkers and authors as George
Friedman, Parag Khanna, Abishur Prakash, and Albert-László Barabási.In recent years, I have
held lectures at a number of international conferences, universities, and professional forums,
where I have also had the chance to exchange ideas with lots of interesting people. In 2018, I
became a member of the “Belt and Road and Global Governance” International Advisory
Board at the leading university of China – Fudan University in Shanghai – and during this time,
I continuously worked on my book, as the following questions and issues arose in me:How
does connectivity shape our world?What is the role of fusions and complexity in our world?
How can we categorize individual countries on the basis of geopolitical and geographic factor
groups?How will our global cities be shaped and what role will they play in the coming
decades?Which new competitiveness factors can be used to determine the new order of global
cities?Why is Eurasia important, which, through the Chinese Belt and Road initiative has
indeed launched a new major age, and why is it important for us to build a long-term Eurasian
era that is based on sustainable and green growth?How does the spatial structure of our world
change and through which models and maps can we get to know this new world order?And in
the first place, how will countries and, especially, global cities change in the future?The topics
raised above are in connection with my PhD dissertation entitled “Geofusion: The role and
significance of geography in the geopolitical world order of the 21st century”, which I
completed while participating in the aforementioned activities. As a summary of my
dissertation, my study entitled 21 theses for the 21st century has been published, in which I
illustrate the 21 global economic and geopolitical trends that shape our new world order.As a
result of my PhD research, I drew the “geofusional world map” that defined the geopolitical and
economic areas of power of the new 21st-century world order through connectivity and
complexity. I submitted my dissertation for defense at the beginning of January 2020. And at
the end of January 2020, with the global outbreak of the COVID-19 coronavirus, the world
changed for all of us, especially from the beginning of March, when the virus appeared in
Europe and turned into a pandemic. I have constantly watched news, international analyses,
and maps and observed how the virus is spreading, how fast and in what direction. The results
of maps and analyses have also shown that networks – and the geographical role of networks
– are becoming increasingly important. Attractive maps that showed the spread of the virus
were presented everyday and proved popular; however, were not made by geographers, but by
physicians and mathematicians. It appeared to me that maps and analyses of the spread of the
epidemic in time and space bore an uncanny resemblance to the “global geofusional network
map” I had prepared earlier.My PhD defense took place in June 2020, receiving the summa
cum laude honour. I would like to share the present study with my readers as a combination of
professional debate and thought-provoking writing.I have added two topics to the research
itself: On the one hand, the introduction of the 21 theses for the 21st-century word order, on
which my research was based, and which examines the role of geography in this new
“Geofusional Era”; and on the other hand, an epilogue on how the coronavirus epidemic is
shaping this new world order. The date of the epilogue at the end of my book is 24 July 2020.
At that time, the second wave of the pandemic was emerging in Europe.I am sure that much
will change over time, so I consider this as another starting point for a constantly evolving
future.21 Items for the 21st Century –Theses for the New Geoeconomic World
OrderGlobalisation has entered into a new age, the age of technology and knowledge, and an



age which builds on long-term sustainable growth. This new age will highlight geography and
geographical economy, where geopolitical processes are replaced by geoeconomic trends and
countries compete for markets rather than territories. Geoeconomy determines world economic
trends as the fusional intersection of economics, social sciences, and geography. Geoeconomy
will transform the global economy and global power relations.This age also marks a “neo-
Renaissance” period, the main question of which is what role places will play in it. In fact,
technological progress has given more significance to geography again. The 21st century is
the age of knowledge and creativity, where individual ideas and innovations are the most
important currency. The countries which do not have enough knowledge will be forced to buy it.
And, knowledge is becoming more and more expensive. This era builds on networks and
fusions, and thus the mergers of the resulting geographic locations become “geofusional
intersections ” in the age of networks, where data is the most important raw material (and why
‘big data’ features so regularly in the news). New actors develop new collaborations and new
centers are created from former peripheries.The three most important passwords of the new
world order are sustainability, connectivity, and complexity.The most important factors in
measuring economic complexity are what a given country exports and how the exported
product itself integrates into the global product space. Two factors matter: one of them is
knowledge (i.e. highly-qualified workforce), while the other is the exporting product itself; that
is, the share of industries with a high added value in the export structure of a given country. In
this new complex economic competition, the top 10 countries come from three regions: East
Asian countries (South Korea, Singapore, Japan), Scandinavian countries (Finland, Sweden),
as well as Central and Eastern European countries (Germany, Hungary, Austria, Czech
Republic, Poland).We live in an age of global word cities, which are also a symbol of the new
Renaissance. In the world economy today, 147 global company generate 40% of global GDP
and nearly 700 companies produce 80% of global GDP. These companies are concentrated in
intersections and cities, where – crucially – creative workforce is available. Besides strategic
companies and nation-states, the new powerhouses of the 21st century will be the cities.
Today, in the age of the rise of cities and urban networks, there are 64 global urban regions
which together produce more than half of global GDP. Growth axes and belts are starting to
emerge from the Boston-New York-Washington axis through the Asian Pearl River Delta (Hong
Kong-Shenzhen Canton) to Singapore. If we also take into account new types of urban
competitiveness factors, such as connectivity, technological factors, innovation, knowledge
networks, integration in global trade, welfare factors, security, liveability, and the rate of green
areas, Singapore, Seoul, and Shanghai will lead the list, in addition to London, New York,
Paris, and Tokyo.In order to understand the processes of this new era, we need new maps.
Maps are important! Maps are continuously evolving, but their meaning and significance
remains unchanged. Maps foster novel thinking because if we look at the world from a different
perspective, we can develop a renewed outlook. Our new maps are network maps with lines
and intersections in hubs, which indicate the 21st century’s power axes, major centers, and
global cities. Today, there are over 1 million km of underwater internet cable, 2 million km of
gas pipeline, 4 million km of railways and a 64-million-km-long road network, which indicates
the interconnection between axes and hubs.According to the forecast by WEF (World
Economic Forum), the three key regions of the upcoming period will be the Indian Ocean, the
Arctic Ocean, and the landmass between the two: Eurasia. China started implementing the Belt
and Road program in 2013. It is also the largest and the most significant investment in human
history. The goal of China’s long-term plan is to regain the former historical, cultural, economic,
and commercial importance of Eurasia, and to shift the weight from the oceans back to the



