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For the first time, this updated and 
extended edition of the Monitor in-
cludes the EU28 cohesion ranking 
and trends from 2007 to 2017.

The EU Cohesion Monitor is part of
the Rethink: Europe project by the
European Council on Foreign Rela-
tions and Stiftung Mercator.

To learn more about the project,
please visit ecfr.eu/rethinkeurope
and ecfr.eu/eucohesionmonitor.

To contact the project team please 
email rethink.europe@ecfr.eu
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Cohesion is the glue that holds 
Europe together. It is shaped by a 
variety of factors that make Euro-
peans more willing to cooperate 
with one another.

These factors include the connec-
tions between societies and econo-
mies, people-to-people contacts 
across borders, as well as attitudes 
and expectations.

The EU Cohesion Monitor brings 
all these factors together in a com-
prehensive measurement of Euro-
pean cohesion across time for all 
EU member states.

ECFR Team
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Introduction   Methodology

The EU Cohesion Monitor combines a 
total of 42 factors to measure cohe-
sion along five individual and five 
structural cohesion indicators. The indi-
vidual indicators quantify cohesion at 
the level of citizens’ experiences, opin-
ions and expectations. The structural 
indicators measure cohesion at the 
macro level of the state and the 
economy.

To ensure comparability of different 
data types at the factor level, the EU 
Cohesion Monitor uses linear transfor-
mation to a scale from 1 to 10 for all 
but two of the ten indicators.

The indicators ‘Policy Integration’ and 
‘Security’ are limited to a scale of 1 to 
7 to leave room for extending the 
scale to the full 10 points, should Euro-
pean integration progress further.

The transformation to scale requires 
setting boundary values for each 

factor’s minimum and maximum, 
which will score 1 and 10 (or 7) points 
respectively.

Starting with the 2019 edition, the EU 
Cohesion Monitor uses a relational ap-
proach to most transformations. It is 
based on the middle 50% of all factor 
observations for every year since 2007 
and all 28 EU member states 
(interquartile range of all observa-
tions).

Exceptions to this global rule are only 
made for cases where we have set 
either more intutitive or more natural 
boundary values.

Thanks to the transformation of all 
factors to a common scale, the results 
for each of the ten cohesion indicators 
can usually be derived by determining 
the average of their factors. 

For those factors that follow a count-
ing logic, e.g. a country’s number of 
opt-outs in the ‘Policy Integration’ in-
dicator, the factors are simply added.

The highest level of aggregation – 
overall cohesion – is the combined 
result for all individual and structural 
indicators. This score captures the full 
scope of all indicators and factors in a 
single measure.

Overall cohesion scores are calculated 
in two steps. First, the simple averages 
of the five individual and the five 
structural indicators are taken. Second, 
the two resulting scores for both di-
mensions are averaged again.

The chapter ‘Composition’ includes a 
detailed overview of all indicators, 
their factors, and sources. Further in-
formation on methodology and calcu-
lations can be found at
www.ecfr.eu/eucohesionmonitor.
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Introduction   Chapters

Composition

In the first chapter, the EU 
Cohesion Monitor’s struc-
ture is described in detail.

It includes a complete over-
view of the 42 factors and 
10 indicators, including their 
premises, definitions, and 
sources. 

The chapter also includes 
the direct link to the raw 
data used to create the EU 
Cohesion Monitor.

Overall Results

In the second chapter, all EU 
member states and country 
groups are plotted along 
their cohesion trajectories 
since 2007. 

The vertical axis represents 
the dimension of individual 
cohesion. The horizontal 
axis shows structural cohe-
sion.

Rankings

In the third chapter, each 
country’s rank is directly 
compared. 

The map view highlights 
trends, showing to what 
extent EU member states 
have gained or lost in indi-
vidual and structural cohe-
sion since 2007. 

Countries & 
Groups
In the fourth chapter, each 
country’s results are shown 
along all ten indicators in a 
cohesion profile across both 
dimensions.

The profiles show rank and 
point changes since 2007. 
Sparklines allow compari-
sons over the timeline since 
2007 and show position 
relative to the EU average.
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Country Groups   Overview

Ireland*° Big Six

Founding Six

Affluent Seven Baltics

Southern Seven
Eurogroup *
New Hanseatic League °

Visegrád
Four

Country Groups

Results are not only presented for
individual EU member states, but
also for 11 country groups. 

