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[bookmark: _Toc969017872] Executive Summary
[bookmark: _Int_ibbPaVOY]This assignment examines misinformation and disinformation as major global risks and their impact on sustainable development through the Sustainable Development Goals. Drawing on theories such as weak and strong sustainability and the Environmental Kuznets Curve, it argues that misinformation is not just a communication issue but a deeper problem that undermines trust, governance, and long-term resilience.
It shows how misinformation interacts with challenges like Artificial Intelligence, political instability, and climate change, weakening institutions and limiting the effectiveness of technological solutions. Across multiple SDGs, misinformation creates false shortages by blocking access to reliable information, cooperation, and effective decision-making.
From a strong sustainability perspective, trust, social cohesion, and institutional strength are essential and cannot be replaced by technology or economic growth. The assignment concludes that tackling misinformation must be a central priority, requiring international cooperation, better regulation, and long-term efforts to build more resilient societies.
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The World Economic Forum is an international organisation that unites leaders to influence global policies and economic agendas who yearly create a Global Risks Report, (Schwab, K. 2015). Miró-Pérez, A. P. (2020), suggests that a yearly meeting in Switzerland is attended by top political leaders, business leaders, journalists, and intellectuals where discussions around health, environment and economic development are held.  However, Vargas, V. (2020), proposes through their study that the World Economic Forumdoes notot live up to its own idea due to unclear decision making, inconsistent coordination and difficulty achieving outcomes undermining its mission. Although there has been a democratic space created it often becomes dominated by certain groups, not equal participation, and power imbalances. Meng, W. (2026), reports that the global risks in 2026 is dominated by climate ecological pressures, political conflict, and fast escalating cyber threats all which interact and rapidly contributing to global risks.  
Ozili, P, K, (2022), described that to guarantee that future generations have access to resources are no worse than those available to the current generation, sustainable development is defined is defined as a development that seta boundaries on current use. This links directly to the Sustainable Development Goals which set out to combat issues around people, planet, prosperity, peace,, and partnership for future generations to enjoy the world as it is now or previously was, (United Nations, 2026).
World economic forum, (2026), have released the following as the top global risks for 2026 as:
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The subject of this assignment: Misinformation and disinformation, state based military conflict and Adverse outcomes of AI technology. While these risks are often discussed at a global level, they are increasingly experienced as part of everyday life. 
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[bookmark: _Toc387843078]Misinformation and disinformation

The World Economic Forum defines misinformation as false or inaccurate information shared without harmful intent, while disinformation refers to deliberately misleading or fabricating information designed to manipulate and deceive audiences, (Zurich, 2025). Karthik Shiva, B. (2025), portrays the significance of misinformation as not just a communication problem but a structural risk in the economy and society demonstrated through weak systems undermining trust, accountability and decision making in the digital market making it a direct threat to sustainable development.
Karaş, Z. (2024), proposes that Artificial Intelligence is the largest threat of global stability that is ever evolving. Jawhar, M., et al, (2025), suggests that the key drivers are linked to the rise of social media and artificial intelligence. Siman-Tov, D. (2019), claims misinformation and political instability feed off each other with political tension creating the ideal environment for information to spread in turn makes political situations more unstable. In conjunction with easily available materiel through technological advances will only intensify societal divisions.
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	Sustainable Development Goals
	Risk to sustainable development

	SDG. 3. Good health and wellbeing
	· Health misinformation
· During pandemics misinformation can spread faster than disease.
· Reduced trust in healthcare professionals

	SDG. 4. Quality Education
	· Erosion of critical thinking
· False educational content
· Academics may struggle to distinguish credible sources

	SDG. 5. Gender Equality
	· Reinforces harmful stereotypes
· Narratives often used to discredit women in leadership
· Fuel online harassment

	SDG 8. Decent work and economic growth
	· Damaging consumer confidence and business growth
· Distrusting financial markets
· Undermining Labour markets
· Disrupting Supply chain 
· Hindering policy change
· Widening equality