land in terms of development axes and routes, through building the New Silk Road. The New
Silk Road consists of building and developing railroads, maritime and land ports, motorways,
and logistics hubs: Networks which will be implemented through economic corridors.The Belt
and Road program can be summarised in the following six points: One concept and initiative.
Two wings: the land and sea route, that is the Silk Road Economic Belt and the 21st century
Maritime Silk Road. The “three principles” mean that it is being built by everybody, for
everybody, and in everybody’s interest. Four keywords: on a macro level, connectivity and
strategic synergy; on the level of capacity building and cooperation, joint development of
markets; and on an operational level, business management, market operations, government
service, and international standards. Five directions, which are the five main goals of
connectivity: politics, infrastructure, trade, finance, and “connecting people’s hearts”. And all
this will be implemented through six (6) economic corridors.The Belt and Road program, or the
New Silk Road, is a complex network, which can be extended in space and time in a flexible
way. The New Silk Road connects the players which constitute the new age of globalisation:
this region makes up around 40% of global GDP and 70% of the Earth’s population. The Belt
and Road Initiative was joined by 64 countries upon its announcement and by 2019, 125
countries and 29 international institutions have signed and started to implement 170
agreements worth 1,000 billion USD. Due to the main hubs of the new infrastructure networks
created within the framework of the New Silk Road, the significance of certain regions will
change and new centers will emerge. The Greek port of Piraeus can shorten the duration of
the sea transport by 20 days, while the transportation on the Xian-Duisburg rail route takes 24
days instead of the previous 42 days. A new development axis is being developed linking
Piraeus to the ports of Rotterdam and Hamburg. Thus, a north-south belt is formed from the
Baltic Sea to the Adriatic and Black Sea, comprising the 17+1 Eastern Central European
countries.Global civilisation is replaced by a novel “geocivilization ” which is built along shared
interests, considers the creation of a harmonious world order a priority, and is based on the
transposition into the 21st century of millennia-old Chinese ecological civilisation. Because this
will be a long-term age, which builds on sustainable growth, green technologies, green money,
ecological approach, and peaceful prosperity. One of the fundamental principles of Chinese
philosophy is the yin-yang principle. 21st-century geopolitics also seeks balance, which is
based on the geopolitics of yin-yang: East and West, North and South, and the joint
implementation of hard and soft elements. The long-term cooperation of China and the United
States will ensure the harmonious cooperation of centers and peripheries, the winners of which
– besides centers – will undoubtedly be the new gate regions (Southeast Asian countries,
Central Asian countries, Eastern and Central European countries, HUB centers) through the
partnerships of global cities and nation-states. Paul Tucker, the former Deputy Governor of the
Bank of England was asked during the Tacitus Lectures held in March 2016 in London who the
winning countries, nations, communities, and leaders of the 21st century might be. He replied
that it would be those countries which harmonise their financial, that is monetary policy,
economic policy, and geopolitics.The future will be long-term and sustainable, in which those
countries will be the winners which are interconnected, seek balance, financial and growth
balance alike, and which have their own long-term vision, in which monetary policy, geopolitics,
and economic policy are implemented alongside national strategy (3+1).To sum up, the 21
most important theses for the new geopolitical (geoeconomic) world order of the 21st century
are as follows.We live a new world order – where new actors, new partnerships, new
battlefields, and new myths are born.The new world is polycentric and multipolar.Geography
does matter! In order to understand the new changing world order, we must return to



geography.We live in the age of geoeconomy – besides geopolitics, this new discipline,
geoeconomy – the fusion of social sciences, geography, and economics – is becoming
increasingly important.We are experiencing a turning point in technology.We live in the age of
fusions and networks.The world economic pole has clearly shifted to the East.The three most
important passwords of the 21st century are sustainability, connectivity, and complexity.Data is
the raw material and experience is the service of the 21st century.The 21st century will be the
“land” age of Eurasia – putting an end to the 500-year-long Atlantic age.Due to their
geographic locations, the most important areas and winners may be the gate regions (ASEAN
countries, Central Asian countries, Eastern and Central European 17+1 countries), meaning
that former peripheries will become the new centers in the future.New alliances are formed
along common values.We live in the age of a new Renaissance,where global city states and
megaregions will assume an increasingly important role – just as the polises did in the
Renaissance.A new way of thinking and a set of values are beginning to emerge: the role of
nature, family, harmony, and sustainability will become more and more important, just as
national identity and local culture are opposed to globalism.Our world is progressing from a
global civilisation towards a sustainable new “geocivilisation”.The world seeks balance; that is
why the ancient yin-yang principle is important, which jointly produces its effect based on inner
harmony.Balance equally implies the balance of employment, growth, and finance, and the
threefold equilibrium of geopolitics, money, and technology as well as the fusional balance of
natural, social, and economic sciences.The ancient will become the “new”; that is, in the age of
technology, those nations and centers will be successful which are able to transfer their ancient
knowledge into the 21st century. And the nations which can recreate the existing ancient
knowledge, which builds on long-term sustainability.We must redraw our maps in order to
understand the spatial changes and trends of the 21st century.The future is long-term and
sustainable! The greatest challenges are the right solutions to global climate change,
sustainability, and sustainable economic growth in the world of connectivity and complexity.In
order to find the right solutions, we must have new maps, novel approaches, and fusions with
long-term visions because renewal, new economics, new functional geography, and new
sustainable technologies and models are needed.We need to redraw our static maps because
changing human values and technological innovations require dynamic maps. The
informational revolution and globalisation trends are leading to a radical change in the way
economies operate around the world. This period is the unique geo-moment when a
knowledge-based competition begins between territories and leads to completely new
economic rankings. In this competition, the geopolitically-based new economic geography and
dynamic maps presenting new phenomena in multifaceted ways will help to choose and
implement the right and fast path.The future has begun…CHAPTER 1INTRODUCTIONA new
world order is dawning in the 21st century, a changed, multipolar world order that offers
opportunities. The economic, social, natural, and environmental balance of our world is
transformed, triggering a shift in the geopolitical “world order,” too. In this new, fast-moving
world order, the importance of geography increases again, and territorial expansion is replaced
by competition for closed markets, while geopolitical interventions are supplanted by current
global politics driven by geoeconomics.This book examines the geographical processes of the
new global, social, and economic world order of our current lives. Using recently discovered
geographical and economic correlations, it endeavors to interpret global economic and
geopolitical developments. The paper with compares the results of several recent surveys and
analyses in geostrategic, geographical, social, and economic topics, interpreting them in the
global network. It also seeks to pinpoint the countries, regions, and cities that will be globally



dominant in the decades ahead. Building on the results of research efforts spanning several
years, it also presents the new global, geofusion map of the 21st century.The Geofusion 2.0
bookinternational relations in the 21st century have become even more complex and intricate,
and that geography needs to play an important role in understanding this;making sense of the
geopolitical developments in the 21st century requires new maps and ways of representation;
explanatory infographics are needed;to understand the geopolitical developments at the
beginning of the 21st century, several disciplines need to be coordinated, including history,
economics, physics, biology, geography, sociology, cultural anthropology, engineering
(technology and materials science). This new discipline, therefore, is a fusion of others. The
assertions that provide the basis for analyzing this world are developed by harmonizing and
combining various disciplines.Proposition, focus areas of the research, challengesThe main
aim of the book is to use a new geographic methodology, “geofusion”, to examine the drivers,
power centers, results, vision, and strategies of the new geopolitics in the 21st century.The
unipolar and, later, bipolar world order of the 20th century is replaced by a multipolar world.
Geopolitical developments are supplanted by geoeconomic ones, and players compete for
markets rather than territory. We live in the age of networks and fusions. Employing a complex
approach is of utmost importance in such an interconnected world. The global economy’s
center of gravity shifts toward the East (Quah, D. 2011), marking the end of a 500 year Atlantic
period. while the 19th century was the age of the British Empire and, the 20th century was that
of the US, the 21st will be the century of Eurasia. Europe and Asia will become connected to
form a new Eurasia, with China will play a leading role. Related to this, the Central and Eastern
European region previously viewed as a shatterbelt may become a gateway to the Eurasian
continent.By combining geography, geoeconomics, geopolitics, and the global economy, our
world can be presented in a complex fashion.After the age of globalization, the age of
technology has arrived, and one of the most pressing questions is what role location will play in
this technology-driven era. This is the geography of knowledge and fusions, or “geofusion,” the
fusion of places, in the age of networks. Technological progress may once again underline the
importance of geography (Csizmadia, N. 2016).Geoeconomics – lying at the fusional
intersection of economics, political science, and geography – underlies the developments in
the world economy. We are witnessing the rise of geoeconomics, a competition in the language
of trade but with the logic of war (Luttwak, E. 1990). This new geoeconomic competition
transforms the global economy, the global balance of power, and governance.Which countries,
regions and cities will come out on top in this age? How can this help in understanding a world
globalized in networks, and what trends can be outlined for the period ahead? Besides nation-
states and strategic firms, cities will undoubtedly be the new superstars of the 21st century
(Manyika, J. et al. 2018). Just as roads and cities (citystates) were important in the
Renaissance, today’s superstars (Khanna, P. 2011) take the form of cities, regions, networks,
and centers. If the five greatest global cities in the world (New York, Los Angeles, Tokyo, Paris,
and London) comprised a country, this imaginary territory would be the third largest economy
on the globe behind the US and China (Dobbs, R. et al. 2011). The bulk of global financial
flows are conducted by 25 financial market centers, and 60 percent of international currency
flows are associated with the world’s largest bank. Global cities also form the basis for the
concentration of global financial systems. The ultimate location factor is strategic geographical
location, so the cities with the best strategic geographical locations have the greatest clout in
the global arena (Bernek, Á. 2018). Growth axes and regions have formed, with cities at their
center, from the Boston-New York-Washington axis to the Pearl River Delta in Asia (Hong Kong-
Shenzhen-Guangzhou) to Singapore. According to international forecasts, the territorial



