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A B S T R A C T

Recent calls have emphasized the need to better understand the influence of normative aspects on 
transition processes. This is because potential solutions, such as technologies or new systems, are 
not inherently sustainable. This article examines the role of values in sustainability transitions by 
analyzing Switzerland’s political discourse on the circular economy. The study employs the 
valuation pattern framework and sociotechnical configuration analysis to examine 148 Swiss 
parliamentary requests. The valuation pattern framework, grounded in institutional logics theory, 
investigates how subjects, objects, and practices interact to realize values. Transitions are pro
cesses in which different valuation patterns compete for dominance. Thus, valuation patterns 
provide a robust approach for analyzing how values influence socio-technical transitions. The 
findings show that Switzerland’s circular economy discourse is primarily shaped by a valuation 
pattern grounded in market logic, prioritizing ecological efficiency and economic growth. 
However, this narrow focus neglects transformative values, thereby undermining the potential for 
a truly sustainable circular economy. Moreover, the proposed practices for achieving these values 
lack transformative potential. By demonstrating that prevailing value paradigms constrain the 
transformative potential of sustainability transitions, this article advances understanding of 
normative aspects in transition processes.

1. Introduction

The ongoing ecological crisis (IPCC, 2023; Richardson et al., 2023) has heightened concerns about the pace and effectiveness of the 
global transition to sustainability. Despite substantial international efforts, evidence suggests that the transition is progressing at too 
slow a rate (United Nations, 2024). This sluggish pace calls into question the adequacy of prevailing approaches to sustainability and 
the assumptions that underpin them (Antal and van den Bergh, 2016; Feola et al., 2021). Although technological advancements and 
innovation are undoubtedly critical components of any transition towards sustainability, these cannot be the sole solution (Sætra, 
2023) because they can also have negative or unforeseen effects (Coad et al., 2021). Furthermore, solutions for social transformation 
extend beyond the domain of technology (Jeannerat and Crevoisier, 2022; Loorbach et al., 2020). For example, while sales of electric 
vehicles rise, so do sales of energy-intensive vehicles, such as sports utility vehicles. Therefore, the existence of potentially sustainable 
technologies alone does not directly or ineluctably lead to the corresponding transitions. To achieve such a transformation, 
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overarching factors such as lifestyles, social values, and economic principles must also be addressed (Markard et al., 2023).
In sustainability transition research (STR), this has led to a number of recent calls for a better understanding of normative aspects 

and their influence on transition processes (Binz and Castaldi, 2024; Feola, 2020; Markard et al., 2020, 2023; Rosenbloom, 2020). 
Responding to these calls, the present article examines the influence of normative aspects on transitions by analysing how values 
influence transitions. Values are of particular interest because they are normative and can be viewed as the foundation of the 
conflictual nature of transitions (Köhler et al., 2019). A transition typically involves contestation between conflicting values over both 
material change and symbolic meaning (Kenis et al., 2016; Kenis and Lievens, 2014; Swyngedouw, 2013, 2015, 2018). Conversely, the 
absence of antagonistic values and the presence of a prevailing consensus and non-negotiable truths indicate a lack of transformative 
potential (Blühdorn and Deflorian, 2021; Brown, 2015; Kenis, 2019). Sustainable change requires that non-negotiable truths are 
challenged and that the systems that have led to the current state of unsustainability are transformed (Blühdorn, 2013). To better 
understand how conflicting values and corresponding practices influence transition processes, the conceptual and analytical frame
work proposed by Friedland and Arjaliès (2021), which employs the notion of institutional logics to examine values and corresponding 
practices, is applied.

This article examines these questions by analysing the national political discourse on the circular economy in Switzerland. Despite 
its popularity, the concept of the circular economy remains contested and lacks a clear definition (Calisto Friant et al., 2020; Kirchherr 
et al., 2017, 2023). This ambiguity enables various actors to align the concept their interests (Calisto Friant et al., 2020), thereby 
influencing its transformative potential (Velenturf and Purnell, 2021). In Switzerland, companies, civil society, and political actors 
have all sought to shape the discourse on the circular economy. Given that the Swiss parliament reflects public debate (Helfer et al., 
2021; Mueller and Linder, 2017), the national political discourse on the circular economy in Switzerland provides a suitable for 
applying Friedland & Arjaliès' institutional logics approach to capture the influence of values on transition processes. To explore this, 
this research employs sociotechnical configuration analysis (STCA) (Heiberg et al., 2022; Miörner et al., 2022; Yap et al., 2023). This 
approach allows a nuanced understanding of how various actors in the national political discourse attempt to shape the circular 
economy in alignment with their particular values. The case study identifies two main findings. First, national political discourse in 
Switzerland gradually converges towards a dominant conception that aligns the circular economy with prevailing market logic. 
Second, this conception lacks transformative values and practices, which consequently render the envisioned circular economy 
unsustainable.

This paper is structured as follows. The next section reviews research on normative processes in sustainability transitions. Section 3
introduces the theoretical framework. Section 4 outlines the case study, methodology, and data. Section 5 reports the empirical results 
on values related to the circular economy, their influence on implementation and support, and their evolution. Section 6 discusses the 
findings and their theoretical and practical implications. Section 7 concludes the paper.

2. Literature review: competing values in sustainability transitions research (STR)

STR’s primary question is about how radical changes in socio-technical systems can meet global challenges (Köhler et al., 2019; 
Markard et al., 2012; Nesari et al., 2022; Savin and van den Bergh, 2021; Truffer et al., 2022). Such changes, referred to as transitions, 
are inherently political and are initiated, implemented, and legitimized through political processes (Meadowcroft, 2011). Focusing on 
the politics of transitions also involves analysing which visions of change prevail (Köhler et al., 2019). The following literature review 
presents several perspectives on the politics of transitions and encompasses research on policy content, political processes, and the role 
of institutions. The main question is how these various perspectives capture the influence of different visions on transitions. The article 
then identifies existing research gaps and explains the potential of an approach that focuses on the role of values in transitions to help 
to close these gaps.

2.1. Two political approaches in STR

Policy analysis, defined as the analysis of the creation and the organization of policy content (Sager, 2007), is a key element to 
better understanding the contested nature of transitions (Köhler et al., 2019; Loorbach et al., 2017). These studies frequently employ 
established frameworks such as the discourse coalition approach (Hajer, 2005) and advocacy coalition framework (Jenkins-Smith 
et al., 2018; Sabatier, 1988) to examine worldview influences on policy (Alvarado et al., 2021; Dryzek, 2021; van Dijk, 2006).