	SDG 10. Reduced Inequalities
	· Targeting and marketing venerable groups
· Widening the digital divide
· Undermining inclusive policy making
· Fuelling social and racial tensions
· Distorting financial markets and widening wealth groups
· Blocking access to accurate information

	SDG. 11. Sustainable cities and communities
	· Misinformation around migration/ crime/ housing
· False information during disasters
· Trust effects community cooperation

	SDG 16. Peace and justice
	· Undermining democratic institutions
· Fuelling conflict and violence
· Threatening press freedom and journalists
· Blocking access to accurate information
· Eroding trust in governance
· Enabling Authoritarianism

	SDG 13. Climate action
	· Denying and Distorting Climate Science
· Blocking climate policy
· Coordinating campaigns against climate events
· Greenwashing and corporate disinformation.
· Silencing climate defenders
· Undermining national climate cooperation

	SDG 17. Partnership for goals
	· Depends on shared information
· Damage of trust between governments and citizens
· Makes coordinated action more difficult.
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Raman, R., et al, (2024), study demonstrates that misinformation amplified by generative Artificial Intelligence has an interconnected impact on several Sustainable Development Goals. With Artificial intelligence and digital technologies sitting at the centre of contemporary misinformation ecosystems playing a decisive role in shaping sustainability in public health systems, (Saeidnia, H. R., et al, 2026).Although, there is potential to strengthen health surveillance, accelerate vaccine development and improve information that when applied to existing profit driven and poor governance digital infrastructures it complicated the very forces that threaten good health and wellbeing, (Kozlakidis, Z., e al, 2024).
Weak sustainability assumes that natural and social constraints on human wellbeing can be compensated for through technological innovation and human ingenuity, (Neumayer, E. 2025) Vaccines are a prime example of similar reasoning in public health with biomedical technology replacing natural vulnerability to disease enabling society to preserve wellbeing during ecological threats,(Graham, B. S., & Sullivan, N. J. 2018). However, this substitution depends on public trust and adoption. Misinformation undermines this by distorting public understanding of risks fuelling resistance against proven medical interventions, (Chen, X., et al, 2022). As a result, even the most effective technologies fail when there is refusal to use them. This reveals a core weakness in the weak sustainability argument; technology alone cannot replace public trust. 
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The rapid expansion of Artificial Intelligence and digital technologies has transformed access to education while also exposing structural limits. While Artificial Intelligence is often seen as a means of compensating for shortages in teaching and education the spread of misinformation undermines the quality of learning and weakness in substitution, (Fulsher, A. et al, 2026). As misleading context floods, the digital learning environment trust in teachers, academic institutions and shared knowledge is gradually eroded. This loss represents a deeper form of sustainability failure as institutions trust cannot be easily rebuilt through financial investment or technology advancement alone, (Ognyanova, K., et al, 2020). At the same time, misinformation creates a scarcity of reliable education by overwhelming learners, demonstrating that systemic breakdown can occur even when educational resources appear abundantly available.

[bookmark: _Toc426711462]SDG.5. Gender equality

Artificial intelligence undermines gender and equality by creating Neo- Malthusian form of social scarcity in women’s voices and participation are crowded out despite an abundance of digital platforms, (Kelly, M. T. 2021). There is often a target on women through harassment, stereotypes,, and false narratives overwhelming online spaces due to misinformation overload. Rather than expanding opportunities the overwhelming online platforms discourages female engagement in education,politics,s, and public debate, (Höhmann, D., et al, 2025). This mirrors neo-Malthusian logic, as a result digital environments become increasingly exclusionary reinforcing gender inequality even as technological capacity continues to expand, (Qualter, D. 2024).
From an Environmental Kuznets Curve perspective, Artificial Intelligence and digital development are often assumed to reduce social inequalities including gender inequality as society becomes technologically advanced, (Stecker, L., B, et al, 2026). Misinformation challenges this assumption by showing that progress is not automatic. n many contexts increased digitalisation intensifies gender inequalities by amplifying sexist stereotypes, online harassment targeting women, limiting their participation in education, eemployment, and public life, (Roy, P., et al, 2024). Without strong governance and inclusivity technological growth can settle rather than reduce gender disparities delaying any potential Environmental Kuznets Curve improvements, (Bilgili, F. et al, 2023).

