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Abstract. Central Asia has increasingly become a focal point for both the European Union (EU) and
the United States (US), each pursuing distinct yet overlapping objectives. This article presents a
comparative analysis of the EU's and the US's economic engagement in Central Asia, with a particular
focus on trade relations, foreign investments, and energy security. By examining key development projects
such as the Trans-Caspian Corridor, the study evaluates the effectiveness, scope, and sustainability of their
economic interactions in the region. The analysis highlights both convergences and divergences in their
strategies, revealing how these engagements shape regional stability, economic growth, and political
reforms. While both the EU and the US share the overarching goal of fostering stability and development
in Central Asia, their priorities and methods differ. The EU’s approach, grounded in liberal
internationalism, emphasizes soft power tools, including economic cooperation, infrastructure
development, and democracy promotion through institutional support. On the other hand, the US follows a
more realist approach, focusing on geopolitical competition, securing energy routes, and enhancing military
cooperation, particularly through frameworks like the C5+1 platform. This comparative study sheds light
on the broader geopolitical implications of Western involvement in Central Asia and its long-term impact
on the region’s evolving political and economic landscape.
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Introduction

Central Asia (Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan),
positioned at the crossroads of the Asian and European continents, serves as a critical
bridge between global centers and markets. In recent years, escalating geopolitical
tensions, particularly the conflict between Russia and Ukraine, have further
intensified the region’s strategic importance. The dialogue between global actors,
such as the European Union and the United States, now encompasses nearly all key
areas of cooperation, although the full potential of these interactions has yet to be
realized.

The problem statement of this research revolves around the impact and scope
of EU and US economic engagements in Central Asia, including trade, investments,
and development projects.

The purpose of this paper is to conduct a comparative analysis of the
geopolitical dynamics surrounding the economic engagement of the EU and the US
in Central Asia. By examining and contrasting their strategies, interests, and
influence in the economic sectors of Central Asia, this study will explore key areas
that foster economic cooperation and development.

The research objects of this study are Central Asia, the European Union, and
the United States, with an emphasis on understanding how their policies impact
economic development. Methodologically, the study will analyze policy documents,
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historical developments, and statistical data to provide a comprehensive
understanding of these dynamics.

The article aims to contribute to a broader understanding of international
relations and regional dynamics in Central Asia, offering insights for policymakers
and scholars interested in the geopolitical and economic transformations shaping the
region.

Central Asia has historically been a crossroads for trade, cultural exchange, and
civilizational interaction on a global scale. However, during the nearly seventy years
of the Soviet Union's existence, the region was largely isolated from global political
and economic processes. As part of the USSR, the Central Asian states were unable
to independently establish political, trade, or economic relations with the outside
world. The collapse of the Soviet Union opened Central Asia to the international
community, making it a new point of interest for global and regional powers. Once
again, the region is emerging as a bridge between East and West, facilitating the
redistribution of key strategic resources.

Since the early 1990s, the relationship between the EU and Central Asia has
evolved significantly. Initially characterized by weak institutional ties, both the EU
and Central Asian states have grown into more established international actors in the
post-Cold War context. The EU, through the development of a common foreign and
security policy and institutions like the European External Action Service, has
deepened its engagement with the region. Central Asian states, newly independent
after the collapse of the Soviet Union, increasingly view the EU as a valuable partner
that offers trade, technology, and development assistance without threatening their
sovereignty.

In contrast, the United States initially focused on securing energy resources,
preventing the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, and combating
terrorism, particularly following 9/11. The establishment of US military bases in
Central Asia underscored the region's strategic importance as a logistical base for
operations in Afghanistan. However, US strategy has since shifted toward fostering
regional cooperation through multilateral initiatives like the C5+1, aimed at
counterbalancing the growing influence of Russia and China.

The EU's involvement in Central Asia is best understood through Liberalist
theory, which emphasizes international institutions, economic interdependence, and
the promotion of democracy and human rights. The EU’s strategy is multifaceted,
focusing on security, energy, economic development, and regional cooperation. In
contrast, the US approach is grounded in Realism, prioritizing national security,
power politics, and military strength. Historically, the US has viewed Central Asia
through the lens of geopolitical competition, especially in relation to Russia and
China. These theories offer different perspectives to examine the EU and US
strategies, highlighting their respective objectives and methods.