The illustration shows 9 of these 
11 groups, their composition and 
the overlap between them. ‘Euro-
group’ members are marked by an 
asterisk, ‘New Hanseatic League’ 
members by a ring.

The impact of country groups on
the politics of the EU and Euro-
pean integration at large has
been changing over time and has
often depended on the policy
issue at stake. Some groups are
more formalized or institutional-
ized than others.

Group data is provided by com-
bining the scores of their respec-
tive member countries.
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Country Groups   Eurogroup

Share of PopulationThe Currency Union

The term ‘Eurogroup’ refers to the 19 mem-
bers of the European Union that adopted the 
Euro as their common currency, and as such 
build the so-called Eurozone.

The Eurogroup shares the European Central 
Bank as a monetary authority and their 
members increasingly cooperate on fiscal 
policies. Challenges remain, however, such as 
the long aftermath of the Euro crisis, limited 
democratic oversight, and the economic gov-
ernment of the Eurozone.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results

Sources: Eurostat 2017 (population tps00001, 
GDP tec00001, Employment lfsi_emp_a, 
Unemployment lfsa_ugan), Eurostat 2017 
(Disposable income sdg_10_20), SIPRI 2017 
(Military expenditure 2017)
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Country Groups   New Hanseatic League

Share of PopulationThe Fiscal Conservatives

The term ‘New Hanseatic League’ refers to 
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Ireland, Latvia, 
Lithuania, The Netherlands, and Sweden. 

This group of countries shares a desire for 
increased fiscal cooperation and a deepening 
of the European Economic and Monetary 
Union. It started to voice common interests 
on these issues in early 2018.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results

Sources: Eurostat 2017 (population tps00001, 
GDP tec00001, Employment lfsi_emp_a, 
Unemployment lfsa_ugan), Eurostat 2017 
(Disposable income sdg_10_20), SIPRI 2017 
(Military expenditure 2017)
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Country Groups   Affluent Seven

Share of PopulationHidden Champions

The term ‘Affluent Seven’ refers to the group 
of seven countries consisting of Austria, the 
three Nordic EU members (Denmark, Finland, 
and Sweden), and the Benelux countries. 

This group has special economic clout 
among the EU28. Each one of the seven 
maintains an employment ratio of at least 10 
to 1. In addition, the group's disposable 
income per capita is significantly above the 
averages of both the EU and the Big Six.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results

Sources: Eurostat 2017 (population tps00001, 
GDP tec00001, Employment lfsi_emp_a, 
Unemployment lfsa_ugan), Eurostat 2017 
(Disposable income sdg_10_20), SIPRI 2017 
(Military expenditure 2017)
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Country Groups   Southern Seven

Share of PopulationMediterranean Shores

The term ‘Southern Seven’ refers to the 
group of seven countries consisting of 
Cyprus, France, Greece, Italy, Malta, Portugal 
and Spain. 

Despite disparaties in size, the countries in 
this group share socio-economic similarities. 
In recent years political initiatives have at-
tempted to institutionalize this group. The 
Southern Seven have been particularly af-
fected by the Eurozone debt crisis and in-
creasing migration to Europe.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results

Sources: Eurostat 2017 (population tps00001, 
GDP tec00001, Employment lfsi_emp_a, 
Unemployment lfsa_ugan), Eurostat 2017 
(Disposable income sdg_10_20), SIPRI 2017 
(Military expenditure 2017)
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France

Country Groups   Big Six

Share of PopulationThe EU Powerhouse

The term ‘Big Six’ refers to France, Germany, 
Italy, Spain, Poland, and the UK. 
These countries are considered major 
European powers.

After Brexit, the group will eventually turn 
into the Big Five. Even without the UK, it 
will continue to be the EU’s powerhouse.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results

Sources: Eurostat 2017 (population tps00001, 
GDP tec00001, Employment lfsi_emp_a, 
Unemployment lfsa_ugan), Eurostat 2017 
(Disposable income sdg_10_20), SIPRI 2017 
(Military expenditure 2017)
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Country Groups   Founding Six

Share of PopulationThe EU Pioneers

The term ‘Founding Six’ refers to Belgium,
France, Germany, Italy, Luxembourg and the
Netherlands. As signatories to the 1957
Rome Treaty, they created what has become
the European Union.