[bookmark: _Toc1687781070]SDG.10. Reduced inequalities

Alongside the sustainable development of gender equality is reduced inequalities when applied to the Environmental Kuznets Curve creates similar outcomes of reduce social inequalities, (Bilgili, F., et al, 2023). However, misinformation intensified inequality rather than alleviating it. Marginalised groups are exposed to misleading information, algorithmic bias and digital exclusion limiting access to opportunities, services,, and political voice, (Kasy, M. 2024). Without effective governance and inclusivity technological growth can therefore widen inequality.  From a Malthusian perspective, inequality emerges when demand is placed on social systems exceeds their capacity to respond effectively. Artificial intelligence misinformation creates a neo-Malthusian dynamic by placing pressure on already limited social, economic, and institutional sources, (Saeidnia, H. R., et al, 2025). This generates a form of artificial scarcity where opportunities and protections become increasingly concentrated among disadvantaged groups despite societal capacity. As a result, inequity deepens not because sources are absent but due to misinformation distorting how sources are distributed and accessed.
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Misinformation generates a neo- Malthusian dynamic by placing excessive pressure on labour markets and economic institutions leading to exclusion rather than inclusive growth. Distortion in the labour market can lead to misrepresentation of job availability, (Ardichvili, A. 2022), skill requirements and migration while automated systems can create a false narrative that stigmatise certain workers. This increases competition for secure employment and overwhelms regulatory systems designed to ensure decent labour standards. As a result, economic inequity and job insecurity intensify not because of product capacity is insufficient but due to misdirection of access to opportunities and protections creating artificial scarcity. 
Simmar, P., et al, (2018), suggests that economic growth combined with strong institutions, governance, and policy reforms can reduce environmental and social harm. This aligns with the environmental Kuznets Curve and weak sustainable theories. However, this perspective risks contributing to misinformation by promoting the belief that continued economic growth will automatically resolve environmental problems. 



[bookmark: _Toc1172288524]SDG.11. Sustainable cities and communities

Making cities and communities inclusive, safe,, and sustainable depends on the availability of accurate and reliable information. As populations expand and pressures from house shortages, climate risk and social inequality intensify effective governance rely on informed public understanding. Misinformation and disinformation directly undermine this process distorting perceptions of challenges that cities are required to manage.
From a neo-Malthusian perspective, misinformation imposes excessive and unnecessary strain on urban systems that are already operating close to capacity (Jamalzadeh et al., 2025). False narratives surrounding housing, crime, and migration amplify fear and social division, generating resistance to inclusive planning and policy interventions. This reflects neo-Malthusian logic, in which unsustainability emerges not from absolute scarcity, but from distorted understandings of resource distribution and governance.
From a strong sustainability perspective, community cohesion and institutional trust represent irreplaceable social foundations that cannot be substituted through financial investment or technological solutions alone (Sanchez et al., 2025). When misinformation erodes trust between residents, communities, and local authorities, the cooperative relationships required for long-term resilience begin to break down, making inclusive and sustainable development increasingly difficult to achieve.
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Promoting peaceful and inclusive societies, ensuring access to justice, and building accountable and transparent institutions are central to sustainable governance. Misinformation and disinformation pose a significant threat to these foundations by undermining trust, distorting evidence-based decision making and operating through both weak sustainability assumptions and institutional dynamics, (Cambridge University Press ,2024).
Hope Sr, K. R. (2020), reflects a weak sustainability perspective by arguing that institutional reform can address development challenges without limiting economic growth. However, this assumption dissolves when misinformation erodes public trust which cannot be restored once damaged revealing a strong sustainability failure. From an institutional theory perspective misinformation disrupts shared norms and rules that underpin social order. Rahim, M. A., & Sarker, M. R. (2025), argues misinformation and political instability reinforces enables false information to spread deepening political tension.