intensity of urbanization will shift toward the east and the south by 2030 (UNDP 2018). When
taking into account the new urban competitiveness factors, such as connectivity, creativity,
knowledge, technology, innovation, and participation in global trade, supplemented with welfare
factors including security, livability and sustainability, the new urban competitiveness rankings
will increasingly be dominated by the cities on the eastern coast of Asia, for example
Singapore, Seoul, Shanghai, Beijing, Shenzhen, and Tokyo (Csizmadia, N. 2019a).The Belt
and Road Initiative’s impact on the Eurasian connectivity will be crucial. Eurasia was a
dominant player in the 20th century in terms of geopolitics, and according to Mackinder’s
theory, the power wielded over Eurasia is the key to securing a world power position. Eurasia is
“key” from the perspective of geopolitics, because, for example, if China abandons the Pacific
force field and the United States to build the Eurasian continent instead, this will spell doom for
the power of the US and the West. For the first time, land powers can gain the upper hand over
sea powers. According to Zbigniew Brzezinski, if Eurasia is the largest continent in the world
from a geopolitical perspective, the region has to be treated as a single entity in a geostrategic
sense.The Belt and Road Initiative comprises railways, the development of sea- and land-
based ports, the construction of highways, and the establishment and development of logistic
centers; in other words, networks operating in the form of economic corridors, creating a link
between Europe and Asia, which will form a new, interconnected Eurasia. Since the
announcement of the program, China has made ambitious financial investments and plans to
turn the idea of the new economic region in Eurasia into reality. The main goal of the Belt and
Road Initiative is to move the world economy’s axis back from the oceans to land, and restore
and reinforce Eurasia’s old economic, political, and cultural role (Eszterhai, V. 2016). The Belt
and Road Initiative is actually a complex network that can be expanded flexibly in both time
and space. The New Silk Road consists not only of infrastructure networks but also of
knowledge sharing, interpersonal relationships, and cultural and financial cooperation. The
initiative connects the players who constitute the new phase of globalization and represent
40% of global GDP and 70% of the earth’s population (Eszterhai, V. 2016). The main hubs of
the infrastructure networks built within the framework of the New Silk Road will reorganize the
regions in terms of their significance, with new centers cropping up. These new centers can be
determined using “geofusion”, which will be defined in the next chapter and is the chief
achievement of the present work.‘Geofusion’, a term devised and developed by me, examines
the spatial correlations among complex global phenomena. It is a theory and a methodology at
the same time, a model that helps interpret the world of networks arranged into hubs by
analyzing the relationship between the geographical, social, economic, and political
developments at the hierarchical regional levels. It is also an essential tool for exploring the
new global world order, using geofusion maps to assist in making sense of a world globalized
in networks.Based around geography, geofusion connects various disciplines (economics,
geopolitics, geoeconomics, network analysis, international relations, global economics) and, as
a new synthesis, it reflects current global trends through new (so-called geofusion) maps.
Geofusion as a synthesis examines the spatial processes of global trends in the age of
networks. It produces new results in geography with the simultaneous application of economic
policy, technology, design, and visualization.As an approach, geofusion is the synthesis of
various network maps depicting the functional, geoeconomic relations arranged into hubs to
show the intensity of the functional, aerial, land-based, water-based and IT connectivity
networks and their social and economic potential. It can be used to outline and explore the
economic power centers and gateway regions of our world. Applied correctly at a national level,
the foreign trade of a country can be planned by understanding and taking into account the



constantly changing geopolitical and geostrategic trends.Geofusion maps offer new
perspectives on a wide range of areas, presenting geopolitical and geoeconomic correlations
by using connectivity. They can be used to determine geopolitical structures and identify the
main power centers of the multipolar world economy based on geographical factors.Main
Questions for Geofusion 2.0I used this approach to determine the geopolitical and economic
force fields in a new, multipolar world. By analyzing how hubs in a network can connect to
geopolitical force fields, what the typical directions of change are, and what trends and visions
can be formulated using them, this book can offer the following claims:In the process of
understanding our new, multipolar geopolitical and economic world, geographical factors and
geofusion input factors can be used to determine the force fields and centers.In the new world
order of global networks, the centers of gravity in geopolitics, geoeconomics and geostrategy,
and force fields shift, and geofusion as a method can be used to understand this. The new
global force fields and power centers cluster around and culminate in hubs, in other words
global urban networks or “Fusionopolises”.Eurasia will be increasingly dominant thanks to the
Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), and the global cities and countries on the Eurasian continent
could be the winners of the new, multipolar world order.Evidence and MethodologyThis work is
mainly based on English and Hungarian sources. The most important is my 2016 book,
Geofusion – Mapping of the 21st Century published in Hungarian and the product of my
research and data collection in recent years. The secondary literature includes Hungarian and
international analyses in the fields of geopolitics, geoeconomics, geostrategy, political
geography, social sciences, international relations, economics, global economics, network
analysis, connectography, and urban development, as well as analyses of the latest economic
and technological trends and megatrends. These may be consulted under “References“ in
Chapter 7.The data is derived from three studies I conducted, incorporated here with the
following methodologies. First, international databases were examined based on geographical
factors, using a total of 99 indicators. Taking into account the database rankings of The World
Factbook, the World Bank, the World Economic Forum, Statista, IDP, UNDP, IMF, and the UN,
country rankings were determined with the help of the indicators.As a second method, global
cities were examined based on 16 competitiveness indices. Building on the existing
competitiveness indices, the results were synthetized to create global urban competitiveness
rankings. The various urban competitiveness rankings were divided into four groups: global and
economic power factors; infrastructure, connectivity, and financial center factors; livability and
sustainability factors; and knowledge and technology factors. This was then related to the City
Momentum Index study published by the JLL Business of Cities research center in 2018,
where the significance of certain cities was assessed, primarily based on financial and
business activities, investment profiles, infrastructure, quality of life, innovation activities,
governance, and demographic trends. My global urban competitiveness ranking and the list of
the most important global urban centers in the JLL study exhibit similarities.The third element,
of my research was a spatial division of the world, consisting of 36 regions and developed
based on Saul Bernard Cohen’s geopolitical regional divisions. I examined, using various
(connectivity) maps, where these network nodes are within the countries of the regions, and
their “territorial density”. I used transport maps (road network, railway network, air traffic, main
maritime transport routes, territorial location of submarine internet cables), a network map of
scientific cooperation (for 2005-2009 and 2010-2016), and the location of global cities and
megacities. I based my work on the ESRI database, NASA’s connectivity maps and aerial
photographs, and maps of Artificial Sky 3D and the “Earth at Night” project by ESRI. The
geofusion world maps were used to determine 36 regions. Then, the maps of the individual



