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Abstract

This article examines the strategic interests of the Russian Federation in the Kyrgyz Republic, with a
particular focus on the geopolitical implications of Kyrgyzstan’s membership in the Eurasian Economic
Union (EEU). Drawing upon a combination of theoretical approaches, including neorealism and
dependency theory, as well as empirical data from international financial institutions and regional policy
reports, the study demonstrates that the EEU operates not only as a framework for economic cooperation
but also as a mechanism of geopolitical influence. The research situates Kyrgyzstan within the broader
context of post-Soviet regional integration, where economic initiatives are closely intertwined with
security and political considerations. It argues that Russia’s strategic engagement in Kyrgyzstan reflects a
broader objective of maintaining influence in Central Asia amid increasing competition from other external
actors, particularly China and the European Union. The findings reveal a persistent pattern of asymmetric
interdependence, expressed through remittance dependence, trade concentration, and institutional
constraints embedded within EEU regulations. In particular, the Kyrgyz economy remains highly reliant on
labor migration flows to Russia, which in turn creates a channel of economic and political leverage.
Furthermore, trade patterns indicate a structural imbalance, limiting diversification opportunities. The
analysis further shows that while EEU membership provides certain economic benefits, such as improved
market access and regulatory harmonization, it simultaneously reinforces structural dependency and
constrains Kyrgyzstan’s strategic autonomy. This duality highlights the complex nature of regional
integration, where economic gains are often accompanied by geopolitical trade-offs in an increasingly
competitive regional environment.
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Introduction

In the decades following the dissolution of the Soviet Union, Central Asia has undergone a
profound transformation, evolving from a peripheral region within a centralized system into a
complex geopolitical space characterized by competing external influences and internal structural
challenges. The emergence of independent states has been accompanied by persistent economic
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vulnerabilities, uneven political development, and an ongoing search for viable models of regional
integration. Within this context, the Kyrgyz Republic occupies a particularly distinctive position.
Unlike many of its regional counterparts, Kyrgyzstan has pursued a comparatively open political
trajectory, marked by periodic democratic reforms and political pluralism, while simultaneously
facing significant economic constraints, including limited industrial capacity, high external
dependency, and susceptibility to external shocks.

These structural characteristics have shaped Kyrgyzstan’s foreign policy orientation,
encouraging active engagement in regional and international economic frameworks as a means of
ensuring stability and development. As a result, the country has positioned itself as a participant in
multiple integration initiatives, reflecting both pragmatic economic considerations and broader
geopolitical alignments. For the Russian Federation, Kyrgyzstan represents a strategically important
partner within its wider Central Asian policy. This significance is rooted not only in historical,
cultural, and linguistic ties inherited from the Soviet period, but also in contemporary strategic
calculations. Russia views Central Asia as a key sphere of influence, essential for maintaining
regional security, safeguarding economic interests, and counterbalancing the growing presence of
other external actors, particularly China and the European Union.

In this context, Kyrgyzstan’s accession to the Eurasian Economic Union in 2015 constituted
a critical turning point in its foreign economic and geopolitical orientation. Officially justified by the
promise of economic modernization, expanded market access, and improved conditions for labor
migration, the decision to join the EEU was also deeply embedded in a broader framework of
geopolitical considerations. The EEU, widely regarded as a Russia-led integration project, has been
interpreted by scholars as an instrument for institutionalizing influence in the post-Soviet space and
reinforcing regional hierarchies [Dragneva & Wolczuk, 2017]. Through regulatory harmonization,
trade integration, and coordinated economic policies, the Union creates both opportunities and
constraints for its member states.

This article argues that Kyrgyzstan’s participation in the EEU has contributed to the
consolidation of a system of structured dependence that aligns closely with Russia’s strategic
interests. While integration has facilitated certain economic benefits particularly in terms of labor
mobility, remittance flows, and access to the Russian market it has simultaneously deepened
asymmetric interdependence and limited the country’s strategic autonomy. By embedding
Kyrgyzstan within a network of institutional commitments and economic linkages centered on Russia,
EEU membership has reinforced patterns of dependency that shape both domestic policy choices and
external relations.

Furthermore, the paper situates this dynamic within the broader context of intensifying
geopolitical competition in Central Asia. As new actors expand their economic and political
engagement in the region, Kyrgyzstan’s ability to pursue a balanced and diversified foreign policy
becomes increasingly constrained. The analysis therefore highlights the dual nature of regional
integration: while offering pathways for economic cooperation and development, it also functions as
a mechanism through which power asymmetries are reproduced and geopolitical influence is
exercised.