Research demonstrates that storylines, which are used to advance specific policies, are influenced directly by factors such as 
resource mobilization and key actor involvement (Boon and Bakker, 2016; Hodson et al., 2016; Pineda and Jørgensen, 2016) and 
indirectly through overarching events (Kern and Rogge, 2018; Rosenbloom et al., 2016). The content of transition narratives typically 
emphasizes comparable positive outcomes such as climate protection, the creation of employment opportunities,and economic growth 
to substantiate their arguments (Raven et al., 2016), whereas incumbent actors use other narratives to impede transitions (Geels, 2014; 
Smith and Kern, 2009).

Therefore, policy analysis approaches have the potential to illuminate influences such as worldviews and narratives on policy 
formulation and therefore also on transition efforts (Gabehart et al., 2022; Kern and Rogge, 2018; Markard et al., 2016; Rosenbloom 
et al., 2016). Nonetheless, this potential remains largely untapped within the advocacy coalition framework (Weible et al., 2020). 
Moreover, the primary focus of discourse analysis is not on ideologies and worldviews (Hajer, 2006).

In addition to policy research, other aspects, including power, actors and their strategies, relationships and actions, and political 
processes in general, have recently become the focus of STR (Avelino et al., 2016; Köhler et al., 2019). Johnstone and Newell (2018)
refer to this development as the ‘political turn’. This refer to the broadening of STR’s focus, which has traditionally been on studying 
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the support and promotion of sociotechnical niches, to include contextual and regime factors. Within this ‘political turn’, four themes 
have been identified as particularly prevalent: elite politics, incumbency, power, and institutions.

Studies of elite politics and incumbency have focused on the resistance of incumbent actors to transition (Berggren et al., 2015; 
Fischer and Newig, 2016; Ford and Newell, 2021; Geels, 2014; Johnstone and Newell, 2018; Novalia et al., 2021; Penna and Geels, 
2012; van Mossel et al., 2018). Furthermore, the way states deal with such resistance by incumbent actors has also been subject to 
analysis (Johnstone and Newell, 2018; Swilling et al., 2016), and research has also examined how power influences transitions (Kalt, 
2024). Power is predominantly viewed as the capacity to mobilize or immobilize other actors, resources, and institutions for specific 
objectives (Avelino, 2017; Avelino et al., 2024; Pineda and Jørgensen, 2016; Torrens et al., 2019) and is distributed unevenly across 
various scales, sectors, and actors (Avelino and Wittmayer, 2016). In essence, these studies primarily examine how actors position 
themselves in favour of or against transition processes and the means they employ to do so.

With the political turn, STR has also shown increasing interest in institutional theory approaches (Fuenfschilling, 2019), although 
the application of these approaches remains limited (Binz et al., 2025; Köhler et al., 2019). Given the use of the institutional logic 
approach in this article, the following section reviews recent applications of institutional logics in STR. Recent studies on the role of 
institutional logics in transitions indicate that institutional regime structures determine the scope of legitimate action (Fuenfschilling 
and Truffer, 2016; Misleh et al., 2024). Consequently, the integration of innovations in the dominant regime is hindered by mis
matching logics (Lindberg, 2022; Smink et al., 2015; Van den Berghe and Wieczorek, 2022). As studies by Runhaar et al. (2020) and 
van Summeren et al. (2023) demonstrate, altering a prevailing regime requires not only challenging the prevailing logic but also 
integrating an alternative logic into it to facilitate its stabilization. In contrast, Frank et al. (2024) emphasize the significance of 
external shocks in creating opportunities for alternative logics to disrupt the prevailing regime. Finally, a further strand of research 
regarding institutional logics demonstrates the significance of institutional work in popularizing innovations (Binz et al., 2016; Van 
Gaubergen et al., 2023) and how actors navigate the various logics present in their respective contexts (Hacker and Binz, 2021; Heiberg 
and Truffer, 2022). Consequently, research on institutional logics tends to concentrate on how different logics structure a socio
technical regime and how the interaction between these logics changes the regime (Frank et al., 2024). In line with Truffer and Heiberg 
(2022), the present analysis emphasizes the internal dynamics of institutional logics, particularly the values and practices that 
constitute them.

2.2. Beyond politics: the foundational values at stake

Despite the growing recognition of the contested nature of sustainability transitions, the criticism persists that STR pays too little 
attention to the core of these conflicts: the underlying ideologies, values, and truths (Avelino et al., 2016; Kenis et al., 2016; Köhler 
et al., 2019; Meadowcroft, 2007; Newell, 2020; Swyngedouw, 2010). This is particularly relevant because recent studies have sug
gested that normative factors can influence transition processes (Feola, 2020; Feola et al., 2021; Kok, 2023; Markard et al., 2023; 
Meadowcroft, 2011; Patterson et al., 2017).

The literature presented in Section 2.1 substantiates the view that this criticism has some merit. Although the application of policy 
analysis frameworks has been shown to be effective in the uncovering of the narratives, storylines, and attitudes of actors in relation to 
specific policy fields, policy analysis approaches tend either to have problems in capturing underlying values (Schlaufer et al., 2022; 
Weible et al., 2020) or to not explicitly focus on them (Hajer, 2005, 2006).

In research on politics, values are not directly examined, and the focus lies primarily on the strategies, processes, and tactics of 
actors (Sager, 2007). And although such strategies, processes and tactics are the result of underlying values, these values are not 
explicitly addressed in such research. Moreover, the research on institutional logics has mainly focused on the interaction between 
various logics in institutional fields rather than on the values underlying these logics (Heiberg and Truffer, 2022). Overall, the existing 
body of research on sustainability transitions can be considered to have a blind spot on values.

This paper addresses this important gap, because transitions are processes in which conflicting values struggle for their material 
and symbolic realization (Kenis et al., 2016; Kenis and Lievens, 2014; Swyngedouw, 2013, 2015, 2018). To achieve a transition to
wards sustainability, non-negotiable truths and associated sociotechnical regimes must be transformed, which implies a conflict be
tween existing and new values (Blühdorn, 2013; Blühdorn and Deflorian, 2021; Brown, 2015; Kenis, 2019). Therefore, it is essential to 
understand how divergent values and their realizations influence transitions to enhance our understanding of the intricacies of 
transition processes and their inherently conflictual nature (Kenis et al., 2016). In doing so, we can identify factors that contribute to 
the success or failure of current transition processes (Feola, 2020; Kok, 2023; Swyngedouw, 2015).