connectivity factors, employed as input rating factors, were examined with the quantile method,
by creating equal-frequency class intervals, which provided information on the location of the
values. The quantiles were used to determine the regional scores of the input rating maps from
1 to 5 (quintiles), in accordance with the density of their networks, by using a grid. Employing
the quantile method in this case was also considered important because if trends are to be
determined, this method helps with the incomparable factors that comprise connectivity.
Moreover, geofusion is a geographical synthesis based on quintile grid rating. The analysis
sought to find the reach of the force lines based on density, and their orientation was also
established.Geopolitical structures can be outlined based on my own three research results
(regarding nation-states, global cities, and geopolitical force fields and regions) and the
methodologies under review, with the help of geofusion. The creation of the geofusion method
is a new scientific result, and it is an essential tool for exploring the new global world order, or a
world globalized in networks, for which a “yardstick” is provided by the geographical maps
produced through geofusion analysis.The Structure of Geofusion 2.0The second chapter
examines the relationship between geography and geopolitics to show how geopolitics as a
science relates to geography, and how geographical sciences help understand geopolitical
trends and developments. According to Haggett’s global geographical synthesis (Haggett, P.
1996), geography has an increasingly interdisciplinary nature. Geopolitics works on the basis
of political geography, and this study presents the past hundred years’ most important ideas
and thinkers related to the development of the organic state (Ratzel, Kjellén), the German
geopolitical school (Haushofer), the Anglo-American geostrategy school (Mackinder,
Spykman), the post-war American geopolitical school (Brzezinski, Kissinger, Friedman), and
critical geopolitics, which emerged in the 1980s, as well as geoeconomic thinkers (Luttwak,
Lorot, Gasimli) and schools of thought.The third chapter presents, through geopolitical factors,
how different geographical places (e.g. countries, regions, cities, and economic power centers)
can be determined by geopolitical structures. The chapter is based on the structure of
Mendes’ (Dias, C. M. M. 2005) geopolitical factors, and my research builds on that to provide a
detailed presentation of four factor groups. These groups are the natural and physical factors,
demographic and human factors, structural factors (economy, technology, trade, military
elements), and connectivity factors (transportation and infrastructure). The interconnected
networks are presented and analyzed in detail. The description of the factors provides a basis
for establishing the most important actors and places in the evolving, multipolar world order of
the 21st century. The chapter ends with the presentation of the most important world theories
and geopolitical spatial divisions from the end of the 20th century and the beginning of the
21st century, together with the corresponding thinkers. These include the geopolitical spatial
division in the first decades of the 21st century by Saul Bernard Cohen (Cohen, S. B. 2009),
the civilizational world order or spatial division by Samuel Huntington (Huntington, S. P. 1998),
as well as the projections by Ruan Wei, George Friedman, Juan Pérez Ventura, and Ágnes
Bernek (Bernek, Á. 2018). The paper proposes the described complex assessment after
presenting the geofusion and network hub maps used in the methodology. This analysis
reveals the utility of geofusion, a vital new measurement methodology for geopolitics and
geography. When incorporated into the methodology of network science, geofusion
synthesizes the new, associative geographical maps and makes projections based on spatial
distribution of specialized fields that were considered incomparable until now.Chapter 4 is
about the new world order of the 21st century, based on the factors described in Chapter 3. It
presents the key trends that determine the coming decades and the drivers of the transitional
period in which we currently exist. It describes the principal features of today’s geopolitical



world order in four subchapters. The first describes a new “geoeconomic world order”, with the
main findings and trends. The second portrays the technological transition with the world of
fusions and networks. The third subchapter is about global cities, since in this 21st-century
economic world order, they will be the main power centers of our age, as a result of to
technological progress. Taking into account the emergence of global cities, their
competitiveness factors, the geographical and geopolitical factors presented in Chapter 3, and
the existing global competitiveness rankings, I present here a new global competitiveness
ranking and classification called “Fusionopolis”. New power centers will emerge through the
links of international spatial networks and hubs, fusional spatial meeting points, and functional
geography (connectography). By taking into account technological factors and long-term
sustainability, the global cities of the Eurasian continent are the most important players in this
new system. The fourth subchapter analyzes whether we are truly witnessing a new Eurasian
economic and geopolitical age with a basis of long-term sustainability and resting on the Belt
and Road Initiative launched in 2013. Using geofusion, I propose which regions and
geographical places will become important in the years ahead due to the developments of the
BRI. I conclude with a focus on the economic force field of Central and Eastern Europe with a
special focus on Hungary’s geopolitical role.Chapter 5 summarizes the preceding three
chapters and synthetizes the scientific results to confirm or refute the original hypotheses. At
the end of the chapter, the further avenues and challenges for research are mentioned and the
summary of the results proposes a new yardstick for the new economic and geopolitical world
order, where the world order is the world globalized in networks, and the yardstick is the
collection of the associative geographical maps produced with the new method of “geofusion”.
The book concludes with references and appendices, which include a detailed list of geofusion,
geopolitical, and economic maps and infographics; global urban competitiveness rankings; and
country rankings by geographical rankings.CHAPTER 2The Relationship Between Geography
and GeopoliticsThe Interdisciplinary Relationship Between Geography and GeopoliticsThe
place of geography in the system of sciencesGeography once referred solely to the description
of Earth; however, by the 20th century, it grew out of the descriptive role and integrated a
spatial approach at its frontiers, creating its own subdomains. Nowadays a wide range of
sciences, especially social sciences, increasingly turn to geography out of necessity nowadays.
New ideas are produced with remarkable intensity in the interdisciplinary fields of economics
and geography. The central role played by these geographical features in the development of
countries and the global economy is increasingly seen as important in mainstream economic
thinking. For example, the rise of geoeconomics, which develops at the intersection of
geography, geopolitics, and economics, is due to the realization that development is best
explained on a global scale by geographical and historical correlations.The main aim of the
book Geography: A Global Synthesis by Peter Haggett, a professor emeritus at the University
of Bristol, is to present the whole spectrum of geography in a modern approach. According to
him, geography has become a synthetizing science that deals with the spatial context,
correlation, distribution, and interrelationships of the social, economic, and environmental
processes and phenomena that occur on Earth. Geographical synthesis concerns all branches
of geography as well as the neighboring disciplines. Among geographical disciplines, a new
fault line was opened with the appearance of regional science in the 20th century. Haggett
breaks down the study of geography into five topics. These are location, place, movement,
human-environrelations, and region.Over time, several researchers have defined the
significance of geography in space and time.Hartshorne explains geography as follows:
“Geography is concerned to provide accurate, orderly, and rational description and