With the Franco-German partnership at its
centre, the Founding Six is the oldest group
within the EU. It continues to have signifi-
cant leverage and makes up about half the
EU’s population, GDP, and defence spending.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results

Sources: Eurostat 2017 (population tps00001, 
GDP tec00001, Employment lfsi_emp_a, 
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Country Groups   Southeast Four

Share of PopulationThe Newcomers

The term ‘Southeast Four’ refers to Bulgaria, 
Croatia, Romania, and Slovenia.

They are among the youngest of the Euro-
pean Union's members, with Slovenia joining 
the European Union in 2004, Bulgaria and 
Romania in 2007, and Croatia in 2013.

After their accession to the EU, these coun-
tries have fought to catch up to longer serv-
ing member states, now reaching middle 
ranks in important measures.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results

Sources: Eurostat 2017 (population tps00001, 
GDP tec00001, Employment lfsi_emp_a, 
Unemployment lfsa_ugan), Eurostat 2017 
(Disposable income sdg_10_20), SIPRI 2017 
(Military expenditure 2017)
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Country Groups   Visegrád Four

Share of PopulationThe New East

The term ’Visegrád Four’ refers to the group 
of countries consisting of the Czech Republic, 
Hungary, Poland and Slovakia. All four joined 
the European Union together in 2004. 

More frequently than other groups the Vise-
grád Four act as a political coalition within 
the European Union. Their cooperation is 
based on common cultural values, history, 
and a similar outlook on economic and secu-
rity policy.
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Country Groups   Baltics

Share of PopulationAgile Northeast

The term ‘Baltics’ refers to the group of 
countries consisting of Estonia, Latvia, and 
Lithuania.

The Baltics are united through history and 
politics, fortified through their struggle for 
independence. Today they are the only 
former Soviet republics that are members of 
both NATO and the EU. The coalition shares 
similar political and economic perspectives 
towards the European Union's domestic and 
foreign affairs.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results
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Country Groups   Benelux

Share of PopulationHeart of Europe

The term ‘Benelux’ refers to the group of 
countries consisting of Belgium, the Nether-
lands, and Luxembourg. All three of them are 
founding members of the European Union. 

Their political and economic coalition was 
initiated through a customs agreement that 
is older than the European project itself. The 
group is institutionalized through its own 
parliament and court of justice, and united 
through many geographic, economic, and 
cultural commonalities.
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Detailed Results

Overall Results
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Country Groups   Nordics

Share of PopulationNordic Voice

The term ‘Nordics’ refers to the group of coun-
tries consisting of Denmark, Finland and 
Sweden. The group is not only united geo-
graphically, but also through intertwinements
of cultural and political history. 

Although the group is not a legal entity, it 
cooperates through the Nordic Council and the 
Nordic Council of Ministers together with the 
non-EU Nordics. As such, the group is a hub of 
increasingly intensive and extensive coopera-
tion.
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Experience

Engagement

Attitudes

Approval

Expectations Security

Policy 
Integration

Funding

Resilience

Economic 
Ties

Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
 Population living near EU border
 Visited another EU country
 Socialised with people from other EU countries
 Press freedom
 Participation in educational exchanges
 Non-EFTA neighbours
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– Premise –
High voter turnout in EP elections and low 

support for anti-EU parties indicate a 
stronger willingness to cooperate.

 



 Close Engagement

Factor Votes for anti-EU parties 
 in EP elections
 
Definition Share of votes in 2004, 
 2009, 2014 EP elections 

Unit Percent
Abbrev. antieu_ep 
Source Döring & Manow, 
 ParlGov Database

Factor Votes for anti-EU parties 
 in EP elections
 
Definition Share of votes in 2004, 
 2009, 2014 EP elections 

Unit Percent
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
High voter turnout in EP elections and low 

support for anti-EU parties indicate a 
stronger willingness to cooperate.