To summarize, the political turn in STR involves a substantial transformation in the conceptualization of sustainability transitions 
and indicates the need to explore the policy mechanisms and the broader dynamics of the politics that shape these processes. 
Therefore, the need for a more nuanced understanding of how conflicting values and their realization affect transition outcomes re
mains relevant. Section 2.3 introduces an approach to examining how values influence transitions through the lens of competing 
institutional logics.

2.3. Exploring values through institutional logic

According to the standard definition, institutional logics are socially constructed and historically evolved patterns of material 
practices, assumptions, values, beliefs, and rules (Thornton and Ocasio, 1999). The present article advances the proposition that the 
institutional logic approach, particularly as advanced by Friedland and Arjaliès (2021), represents a compelling framework for ana
lysing the role of values in socio-technical transitions. Therefore, this approach enables us to grasp the contested nature of transitions 
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mentioned above.
As posited by Friedland and Alford (1991) and Friedland (2012), institutional logics are to be understood as culturally anchored 

systems of meaning to which values are central. The values of an institutional logic form the basis for its ontology, justify its rules, and 
constitute the power of a logic. Moreover, identification with these values constitutes a pivotal element in preserving the logic and 
extending its sphere of influence (Friedland, 2012). Friedland and Arjaliès (2021) define institutional logic as the regular and 
consistent application of practices by subjects with the aim of realizing certain values. Accordingly, these values are the driving force 
and foundation of the institutional logic.

Fig. 1 represents the elements of an institutional logic. The left-hand side of the figure demonstrates how subjects, practices, and 
objects form an interrelated trinity both anchored in and realizing the values of an institutional logic. The illustration on the right 
shows a simplified example of this structure. The representatives of the institutional logic pursue the value of economic growth. This 
value is realized by the object circular economy, the subject company, and the practice supporting circular business models. The 
circular economy and the implementation of circular business models in companies generate economic growth. Note that the values 
and practices of an institutional logic are co-constitutive: the values are both ‘actionable because believable’ and ‘believable because 
actionable’ (Friedland, 2025; Friedland et al., 2014; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021).

The interconnection between values and practices is enabled by the presence of objects (Friedland, 2012; Friedland and Arjaliès, 
2021). The relationship between these objects and the institutional logic is such that the effects of the object are contingent on the 
values, and conversely, the values are the rationale for the existence of the object. This results in a dual grounding, both ontological and 
teleological. A typical example would be the ballot box, which is strongly linked to the value of popular sovereignty (Friedland, 2018). 
The centrality of the object is achieved by means of purposeful action. This involves clarifying how the object is understood, adopted, 
and used (Friedland, 2018; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021).

This focus on values and their materialization through specific objects is particularly suitable for examining transitions because 
transitions require radical social changes in sociotechnical systems (Loorbach et al., 2017), which include changing practices (Markard 
et al., 2012), often triggered by new objects, including technologies, concepts, and paradigms (e.g. Fuenfschilling and Truffer, 2016; 
Geels, 2004). And because new institutional logics require new constellations of subjects, practices, and objects (Friedland, 2018), the 
successful combination of new values with new objects is therefore central to a transition. This conceptualization can be used to 
consider how new objects can change values. Fig. 2 offers a simple illustration of how two disparate institutional logics may attempt to 
realize the values of their own institutional logic through their designs of the circular economy. The values impact the realization 
measures and actors involved. The two logics conflict with each other, as symbolized by the lightning bolt in the middle of the figure.

Accordingly, this conceptualization of institutional logics appears to offer a potential avenue for analysing the impact of values on 
transitions and thus helps to address the research gap.

3. Uncovering values: the four dimensions of valuation

Friedland and Arjaliès (2021) conceptualize the trinity of subject, practice, and object as a production function for the values of an 
institutional logic. Consequently, the effectiveness of the institutional logic depends on the proper functioning of the production 
functions; otherwise, the values cannot be realized in their desired end state. The failure of production functions has the capacity to 
pose a threat to the value produced by the function and thus to the entire institutional logic (Friedland, 2018; Friedland and Arjaliès, 
2021). The production functions are secured by deeming the elements of the production function to be valuable for their contribution 
to the realization of the values of the institutional logic. At the same time, the elements of the production functions are rated by their 
effectiveness in helping to realize the values.

As posited by Friedland and Arjaliès (2021, 2024) and Arjaliès (2021), this realization of an institutional logic through the pro
duction function is predicated on a recurrent pattern, one of valuation.1 This pattern can be divided into four interrelated dimensions: 
institution, production, territorialization, and evaluation (Arjaliès, 2021; Friedland, 2017, 2025; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021, 2024). 
Analysing these dimensions helps identify the values pursued by an institutional logic, the measures proposed or actually used to 
realize these values, the actors involved in realizing the values, and the measurement tools best able to assess their effectiveness 
(Arjaliès, 2021; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021, 2024). In the following, the four dimensions are described.

Institution focuses on the main question of to what end (Friedland, 2017). The conviction that a certain value becomes valuable and 
realizable is established. The realization of the value becomes imaginable (Arjaliès, 2021; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021). Production 
defines the manner in which value is realized (Friedland, 2017). It defines the objects and practices for the realization of value 
(Arjaliès, 2021; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021). Territorialization is about establishing who or what belongs and where the limits of 
validity lie. It is about defining the boundaries of significance of an institutional logic (Friedland, 2017; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021). 
Evaluation assesses the contribution of any subject, practice, or object to the realization or sustenance of the value (Arjaliès, 2021; 
Friedland, 2017; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021).

These four dimensions can be illustrated with the example of Bitcoin: Proponents of Bitcoin subscribe to the value of self-custody 
and therefore the belief that financial exchange does not require intermediaries (institutions). This value is realized through the 
implementation of blockchain technology (production). Consequently, financial transactions are no longer constrained by specific 
locations or actors and become universally applicable (territorialization). The use of bitcoin, along with its value, functions as a 

1 Friedland and Arjaliès (2021) do not refer to a pattern, but rather to a grammar or infrastructure. The term 'pattern' was deliberately chosen for 
the sake of clarity without compromising the notion of regularity.
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criterion for effective implementation (evaluation) (Arjaliès, 2021).
To function continuously, the production functions of institutional logics need to be adapted. This is achieved by replacing elements 

in the production functions. The need for transformation is particularly evident when new, unclaimed subjects, practices, or objects 
emerge. In such moments, various institutional logics attempt to incorporate the new element into their logics and thereby claim it 
(Friedland, 2017; Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021). This process of claiming is open to contestation, failure, and even the downfall of 
logics. The contest between divergent values for supremacy can now be seen as analogous to the process of contestation needed for 
transitions.

