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Abstract 

In the international political order, the global hegemons’ era is about to finalise. The capacity 

for the sustainment of the “after hegemony” has diminished, and been replaced by the 

conditions of the “post-after hegemony”. In the future, all potential hegemons will deny others’ 

hegemony. The post-after hegemonic era will be shaped by the global economic system and 

technological developments, demographic fault lines, and disordered international political 

science. A new form of regionalism, functional cooperation between states and mutual 

interdependence between equals, and denying hegemony will be the main determinants of the 

new era.  

Keywords: After hegemony, post-after hegemony, international order, international security, 

globalization. 

 

 

1. Introduction 

The answer to what global politics is likely to be in the future has always been one of the most 

critical areas of research. Relatively successful theses on projecting the future are the ones 

which can well-read what will be the dominant power and how it will operate. How about a 

world of no global hegemon? The main thesis of the paper is that the future global political 

arena will be shaped under “post-after hegemony” conditions which indicates that the global 

hegemons’ era is about to finalise.  

The concept of “after hegemony" as prominently explained by Robert Keohane (1984) in his 

outstanding study with that name, indicates that despite the erosion of the USA's dominance 

there still was a volunteer acceptance for the continuation of the world order –particularly in 

the international political economy. Now it is almost obvious that the USA can no longer sustain 

its dominant role even under "after hegemony" comforts. Other big powers are and will be too 

short to fill this role. 
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In the future, all potential hegemons will deny others’ hegemony while the rest of the world 

previously suffered from the hegemonic international system will likely be reluctant to accept 

any dominancy. As long as the rapidly changing, complex security environment continues every 

global power’s domination or hegemony capacity will be severely challenged. The global 

economic system and technological developments which triggered the 4th industrial revolution, 

prominent demographic fault lines, and anarchic and sometimes chaotic international political 

environment with multi actors are the makers of the post-after hegemonic era. Expected 

consequences of the post-after hegemony will likely be multiple futures, which will pose 

extreme differences, for every social level. In this new environment regional and global risks, 

threats and dangers will unprecedentedly interchange with each other.  

2. Makers of Post-After Hegemonic Arena 

2.1. Global economic System and Technological Developments  

2.1.1. Global economic system 

As Karl Marx (1963: 122) in his “The Poverty of Philosophy” pointed out in 1847 social 

relations are closely bound up with productive forces. Global economic systems and technology 

set the infrastructure which shapes the superstructure such as social, cultural, and political 

fabrics of societies at the individual, community, state and international levels across the world. 

The global economic system is dominantly shaped by the so-called liberal, but, limping liberal, 

and a more savage capitalist system under the ecosystem of globalization. Contrary to its 

advantages, globalization does not change the overarching type of relationship between the poor 

and the rich. While the West consumes precious resources of the rest of the World, great masses 

of Africa, Asia and South America are deprived of basic needs.  

Relations between undeveloped – developing – developed countries work at the expense of 

disadvantaged groups not only interstate but also within the states. As inequality within nations 

erodes citizens’ loyalty to the ruling regimes, the increasing gap between nations loosens 

hegemonic ties while acerbating hostilities against previous patrons, ‘elder brothers’, or allies. 

Weakening intellectual middle classes of the nations also melt down ideological ties within the 

alliances. This process while creating a minority of collaborators for TNC (Trans National 

Cartels) builds up radicalized masses of alienated, rejectionist, or antagonist stances. 

2.1.2. Technological developments 

Each technological revolution –with a better terminology “evolution”– creates a new world 

order. Starting from the 1980s the world witnessed the information age. Infrastructural changes 
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in the information age have weakened global powers’ domination capacity. ‘Democratization 

of information technologies’ while erasing dimensions of time and location not only brings 

opportunities but also risks and threats to hegemonic powers. Non-state actors’ and individuals’ 

increased capacity to reach anti-hegemonic sources of information also severely challenge the 

current world order. 

2.2. Demographic Fault Lines 

Ageing of the developed world and the overarching young population boost in the developing 

and undeveloped world, urban sprawling, flowing of refugees and immigrants towards welfare 

societies, spilling over of economic crises, work at the expense of the Western hegemonic world 

by creating fractured, polarized, and radicalized societies. In addition to those, discrimination, 

xenophobia, Islamophobia, hypocrisy, and the moral collapse of the Western World flourish 

anti-hegemonic stances. This polarization is likely to create additional tensions to the current 

ones.  