Liberalism, used to understand the EU's engagement in Central Asia,
emphasizes the importance of fostering global peace through economic cooperation,
institutional development, and political reforms aligned with democratic values. The
EU's strategy reflects these principles by promoting economic ties and democratic
governance, rooted in the belief that interdependence fosters stability.



Conversely, Realism is employed to analyze the US's strategy, which focuses
on countering the influence of rival powers like Russia and China while securing
national interests such as energy resources and regional stability. Realism explains
the US’s military presence and counterterrorism efforts, as well as its strategic,
security-driven partnerships with Central Asian states.

Description of materials and methods

This study employs a mixed-methods approach to provide a comprehensive
comparative analysis of the European Union and United States' economic
engagement in Central Asia. It combines qualitative and quantitative methods to
explore the diplomatic, economic, and security dimensions of international
engagement. The data, sourced from open materials, is systematically organized to
ensure objectivity and reliability, incorporating primary articles, statistical facts, and
scientific data relevant to US and EU policy in Central Asia.

To compare the economic interests of the EU and US, content analysis was
conducted on policy documents to identify convergent and divergent aims within
official statements and strategies. This comparative analysis highlighted both
similarities and differences in their strategic approaches.

For assessing the impact and scope of EU and US economic engagements in
Central Asia covering trade, investments, and development projects econometric
analysis elements were applied. This involved statistical examination of trade
volumes, investment figures, and economic growth indicators to quantitatively
measure the economic contributions of the EU and US in the region.

Results

Economic cooperation & energy security

In recent years, there has been a notable trend towards revitalizing mutually
beneficial trade and economic cooperation between Central Asia and the European
Union. Business contacts have intensified, leading to a growth in the number of joint
ventures. Majer regional projects not only yield tangible mutual benefits but also
reshape the entire configuration of the Central Asian economy.

The assistance provided by the EU, combined with aid from individual member
states, positions the European Union as the primary donor in the region. The EU’s
comprehensive aid package for Central Asia reached €1.1 billion for the period
2014-2020. To tailor development programs to each country’s specific needs, the
EU adopts a differentiated approach to its assistance [1]. The EU extends its support
to Central Asian countries in multilateral forums, such as their accession to the
WTO, playing a pivotal role in trade, investment, and financial aid.

Given that the five countries primarily depend on raw material exports, the EU
endeavors to assist them in diversifying their exports through initiatives like the
Standard GSP and the special mechanism for promoting sustainable development
and good governance (GSP+). These schemes offer reduced or zero tariffs on exports
from Central Asia to EU markets [2].

The cornerstone document governing EU-Central Asia relations is the Strategy
for Central Asia, adopted in 2019. The strategy prioritizes three areas of bilateral



cooperation: sustainability, prosperity, and supporting regional cooperation in
Central Asia. Under the sustainability pillar, the EU champions human rights,
democracy, security, and environmental issues. The prosperity agenda focuses on
economic diversification, private sector development, and increased intraregional
trade. Additionally, the EU emphasizes supporting integration processes in Central
Asia. The document underscores the EU’s role as a leading donor and partner,
committed to reforms, economic transformations, investment, modern technologies,
and fostering regional cooperation and integration [3].

The EU utilizes the Enhanced Partnership and Cooperation Agreement with
Central Asian countries to facilitate alignment with international and European
technical standards, and to eliminate technical trade barriers. While the agreement is
in force with Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, and Tajikistan are in the process
of signing it. These efforts aim to enhance mutual market access and create
opportunities for Central Asian economic operators on a global scale, as EU rules
and standards are recognized worldwide. The economic component of the
Agreement facilitates more efficient regulation in areas such as services trade,
company establishment, capital flows, raw materials and energy, public
procurement, and intellectual property rights.

Since the collapse of the Soviet Union in the early 1990s, Central Asia has
remained peripheral to American foreign policy and outside of its active influence.
However, with the increasing military and economic power of Russia and China,
this region, rich in energy and natural resources, has begun to acquire strategic
importance for the United States of America. This significance became particularly
apparent after the Russian-Ukrainian conflict, when trade relations and the high
energy potential of Central Asia came into focus. This is evidenced by the visits of
high-ranking US and European Union officials to the region.