Combining this assumption with the fact that novel objects and practices such as new technologies and consumption patterns are 
highly pertinent to transitions (Franco-Torres et al., 2020; Fuenfschilling and Truffer, 2016; Geels, 2004) suggests that these di
mensions provide an appropriate analytical framework to analyse how new technologies, practices, and concepts interact with existing 
institutional logics. This means that they enable analysis of whether new production functions emerge and displace old ones or 
whether existing production functions successfully absorb the new subjects, practices or objects. By determining whether old pro
duction functions and the associated visions are questioned, challenged or even displaced, it is possible to determine whether tran
sition processes are truly contested.

The following sections examine these four dimensions in the national political discourse on the circular economy in Switzerland. 
The analysis considers whether these dimensions deviate from the prevailing status quo in their configuration and therefore can be 
understood as conflicting institutional logics. If this is the case, the process triggered by the concept of the circular economy can be 
described as transition. Concurrently, this analysis addresses whether the conceptual framework presented is a fruitful approach to 
better understanding transition processes. Section 4 outlines the empirical approach.

4. Data and method

This article uses the national political discourse on the circular economy in Switzerland as its case study. The discourse was 
analysed through all parliamentary procedural requests referring to the circular economy. The national political discourse on the 

Fig. 1. Institutional logic (Friedland et al., 2024).

Fig. 2. Institutional logics as conflicting values.
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circular economy is an ideal case study for two reasons.
First, the concept of the circular economy is contested and lacks a clear definition. This conceptual ambiguity enables various actors 

to interpret and align it with their specific interests (Calisto Friant et al., 2020; Kirchherr et al., 2017, 2023) However, its long-term 
sustainability is dependent on its specific configuration and the values it integrates (Corvellec et al., 2022; Geissdoerfer et al., 2017; 
Nikolaou et al., 2021; Velenturf and Purnell, 2021). Consequently, the circular economy can be seen as a potential central object in the 
development of a new institutional logic as a value for the future economy and as a practice of organizing economic activities.

Second, the Swiss context provides a well-suited empirical setting for examining the political discourse on the circular economy. 
Early efforts to promote a resource-efficient economy in 2016 were not successful, particularly when compared to developments 
within the European Union, such as the Green New Deal and the Circular Economy Action Plan. However, several subsequent de
velopments have shaped the national discourse. These include the establishment of the Circular Economy Switzerland platform in 
2018 by companies and civil society organizations, the climate demonstrations of 2019 with 100,000 participants, and the national 
elections in the same year. These events contributed to a closer political focus on the circular economy, culminating in the 2020 
parliamentary initiative to anchor the concept in environmental protection legislation. The legislative reform was enacted in 2024 and 
reflects the increasing relevance of the circular economy in Switzerland.

The data used in this paper consists of parliamentary procedural requests, which offer a suitable lens through which to observe the 
prevailing political and social discourse on the circular economy. In Switzerland's direct democratic system, parliament acts as a forum 
that reflects public debates and incorporates a broad range of societal perspectives from which to address citizens' thematic preferences 
appropriately (Helfer et al., 2021; Mueller and Linder, 2017). In this process, parliamentary procedural requests fulfil multiple 
functions beyond their legislative intent. They serve to identify emerging issues, set political agendas, build political profiles, and 
support election campaigning (Hänni et al., 2024; Mueller and Linder, 2017).

In addition, the lobbying practices associated with Switzerland’s system facilitate the integration of perspectives from civil society 
and the private sector into parliamentary procedural requests (Maring et al., 2023).Finally, an analysis of the responses to the par
liamentary procedural requests enables an examination of the executive's view, thus providing insight into the federal administration's 
role, which is a central component of Switzerland's political system (Ladner et al., 2019).

All parliamentary procedural requests submitted since 1995 are documented in Curia Vista, the official database of parliamentary 
proceedings. A full-text search for the term “circular economy” yielded 148 parliamentary procedural requests as of the end of June 
2024, all of which were included in the analysis. Fig. 3 illustrates the increasing prominence of the circular economy in political 
discourse, beginning with its first mention in 2010 and followed by a marked increase in requests from 2019 onward.

The analysis was conducted using sociotechnical configuration analysis (STCA), a method developed by Heiberg et al. (2022). 
STCA2 is a semiquantitative approach that ‘captures how individual organizations evaluate technologies, infrastructures, policies, 
regulations or sectoral paradigms and norms’ (Heiberg et al., 2022; Section 3, paragraph 3). It does so by examining worldviews, 
narratives, values, and practices shared by various actors (Miörner et al., 2022). Although still a relatively new method, STCA has 
already been successfully applied to identify actor value orientations in prior studies (Heiberg and Truffer, 2022; Yap et al., 2023), thus 
indicating its applicability for the current purpose.

In this study, STCA is used to analyse how various organizations construct storylines around the circular economy as a paradigm. 
These include political parties, parliamentary commissions, and the federal executive, which includes the administration. The circular 
economy constitutes the central object under evaluation, and the story lines are examined along the four dimensions of the valuation 
pattern: institution, production, territorialization, and evaluation. This enables an assessment of whether distinct valuation patterns, 
and consequently divergent values, are attributed to the circular economy.

The coding scheme was developed through an iterative process and is grounded in the four dimensions of the valuation pattern. 
Statements on the values pursued through the circular economy were assigned to the institution code, and statements concerning the 
realization of these values were assigned to the production category. Statements regarding objects and subjects that are generally 
associated with values and their production were given the territorialization code. Finally, the procedures for determining the real
ization of the values were assigned to the evaluation code. This approach follows that of Arjaliès (2021).

To facilitate the analysis, the concepts related to the four dimensions were further classified into four categories: economic, 
ecological, social, and, for the territorialization code, public. The three main categories reflect the circular economy's claim to create 
environmental quality, economic prosperity, and social equity (Kirchherr et al., 2017). The fourth, public, aims to encompass all 
stakeholders. Therefore, each dimension has four categories, each of which has specific subcodes that were derived inductively. Each 
statement was also attributed to a specific actor, which included the political parties, parliamentary commissions, and the executive, 
which includes the federal administration (see Appendix for the code tree).

