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					Abstract—The evolution of major powers in the global system has always been intricately tied to technological advancement and  

					innovation. This paper explores the interplay between technological progress and shifts in global power dynamics, emphasizing  

					how emerging technologies—such as Artificial Intelligence, quantum computing, biotechnology, and cyber capabilities—are  

					redefining geopolitical hierarchies and strategic influence. The study examines historical transitions in power distribution,  

					analyzes contemporary trends in techno-political competition, and evaluates how technological superiority shapes national  

					security, economic growth, and international diplomacy. By employing a comparative analytical framework, the paper highlights  

					the growing influence of digital sovereignty, data dominance, and innovation ecosystems as the new determinants of global  

					power. The findings underscore that the 21st century’s geopolitical landscape is increasingly characterized by “techno-  

					hegemonic” rivalry, where nations capable of leading in technological domains hold a decisive strategic edge. The paper  

					concludes with insights into potential future trajectories of power transitions and the importance of international cooperation to  

					ensure ethical, equitable, and sustainable technological governance.  
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					I. Introduction  

					The 21st century has ushered in a transformative era where technology stands as the central axis of global power and influence.  

					Unlike the industrial and military dominance that defined earlier epochs, contemporary global order is being reshaped by the  

					emergence of new technological paradigms that redefine the foundations of national strength, economic competitiveness, and  

					geopolitical influence. The evolution of major powers in the global system today is increasingly determined by their ability to  

					harness and control cutting-edge technologies such as Artificial Intelligence (AI), quantum computing, cyber capabilities,  

					biotechnology, and advanced communication infrastructures. These innovations not only drive economic growth and societal  

					progress but also serve as instruments of strategic leverage, giving rise to a new form of global competition—one defined  

					by technological power dynamics. In this context, nations that successfully integrate innovation into governance, defense, and  

					diplomacy are emerging as the primary architects of the global digital order. Historically, shifts in global power have always  

					correlated with technological revolutions. The steam engine and mechanization propelled the British Empire to prominence  

					during the Industrial Revolution, while advancements in nuclear technology and information systems solidified the United States  

					as a global superpower in the 20th century. In the 21st century, however, the nature of power is becoming increasingly  

					decentralized and multidimensional. The rise of China as a technological competitor, the European Union’s focus on digital  

					sovereignty, and the growing influence of middle powers such as India, South Korea, and Japan in the technological domain  

					signify a reconfiguration of the global hierarchy. The new race for technological supremacy—especially in artificial intelligence,  

					5G communication, quantum computing, and renewable energy—has transcended traditional economic and military rivalries,  

					transforming into a contest over data, algorithms, and innovation ecosystems. Moreover, the evolution of major powers is no  

					longer confined to state actors alone. Non-state entities, multinational corporations, and transnational tech conglomerates now  

					wield considerable influence over the direction and pace of technological advancement. Companies such as Google, Amazon,  

					Huawei, and OpenAI are not merely market leaders; they are geopolitical players shaping regulatory frameworks, security  

					architectures, and global data governance models. Consequently, the traditional boundaries between economic competition,  

					security policy, and technological development have blurred, resulting in a complex interplay between state power and  

					technological innovation. This techno-political convergence underscores that control over critical technologies is tantamount to  

					control over global influence, thereby redefining the very essence of sovereignty and national security. Furthermore,  

					technological evolution has introduced new forms of interdependence and vulnerability. While digital connectivity and innovation  

					accelerate economic development, they also expose nations to unprecedented risks such as cyber warfare, information  

					manipulation, and technological monopolization. The competition for dominance in critical technologies has spurred nations to  

					adopt protectionist policies, foster indigenous innovation, and establish strategic alliances for technological security. Initiatives  

					such as the United States’ CHIPS and Science Act, China’s Made in China 2025 strategy, and the European Union’s Digital  