Research Method

This study adopts a qualitative research design, complemented by elements of comparative
and descriptive analysis, to examine the strategic interests of the Russian Federation in the Kyrgyz
Republic within the context of its membership in the Eurasian Economic Union (EEU).
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The research is grounded in the analysis of secondary data and theoretical interpretation.
Empirical evidence is drawn from a range of international and regional sources, including reports
published by the World Bank, national statistical agencies, and policy-oriented institutions. These
data are utilized to evaluate key indicators such as remittance inflows, trade structure, and
macroeconomic dynamics over the period 2015-2025. The selected timeframe corresponds to the
period following Kyrgyzstan’s accession to the EEU and enables an assessment of the medium-term
economic and structural effects of integration.

The analytical framework is informed by a synthesis of neorealist and institutionalist
perspectives, supplemented by the concept of asymmetric interdependence. This approach facilitates
an examination of the ways in which economic linkages may function as instruments of geopolitical
influence. Within this framework, particular attention is given to the structural constraints and power
asymmetries embedded in regional integration processes.

Methodologically, the study employs a case study approach, focusing on the Kyrgyz Republic
as a representative example of a small, economically vulnerable state participating in a regional
integration project dominated by a major power. This approach allows for an in-depth exploration of
country-specific dynamics while maintaining analytical relevance to broader regional patterns.

In addition, a comparative dimension is incorporated through the analysis of other EEU
member states, enabling the identification of structural differences and the evaluation of Kyrgyzstan’s
relative position within the Union. The integration of qualitative analysis with empirical data
enhances the robustness of the findings and provides a comprehensive understanding of the
relationship between economic integration and geopolitical strategy.

Theoretical Framework

The analysis is grounded in a synthesis of neorealist and institutionalist perspectives, which
together provide a multidimensional understanding of the dynamics shaping relations between the
Russian Federation and the Kyrgyz Republic within the framework of the Eurasian Economic Union
(EEU). By combining these approaches, the study seeks to bridge the gap between power-oriented
and institution-oriented explanations of regional integration.

From a neorealist standpoint, Russia’s engagement in Central Asia can be interpreted as part
of a broader strategy aimed at preserving its sphere of influence in the post-Soviet space and
counterbalancing the growing presence of other major powers, particularly China and the European
Union [Waltz, 1979]. In this context, regional organizations are not merely instruments of cooperation
but also mechanisms through which dominant states project power and secure strategic interests.
Central Asia, due to its geographic position and historical ties, occupies a critical role in Russia’s
foreign policy calculus, making Kyrgyzstan an important element within this regional configuration.

At the same time, the EEU reflects the logic of institutionalist theories of regional integration,
which emphasize the role of formal rules, norms, and organizations in facilitating cooperation and
reducing transaction costs among member states [Mattli, 1999]. Through the harmonization of
regulatory frameworks, the removal of trade barriers, and the coordination of economic policies, the
EEU creates an institutional environment that promotes economic interaction and interdependence.

However, unlike more balanced models of integration such as those observed in the European
Union the EEU is characterized by pronounced structural asymmetry. The significant disparities in
economic size, political influence, and institutional capacity among member states result in uneven
distributions of costs and benefits. As Keohane and Nye [2012] argue, interdependence is rarely
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symmetrical; instead, it often produces relationships in which one state is more vulnerable to external
shocks and policy decisions than others. This concept of asymmetric interdependence is central to
understanding Kyrgyzstan’s position within the EEU.

In the case of Kyrgyzstan, economic integration has generated both opportunities and
constraints. While access to larger markets and labor mobility has provided tangible economic
benefits, these advantages are accompanied by increased exposure to external economic fluctuations
and reduced policy autonomy. The asymmetrical nature of interdependence manifests in areas such
as remittance dependence, trade concentration, and regulatory alignment, all of which contribute to a
structural relationship in which Kyrgyzstan remains more dependent on Russia than vice versa.

Thus, the theoretical framework adopted in this study highlights the dual nature of regional
integration within the EEU: it functions simultaneously as a mechanism for economic cooperation
and as an instrument through which existing power hierarchies are maintained and reproduced.

Economic Interdependence and Structural Dependence

The depth of Kyrgyzstan’s economic dependence on Russia is most clearly illustrated by the
scale of remittance inflows. In 2025, total remittances reached approximately 3.49 billion US dollars,
of which more than 90 percent originated from the Russian Federation [Kabar, 2026]. In
macroeconomic terms, these inflows accounted for roughly 15 to 16 percent of Kyrgyzstan’s gross
domestic product [Kabar, 2026; World Bank, 2024]. Such figures place Kyrgyzstan among the most
remittance-dependent economies globally.