To analyse which valuation patterns occur in the discourse, the Jaccard similarity coefficient was used. This coefficient analyses the 
co-occurrence of concepts by measuring the proportion of joint mentions of each pair of concepts to specific actors relative to the total 
number of mentions of each of the two concepts in the document stock (Leydesdorff, 2008; Park et al., 2024; Socio-Technical 
Configuration Analysis (STCA), 2026). The Jaccard similarity coefficient is based on unweighted, normalized data, which prevents 
results from being influenced by the frequency of concept mentions within individual documents. However, the measure remains 
sensitive to document length, as longer or denser parliamentary procedural requests can introduce a higher number of co-occurrences, 
particularly during periods of low volume of parliamentary procedural requests. The resulting Jaccard similarity coefficients were then 

2 More detailed information and a manual for using STCA are available on the portal https://stca.guide/.
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used to visualize concept congruence networks with Visone software. For better readability of these networks, the alignment between 
two concepts is represented by the colouring of the link between them. Darker green line indicate a higher Jaccard similarity. The 
frequency of a concept's use is represented by the width of the node. Nodes of concepts used more frequently are larger according to the 
number of mentions. Finally, the networks were clustered using the Visone backbone layout. This algorithm identifies cohesive groups 
in the graph and visualizes them as sparse groups (Backbone Layout - visone manual, n. d.). This method enables possible coherent 
valuation patterns to be identified.

By utilizing structurally consistent textual data, STCA enables the identification of temporal changes in the configurations under 
analysis (Heiberg et al., 2022). This approach facilitates the incorporation of the potential influence of overarching societal events into 
the analysis. In line with the societal developments described above in the national discourse on the circular economy, the analysis was 
divided into three periods: before 2019, when the circular economy was an emerging concept in society; 2019–2020, encompassing the 
national election and the peak of the climate movement; and from 2021 onwards, covering the COVID-19 pandemic years and the 
Ukraine war, which introduced new concerns regarding international supply chains and security.

5. Results: identifying patterns of valuation

This section presents the valuation patterns that emerged and their evolution over time within the national discourse on the circular 
economy. Results for each period are shown in Figs. 4–6, which display concept-congruence networks across all dimensions of the 
valuation pattern. Node size corresponds to the frequency with which each concept was coded, while link colour indicates the 
proximity between concepts as measured by Jaccard similarity (darker colour indicates stronger link). The improve readability, links 
with a Jaccard similarity value below 0.7 are omitted. A legend for the graphical elements is provided at the bottom of each figure. 
Identified valuation patterns within the time periods are delineated with a dotted line, and the most frequently mentioned concepts 
within each dimension are highlighted with a black dotted line.

Each visualized network is accompanied by bar charts. The bar chart adjacent to each figure displays the five most frequently used 
concepts in each valuation pattern dimension for the respective period. Bar charts located below the figures illustrate the actor 
constellation for each dimension, analysed for every identified valuation pattern in each period. The analysis is organised according to 
the four dimensions of a valuation pattern – institution, production, territorialization, and evaluation – as well as the actor constel
lations of the debate, examined chronologically across three periods.

5.1. Institution: from dichotomy to compromise

Prior to 2019 (Fig. 4), the institution dimension was marked by a clear dichotomy between economic and ecological orientations. 
Pattern A conceptualizes the circular economy as a means to promote economic growth and competitiveness, supported by adjacent 
values as added value and the promotion of industrial location. Pattern B links the circular economy to climate change mitigation, 
while Pattern C adopts an ecological conceptualization focused on reducing ecological harm, conserving natural resources, and 
promoting resources efficiency. Consequently, the institution dimension reflects distinctly separate conceptualizations of the circular 
economy during this period.

From 2019 to 2020 (Fig. 5), the previously distinct economic and ecological framings began to converge into a single dominant 
pattern (Pattern A), which incorporates ecological values such as resource efficiency, conservation of natural resources, and climate 
mitigation alongside economic values such as added value, competitiveness, and profitability. Although ecological values are more 

Fig. 3. Number of parliamentary procedural requests per year.
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frequent and prominent, the resulting pattern is pluralistic rather than coherent. The presence of numerous concepts within the 
institution dimension suggests ideational overload.

In the most recent period (Fig. 6), the development of the institution dimension has consolidated. The dominant pattern (Pattern A) 
continues to integrate both ecological and economic values. Although ecological values remain prominent, with four of the five most 
frequently mentioned values being ecological, economic values now predominate overall. This shift indicates a change from the 
previous period. Notably, two frequently mentioned values – conserving natural resources and unspecified ecological effects – are 
situated outside Pattern A but remain linked to its concepts. Climate change mitigation is also positioned outside Pattern A. 
Ecologically resource efficiency and the reduction of ecological damage and CO2 emissions have become the primary objectives. 
Alongside Pattern A, only one additional pattern, labelled Pattern B, emerges. Even though Pattern B also combines ecological and 
economic values, these are less conventional, emphasizing general sustainable development and increasing public purchasing power. 
Pattern B frames the circular economy as a means to promote broader sustainable development and enhance societal economic well- 
being by encouraging the use of longer-lasting, repairable products, thereby reducing expenditures on daily-use goods. Pattern B thus 
contrasts with Pattern A, which emphasizes more conventional values and practices. Other pattern-like structures in Fig. 6 serve as 
bridge concepts between Pattern A and Pattern B or, according to actor analysis, are promoted by a single actor in a specific statement.

Fig. 4. Concept congruence network of all four dimensions of the valuation pattern (Jaccard similarity; backbone layout); parliamentary procedural 
requests issued prior to 2019.
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Overall, the institution dimension transitions from diverse and specific conceptualizations of the circular economy to a more 
comprehensive, albeit less specific, consensus. Few alternative conceptualizations remain. Economic values are gaining relevance, 
while ecological values are increasingly focused on resource efficiency.