 



 Close Engagement

Factor Votes for anti-EU parties 
 in national elections
 
Definition Share of votes

Unit Percent
Abbrev. antieu_nat 
Source Döring & Manow, 
 ParlGov Database

Factor Votes for anti-EU parties 
 in national elections
 
Definition Share of votes
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Source Döring & Manow, 
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 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion










Resilience
 Disposable income
 Government debt
 Poverty
 Unemployment
 Income equality

Economic Ties
 Trade in goods with the EU
 Trade in services with the EU
 Trade openess towards the EU

Funding
 EU spending in country
 Contribution to the EU budget

Policy Integration
 Number of opt-outs
 Single market transposition deficit
 Singe market infringements

Security
 Participation in multinational deployments
 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
Positive views of the European project
and the EU at large are a precondition 

for European cohesion. 
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
Positive views of the European project
and the EU at large are a precondition 

for European cohesion. 

 

 

 

 Close Attitudes

Factor Trust in the European 
 Union
 
Definition Q: Do you tend to trust 
 or mistrust the EU?

Unit Percent ('Tend to trust') 
Abbrev. trust 
Source Eurobarometer

Factor Trust in the European 
 Union
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
Positive views of the European project
and the EU at large are a precondition 

for European cohesion. 

 

 

 

 Close Attitudes

Factor Image of the 
 European Union
 
Definition Q: Does the EU conjure up 
 for you a positive or 
 negative image?

Unit Percent (Total 'Positive')
Abbrev. image 
Source Eurobarometer

Factor Image of the 
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Abbrev. image 
Source Eurobarometer
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
Positive views of the European project
and the EU at large are a precondition 

for European cohesion. 

 

 

 

 Close Attitudes

Factor National interests in 
 the EU
 
Definition Q: Are the interests of your 
 country well taken into 
 account in the EU?

Unit Percent (Total 'Agree')
Abbrev. interests 
Source Eurobarometer

Factor National interests in 
 the EU
 
Definition Q: Are the interests of your 
 country well taken into 
 account in the EU?

Unit Percent (Total 'Agree')
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Source Eurobarometer
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
Positive views of the European project
and the EU at large are a precondition 

for European cohesion. 

 

 

 

 Close Attitudes

Factor Perception of European 
 identity 
 
Definition Q: Do you see yourself 
 as European?

Unit Percent (Total 'European')
Abbrev. europeanid 
Source Eurobarometer

Factor Perception of European 
 identity 
 
Definition Q: Do you see yourself 
 as European?

Unit Percent (Total 'European')
Abbrev. europeanid 
Source Eurobarometer
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
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– Premise –
Positive views of the European project
and the EU at large are a precondition 

for European cohesion. 

 

 

 

 Close Attitudes

Factor Satisfaction with demo-
 cracy in the EU
 
Definition Q: Are you satisfied with 
 the way democracy works 
 in the EU?

Unit Percent (Total 'Satisfied')
Abbrev. eusatisfaction 
Source Eurobarometer
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)
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– Premise –
Positive views of the European project
and the EU at large are a precondition 

for European cohesion. 

 

 

 

 Close Attitudes

Factor Feeling of attachment 
 to the EU
 
Definition Q: How attached do you 
 feel to the EU?

Unit Percent (Total 'Attached')
Abbrev. euattachment 
Source Eurobarometer

Factor Feeling of attachment 
 to the EU
 
Definition Q: How attached do you 
 feel to the EU?

Unit Percent (Total 'Attached')
Abbrev. euattachment 
Source Eurobarometer
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
Positive views of the EU’s policy output and 
of closer cooperation signal citizens’ support 

for further European integration.

 

 

 Close Approval
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)
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– Premise –
Positive views of the EU’s policy output and 
of closer cooperation signal citizens’ support 

for further European integration.

 

 

 Close Approval

Factor Economic and monetary 
 union
 
Definition Q: Are you for or against 
 the European economic 
 and monetary union?

Unit Percent ('For') 
Abbrev. emu 
Source Eurobarometer

Factor Economic and monetary 
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 and monetary union?
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Abbrev. emu 
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)
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– Premise –
Positive views of the EU’s policy output and 
of closer cooperation signal citizens’ support 

for further European integration.
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Factor Common foreign policy
 
Definition Q: Are you for or against 
 a common European 
 foreign policy?

Unit Percent ('For')
Abbrev. cfsp 
Source Eurobarometer
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Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
 Population living near EU border
 Visited another EU country
 Socialised with people from other EU countries
 Press freedom
 Participation in educational exchanges
 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion










Resilience
 Disposable income
 Government debt
 Poverty
 Unemployment
 Income equality

Economic Ties
 Trade in goods with the EU
 Trade in services with the EU
 Trade openess towards the EU

Funding
 EU spending in country
 Contribution to the EU budget

Policy Integration
 Number of opt-outs
 Single market transposition deficit
 Singe market infringements

Security
 Participation in multinational deployments
 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.