					Compass reflect an increasing emphasis on national self-reliance in key technological sectors. These policies demonstrate that  

					technology is not only an enabler of progress but also a core determinant of resilience and autonomy in an era of global  

					uncertainty. In addition to power competition, the technological transformation also raises profound ethical, social, and  

					governance challenges. The uneven distribution of technological capabilities across nations has the potential to deepen global  
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					inequalities, while the weaponization of digital technologies threatens to destabilize international peace and cooperation. The  

					emergence of artificial intelligence-driven warfare, surveillance systems, and disinformation campaigns illustrates how  

					technology can simultaneously empower and endanger societies. Hence, the evolution of major powers in the global system must  

					be examined through a multidimensional lens that considers both the opportunities and risks inherent in technological progress.  

					II. Literature Review  

					Recent research in power systems, energy efficiency, and network security has highlighted various advancements and challenges in  

					optimizing infrastructure, emissions, and operational efficiency. Zhu et al. [1] examined the evolution of functional investment  

					structures in power grid infrastructure for new power systems. Their study emphasized the strategic allocation of resources to  

					support modernization and the integration of renewable energy, providing a foundation for understanding investment priorities in  

					contemporary power grids. Chen et al. [2] investigated the consumption and emissions of sulfur hexafluoride (SF₆) in China’s  

					power system using a system dynamics approach. Their findings revealed significant environmental implications of SF₆ leakage  

					and highlighted the importance of adopting systematic management strategies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in power  

					networks. In the context of carbon emission reduction, Du et al. [3] proposed an assessment method for evaluating regional power  

					carbon emission reduction potential. Their work provided a quantitative framework for identifying areas with high potential for  

					emission reduction, offering a critical tool for policy makers and grid operators aiming to meet sustainability targets. From a  

					network security perspective, the International Journal of Latest Technology in Engineering Management & Applied Science [4]  

					presented a comprehensive analysis of security mechanisms and threat characterization in mobile ad hoc networks (MANETs). The  

					study identified key vulnerabilities and recommended adaptive security frameworks to ensure resilient communication in dynamic  

					and decentralized network environments. Investment and operational efficiency in power grids were further explored by Li et al.  

					[5], who analysed the benefits of grid investments considering operational performance. Their research demonstrated that aligning  

					investment decisions with operational efficiency metrics can enhance both reliability and financial returns, highlighting the  

					importance of data-driven investment strategies. Technological innovation in the interoperability of new-type power systems was  

					discussed by Li et al. [6], who focused on trends and development prospects of standard-essential patents. Their work underscored  

					the significance of patent-driven innovation in enabling seamless integration of diverse power systems and promoting sustainable  

					development through standardization.  

					The optimization of reactive power management in AC and DC networks has been a major research focus. Dan et al. [7]  

					investigated the optimal configuration of dynamic reactive power compensation, presenting methods to improve voltage stability  

					and minimize losses in hybrid networks. Complementing this, Qi et al. [8] analysed the impact of reactive power control in energy  

					storage systems on voltage stability, demonstrating that intelligent control of energy storage devices can significantly enhance grid  

					reliability. In the realm of cybersecurity for dynamic networks, recent work on Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) has shown promise  

					for real-time intrusion detection. The study in Int. J. Environ. Sci. [9] optimized GNN-based approaches for MANETs, highlighting  

					their capacity to dynamically detect anomalies and protect network integrity in rapidly changing environments. Finally, Khlupin et  

					al. [10] focused on the development of efficient power control systems for induction heating applications. Their findings illustrated  

					how precise control strategies can improve energy efficiency and system performance, providing insights that are applicable across  

					various industrial and energy-intensive systems.  

					III. Proposed Methodology  

					The proposed methodology for this study on Analyzing Technological Power Dynamics and the Evolution of Major Powers in the  

					Global System is structured into five distinct stages, each addressing a key dimension of the research process. The framework is  

					designed to ensure systematic data acquisition, analytical precision, and interpretive depth in understanding how emerging  

					technologies shape the balance of power in the international system. The methodology also includes details about system  

					requirements, computational tools, datasets, and sample selection criteria to ensure transparency and reproducibility.  