interpretation of the variable character of the earth’s surface” (Hartshorne, R. 1959).According
to Ackerman, “it is nothing less than an understanding of the vast, interacting system
comprising all humanity and its natural environment on the surface of the earth” (Ackerman, E.
A. 1963).The Ad Hoc Committee on Geography claimed that “it seeks to explain how the
subsystems of the physical environment are organized on the earth’s surface, and how man
distributes himself over the earth in his space relation to physical features and to other
men” (Ad Hoc Committee on Geography, 1965). M. Yeates asserted that “geography can be
regarded as a science concerned with the rational development and testing of theories that
explain and predict the spatial distribution and location of various characteristics on the surface
of the earth” (Yeates, M. 1968).In the mid-1990s, Harm de Blij said that “geography is the
science of place. Its vision is grand, its view panoramic. It sweeps the surface of the Earth,
charting the physical, organic, and cultural terrains.” Also in the mid-1990s, the most
prestigious geographical grouping, the American Geographical Society (AAG) defined the
study of geography as “an integrative discipline that brings together the physical and human
dimensions of the world in the study of people, places, and environments” (American
Geographical Society, 1994).Not long after, Haggett argued in the aforementioned work that
the study of geography is the examination of varied correlations. It describes what type of
places are where, and answers why they are there and how they came to be the way they are,
and what it causes that they are there.The interdisciplinary nature of geography as described
in Geography: A Global Synthesis is presented in Figure 1. My research develops Haggett’s
ideas shown in red as well as the related sciences to which a link is established (blue). This
figure also shows how Haggett’s arguments on the complex and varied nature of geography
paved the way for the advanced, multi-disciplinary nature of geofusion.Figure 1: The related of
geographical synthesisSource: Author’s work based on Peter Haggett’s Geography: A Global
SynthesisGeography as a tool for getting to know the worldTo me, geography is “a tool for
getting to know the world”. In the classic approach, the two main branches of geography are
physical geography and social geography, and both can be divided into general geography and
regional geography. In another approach, the uniform science of geography can be divided into
social geography, physical geography, and regional geography. Physical geography deals with
surface landforms and their spatial distribution. Its subbranches include geomorphology,
hydrogeography, biogeography, and soil geography. The other branch of geography, social
geography, examines the spatiality of life’s phenomena and social developments. It covers the
economy (economic geography, industrial geography, agricultural geography, geography of
services), the settlement network (settlement geography, in particular urban geography),
transportation networks (transport geography), and the spatial distribution of the population
(population geography). Other related fields of social geography include tourism geography,
strategic geography, military geography, political geography, historical geography, cultural
geography, behavioral geography, innovation geography, geography of talent, and sports
geography.Geopolitics and its related science, political geography, are relatively new areas,
which appeared as independent disciplines at the end of the 19th century (Szilágyi, I. 2018).
Political geography as the science of the geographical analysis of political phenomena studies
the change in state borders and the territory of states, the political and administrative division
of countries, international organizations and their relationships to each other as well as the
political activities of various social groups (Suba, J. 2002). Among social sciences, it is closely
related to political science. Political geography and geopolitics are intimately correlated, since
the former is part of geography, and geopolitics is based on political geography. Geography as
an interdisciplinary science deals with physical geography, economic geography, and social



geography at the same time. Political geography builds on social geography. Fields related to
geopolitics include international economics, economics, sociology, demography, international
law, cartography, and economic and regional geography. Geopolitics lies at the intersection of
political science, economics, social sciences, and natural sciences.In his 2011 book, Ricardo
Méndez Gutiérrez del Valle presents geopolitics at the junction of the theory of international
relations and political geography. It is closely related to political science, international relations,
international economics, economic geography, regional geography, demography, geostrategy
and political geography, the history of international relations, the sociology of international
relations, and cartography.In geopolitics, just like in geography, space, place, and location are
crucial (local and potential energy), along with borders, identities, civilizations, geopolitical
patterns and codes, world system models, and the interpretation of globalization processes.
Geopolitics is closely related to geography, political geography, social geography, history,
economics, and social sciences, which are much more established disciplines (Szilágyi, I.
2018).In my own definition, geopolitics describes the relationship between power, economics,
and space, as well as the impact of geographical space on the behavior of individual countries
(and cities in particular) in the international arena.In his book published in 2018, A geopolitika
elmélete (“The Theory of Geopolitics”), István Szilágyi defines geopolitics as follows:
“Geopolitics as a multidisciplinary social science dealing with the spatial and partly
geographical aspects of international relations emerged between the last third of the
19th century and the first decade of the 20th century, in the world of academic sciences, higher
education, political thinking, and decision-making” (my translation).In the words of Saul
Bernard Cohen, the essence of geopolitics is “the relationship which exists between
international power politics and the corresponding characteristics of geography” (Cohen
2009).To quote Ágnes Bernek, “geopolitics is not theory, it is the extraordinary practice, so the
main aim of the geopolitical approach is to explain the political and economic processes of the
world, and especially the spatial issues behind them. Put simply, it describes who controls the
world, from where, and how (driven by what interests), in what specific geographic
setting” (Bernek, Á. 2012).Geofusion 2.0:The interaction between geopolitics, geoeconomics
and geographyThe main claim of geoeconomics is that as a result of globalization, states are
connected to each other to such an extent that governments are forced to forgo most
traditional military and political tools, and countries mainly seek to influence each other’s
behavior and thus secure more power by economic means. Therefore, it focuses on
geographical interconnectedness, being inside or outside networks, hubs, and their impact on
international political developments. Although geoeconomics (as part of geopolitics)
synthetizes the areas of social geography, especially the results of economics and political
science (in particular the research on international trends), its main feature is the territorial
approach. According to Ágnes Bernek, geoeconomics is the implementation of geostrategies
with economic instruments and the research into and forecasting of the options for this
implementation (Bernek, Á. 2018).In our interconnected world, interdisciplinary research
uncovers new areas, flexibly pushing the boundaries of traditional sciences. During
interdisciplinary research, various areas work together to produce new cognitive structures.
Geofusion also covers the different “geosciences”, such as geopolitics and geoeconomics, and
it examines the link between the geographical trends at the hierarchical regional levels. In the
case of geofusion that focuses on geopolitics and geoeconomics, the relations and interactions
shown below can be demonstrated. Geofusion analyzes the link between the geographical
trends at the hierarchical regional levels.Nowadays, international spatial distribution is
undergoing a fundamental change, with major implications for regional and local developments.