[bookmark: _Toc1132934152]SDG. 13. Climate action

Climate misinformation generates a neo-Malthusian dynamic by obstructing effective responses to environmental limits. Persistent denial of climate science, often driven by economic and political interests. climate change misinformation is deliberately produced to undermine scientific consensus and delay policies aimed at reducing emissions. This misinformation reinforces weak sustainability and the Environmental Kuznets Curve by promoting the false belief that economic growth and technological progress will automatically solve environmental problems without fundamental change, (Jacques, P. J., & Dunlap, R. E. 2025)
This produces a manufactured crisis of climate resilience, where environmental and social breakdown is driven not by an absence of knowledge or solutions, but by misinformation that delays collective action and places further pressure on systems that are already struggling to cope.

[bookmark: _Toc2011560467]SDG.17. Partnership and goals 

Misinformation generates an artificial scarcity of collective capacity, where financial resources, technical expertise, and political will exist but cannot be effectively mobilised due to eroded trust and fractured communication between institutions and governments, (Altay, S., et al, 2023). This dynamic is particularly harmful for developing nations, which depend most heavily on international cooperation and are least equipped to navigate polluted information environments independently. As misinformation increasingly strains global governance systems, the space for meaningful partnership is gradually crowded out, not because cooperative resources are absent, but because misinformation distorts how they are communicated, coordinated, and acted upon.
Weak sustainability and Environmental Kuznets Curve assumptions that technological progress will naturally improve cooperation, this optimism is undermined when misinformation corrupts the information flows partnerships rely on, (Omay, T., etal, 2026; Congregado, E., et al, 2016). From a strong sustainability perspective, institutional trust and shared knowledge are irreplaceable; once eroded, meaningful global cooperation is constrained not by resource scarcity, but by distorted coordination and decision making.
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This analysis draws on the Environmental Kuznets Curve, Malthusian theory, and weak and strong sustainability to evaluate the impacts of misinformation. Weak sustainability assumes that economic growth enables systems to self-correct, but this depends on reliable information. Misinformation disrupts these feedback mechanisms, meaning technologies such as vaccines, Artificial Intelligence tools, and green innovations often fail when public trust is weakened (Chen et al., 2022; Raman et al., 2024).
Strong sustainability emphasises that key social foundations, trust, cohesion, and shared knowledge, are non-substitutable. Misinformation accelerates their erosion, undermining both public health outcomes and democratic legitimacy (Ognyanova et al., 2020; Lewandowsky et al., 2023).
Malthusian theory further suggests misinformation creates “manufactured scarcity,” where crises arise from distorted understanding rather than real shortages, while industrial ecology highlights the importance of accurate information flows for stable systems (Rambaud, 2024).
Despite limitations in these frameworks and the available evidence, the analysis shows misinformation acts as a systemic threat, weakening climate action, deepening inequality, and eroding institutions in a self-reinforcing cycle of sustainable development failure.
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Strengthening international cooperation is essential to reduce economic conflict and limit geopolitical tensions that undermine sustainable development. Improved regulation of digital platforms is also needed to address misinformation, protect public communication, and support evidence-based policymaking. Governments should safeguard sustainability and development funding during economic downturns, treating these investments as essential to long-term resilience rather than discretionary spending. Finally, sustained investment in resilience across energy systems, supply chains, and governance structures is necessary to ensure societies can withstand economic, environmental, and informational shocks without compromising inclusive and sustainable progress.
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In conclusion, this analysis shows that misinformation is a serious, wide-reaching risk to sustainable development, not just a side issue. By weakening trust, shaping poor decisions, and reducing how well institutions work across areas like climate action, public health, urban resilience, and governance, it calls into question key ideas behind weak sustainability, the Environmental Kuznets Curve, and the belief that institutions will naturally fix themselves.
These findings highlight the limits of relying on economic growth and technology to solve sustainability challenges. Instead, they support stronger sustainability views that stress the importance of trust, social cohesion, and shared knowledge as essential foundations for long-term resilience. Tackling misinformation therefore needs to be treated as a core governance issue, requiring international cooperation, better regulation of digital spaces, protection of sustainability investment, and ongoing efforts to build stronger, more resilient societies.
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