In order to strengthen cooperation in trade, economics, and investment with
Central Asian countries, the United States, alongside bilateral engagements, is
actively utilizing the “C5+1” project initiated by the Obama Administration, which
involves Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan, and the
US.

US Assistant Secretary of State for South and Central Asian Affairs Donald Lu
also embarked on visits to Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan in November,
2022. His primary objectives included addressing bilateral and regional issues, as
well as proposing two distinct economic support programs for the region. For
instance, a $25 million program aimed at enhancing the economic sustainability of
Central Asian countries was outlined. The economic initiative program under
consideration holds significant importance in bolstering trade routes, harnessing the
region’s potential, and attracting international investments. This support program
was announced by US Secretary of State Antony Blinken during a C5+1 format
meeting in New York on 26 September, 2022. The second support program, costing
$16.5 million, is designed to enhance food security in the region. These initiatives
underscore the United States’ efforts to increase its influence in Central Asia through
financial assistance and economic initiatives [4].



It is worth noting that all meetings organized by Washington within the C5+1
format have been highly productive. In addition to addressing regional issues, these
meetings identify tasks crucial for the closer integration of Central Asia into the
global community. In 2023, the United States allocated $41.5 million to Central
Asian countries to support food security, explore new export routes, retrain the
workforce, reduce unemployment, and stimulate the private sector [5].

Discussion

Trade relations and investments

International trade plays a vital role in forging close economic ties between
countries and regions, yielding broad and positive impacts. Foreign trade stimulates
economic growth through market openness and contributes to infrastructure
development and political stability.

These effects are particularly significant as Central Asian countries aspire to
diversify their exports by bolstering trade with global partners such as the US and
the EU. The figures below illustrate the mutual trade dynamics between Central
Asian countries, the United States, and the European Union for the period from 2020
to 2022 (See Figure 1 and Figure 2).
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Traditionally, Central Asian nations specialize in the extraction and export of
raw materials like oil, natural gas, cotton, and metals. Agriculture also serves as a
significant income source, although these countries remain reliant on food imports.

The data from Figure 1 and Figure 2 illustrate a growth trend in exports from
Central Asian countries to the EU and the USA, as well as in imports, spanning the
period from 2020 to 2022. Analysis of the export volumes reveals that the EU is a
strategic partner for the region, accounting for 30% of all foreign trade conducted



by Central Asia with the world, whereas the United States makes up only 2.5%.
Regarding imports into the Central Asian region, the EU holds a 12.5% share of total
imports, whereas the US share amounts to 1.65% [6].

Exports from Central Asian countries to the EU, percentage of exported goods by group, 2022 Exports from Central Asian countries to the US, percentage of exported goods by group, 2022

5
6% ineral fu
2 08% 7% Mineral fuel, oil and products of
heir distillation

6
2.2%

23% 4
Mineral fi oil and products of
their distillation 26%
Inorg
comg anic, of 3
pre 18.9%

88.5% 20.1%

Figure 3 - Exports from CA to the EU Figure 4 - Exports from CA to the US

Source: The authors’ compilation data using the International Trade Centre (ITC 2023)

Figure 3 and Figure 4 show structure of exports from Central Asian countries
to the United States and the EU by goods group. Central Asian countries
predominantly export mineral fuels, metals, and inorganic chemicals to both the US
and the EU [7].

Trade dynamics between the EU and Central Asian countries exhibit variation;
Kazakhstan stands out as the EU’s primary trading partner within Central Asia. With
substantial reserves for natural resource exports, particularly in energy, Kazakhstan
maintains its leadership position among Central Asian nations. Conversely, all other
Central Asian countries displayed a negative foreign trade balance with the EU in
2022. The total trade volume of the remaining Central Asian countries (Uzbekistan,
Turkmenistan, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan) with the EU amounts to approximately 17%
of Kazakhstan’s trade volume. This discrepancy arises from the absence of export
products from these countries that match the high demand in European markets for
Kazakh oil.