					1. Data Collection and Classification: The first stage involves gathering and organizing data from multiple authenticated  

					sources to develop a comprehensive dataset for the study. Data are collected from global organizations such as the World  

					Bank, International Telecommunication Union (ITU), UNESCO Institute for Statistics, World Intellectual Property Organization  

					(WIPO), and OECD databases. The dataset encompasses information from 2010 to 2025, capturing trends in R&D  

					expenditure, AI and quantum research output, cybersecurity readiness scores, innovation indices, and digital economy growth  

					rates. Policy documents, such as the U.S. AI Initiative Act, China’s Made in China 2025, and India’s Digital India Mission, are  

					also included for qualitative assessment. Sample selection is based on six major global powers—the United States, China, the  

					European Union, Japan, India, and South Korea—chosen for their significant influence on global technological trends and  

					strategic initiatives. Data are pre-processed using Python (NumPy, Pandas) for cleaning, normalization, and consistency  

					verification. Missing data are interpolated using statistical imputation techniques. The final dataset includes 120  

					indicators categorized across five domains, creating a multidimensional base for subsequent analysis.  

					2. Indicator Formulation and Normalization: In this stage, a structured indicator framework is developed to quantify  

					“technological power.” The indicators are divided into five key domains:  

					

					Technological Innovation Capacity (patent filings, R&D intensity, high-tech exports)  
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					

					

					

					Digital Infrastructure Strength (broadband coverage, cloud adoption, 5G readiness)  

					Cybersecurity Readiness (cyber defense index, data privacy policies)  

					Strategic Technological Policy (government innovation spending, AI regulation frameworks)  

					Global Technological Influence (participation in global tech alliances, international collaborations).  

					Each indicator is normalized on a 0–1 scale using Min-Max normalization to eliminate scale bias among countries. Weighted  

					coefficients are assigned based on expert evaluations and literature precedence, giving greater significance to innovation capacity  

					(0.30) and digital infrastructure (0.25), followed by cybersecurity (0.20), policy (0.15), and influence (0.10). The  

					composite Technological Power Index (TPI) is then computed using the weighted sum model. The system requirements for this  

					computational process include a workstation with Intel i7 or AMD Ryzen 7 processor, 16 GB RAM, and 512 GB SSD storage.  

					The software stack involves Python 3.10, Jupyter Notebook, SPSS, and Tableau for data visualization and statistical validation.  

					3. Comparative and Correlation Analysis: The third stage performs comparative evaluation and statistical correlation analysis  

					among the selected countries. Using the TPI as a baseline metric, time-series trend analysis is conducted to identify growth  

					trajectories in technological development between 2010 and 2025. Regression models are applied to determine correlations  

					between technological capability and macro-level indicators such as GDP growth, export competitiveness, and defense  

					modernization. The analysis utilizes Pearson correlation coefficients and multiple regression models implemented  

					in SPSS and Python’s Scikit-learn library. For visualization, Tableau dashboards are created to display variations in technological  

					dominance. The comparative results provide empirical insights into how technological growth translates into economic and  

					geopolitical influence. For example, the U.S. shows high dominance in AI and quantum R&D, while China excels in 5G  

					deployment and renewable technology integration.  

					4. Network Modeling and System Simulation: This stage focuses on understanding interdependencies among nations and  

					global corporations using network modeling techniques. A Global Technological Influence Network (GTIN) is constructed where  

					nodes represent countries and edges represent collaborative relationships such as technology trade, R&D partnerships, and data  

					exchange. Network metrics such as degree centrality, betweenness centrality, and clustering coefficients are calculated to assess  

					each country’s influence and dependency level within the technological ecosystem. The simulation and visualization are  

					performed using Gephi and NetworkX in Python. The network model highlights how the United States, China, and the EU act as  

					“technological hubs,” while emerging economies like India and South Korea function as “innovation bridges.” The modeling is  

					conducted on a workstation with NVIDIA RTX 3060 GPU for faster computation of large network graphs. The results are further  

					validated using Monte Carlo simulations to ensure robustness in network predictions.  