Regional levels, such as economic force fields, hubs, global cities, countries, and national
economies as well as the larger regions and supranational regions should be examined in
conjunction with each other as they interact (Bernek, Á. 2012). The central feature of
geopolitics is territorial thinking and great efforts to establish territorial power and supranational
territorial strategies.Figure 2: The interaction between geography, politics and the
economySource: Author’s workFigure 3: The interaction between geography, politics and the
economy in the light of geofusion researchSource: Author’s work (based on Ciderova, M.
2013)If connections and interdisciplinary fields are considered, geopolitics examines spatial
and geographical developments as part of political sciences, from the perspective of the state
and politics. Meanwhile, geoeconomics does so from the perspective of social sciences, and
geography from the perspective of natural and social science (social geography comprises
economic geography and political geography). One also needs to mention regional sciences
that analyze economic and social trends from a territorial point of view. That is why I consider it
important to study global developments as a fusion or a new synthesis. Parag Khanna, a
leading geostrategic thinker, says that besides natural and social geography, a third type is
needed as well, namely the so-called “functional geography,” which I refer to as “new
geographical fusion” or geofusion. The most important claim of geofusion is that geographical
place/space does count, and this synthesis is intended to reflect global trends.The scientific
classification of geopolitics and its identification as a science are still subject to academic
debate. Despite the academic discussions, geopolitics is not a useless scientific approach, as it
undertakes to analyze the correlations between the complex phenomena of the world. The
introduction of geofusion itself fits into this tradition.The fusion of economics and economic
geography and the “new economic geography” paradigm were introduced by economist Paul
Krugman in the 1990s. The “new economic geography” paradigm, used in economics, was of
special importance because it allowed geographical and spatial analyses to return to the
mainstream of economics. This was a challenge to economic geography on the one hand, as
the need to change to a new approach became pressing, and called for revisiting the
theoretical modelling approaches in economics on the other hand. The “new economic
geography” paradigm, named by Krugman and based on his theory developed from modern
trade theory and spatial economics, is much more of an economic science than a geographic
one. Rezs�� Mészáros uses the term “geographical economics” (Mészáros, R. 2000).
“Geographical economics” was born because nowadays the geographical analysis of actual
places is impossible without basic economic notions and crucial market economy
processes.Geography dominates among the interdisciplinary fields related to geopolitics
(Kaplan, R. 2013). For example Yves, Lacostes shows that geography as a science, and its
branches, such as economic geography or population geography, cannot be decoupled from
their practical objectives (Lacoste, Y. 1990).In essence, geopolitics is an analysis method that
attempts to capture the full range of challenges arising in a specific geographical space.
Geopolitics is essential in synthetizing the information collected from the different disciplines
into a uniform picture (Mez��À F. 2006).Geopolitics has to provide an accurate description about
the geographical conditions and historical development of the countries, nations, and regions,
the ethnical makeup of, and the links between, the regions, their material and intellectual
resources, political objectives as well as the environmental, ecological, economic, and social
correlations of the various regions. In other words, it gives us a comprehensive and accurate
picture about the world.The Development of Geopolitical Thinking and Geopolitical
SchoolsSocial DarwinismThe two forerunners of geopolitical sciences were Friedrich Ratzel
(1844-1904) and the Swedish Rudolf Kjellén (1864-1922). While Ratzel approached the issue



from social science, analyzing the correlations between states’ behavior and actions, Kjellén
studied geographical processes from the perspective of social sciences. Both were the
representatives of social Darwinism. Kjellén was the first to use the term “geopolitics” (Parker,
G. 1998). However, social geography was named by Ratzel as ‘antropogeographie,’ and the
appearance of political geography was also related to his work, Political Geography, published
in 1897. In his organic state theory, Ratzel compares living organisms and state formations in
spatial growth and expansion.Geopolitics – as a science examining the relationship between
the state, geographical space, and political power from a unique viewpoint, using a special
methodological arsenal – reached maturity in 1916, becoming independent and a major
paradigm for analyzing international relations. In the definition of Rudolf Kjellén, “geopolitics is
the theory of the state as a geographical organism and spatial phenomenon, examining how
the state as a space functions. As a political science, it always considers the unity of the state.
Geopolitics is the science of the spatial realization of the state as a geographical
organism” (Kjellén, J. R. 1917). In other words, Kjellén looked at the state as a spatial
organism. From the perspective of scientific taxonomy, he considered geopolitics to be a state
theory that is part of political science. Rudolf Kjellén examined countries from the perspective
of five major power factors: political-geographical factor, population power, economic power,
social culture, and state governance power. Friedrich Ratzel’s ideas are closely related to those
of Rudolf Kjellén. According to Ratzel: “Geopolitics is the science of the impact of geographical
conditions and features, especially large spaces, on states’ lives; it claims that the rules of
geography are significant by analyzing the dependence of the individual and human society on
inhabited space. It contributes to the necessity of defining political behavior and governance in
a geographical sense” (Ratzel, F. 1897).Figure 4: Haushofer’s geopolitical modelSource:
Geopolitical Future, 2019Social Darwinists studied the impact the effect of geographical
setting, the terrain, and climate had on states’ economic and social development, international
relations, and clout in global politics (Szilágyi, I. 2018). Their theory was further developed by
Karl Ernst Haushofer (1869-1946), a leading figure in German geopolitics who created the
concept of pan-regions and examined their features in detail by borrowing and building on the
organic view of the state and geopolitical approach.While formulating the theory of pan-
regions, Haushofer based his work on the idea of pan-Americanism, dividing the earth into four
large pan-regions, which were further divided into smaller units of core areas and peripheries
(satellite states). The core areas were Germany, Russia, Japan, and the United States, which,
as leading powers, headed the core areas of the world that competed with each other. In pan-
America, the leading power is the US, while in pan-Europe, which also includes Africa
(Eurafrica), the leader is Germany, the continent’s core power. The pan-Russian territory is
dominated by Russia, whereas pan-Asia, especially east and southeast Asia, is controlled by
Japan. Haushofer’s concept underpinned the repartitioning of the world along north-south lines
and German power politics, for which it came under heavy criticism later on. The German
professor believed that the extent and size of the power space and the spatial growth of states
were vital in the lives of countries and empires (Figure 4).The geostrategic approachThe
development of geopolitics as an independent discipline was heavily influenced by the
geostrategic approach related to great-power and imperial interests. Its proponents examined
the geographical and regional aspects of strategic developments in history and the present
(space-time). The significance of the geopolitical approach lies in the fact that it focused on
areas that helped it in the second half of the 20th century, to establish, interpret, and explain
the international system. The representatives of the geostrategic approach are related to the
Anglo-Saxon geopolitical school, which is based on the works of British and American thinkers



in the late 19th century and the 20th century. These thinkers first focused on geostrategic aims
on securing control mainly over seas and continents, however, later concepts primarily
considered the objective of maintaining world power and democracy.The significance of Anglo-
Saxon geopolitical thinking and geostrategy has been proven by several major concepts over
time, such as Alfred Thayer Mahan’s theory on the significance of the seas, the Heartland and
World-Island theory by Sir Halford Mackinder from 100 years ago as well as the works of
Nicholas Spykman, and Saul Bernard Cohen in the 21st century.Alfred Thayer Mahan
(1840-1914) argued that it was essential for a country to have a strong navy and control
strategically important territories in the world. He determined six elements necessary for
establishing sea power: convenient geographical position (the appropriate shoreline, natural
resources and a favorable climate), physical conformation, extent of territory, number of
population, the character of the people living there and the character of the government
(Mahan, A. T. 1890).The greatest geopolitical thinker of anglophone geopolitics is the British
John Halford Mackinder (1861-1947), born in Scotland. Mackinder became famous for his
“Heartland” theory, in which he divided the world into a Heartland or Pivot Area comprising
Asia and certain parts of Eastern Europe; an Inner Crescent including today’s Germany,
Austria, Turkey, India, and China; and an Outer Crescent made up of the UK, South Africa,
Australia, the US, Canada, and Japan. According to the theory, the Heartland or Pivot Area is
of vital importance. Mackinder concluded that controlling the Heartland meant controlling the
world. Unlike Mahan, Mackinder placed more emphasis on the importance of land areas while
interpreting power in international relations (Wilhelm, B. 2017).Mackinder formulated his theory
on the Pivot Area, the Heartland, the Midland Ocean Alliance and Lenaland in defense of the
British Empire’s interests by linking geography, history, and European and Asian civilizations
and presenting their relationships (Figure 5).[1] Mackinder considers the geographical setting
of the countries, the role of the geographical space influenced by technological development,
and the regions with special characteristics crucial from the perspective of how international
relations develop. As he linked three disciplines (geography, history, and the theory of
international relations) and introduced an interdisciplinary approach to them, he is considered
one of the founders of the international order after World War II. Mackinder’s work is associated
with the development of the geostrategic nature of political geography and geopolitics. Even
today, anyone looking to devise a global geostrategy will inevitably refer to Mackinder’s output.
In his words: “Who rules East Europe commands the Heartland; who rules the Heartland
commands the World-Island; who rules the World-Island commands the World” (Mackinder, H.
J. 1919).Figure 5: Mackinder’s geopolitical model – The “Heartland” theorySource: Geopolitical
Future, 2019Mackinder’s most famous paper is the “Geographical Pivot of History,” which he
presented at the meeting of the Royal Geographical Society on January 25, 1904 (Mackinder,
H. J. 1904). In the context of the political analysis of Europe and Asia, Mackinder sought to
establish the interactions between geographical and historical processes and major events. He
also coined the political term “Eurasia,” which not only suggests that Europe and Asia form a
single continent from a geological perspective, but also, and more importantly, that the peoples
and countries of Europe and Asia are in the center of global power. While studying the
civilizational conflict between Europe and Asia, he found that the Pivot Area of world history is
the vast region of Russia stretching from the Urals almost to the Pacific, which is “inaccessible
to ships, but in antiquity lay open to the horse-riding nomads, and is today about to be covered
with a network of railways” (Mackinder, H. J. 1904).The development of geopolitical thinking
after 1945Nicholas John Spykman (1893-1943) also used the Mackinderian approach as a
starting point. However, he disputed the claim that the Heartland was crucial for controlling the