5.2. Production: stability with shifts in emphasis

Before 2019 (Fig. 4), the production dimension is most prominently represented in Pattern C, which emphasizes support for 
innovation, financial incentives, product design, information dissemination, and the promotion of repair as key strategies to achieve 
the pursued ecological goals. Pattern B centres on general education and voluntary initiatives. In Pattern A, the production dimension 
is largely absent, as confirmed by the actor bar chart for this cluster. Concepts from this dimension are significantly less prominent than 
in the other two patterns. Overall, the proposed measures during this period focus on upstream interventions, shaping products and 
behaviours before they enter the waste stream.

From 2019 to 2020 (Fig. 5), as with the institution dimension, the production dimension also began to consolidate. Recycling 
appears as the dominant concept, while laws and regulations to promote the circular economy – though generally nonspecific and 
excluding prohibitions – also gain importance. Incentives, product design, and information provision remain relevant, but support for 
innovation and repair becomes less prominent. Although additional concepts persist, they are more weakly connected to the dominant 
pattern.

Fig. 5. Concept congruence network of all four dimensions of the valuation pattern (Jaccard similarity; backbone layout); parliamentary procedural 
requests issued from 2019 to 2020.
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From 2021 onwards (Fig. 6), in the main pattern (Pattern A), the same five core concepts from the previous period, remain central. 
The primary development is the elevation of previously peripheral concepts, especially the promotion of reuse and repair as habitual 
practices, to a more central role within the pattern as part of the ongoing consolidation. In Pattern B, as in the institution dimension, 
alternative concepts also emerge during this period. In this pattern, new technologies and educational measures are expected to 
achieve the desired outcomes.

Overall, the production dimension also consolidates over time into a stable consensus. The primary change is the declining 
importance of repair as a concept, while recycling becomes increasingly central.

5.3. Territorialization and evaluation: partly conceptualized

In general, concepts from the territorialization and evaluation dimensions are mentioned far less frequently than those from the 
institution and production dimensions. Consequently, these two dimensions are analysed together.

Before 2019 (Fig. 4), responsible actors were named only in Pattern A, which identifies the industry and the construction sector as 
key actors for realizing its economic goals. In Patterns B and C, responsible actors are absent. The dominant evaluative measures during 
this period are the ecological footprint and CO2 emissions, both of which are associated with Pattern C, to a lesser extent, Pattern B. 
Pattern A also includes an evaluative measure related to material efficiency and incorporates the SDGs as a broad evaluative measure.

Fig. 6. Concept congruence network of all four dimensions of the valuation pattern (Jaccard similarity; backbone layout); parliamentary procedural 
requests issued from 2021 to 2024.
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From 2019 to 2020 (Fig. 5), the territorialization dimension expands overall. In Pattern A, the industry and the construction sector, 
carried over from the previous period, are joined by the federal state as a responsible actor. Outside the dominant pattern, consumers 
and cantonal authorities also emerge as prominent actors responsible for realizing the envisioned circular economy. CO2 emissions and 
the ecological footprint continue as the dominant evaluative measures, though they are only marginally integrated into the main 
pattern. Evaluative measures are even more underrepresented during this period.

Like the production dimension, the period from 2021 to 2024 (Fig. 6) does not witness a change in the popularity of responsible 
actors, but rather a shift in their positioning. Pattern A includes only the industry and public sector as responsible actors. Other 
frequently mentioned responsible actors fall outside Pattern A and B and are only loosely connected to them. Pattern B introduces civil 
society and politics in general as new responsible actors, with retail also present in this cluster. The integration of the two dominant 
evaluative concepts, CO2 emissions and ecological footprint, into the main pattern (Pattern A) provides further evidence of its ongoing 
consolidation. In Pattern B, the SDGs reappear as an evaluative measure.

Overall, these two dimensions remain only partially conceptualized. Industrial and government actors are primarily responsible for 
implementing the respective conceptualizations of the circular economy. Success will be measured mainly by CO2 emissions and 
ecological footprint, which aligns with an ecological perspective that prioritizes resource efficiency.

5.4. Actor constellations: who introduces which concepts?

The analysis of which political actors promote the identified patterns complements the previously discussed development of the 
four dimensions. Notably, this analysis does not correspond to the territorialization dimension, which concerns actors responsible for 
realizing the values postulated in the patterns. Instead, it traces the constellation of actors within the discourse itself.

The central finding of the actor constellation analysis is that the shift from diverse conceptualizations of the circular economy, 
reflected in different valuation patterns, toward a single, broad conceptualization is evident in the actor constellations. Before 2019, 
various political camps held distinct conceptualizations: the economically dominant perspective (Pattern A) was promoted by the 
executive and centre-right parties; the climate-mitigation perspective by the Green Party and the Swiss People’s Party (Pattern B); and 
the resource-efficiency perspective by a centre-left coalition (Pattern C) (see bar charts Fig. 4). This centre-left coalition serves as a 
model for the actor coalitions of both dominant patterns in subsequent periods. As illustrated by the bar charts in Figs. 5 and 6, actors 
from across the political spectrum are represented in these patterns (Pattern A). The Green Party emerges as the dominant actor, 
consistent with the ecological focus of the topic (Pattern A). Additionally, the identified side pattern (Pattern B) is also advanced by the 
Green Party, indicating that these represent marginal positions within the party rather than genuine alternatives to the main pattern.

Over time, the executive authority becomes less prominent within the actor constellations, as indicated by a reduced share in the 
patterns (light grey segments in the bars). This diminished role is attributable to the underlying data: the executive is obligated to 
respond to every parliamentary procedural request, and these responses are typically longer and more detailed than the requests 
themselves. In the early phase (before 2019), when data volumes are lower, these extended responses have a greater impact. 
Consequently, for the executive, the key considerations are the patterns in which it is present and the nature of its relationships within 
those patterns. Before 2019, these were Patterns B and C; subsequently, Pattern A becomes more relevant.

5.5. Coherence of valuation patterns

Coherence, defined as the extent to which the four dimensions form a mutually reinforcing whole, is essential for a valuation 
pattern to serve as a stable framework for action (Friedland and Arjaliès, 2020, p. 43). A coherent valuation pattern not only articulates 
goals and measures but also connects them through a logic of co-dependence: values identified in the institution dimension should be 
achievable through measures in the production dimension, implemented by actors in the territorialization dimension, and verifiable 
through metrics in the evaluation dimension. The following section assesses all identified patterns regarding coherence.