Economic and 
monetary union

Common foreign 
policy

Common defence 
and security

Common migra-
tion policy

1 2

3 4
Experience

Engagement

Attitudes

Approval

Expectations Security

Policy 
Integration

Funding

Resilience

Economic 
Ties

Approval

– Premise –
Positive views of the EU’s policy output and 
of closer cooperation signal citizens’ support 

for further European integration.
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Factor Common defence and 
 security
 
Definition Q: Are you for or against a 
 common European defence 
 and security policy?

Unit Percent ('For') 
Abbrev. defence 
Source Eurobarometer

Factor Common defence and 
 security
 
Definition Q: Are you for or against a 
 common European defence 
 and security policy?

Unit Percent ('For') 
Abbrev. defence 
Source Eurobarometer


3

DRAFT- DO NOT SHARE

https://www.ecfr.eu/eucohesionmonitor


Overall Results Countries & Groups ecfr.eu/eucohesionmonitorAbout RankingsComposition

Experience

Engagement

Attitudes

Approval

Expectations Security

Policy 
Integration

Funding

Resilience

Economic 
Ties

Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
 Population living near EU border
 Visited another EU country
 Socialised with people from other EU countries
 Press freedom
 Participation in educational exchanges
 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion










Resilience
 Disposable income
 Government debt
 Poverty
 Unemployment
 Income equality

Economic Ties
 Trade in goods with the EU
 Trade in services with the EU
 Trade openess towards the EU

Funding
 EU spending in country
 Contribution to the EU budget

Policy Integration
 Number of opt-outs
 Single market transposition deficit
 Singe market infringements

Security
 Participation in multinational deployments
 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
Positive views of the EU’s policy output and 
of closer cooperation signal citizens’ support 

for further European integration.
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Factor Common migration 
 policy 
 
Definition Q: Are you for or against 
 a common European 
 policy on migration?

Unit Percent ('For')
Abbrev. migration 
Source Eurobarometer

Factor Common migration 
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Definition Q: Are you for or against 
 a common European 
 policy on migration?
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Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
 Population living near EU border
 Visited another EU country
 Socialised with people from other EU countries
 Press freedom
 Participation in educational exchanges
 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion
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 Disposable income
 Government debt
 Poverty
 Unemployment
 Income equality

Economic Ties
 Trade in goods with the EU
 Trade in services with the EU
 Trade openess towards the EU

Funding
 EU spending in country
 Contribution to the EU budget

Policy Integration
 Number of opt-outs
 Single market transposition deficit
 Singe market infringements

Security
 Participation in multinational deployments
 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
A positive outlook on life and one’s economic 

future increases the willingness 
to cooperate with others.
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Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
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 Visited another EU country
 Socialised with people from other EU countries
 Press freedom
 Participation in educational exchanges
 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion
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 Trade in goods with the EU
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 Trade openess towards the EU

Funding
 EU spending in country
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 Number of opt-outs
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 Participation in multinational deployments
 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
A positive outlook on life and one’s economic 

future increases the willingness 
to cooperate with others.

 

 

 

 Close Expectations

Factor Life in general
 
Definition Q: What are your expec-
 tations for the next 12 
 months?

Unit Percent ('Better') 
Abbrev. life
Source Eurobarometer
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 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion
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 Disposable income
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 Unemployment
 Income equality

Economic Ties
 Trade in goods with the EU
 Trade in services with the EU
 Trade openess towards the EU

Funding
 EU spending in country
 Contribution to the EU budget

Policy Integration
 Number of opt-outs
 Single market transposition deficit
 Singe market infringements

Security
 Participation in multinational deployments
 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
A positive outlook on life and one’s economic 

future increases the willingness 
to cooperate with others.

 

 

 

 Close Expectations

Factor Personal job situation
 
Definition Q: What are your expec-
 tations for the next 12 
 months?