Similarly, Kazakhstan emerges as a crucial trading partner for the United States
among Central Asian countries. Kazakhstan’s share in Central Asian countries’
exports to the United States reached 95%, primarily attributed to the export of
mineral fuels and metals .
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Considering the structure of imports from the EU and the USA to Central Asian
countries by goods group (refer to Figures 5 and 6), it is notable that certain product
groups dominate [8]. These include aircraft and spacecraft, nuclear reactors,
equipment, mechanical devices and their parts, pharmaceutical products, ground
transportation, electrical machines and equipment, vehicles, as well as their parts
and accessories, among others. The import structure reflects the demand of Central
Asian countries for high-tech products.

Another key indicator of a countries and region’s attractiveness for business is
the volume of foreign direct investment (FDI) it attracts. Throughout the entire
period, Central Asia has managed to attract $211 billion in FDI, excluding outflows
[9]. Among these figures, Kazakhstan stands out, accounting for 72% of the total
FDI in the region (See Figure 7). Kazakhstan leads Central Asia in attracting foreign
investment.
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In the context of a global decline of 12% in 2022, net FDI in the Central Asia
region, on the contrary, grew by 39%, to $10 billion. But as Figure 7 shows, the main
share of FDI inflows in 2022 fell to Kazakhstan, 61%. Donors were mainly the EU
and the USA.

In recent years, the United States has significantly expanded its economic
presence in Kazakhstan, with approximately 600 American companies currently
operating within the country. Positive results have emerged from collaborations with
prominent American entities such as Chevron Corporation, ExxonMobil, General
Electric, Halliburton, NalcoChampion, Weatherford, and Flowserve. Notably,
ongoing projects supported by the United States include the construction of a steel
billets and catalysts production plant, as well as an assembly plant for regional
aviation aircraft, with a combined investment totaling $450 million [10].

Kazakhstan surpasses the other four Central Asian states collectively in terms
of both trade with the US and EU, as well as foreign direct investment. However,
this emphasis on Kazakhstan’s economic ties should not overshadow the importance
of the US and EU for Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan. EU
initiatives such as Central Asia Invest and the US USAID Central Asia Trade
Program aim to stimulate small and medium-sized enterprises in the region.

Clearly, both the European Union and the United States are strategically
oriented toward establishing a lasting economic presence in Central Asia. Their
objectives span various domains, including entrepreneurship, support for small and
medium-sized enterprises, water resource management, environmental protection,
education, science, culture, and border control, with corresponding economic
benefits anticipated for Central Asian nations.

However, achieving these geopolitical aims will require the EU to contend with
formidable competitors such as Russia and China, which wield significant economic
and political influence in the region. In light of this competition, both the EU and
US must substantially increase investments in other Central Asian countries to foster
economic diversification across the region.

Energy security and sustainable connections

Given the shifting geopolitical landscape, the Trans-Caspian Corridor emerges
as the sole viable option for establishing reliable connectivity between Central Asia
and Europe via the South Caucasus. Offering greater cost-effectiveness and swifter
trade transit compared to the Eurasian Northern Corridor, this route reduces shipping
distances by 1,250 miles and slashes travel time by 15 days in contrast to sea routes
[11]. In comparison, the Eurasian Northern route, which includes the Trans-Siberian
Railway as part of its route, requires approximately 19 days to traverse between East
Asia and Europe.

Beyond its function as a trade conduit, the corridor serves as a catalyst for
reshaping economic and regional dynamics, aiming to streamline transit and signify
the EU's political and operational commitment to bolstering ties with Central Asia
through the Global Gateway initiative. By clearly signaling commitment, the EU
seeks to catalyze coordinated investments in the Trans-Caspian Transport Corridor,
thereby attracting investors for specific projects with realistic timelines and financial



commitments.

The Middle Corridor connects Southeast Asia and China with Europe. It
traverses Kazakhstan, the Caspian Sea, Azerbaijan, Georgia, and Tiirkiye before
reaching the European Union countries. In 2023, cargo transportation along the
TITR exceeded 2.76 million tons, growing by 86% compared to 2022. To support
the development of alternative efficient trade routes between Europe and Asia, the
EU announced a 10 billion euros investment to bolster the Middle Corridor in early
2024. The EU will possibly add 18.5 billion euros in the second investment stage to
ensure that roads, railways, and the seaports of Aktau and Kuryk can provide smart,
safe, and fast transportation services from China to Europe [12].