In the first period, no cluster achieves full coherence. Pattern C comes closest by linking resource efficiency as a core value, repair 
and product design as implementation measures, and the ecological footprint as an evaluative metric, resulting in a relatively coherent 
chain of concepts. However, a responsible actor for implementation is absent. Coherence is even less pronounced in the other two 
patterns. This structural incompleteness may reflect the early stage of the debate, where the circular economy serves more as a 
normative reference point than as an actionable policy framework.

In the second period, consolidation into a single dominant cluster increases dimensional breadth, but coherence remains lacking. 
The abundance of concepts from the institution dimension results in a framing that is politically inclusive yet analytically diffuse. 
While it is possible to construct a coherent chain from some concepts (for example, increased recycling in industry leading to less 
waste, measurable by CO2 emissions), this is not feasible for most concepts in the dominant cluster. Thus, consistent with the earlier 
analysis, this pattern remains in formation and is not yet coherent.

In the third period, Pattern A continues to face coherence challenges due to its breadth. However, coherence is achieved for 
ecological goals: new designs, reuse, and recycling enable industry to attain resource efficiency, reduce waste, and reduce ecological 
damage, with the ecological footprint serving as an appropriate evaluative measure. In contrast, coherence is lacking for economic 
goals. Pattern B demonstrates a higher degree of internal coherence, as civil society, politics, and the retail sector, supported by 
technology and education, can promote circular consumption habits, enhance household purchasing power, and advance sustainable 
development. Progress in this pattern can be measured by the SDGs.

Overall, the analysis indicates that coherence and political salience do not necessarily align. The dominant pattern achieves po
litical consolidation while remaining incomplete, whereas the more coherent alternative framing remains marginal.
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6. Discussion

This section discusses the key findings from the analysis of the Swiss national discourse on the circular economy. The starting point 
of the paper is the claim that sustainability transitions inherently involving a conflict between existing and emergent values. In a 
transition, conflicting values struggle for their material and symbolic realization.

The presented findings show that the prevailing patterns and the trend towards harmonization of goals and values within the Swiss 
circular economy discourse limit its transformative potential, thereby preventing a genuine shift towards sustainability. Furthermore, 
the incoherence of the current dominant pattern leads to the conclusion that the circular economy is currently primarily a matter of 
hope rather than an actual strategy. Although a wide range of values is associated with the circular economy, these values are often 
misaligned with implementation measures, the actors responsible for their realization, and the evaluative criteria.

The analysis of the evolution of valuation patterns in the national discourse shows a shift from diverse conceptualizations toward an 
overarching compromise. Prior to 2019, various actor constellations conceptualized the circular economy in different ways, with 
values ranging from economic to ecological. The most frequently cited measures for achieving these values were characteristic of the 
circular economy, such as promoting circular products and services. At this stage, the patterns remained incomplete, particularly in the 
territorialization dimension. This incompleteness also reduced the coherence of the patterns, as valuation patterns only work when all 
dimensions are covered and correspond to one another.

The subsequent two periods demonstrate a clear development of both the patterns and the overall structure. The period from 2019 
to 2020 served as a transitional phase, while the overall structure consolidated in the final period, 2021 to 2024. From 2019 onward, 
conceptual diversity declined as previously distinct economic and ecological conceptualizations, particularly those focused on 
resource efficiency, converge into a broadly supported compromise. In the production dimension, established concepts not specific to 
the circular economy, such as recycling and legal regulation, became increasingly prominent, indicating the consolidation of a 
compromise. The territorialization and evaluation dimensions remained underdeveloped. Although a secondary pattern existed, it 
only played a marginal role, even within the political party supporting these changes. Notably, the compromise pattern that emerged 
lacks coherence. The large number of concepts makes it difficult to discern a clear structure. Furthermore, there is a lack of suitable 
concepts from other dimensions to address the economic values that are gaining importance.

Overall, the emerging conceptualization of the circular economy positioned it as a means to foster ecological benefits through 
efficient resource use and to promote economic growth. Legal regulation, incentives for new product design, and recycling were 
identified as primary strategies. Industry has been named as the principal responsible actor. When evaluative measures have been 
specified, they primarily focus on CO2 emissions and ecological footprint. Owing to the lack of coherence, the concept of a circular 
economy at this stage of the discussion appears more like what Corvellec et al. (2022, p. 429) call a hypothetico-normative utopia. Two 
plausible explanations account for this lack of coherence. First, the early stage of the discourse limits experience with effective con
stellations. Learning and accumulated experience are essential for strengthening actions toward transition, as they provide a foun
dation for further progress (van Mierlo and Beers, 2020). Second, the tendency to compromise often dilutes conceptual clarity in favour 
of broader relatability. Deters (2018) demonstrates that compromise-building in policies reduces internal coherence, as negotiations 
may introduce additional goals without specifying corresponding actions. The surplus of institution concepts in the overall discourse 
supports this interpretation.

A subsequent consideration is whether the consolidating and dominant conception of the circular economy possesses trans
formative potential. A genuine transition requires a contest between conflicting values for material and symbolic realization (Kenis 
et al., 2016), the challenging of established norms (Blühdorn, 2013), and, consequently, a fundamental change in how societies meet 
their need (Köhler et al., 2019).

For the circular economy to be transformative, it must diverge from the status quo, as circularity alone does not guarantee sus
tainability (Blum et al., 2020). A sustainable circular economy would therefore reduce economic activity, respect planetary bound
aries, shift consumption towards sharing and reuse, prioritize closed, design-based, localized production, and democratize economic 
structures (Calisto Friant et al., 2024; Velenturf and Purnell, 2021). However, the needed abandonment of the growth paradigm 
(Hobson and Lynch, 2016) or a transformation of consumption (Korhonen et al., 2018) is absent from the consolidated compromise 
pattern observed in the analysis conducted. The paper therefore finds that, the discourse on the circular economy in Switzerland lacks 
transformative potential.