Unit Percent ('Better')
Abbrev. job
Source Eurobarometer
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Unit Percent ('Better')
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Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
 Population living near EU border
 Visited another EU country
 Socialised with people from other EU countries
 Press freedom
 Participation in educational exchanges
 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion
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 Income equality

Economic Ties
 Trade in goods with the EU
 Trade in services with the EU
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Funding
 EU spending in country
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Policy Integration
 Number of opt-outs
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 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
A positive outlook on life and one’s economic 

future increases the willingness 
to cooperate with others.

 

 

 

 Close Expectations

Factor Household financial 
 situation
 
Definition Q: What are your expec-
 tations for the next 12 
 months?

Unit Percent ('Better')
Abbrev. household
Source Eurobarometer
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Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
 Population living near EU border
 Visited another EU country
 Socialised with people from other EU countries
 Press freedom
 Participation in educational exchanges
 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion
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 Income equality
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 Trade openess towards the EU

Funding
 EU spending in country
 Contribution to the EU budget
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 Number of opt-outs
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Security
 Participation in multinational deployments
 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
A positive outlook on life and one’s economic 

future increases the willingness 
to cooperate with others.

 

 

 

 Close Expectations

Factor Country's economic 
 situation 
 
Definition Q: What are your expec-
 tations for the next 12 
 months?

Unit Percent ('Better')
Abbrev. countryecon
Source Eurobarometer
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Unit Percent ('Better')
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Source Eurobarometer
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 Press freedom
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Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
A positive outlook on life and one’s economic 

future increases the willingness 
to cooperate with others.
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Factor EU's economic situation
 
Definition Q: What are your expec-
 tations for the next 12 
 months?

Unit Percent ('Better')
Abbrev. euecon
Source Eurobarometer
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Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
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Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
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Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion
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Funding
 EU spending in country
 Contribution to the EU budget
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 Number of opt-outs
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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– Premise –
A positive outlook on life and one’s economic 

future increases the willingness 
to cooperate with others.
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Factor Optimism about EU's 
 future
 
Definition Q: How optimistic are 
 you about the future 
 of the EU?

Unit Percent (Total 'Optimistic')
Abbrev. euoptimism
Source Eurobarometer
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Experience
 Citizens of other EU countries
 Population living near EU border
 Visited another EU country
 Socialised with people from other EU countries
 Press freedom
 Participation in educational exchanges
 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
 Image of the European Union
 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
 Common defence and security
 Common migration policy

Expectations
 Life in general
 Personal job situation
 Household financial situation
 Country’s economic situation
 EU’s economic situation
 Optimism about EU’s future

Individual Cohesion
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 Poverty
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 Income equality

Economic Ties
 Trade in goods with the EU
 Trade in services with the EU
 Trade openess towards the EU

Funding
 EU spending in country
 Contribution to the EU budget

Policy Integration
 Number of opt-outs
 Single market transposition deficit
 Singe market infringements

Security
 Participation in multinational deployments
 Multinational commands and forces
 Multinational development and procurement

Structural CohesionEU Cohesion Monitor












– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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conflicts resulting from inequality are
more inclined to cooperate with others.
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Experience
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 Visited another EU country
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 Press freedom
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 Non-EFTA neighbours

Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in national elections

Attitudes
 Trust in the European Union
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 National interests in the EU
 Perception of European identity
 Satisfaction with democracy in the EU
 Feeling of attachment to the EU

Approval
 Economic and monetary union
 Common foreign policy
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)

Individual cohesion describes
people’s experiences, attitudes,

beliefs, and well-being.

Structural cohesion describes
countries’ connections and 
practices within the EU.
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Abbrev. income 
Source Eurostat, sdg_10_20
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Experience
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 Visited another EU country
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 Press freedom
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Engagement
 Turnout in EP elections
 Votes for anti-EU parties in EP elections
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– Composition –
The Monitor measures EU cohesion in two complementary dimensions:

Download Monitor Data (Excel)
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– Premise –
Inflow of EU funding increases awareness of membership 
benefits. Net contributions to the EU budget strengthen

ownership of the European project.
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– Premise –
Participation in EU policies, including the transposition of EU 
law, strengthens EU cohesion. On the contrary, opt-outs from 

core areas of cooperation weaken cohesion.
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2.8 | 5.9 | 8.5

3.4 | 5.7 | 7.8

2.2 | 3.3 | 8.4

1.5 | 6.6 | 7.0

1.0 | 3.3 | 7.0
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