2.3. Disordered International Political Science  

The international political environment is anarchic in nature. What we call “the world order” is 

the hegemony of the Super Powers or the Big Powers. The absence of hegemony inevitably 

may set the international system at a level of diminished balance of power which causes chaos. 

Under these conditions, non-state actors not only underpin state authority but also hegemons’ 

prestige. 

The winners of the world wars set up new world orders. Hegemonic powers have historically 

emerged after world wars and shaped the international order. During peacetime, weaker 

countries tend to gain on the hegemon rather than vice versa. During the post-Cold War era –

except for the decade between 1989-1999 called the “unipolar American Moment”– USA 

hegemony has been severely challenged and torn/battered.  

3. Forecast for the Future 

A strategic study of NATO titled “Multiple Futures Project: Navigating Towards 2030” dated 

2009 was of great importance on even covertly accepting that the after-hegemony 

circumstances will no longer be sustained. The concepts of both hegemony and after-hegemony 

circumstances such as the balance of power, bandwagoning, alliance, and deterrence are limited 

and misleading in explaining the future security environment. For this reason, a better reading 

of the post-after hegemony era requires new concepts. Besides other component factors, a new 

form of regionalism, functional cooperations between states and mutual interdependence 
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between equals, and denying hegemony are considered the main determinants of the new epoch.  

These factors have close relations and interlinkages with each other. 

3.1. A New Form of Regionalism 

In post-after hegemony time with the decline of the power of global institutions, organizations 

and regimes a new form of regionalism with loose ties will likely prevail. In that context, 

continental solidarity in the UN will likely challenge the veto system in the Security Council 

which paralysed the organization.  In this atmosphere Uniting for Peace type of General 

Assembly resolutions is expected to increase. 

In post-after hegemony time, NATO’s security architecture will likely reshape. Under this 

circumstance, the weakest chains of the Alliance; Partnership for Peace and Mediterranean 

Dialog initiatives will likely lose their previous charm.   

With the decline in Euro-Atlantic ties, European members will firmly question USA’s 

patronage more than they do it today. In this new era, ‘glocalism’ will likely have the potential 

to overcome globalism. Contrary to its global economic power, the EU will be more introverted, 

protectionist, conservative, and regional. 

During the post-after hegemony time, we will experience rapprochements between old rivals. 

For example, for the first time in history Russian and Turkish national interests in the Black 

Sea, Trans-Caucasus, and Central Asea overlapped. Turkish-Iranian relations have the potential 

to promote a cooperative environment in Newroz geography.  

3.2. Functional Cooperations Between States and Mutual Interdependence Between Equals 

Under post-after hegemony circumstances, states will likely cooperate case by a case basis; 

while they compete for conflicting goals they will also cooperate for their common interests. 

States will not hesitate to cooperate with their allies’ enemies or their old “rough states”. 

The economic polarization set cliffs between underdeveloped-developing-developed will 

increase mutual interdependence between only equals while leaving the others aside. This trend 

also will likely feed the new type of regionalism.   

3.3. Denying Hegemony 

In the absence of any unchallenged global hegemon, the race between candidates will like to 

follow “game breaker” strategies. The new form of regionalism will also harden the settings of 

hegemony. Anti-hegemon sentiments provoked by global economic polarization will also add 

to this trend. In sum, we can name this trend as “denying hegemony”. 
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For sure during the foreseeable future, the USA and China will be the major candidates for 

global dominance. However, being a global hegemon for the USA will likely be much more 

expensive than in the past and contrary to its huge economic power, China is too short to fill 

this position. Continental powers; EU, India, and Russia and regional powers; Brazil, Indonesia, 

İran, Saudi Arabia, Egypt and Turkey will most likely work on the expanse of global hegemony 

candidates. On the other hand, the international environment is so interdependent that no state 

can easily set dominance without an alliance. 

Under these circumstances, strategies of the balance of power, containment, areas of influence 

or alliance will not work as effectively as they did in the past. So, the most rational choice for 

the global hegemony candidates will likely be creating manageable instability regions to shape 

the international security environment in their favour. For that, although there are others, one 

of the most trustworthy strategies is pushing the belligerent opponent to fight on numerous 

fronts or turning its ongoing conflict into a frustrating war.  

 