This is further substantiated by the general requirements for a transition towards sustainability. Although the diversity of patterns 
prior to 2019 suggests the possibility of a contest of conflicting values for material and symbolic realization, the emergence and 
dominance of the compromise pattern indicate the failure of competing values to achieve political salience. Furthermore, the pre
vailing understanding of the circular economy remains aligned with the status quo and established capitalist core values (Feola et al., 
2021). Although the valuation patterns indicate that the circular economy promotes sustainable values and practices to some extent, 
this contribution to the status quo is insufficient to drive a substantive transition towards sustainability (Feola et al., 2021; Hickel and 
Kallis, 2020), because underlying principles, including unlimited economic growth, competitiveness, consumerism, and capitalism, 
remain unquestioned and thus continue to impede sustainability transitions (Feola, 2020; Steinberger and Roberts, 2010; van Oers 
et al., 2021). The absence of a socio-technical vision divergent from the current status quo suggests that implementing the circular 
economy, as envisioned in Switzerland’s national political discourse, is unlikely to lead to substantial transformation toward greater 
sustainability. However, addressing the grand challenges facing society requires that innovations such as the circular economy must be 
integrated with broader social change (Jeannerat, 2024) and preserving this radical dimension enables transformative interventions to 
facilitate substantive social change (Marquardt, 2024).
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7. Conclusion

The article employs the institutional logic approach, utilizing the valuation pattern framework (Friedland and Arjaliès, 2021), to 
investigate the influence of values on transition processes. The national political discourse on the circular economy in Switzerland 
serves as an illustrative case study.

Empirical findings identify three critical aspects that highlight the limited transformative potential of current conceptualizations of 
the circular economy within the Swiss national political discourse. First, economic and ecological values, especially those aligned with 
market logic, predominate; these values fundamentally conflict with the requirements of a sustainable circular economy (Hobson and 
Lynch, 2016). Second, the valuation patterns lack coherence, positioning the circular economy as a concept that inspires hope but lacks 
concrete actions. Third, the dominant valuation pattern is consistent with the status quo, casting substantial doubt on the existence of a 
genuine transition process.

The results show that the valuation pattern framework serves as an effective tool for analyzing the transformative effects of new 
technologies, concepts, or practices. This framework enables the specification of the targeted values, the means of realization, and the 
responsible actors envisioned in transformative interventions. By revealing this structure, it becomes possible to assess whether in
terventions are characterized by conflict, either through opposing valuation patterns or divergence from the status quo, thereby 
revealing their transformative potential.

Examining how interventions, conceptualized as institutional objects, influence both the functions and the normative foundations 
of sociotechnical regimes aligns with the work of Fuenfschilling and Truffer (2014, 2016), while placing greater emphasis on values 
and their functional coherence. Fuenfschilling and Truffer (2014, 2016) utilize the institutional logics approach of Thornton and 
Ocasio (2008), which Friedland (2012, 2025) critiques for neglecting values as a central component. Additionally, integrating the 
valuation pattern framework with approaches such as the multilevel perspective (Geels, 2004) may clarify whether and how niche 
innovations modify institutional logics, understood as interrelated values and practices, within sociotechnical regimes. This frame
work can identify specific value conflicts that underlie the broader structural changes analyzed by the multilevel perspective.

Another avenue involves combining the valuation pattern framework with the concept of 'boundary objects' as articulated by 
Franco-Torres et al. (2020), thereby broadening the analytical viewpoint to assess whether these objects facilitate changes in practices 
and values across institutional logics. The Franco-Torres et al. (2020) framework may enable the otherwise static valuation pattern 
framework to account for the dynamic adaptation of institutional logics. Furthermore, perspectives on cooperation may support the 
valuation pattern framework in identifying ambiguous constellations across logics.

It is also pertinent to examine the relationship between the valuation pattern framework and current research on valuation eco
systems in transition studies (Hoos et al., 2025), which demonstrates how valuation devices shape the directionality of innovations. 
Both approaches share the objective of understanding how values affect transition trajectories.

Applying the valuation pattern framework in STR reveals several promising directions for future research. Wider application of the 
approach is recommended to fully realize its potential. The framework can facilitate analysis of historical cases to determine whether 
contestation contributed to successful sustainability transformation. It also enables assessment of the lasting and transformative effects 
of interventions, thereby supporting necessary adjustments. Additionally, the framework can be used to analyse the influence of 
valuation techniques, values, norms, and social structures on transformations. Further development and empirical testing of inte
gration between the valuation pattern framework and, for example, the multilevel perspective (MLP) and boundary objects, is also 
warranted. Using MLP or boundary objects can clarify the nature and function of institutional objects, thereby enhancing the speci
ficity of the valuation pattern framework. Conversely, the valuation pattern framework provides a suitable lens for analyzing whether 
a niche innovation or boundary object fundamentally alters the core values of a socio-technical regime. Such integration may help 
explain the underlying reasons for the failure or regression of certain transitions.

To summarize, the valuation pattern framework provides a critical perspective on the role of values in transition processes. It 
enables systematic analysis of whether postulated values are substantiated by corresponding practices, actors, and evaluative mea
sures, thereby revealing the coherence or lack of coherence between normative claims and concrete actions. The framework also 
captures the inherently contested nature of transitions and offers a robust foundation for critical engagement with the complexities 
underlying transition processes.
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Appendix A

Institution Production Territorialization Evaluation

Economic Concepts Added Value Business Models Agriculture and Food Industry Circularity
Commercial Freedom Changing Economy Building/Construction Industry Recycling Rate
Competitiveness Design Industry Repair Index
Economic Growth Financial Support Resources ​
Free Market Incentives Service and Retail ​
Industrial Location Promotion New Technologies ​ ​
Innovation Support Innovation ​ ​
Jobs (preserve and create) ​ ​ ​
Profitability ​ ​ ​
Raw Materials Production ​ ​ ​
Reduce Externalities ​ ​ ​

Ecological Concepts CO2 Reduction Polluter Principle ​ CO2 Emission
Conserving Natural Resources Recycling ​ Ecological Footprint
Ecology (unspecific) Reuse ​ Embodied Energy
Landscape Protection ​ ​ Environmental Goals
Reduce Climate Change ​ ​ Life Cycle Assessment
Reducing Ecological Damage ​ ​ Material Footprint
Resilience ​ ​ Planetary Boundaries
Resource Efficiency ​ ​ ​
Sustainable Development ​ ​ ​
Waste Reduction ​ ​ ​

Social Concepts Increase Purchasing Power Adapting Lifestyle Civil Society SDG
Public Health Education Consumers ​
Value to Society Frame Conditions ​ ​
​ Information ​ ​
​ Laws and Regulations ​ ​
​ Prohibition ​ ​
​ Promote Repairing ​ ​
​ Public Procurement ​ ​
​ Voluntary Measures ​ ​

Public Actors ​ ​ Canton ​
​ ​ Federal State ​
​ ​ Politics ​
​ ​ Public Sector ​

Sub-Codes for the four “dimensions of valuation” with corresponding categories
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Data will be made available on request.
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