Amid the current landscape, the United States holds a distinctive position to
influence the development of the Trans-Caspian Corridor. To achieve this,
Washington must meticulously coordinate its approach to the Caspian region to not
only serve its own interests and those of its allies but also to bolster the security and
prosperity of Central Asian and Caucasian states.

A crucial aspect of this endeavor involves the US focusing on niche areas where
it can support the development of Caspian states and trade flows both within the
region and beyond. This includes providing technological assistance to facilitate the
digitalization of the transport corridor, such as furthering the development of the
Silk Road Innovation Center in Silicon Valley. Additionally, the US aims to assist
Caspian states in enhancing institutional resilience in areas such as governance and
infrastructure development, particularly as countries like Kazakhstan and
Uzbekistan pursue economic and political reforms that could benefit from closer
cooperation with the United States [13].

Furthermore, the Trans-Caspian Transport Corridor, advances broader
geopolitical objectives by fostering enhanced connectivity and economic ties
between the United States, Europe, and Central Asia, thereby supporting endeavors
to diversify transport routes and reduce dependence on routes controlled by
geopolitical rivals.

The geographical distance between the United States and Central Asia makes
direct involvement in the region’s energy sector challenging. By focusing on
developing new energy transport routes that avoid competitors such as Russia, the
U.S. can protect its interests and reduce dependence on routes controlled by
geopolitical rivals. This approach aligns with the broader goal of promoting U.S.
companies' energy interests, ensuring stable access to essential resources.

A key area for potential cooperation between the U.S. and the EU is in the
development of alternative energy routes, like the Trans-Caspian Corridor. Both
share the common objective of diversifying energy supplies and reducing reliance
on Russian-controlled pathways. By working together, the U.S. and the EU can pool
their resources and expertise to create more secure and resilient energy networks,
enhancing their influence in the region. This collaboration represents a significant
point of convergence, allowing both powers to align their strategies for a stronger,
more coordinated effort in ensuring energy security.

Conclusion



In conclusion, the comparative analysis of EU and US economic engagement
in Central Asia demonstrates both convergence and divergence in their strategies,
driven by a mix of geopolitical, economic, and democratic objectives. While both
actors share the broad goal of promoting regional stability, economic development,
and countering the influence of rival powers like Russia and China, their methods
and priorities differ significantly. The EU’s approach, grounded in liberalism,
focuses heavily on soft power - emphasizing economic cooperation, infrastructure
development, and the promotion of democracy and human rights through
institutional support. On the other hand, the US adopts a more realist strategy,
emphasizing geopolitical competition, energy security, and military cooperation,
particularly through initiatives like the C5+1 platform.

Although both actors acknowledge the importance of fostering regional
connectivity, the EU’s Global Gateway initiative and the US’s focus on the Trans-
Caspian Corridor underscore their distinct but complementary goals. Cooperation
between the two actors, especially in energy security and transport infrastructure,
presents a unique opportunity for a transatlantic partnership in the region.

However, these powers face with the following challenges:

- Geopolitical competition with Russia and China. Central Asia has become a
focal point of competition between global powers, of which have established
significant political and economic influence through initiatives like the Eurasian
Economic Union and the Belt and Road Initiative. The challenge for the US and EU
lies in countering this influence while avoiding direct confrontation, and fostering
relations with the Central Asian states that preserve their sovereignty and
independence.

- Lack of regional integration is also an important challenge. Central Asia
remains one of the least integrated regions globally, with intra-regional trade and
cooperation still limited due to various political, economic, and historical reasons.
This presents a challenge for both the US and EU in terms of promoting collective
actions in the field of security, economic growth, and infrastructure development
within the region, as well as making it more challenging for coordinated external
engagement.

In light of the shared challenges and opportunities in Central Asia, it is essential
for both the US and the EU to refine their approaches and coordinate their efforts
more effectively. These recommendations aim to foster deeper collaboration with
the countries of the region:

- Strengthen cooperation on energy supply routes. Two powers should intensify
efforts to collaborate on energy transport routes, particularly the Trans-Caspian
Corridor, which bypasses Russian-controlled territories. By jointly investing in
infrastructure that links Central Asia to Europe via the South Caucasus, they can
secure alternative energy supply chains, enhancing energy security and reducing
dependence on routes influenced by Russia and China.