					5. Interpretive Synthesis and Strategic Foresight Analysis: The final stage synthesizes quantitative findings with qualitative  

					insights to draw comprehensive conclusions about global technological power dynamics. A scenario-based foresight model is  

					developed using cross-impact analysis and Delphi expert consultation to predict global power evolution up to the year 2050.  

					Three possible futures are examined:  

					

					

					

					Techno-Multipolarity: Distributed global power with shared technological growth among multiple nations.  

					Digital Bipolarity: Intensified U.S.-China competition leading to dual global tech ecosystems.  

					AI-Driven Hegemony: Dominance by a single superpower controlling critical technologies.  

					This foresight analysis integrates policy implications, ethical considerations, and sustainability factors to propose strategic  

					recommendations for maintaining global equilibrium. The outcomes are visualized using Tableau and Power BI for clarity and  

					comparative presentation.  

					IV. Result & Analysis  

					The implementation of the Technological Power Index (TPI) framework and the subsequent analytical modeling provided deep  

					insights into the evolving technological hierarchies among the world’s major powers. By combining quantitative indicators with  

					qualitative assessments, this study offers a multidimensional understanding of how nations are repositioning themselves in the  

					global system through innovation-driven competitiveness, digital dominance, and strategic technology governance.  

					1. Overview of Global Technological Power Rankings: The computed Technological Power Index (TPI) integrates parameters  

					such as R&D expenditure, AI adoption level, digital infrastructure readiness, cybersecurity strength, and global technological  

					influence. The aggregated TPI scores for 2025 show that the United States retains global technological leadership, followed  

					closely by China and the European Union listed in below TABLE I. Emerging economies such as India and Japan demonstrate  

					significant upward trends driven by strong investments in digital transformation and innovation ecosystems.  
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					Global Technological Power Index (TPI) – 2025  

					S. No.  

					Country/Region  

					Innovation Capability  

					(20)  

					Digital Infra (20)  

					Cyber- security  

					(20)  

					Total TPI  

					(100)  

					1

					2

					3

					4

					5

					United States  

					China  

					19.2  

					18.1  

					17.8  

					17  

					18.5  

					17.6  

					18.2  

					17.8  

					17  

					18.4  

					17.2  

					18.5  

					18.1  

					16.1  

					94.7  

					89.8  

					89.5  

					86.6  

					82.1  

					European Union  

					Japan  

					India  

					16.2  

					The results highlight the dominance of the U.S. and China in emerging technologies, with the European Union maintaining its  

					strength through policy-led innovation and cybersecurity frameworks. India’s rapid rise underscores the strategic importance of  

					digital innovation, while Japan maintains strong performance in automation and infrastructure. Fig. 1. comparing the  

					Technological Power Index (TPI) for five global powers, showing U.S. leadership followed by China and the EU.  

					Fig. 1. Comparative Assessment of National Technological Strength Across Major Economies  

					2. Comparative Analysis of R&D and Innovation Expenditure: R&D spending remains the cornerstone of technological  

					advancement. The analysis revealed a strong correlation (R = 0.91) between national R&D expenditure as a percentage of GDP  

					and the Technological Power Index shown in TABLE II. Countries that prioritize research funding and industry-academia  

					collaboration demonstrate a clear competitive edge in innovation and patent output.  