world. He believed that ruling the Rimland, i.e. coastal lands of Europe, the Middle East and
Asia, was vital for acquiring world dominance. In the interest of its security, the United States
also needed the European balance of power to be maintained. Similar to Mahan and
Mackinder, Spykman also placed great emphasis on a particular area and its special features,
for example demographic clout, natural resources, and industrial development.With his
Geography of Peace, Spykman showed in 1944 that he had developed a uniform geostrategic
system by successfully merging Mackinder’s Heartland concept, Mahan’s theory on sea power,
and his theory on the role of the United States as a global power. As Spykman stipulated, “who
rules the Rimland rules Eurasia; Who rules Eurasia rules the World” (Spykman, N. J. 1944).
According to him, coastal islands and island continents, with the exception of Japan and the
UK, were not relevant from a world power perspective. Therefore in the new international order
that emerged in the wake of World War II, the global presence of the US and a system of
alliances situated around the Heartland, strengthening the Rimland, and ensuring American
control was a force to be reckoned with in Europe, the Far East, and all the regions of the world
(Figures 6-7).Figure 6: Spykman’s “Rimland” geopolitical theorySource: Geopolitical Future,
2019 Note: “Who rules the Rimland rules Eurasia; Who rules Eurasia rules the World”After
World War II, British geopolitics lost its momentum, whereas American geopolitical thinkers
had an increasingly clear idea about the road their country should take. For example, in 1947
George Kennan (1904-2005) formulated the American containment policy. According to him,
the US had to contain the Soviet Union and also engage in confrontation with it, should the
need arise, through providing economic and other kinds of assistance to developing countries
(Kennan, G. 1947).The focus shifted away from geopolitical thinking between 1946 and 1970,
before the appearance of the French and new American geopolitical schools. The latter was
represented by Geoffrey Sloan and Colin Gray, as well as Henry Kissinger and Zbigniew
Brzezinski, who was born in Poland but lived and worked in the US. In their work on political
geography, Peter Taylor and Colin Flint wrote about world systems and world models.Figure 7:
Comparison of Mackinder’s and Spykman’s geopolitical modelSource: Geopolitical Futures,
2019For example, in 1979 Henry Kissinger added the linkage theory to the scientific
approaches developed until then, although this idea was rather indirectly related to the
objective of territorial influence. According to Zbigniew Brzezinski (1928-2017), the United
States could only continue the containment policy against the Soviet Union by obtaining control
over the pivotal countries that were significant from an economic and military perspective due
to their geographical location.In the 20th century, the political concept of Eurasia appears at
Brzezinski as the “Eurasian chessboard,” summarizing the geostrategic objectives of the US
regarding Eurasia (Brzezinski, Z. 1999). Eurasia has also been a central element in the new
Russian geopolitics since 2000, because Neo-Eurasianis – i.e. the establishment of the new
bipolarity, Eurasianism as opposed to Atlanticism – is a key driver of current Russian power
politics (Dugin, A. 2004). The geopolitical importance of Eurasia is not only due to its favorable
geographical and strategic position. This macroregion is home to 70% of the earth’s
population, it produces 60% of global GDP, and holds 75% of the world’s known energy
reserves. In the first half of the 21st century, most of the rapidly developing countries that strive
for great-power and regional status and influence are here, including China, France, Germany,
India, Indonesia, Iran, Japan, Korea, South Russia, and Turkey.Brzezinski argues that in the
context of maintaining and implementing US hegemony, the different squares of the Eurasian
chessboard include five geostrategic players (Germany, France, Russia, India, China) several
geopolitical pivots (Ukraine, Turkey, Azerbaijan, Iran, and South Korea) as well as potential
geopolitical players (UK, Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan, Pakistan, Thailand, Taiwan, Japan, and



Indonesia). For American geopolitics, exercising political power over the Eurasian economic
and geopolitical force field is key. Brzezinski argues that the most dangerous geostrategic
scenario for the US would be the emergence of a “grand coalition of China, Russia, and
perhaps Iran” (Brzezinski, Z. 1999).[2]The theory of pivotal states outlined by Paul Kennedy et
al. shows similarities with Brzezinski’s concept. According to their 1996 study, five years after
the collapse of the Soviet Union, the United States had not been able to formulate a general
foreign policy stance. Kennedy asserts that in an anarchic and decentralized world, the security
of the US does not depend anymore on the maintenance or fall of communism. However, the
large number and intensity of challenges calls for the development of a comprehensive
strategy. In this situation, the US needs to determine stable long-term priorities and objectives.
The relations with Europe, Japan, Russia, and China are undoubtedly crucial. Nevertheless,
stability in other regions of the world, especially developing countries, is important for the
national interests of the United States. “It is vital that America focus its efforts on a small
number of countries whose fate is uncertain and whose future will profoundly affect their
surrounding regions. These are the pivotal states” (Kennedy, P. 1999).Figure 8: Saul Bernard
Cohen’s geopolitical map for the 21st centurySource: Saul Bernard Cohen, Geopolitics, 2009A
notion analogous to Zbigniew Brzezinski’s and Paul Kennedy’s concept described above, and
exhibiting similar features, can be found in Saul Bernard Cohen’s 2009 book, Geopolitics: The
Geography of International Relations, an analysis of the four geostrategic regions and realms
of the early 21st century. Cohen writes about a trade-dependent maritime realm, a Eurasian
continental realm, an East Asian realm, and the Indian Ocean realm, headed and influenced
by India. Within the geostrategic realms or large regions, there are geopolitical regions,
shatterbelts, compression zones and gateways. The geostrategic realms and geopolitical
regions include leading nations and great powers (Figure 8). Cohen’s geopolitical analysis
about the first quarter of the 21st century lists seven great powers or power centers, namely
the United States, Brazil, the European Union, Russia, India, China, and Japan (Cohen, S. B.
2009).New Functional Paradigm – Geoeconomic ThinkingThe significance of geoeconomics
and critical geopoliticsThe early 1990s ushered in fundamental changes in both world politics
and the global economy, and the global economy period began. In this new age, social
sciences started focusing on the increasing globalization of great powers rather than their
military rivalry, and this launched research with a new approach in political geography and
geopolitical research (Bernek, Á. 2018). The most important developments of the world no
longer happen at the level of nation states alone, since the economic transactions between
individual countries have increasingly diminished relative to global economic trends.In the
global world, in this approach and period, space is of no significance, the role of distances is
reduced, Earth is shrinking. In his 1996 work, Richard O’Brien envisioned the “end of
geography,” because with the spread of the internet we are now living in a period where we can
connect with others across the world in seconds. Of course, the players in the global economy,
transnational corporations and international financial flows, also have a pronounced spatiality.
The role of geography has not disappeared, on the contrary, it has become increasingly
important as Robert D. Kaplan argues in his book, The Revenge of Geography (Kaplan, R.
2013).A paradigm shift started in political geography in 1995, partly due to the transformation
of the global economy, the realignment in political relations, and the rise of technological
progress, as well as environmental and social issues. The most important conclusion of A
Global World? – Re-ordering Political Space (Anderson, J. Brook, C. Cochrane, A. 1996) is that
the global political arena is being realigned. This changing political attitude is related to a new
geopolitical approach, the so-called “critical geopolitics,” which increasingly includes cultural