- Elevate US cooperation through C5+1. The US should further enhance its
engagement with Central Asia via the C5+1 format by expanding the areas of
cooperation. Strengthening this platform with clear, long-term goals can help the US
play a more central role in the region and deepen ties with Central Asian states.



- Develop a joint EU-US strategic framework. The US and EU should
collaborate on a unified strategy in Central Asia, focusing on areas where their
interests converge, such as promoting regional stability, economic growth, and
countering the influence of Russia and China. A coordinated approach would allow
for more effective engagement and prevent overlapping or contradictory efforts in
the region.

- Leverage soft power for good governance and stability. Both the EU and US
should continue promoting good governance and rule of law, while carefully
balancing these efforts with the region’s geopolitical realities. This could be
achieved by integrating these values into infrastructure, education, and economic
development programs, rather than pursuing them as standalone objectives, thereby
enhancing the region’s long-term stability.
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BACBIMJBIKTAPABI BEJITIVIEY: EYPOOJAK HEH AKII-ThIH
OPTAJIBIK A3USI AMMAFBIMEH SKOHOMMKAJIBIK
BIHTBIMAKTACTBIFBIHA CAJIBICTBIPMAUJIBI TAJIIAY
*AlikymbOaena JILA.L, Kakenosa 3.A.2
12 J.H.I'ymuuies ateiaarsl Eypasust yITTHIK yHHMBEPCHUTETI,
Acrana, Kazakcran

Anparna. Conrbl ke3nepi Opranbik Asus aiimarbsl Eyponansik Onak nen AKII cuakTsl
QIINAYBITTApIbIH Ha3apbIHIA €KEHi CO3Ci3, COHBIMEH Oipre MBIHJA op TApalThIH ©31HIH KO3/1ereH
MakcaTel Oapbl aHbIK. Makanaga Eypoomak men AKII-teiH Optanslk A3us aiiMarbIMeH
HKOHOMHKAJIBIK KaTBIHACTAphl, OHBIH IIIIHJE cayJa KAaThIHACTAPHI, IIETENAIK HWHBECTHUIHSIIAP
JKOHE SHEPreTHKalbIK Kayilci3likke Oaca Haszap ayJapa OTBIPBII CalbICTHIPMaibl Talaay
YCHIHBUTFAH. TpaHCKacui Jomi3l CHUSAKTBI HEri3Ti JaMy »oOallapblH 3epTTey - OJIapJAbIH
SKOHOMMKAJIBIK BIHTHIMAKTACTHIFBIHBIH TUIMIUTITIH, ayKbIMBIH OHE TYPaKThUIBIFBIH Oarayiayra
MYMKiHIiK Oeperi. OpTanbik A3usiaa TYpaKThUIBIK ITEH JaMy/Ibl KAMTaMachl3 €Ty — OpTaK MaKcat
oonranbiMer, EO wmen AKII-TeiH OachIMABIKTapsl MeH oficTepi opTypii. JlubGepanms
MHTEPHALMOHATIN3M KaruaanapbiHa Herizgenred EO-HbIH TOCI )KYMCaK KYIIKE, SKOHOMUKAJIBIK
BIHTBIMAKTACTBHIKKA, MHPPAKYPBUIBIMIBI aMBITYFa KOHE IEMOKpPATUSHBI WHCTHTYIMOHAJIBIK
KoJJay apKbUIel umrepuieryre OaceiMublk Oepemi. An AKIHI reocasicu  GocekenecTikke,
SHEPreTHKANBIK JKOJIIapAbl KaMTaMachkl3 eTyre jkoHe ocipece C5+1 cuskTel mmatdopmanap
AsIChIH/Ia OCKEPU BIHTHIMAKTACTBHIKTHI HBIFATyFa OarbITTalFaH pealm3M TEOPHSCHIHA JKaKbIH
Tocinai yeranaasl. byn campicteipmansl 3eprrey batbicTeiy OpTanbik A3us aitMarbIMEH KapbIM-
KaTBIHACHI )KaWJIBI aKapaT KO3iH KEHEWTIM, OHBIH T'e0CasCH KOHE IKOHOMHKAIIBIK MaKCaTTapbIHA
KO3 alllyFa MyMKIHAIK Oepei.