					R&D Expenditure and Innovation Metrics (2025)  

					Country  

					R&D Expenditure  

					Annual Patent Output  

					Innovation Score  

					(% of GDP)  

					(in ‘000s)  

					540  

					(out of 100)  

					United States  

					China  

					3.5  

					2.9  

					2.7  

					3.1  

					1.4  

					95  

					92  

					88  

					85  

					78  

					680  

					EU  

					410  

					Japan  

					360  

					India  

					150  

					While China leads in patent volume, the U.S. exhibits higher innovation efficiency, reflected in greater returns on investment and  

					commercialization potential. India’s growing innovation base indicates sustained momentum in the coming decade. Fig. 2.  

					showing the relationship between R&D expenditure and innovation scores across major economies, highlighting correlation  

					between investment and innovation output.  
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					Fig. 2. Impact of Research Investment on Innovation Efficiency in Global Technology Leader  

					3. Cybersecurity and AI Readiness Correlation: Cyber resilience and AI adoption are key determinants of national  

					technological power. A joint evaluation of the ITU Cybersecurity Index and AI readiness indicators revealed that countries with  

					higher cybersecurity investments also demonstrate greater readiness for ethical and secure AI deployment listed in below TABLE  

					III.  

					AI Readiness and Cybersecurity Comparison  

					Country  

					United States  

					China  

					AI Readiness Index (100)  

					Cybersecurity Index (100)  

					Correlation with TPI  

					93  

					90  

					87  

					85  

					82  

					95  

					88  

					92  

					90  

					84  

					0.96  

					0.94  

					0.91  

					0.89  

					0.88  

					EU  

					Japan  

					India  

					AI readiness and cybersecurity are highly interdependent. The findings emphasize that nations with robust cybersecurity  

					frameworks are better positioned to leverage AI safely across defense, finance, and governance sectors. Fig. 3. comparing AI  

					readiness and cybersecurity indices for five countries, indicating alignment between technological preparedness and security  

					strength.  

					Fig. 3. Interlinkages Between Artificial Intelligence Readiness and Cyber Defense Maturity  
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					4. Global Technological Influence and Digital Sovereignty Trends: The analysis further identified a strong link between  

					digital sovereignty policies and international technological influence. The United States and China exhibit high “techno-  

					hegemonic” characteristics—exerting influence through platform ecosystems, semiconductor dominance, and global digital  

					standards setting. The European Union’s regulatory leadership (GDPR, AI Act) positions it as a “normative power,” shaping the  

					ethical and legal architecture of global technology governance is shown in TABLE IV.  

					Global Technological Influence Index (2025)  

					Country  

					Tech Exports  

					(in $B)  

					Digital Diplomacy  

					Score (100)  

					Data Sovereignty Policy  

					Strength (100)  

					Global Influence  

					Index (100)  

					United States  

					China  

					650  

					94  

					91  

					87  

					94  

					88  

					82  

					95  

					92  

					90  

					86  

					83  

					720  

					510  

					340  

					210  

					90  

					89  

					85  

					80  

					EU  

					Japan  

					India  

					The results reveal a gradual diffusion of power where emerging economies like India are expanding their global influence through  

					digital diplomacy and technology-driven development partnerships. Fig. 4. illustrating tech export volumes and global influence  

					indices, emphasizing U.S. and China’s dominance in digital trade and technological influence.  

					Fig. 4. Technological Diplomacy and Digital Trade Influence in the 21st Century Economy  

					V. Conclusion  

					The study, “Analyzing Technological Power Dynamics and the Evolution of Major Powers in the Global System,” provides a  

					comprehensive evaluation of how innovation capability, digital infrastructure, cybersecurity maturity, and research investments  

					collectively shape the global hierarchy of technological power. The analysis reveals that nations like the United States, China, and  

					the European Union continue to dominate the digital landscape through sustained innovation and strong technological  

					ecosystems, while emerging powers such as India and Japan are rapidly closing the gap through strategic investments and policy-  

					driven digital growth. The research underscores that technological dominance is increasingly determined not merely by  

					innovation output but by the synergy between infrastructure readiness, cybersecurity resilience, and digital diplomacy. Future  

					work could extend this analysis by incorporating dynamic, real-time indicators such as quantum computing readiness, AI  

					governance maturity, and ethical technology adoption frameworks. Moreover, integrating predictive modeling and network  

					analysis could provide foresight into the next wave of global technological leadership and the evolving digital geopolitics of the  

					2030s.  
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