and economic issues rather than territorial expansion by armed interventions. Edward Luttwak
referred to this critical geopolitics with an economic approach as geoeconomics (Luttwak, E.
1990).The emergence of critical geopolitics is attributed by the international professional
community of geographers and political geographers to a paper by Gearóid Ó Tuathail, a
researcher at the Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University, published in 1986.
“Geopolitics is back and has been a significant element in the revival of political geography. […]
This revival, however, has so far failed to produce a significant, critical, and non-nationalistic
explanation of the phenomenon. Many continue to follow the Mackinderian research tradition
and emphasize policy recommendation. […] They wish, in essence, to practice geopolitics. The
need and desirability of domination and control is an implicit assumption of this politically
ethnocentric and normative research. A second emerging perspective on geopolitics is a much
more critical one. […] Some research from this perspective has touched on geopolitics […] but
none has explicitly examined the particular form and nature of contemporary geopolitics” (Ó
Tuathail, G. 1986).Critical geopolitics is hardly considered a theory on the examination of the
relationship between space and power. Rather, it analyzes the process of knowledge
production and creation. It is a matter of geopolitics how power politics can be implemented by
economic means in this new age of the global economy.In Edward Luttwak’s interpretation,
“geoeconomics is not more and not less than the continuation of the ancient rivalry of the
nations by new industrial means,” so war is replaced by economic competition (Luttwak, E.
1990). In other words, the classic geopolitical approach is supplanted by a new “functional
discipline,” the geoeconomic approach. Luttwak argues that the struggle between nations is a
rivalry on the world market to acquire as large a share as possible, which requires a
strategy.The French scholar Pascal Lorot, the other leading figure of geoeconomic thinking,
emphasizes the strategic nature of geoeconomics. “Geoeconomic analyses focus on
developing economic strategies, mainly trade strategies, that help nations (nation states)
protect their own national economy or certain sectors within that. They also assist their own
domestic companies in acquiring new technologies, boosting the production of these
companies to the global market, and expanding their global market share” (Lorot, P.
1999).Unsurprisingly, geoeconomics, which emerged on the boundaries of geopolitics,
economic sciences and economics, economic strategy, political science, and geography, is
gaining increasing importance. The difference between geoeconomics and economic
geography is that while the latter examines the spatial setting of economic activities,
geoeconomics deals with international conflicts related to geographical factors and uses
economic tools to analyze the international strategies and foreign policy of individual countries
(Cohen, S. 2009; Simai, M. 2014).With geoeconomics, spatiality has gained increasing
importance. For example, a 2000 study by the Inter-American Development Bank (IDB) was
entitled “Is geography destiny?” (Gallup, J. L. – Gaviria, A. – Lora, E. eds. 2003). The paper
describes that the geographical factor, spatiality and the “setting” of a given community have
always been important and become crucial in today’s conditions. In Global Shift: Mapping the
Changing Contours of the World Economy published in 2003, English economist Peter Dicken
wrote that the changes attributed to globalization were overstated, and emphasized their
inequalities across space and time (Dicken, P. 2003).In 2009, the annul report of the World
Bank, entitled “Reshaping economic geography” also described the consequences of
reshaping economic geography (World Bank, 2009). Other geoeconomic researchers include
the Serbian Blagoje Babi�p (Babi�rÀ B. 2009), Savona and Jean (Savona, P. – Jean C. 1995), the
Russian Kochetov (Kochetov 2006), and economists Sheth Jagdish and Rajendra Sisodia
(Sheth, J. – Sisodia, R. 2006). In Hungary, Ágnes Bernek and Ferenc Mez�� were the first to



write articles on Geoeconomics (Bernek, Á. 2010; Mez��À F. 2006). Klaus Solberg Søilen (Søilen,
K. S. 2012) expanded the definition of geoeconomics by integrating resources and
emphasizing the importance of competition.[3]In the globalizing world economy, the definition
of the so-called “geo-economy” has become especially key in geoeconomics. In this respect, a
seminal work was published by Vusal Gasimli (Gasimli, V. 2015), from Azerbaijan. According to
Gasimli: geoeconomics is a new tool in great power games, describing the competition in the
global economy for obtaining the earth’s resources and determining relations in power centers
(Gasimli, V. 2015). He believes that geoeconomics include aironomics, the fight for resources,
and the competition for producing energy and minerals.Gasimli disputes the claim by Daron
Acemoglu and James Robinson from 2013 stating in their book, Why Nations Fail, that
geography does not matter from the perspective of the rise of nations, as everything depends
on the development and fairness of the institutional system (Robinson, J. – Acemoglu, D.
2013). He analyzed how countries developed and expanded during the history of great powers
and power centers, and concluded that the role of the prevailing technologies, innovations, and
innovators has always been immense. Life today does not depend solely on arable land and
the minerals beneath the surface of the earth, because the economy of a country can flourish
through a productive primary, secondary, tertiary, or even quaternary sector, or high-quality
education and research and development projects (Gasimli, V. 2015).The necessity and main
objectives of the new geopoliticsIn the early 21st century, the descriptive method of geopolitics
disappeared, as, according to Edward Luttwak (Luttwak, E. 1990), the Western world’s political
views shifted from geopolitics to geoeconomics. The geoeconomic age refers to continuous
international cooperation or rivalry rather than harmonious interdependence. Geopolitics is the
science, geography, and power instrument of the global arena. That is why modern geopolitics
can be defined as science, as it established its international prestige by looking for tensions in
a pre-determined geographical space, the territorial view of the states, thereby delimiting the
global arena. Geopolitics is not confined to the fringes of science, it is a comprehensive
science that connects the results of numerous disciplines to provide a uniform, complex picture
about them (Mez��À F. 2006).CHAPTER 3Geopolitical Factors and Structures: The Role of
Geography and Places in Geopolitical FactorsClassification of Geopolitical FactorsAccording to
György Szapáry, the geopolitical power of a country is determined by the following geopolitical
factors: size, location, length of the coastline, population, GDP, economic development, military
power, natural resources, education, innovation, role in trade, and structure of exported goods
(Szapáry, Gy. 2017).
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