Tipek co3aep: Eyponanbsik Onak, AKIL, OpTtansik A3usi, )KOHOMUKAJBIK BIHTBIMAKTACTBIK,
cayJa KaTbIHAcCTaphl, LIETENJIK WHBECTHIMSIIAP, DHEPreTUKAIBIK KayINCI3/IK, CTPaTErHsUIbIK
Myaenep

OIIPEJEJIEHUE IPUOPUTETOB: CPABHUTEJIbHBI AHAJIU3
3KOHOMMWYECKOI'O B3AUMOJIEUCTBUSA EC U CIIIA B
IHEHTPAJIBHOM A3UHN
*AlikymOaeBa JI.A.L, Kakenosa 3.A.2

1.2 Eppasuiickuii HaumoHaNbHEIH yHUBepcuTeT nvenn JI.H. T'ymunesa,
Acrana, Kazaxcran

Annoranus. llearpansHas A3us Bc€ Oonbie mpusiekaeT BHuManne kak EC, tak u CIIIA,
KaJasi CTOpPOHa TMpeciieflyeT COOCTBEHHBIE, YAaCTHYHO COBHAJAroNIHe I1enu. B crarse
MIPEJCTABIICH CPAaBHUTEIbHBIM aHaMW3 sKoHOMHYeckoro B3aumonencteus EC u CIIA B
LenTpanbHOil A3MM C aKIIEHTOM Ha TOPTOBbIE OTHOILIEHUS, MHOCTPAHHbIE WHBECTHUIUU U
DHEPreTUUYeCcKylo 0Oe30macHOCTh. McciaemoBaHue KITIOUEBBIX MPOEKTOB Pa3BUTHSI, TaKUX Kak
TpaHckacnUiiCKUN KOpUAOpP, OIeHUBaeT J(PPEKTHBHOCTh, MacmTad U YCTOWYHBOCTH WX
HKOHOMUYECKOTO COTPYAHUYECTBA B PETHOHE. AHAIN3 BBISBIISIET KaK CXOZACTBA, TAK U Pa3Inyus B
UX CTpaTerusix, JEMOHCTPUpPYS BIUSHHE OTUX JCUCTBUA HAa CTAOWIBHOCTh PETHUOHA,
HPKOHOMHYECKHI pOCT U monutudeckue pegopmel. Hecmorps Ha oOmryto mens — obecrieueHue
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crabunbHOCTH U pasButus B lleHtpanbHoit Asuu, npuoputetsl U Metonsl EC u CIHIA
pasnmuuatorcs. [lonxon EC, ocHOBaHHBIM Ha MPUHIUIAX JMOEPaTHbHOTO WHTEpHAIMOHATIN3MA,
JIEJTaeT aKIEHT Ha MATKOW CUJIe, SKOHOMHUYECKOM COTPYIHHYECTBE, Pa3BUTHH HH(PPACTPYKTYPHI U
MPOJBIKEHUU JIEMOKPATHH Yepe3 MHCTUTYIHOHANbHYI0 moanepkky. CILIA mpunep:kuBatorcs
0oJiee peaTMCTUYHOrO MOAX0/a, COCPE0TAYMBasi BHUMAHNE HA T€ONOJUTHYECKON KOHKYPEHIIUH,
00eCIeYeHnN YHEPTETHUSCKIX MapIIPYTOB M YKPEIUICHUH BOCHHOTO COTPYJIHHYECTBA, OCOOCHHO
B pamkax miargopm, Takux kak C5+1. DTo cpaBHUTEIbHOE HCCIIEAOBAaHHE OCBEIIaeT Oosee
IMPOKUE TEOMOJUTHYCCKUE TOCIEACTBHs 3amaJHoro ydactus B LleHTpanbHON Asum u ero
JOJITOCPOYHOE BIIMSIHUC HA MOTUTUYECKUN U SKOHOMUYIECKUH JTAaHA(T peruoHa.

KuroueBbie ciaoBa: Epponeiickuii Coro3, CIIA, LlenTpanbHas A3usi, SKOHOMHYECKOE
COTPYIHHUYECTBO, TOPIOBbIE€ OTHOIICHHS, WHOCTPAHHbIE WHBECTULIMU, DHEpPreThyecKas
0€30MacHOCTh, CTPATETHYECKUE UHTEPECHI
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