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Overview
Each country should deal with the main priorities and challenges which are directly related to its own economic, social and geopolitical background. It is clear that climate change affects societies and the planet as a whole. Yet, the pace and effort each country is capable of to commit towards a sustainable future still varies significantly. Given that less than half of the African continent still lacks access to electricity, the pressing question is how can energy justice be realised to meaningfully and equitably contribute towards energy transition? With the energy transition debate closely aligned with emissions and decarbonisation targets there is an uncomfortable truth – supported by statistical data – of wide disparity in carbon emissions between the poorest nations and the ‘global north’, as well as the industrialising nations of Southeast Asia (Heil and Wodon1997; Chancel 2022). This is a key ethical challenge underlying the climate efforts of the annual Conference of the Parties (COP). Equally, energy security is a common concern on all nations as it affects both poor and rich economies, and is a key policy challenge for the ‘here and now’ The ongoing crisis in eastern Europe has demonstrated that energy security, understood as the availability of sufficient supplies at an affordable price (Yergin 2006), might well prevail over an energy transition, as demonstrated by EU policies and actions over recent months to reduce, and gradually replace its dependency on Russian natural gas supplies. However energy justice, conceptualised as the recognition of energy needs and the equal distribution of the benefits and burdens of energy systems (Sovacool 2014), might be a priority in developing nations with significant resources to be explored, with low-income nations most likely to depend on the development of these resources. These three competing concepts lead to the underlying questions of this paper (a) When does energy transition take priority? And (b) How can these competing interests be balanced? Energy transition is understood as a continuous unfolding of processes that gradually change the composition of sources used to generate heat, motion and light (Smil 2017). 

Methods
This paper seeks to address these two questions using a comparativist case study approach comprised of a selection of key developed economies and low-income nations, to understand the range of conditions that prioritise energy transition policy. Drawing on comparativist social approach (Przeworski 1970) the analysis serves the purpose of presenting the competing interests nations face in the wake of accelerated energy transition policy agenda. 

Results
The paper juxtaposes priorities against the interests at stake in, respectively, key developed economies and low-income countries. Drawing on Energy Transition (ETI) and Circular Carbon Economy (CCE)  indices and a selection of relevant open access data, the paper compares and contrasts economies with low scores in the ETI, i.e. Iran and Nigeria, which are also key petroleum producing nations, and key regional economies of the EU, as well as the United Kingdom, Brazil and Mexico. The utility of indices is, as demonstrated by the CCE model, two-fold: 





(a) to measure and compare ‘strengths and weaknesses’ and progress underway so far (b) adopt best practice approach to comprehensively study a policy problem and understand the choices at hand (Luomi, Yilmaz, Alshehri and Howarth 2021). Drawing on analysis of the data, the paper points out to key differences between groupings of nations which can be attributed to the type of economic path-dependence they exhibit. Consequently, nations leading on energy transition ‘preparedness’ tend to be developed economies with overall well-diversified energy security supply options. In contrast, the nations that rely heavily on fossil fuels-based economy, including through exports, tend to ‘underperform’ on the energy transition front.  

Conclusions
The paper systematically analyses the nation groupings’ priorities and the key challenges underpinning their economic, legal, social and geopolitical standing in order to generate key policy recommendations so as to better guide implementation of the energy transition. The paper provides a set of recommendations, drawn on  careful data analysis, which are policy oriented and seek to alleviate the dilemma posed by forces of transition, security, and justice in the context of energy.
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