This dependence has profound structural implications. Remittances serve not only as a source
of household income but also as a stabilizing factor for the national economy, supporting domestic
consumption and contributing to balance-of-payments stability. As a result, economic fluctuations in
Russia are rapidly transmitted to Kyrgyzstan. This creates a condition in which Kyrgyzstan’s
economic stability is closely tied to external developments beyond its control.

The evolution of key macroeconomic indicators over the period following EEU accession
further illustrates this pattern:

Table 1. Macroeconomic Trends in Kyrgyzstan (2015-2025)

Indicator 2015 2020 2025
GDP (USD billion) 6.7 7.7 13.5-14
Remittances (USD billion) 2.0 24 3.4-3.5
Remittances (% of GDP) ~30% ~29% ~15-16%
GDP Growth (%) 3.9 -8.6 ~10

Sources: World Bank (2024b, 2024c, 2024d), International Monetary Fund (2025).

A closer examination of these figures reveals a dual dynamic. On the one hand, Kyrgyzstan’s
GDP has expanded significantly, particularly in the post-2022 period. On the other hand, the absolute
volume of remittances has also increased, indicating that economic growth has not reduced structural
dependence. Instead, the relative share of remittances has declined primarily due to overall economic
expansion rather than diversification.
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Trade patterns provide additional evidence of this dependence. Following the imposition of
international sanctions on Russia, Kyrgyzstan experienced a surge in economic activity linked to the
reorientation of supply chains. According to available estimates, GDP growth reached approximately
10 percent in 2025, driven in part by increased trade flows and re-export activities [Reuters, 2025].
In this context, Kyrgyzstan has assumed the role of an intermediary economy, facilitating the
movement of goods into the Russian market.

Trade Structure and EEU Integration

The structure of Kyrgyzstan’s trade within the EEU reflects a high degree of concentration,
particularly in relation to Russia. Imports from Russia account for a substantial share of total imports,
especially in critical sectors such as energy and industrial goods. At the same time, exports remain
relatively limited in scope and are concentrated in low-value-added products.

This imbalance is evident in the composition of trade flows:

Table 2. Approximate Structure of Kyrgyzstan’s External Trade

Trade Indicator Share (%)
Imports from Russia 30-35%
Exports to EEU 35-40%
Energy imports from Russia >50%

Sources: World Bank (2024e), Eurasian Economic Commission (2024), International Trade Centre
(2024).

The data suggest that Kyrgyzstan’s participation in the EEU has not significantly altered the
structure of its economy. Instead, it has reinforced existing patterns of dependence, particularly in
relation to energy and industrial imports. From a theoretical perspective, this challenges the
expectation that regional integration leads to diversification and convergence.

Comparative Perspective within the EEU

A comparative analysis of EEU member states further highlights Kyrgyzstan’s unique
position. While other members exhibit varying degrees of economic development and diversification,
Kyrgyzstan remains the most dependent on external inflows.

Table 3. Comparative Indicators of EEU Member States (2025)

Country GDP (USD bn) Remittances (% GDP) Economic Profile
Russia >2000 <1% Diversified
Kazakhstan ~250 <1% Resource-based
Belarus ~70 ~2% Industrial
Armenia ~20 ~10% Mixed

Kyrgyzstan ~14 ~15% Remittance-driven

Sources: World Bank (2024f), International Monetary Fund (2025).
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This comparison underscores the asymmetrical nature of the EEU. While larger economies
such as Russia and Kazakhstan maintain diversified economic structures, Kyrgyzstan remains highly
vulnerable to external shocks. Its dependence on remittances and limited industrial base distinguish
it from other member states.

Security Dimension and Strategic Presence

The strategic interests of the Russian Federation in the Kyrgyz Republic extend significantly
beyond economic considerations, encompassing a pronounced security and military dimension. This
aspect of bilateral relations is an essential component of Russia’s broader regional posture in Central
Asia, where security and geopolitical influence are closely intertwined.

A key manifestation of this presence is the deployment of Russian military infrastructure on
Kyrgyz territory, most notably the Kant airbase. This facility represents an important element of
Russia’s forward military positioning in the region and reflects Kyrgyzstan’s role within Russia’s
wider security architecture. The existence of such infrastructure underscores the strategic value
attributed to Kyrgyzstan within Moscow’s regional planning, particularly in terms of rapid response
capabilities and regional force projection.

Kyrgyzstan’s geographic location further enhances its strategic significance. Situated in a
sensitive area of Central Asia and in relative proximity to Afghanistan, the country occupies an
important position within regional security dynamics. This location increases its relevance in relation
to potential transnational security threats, including instability spillovers, terrorism, and cross-border
security risks.

In addition to bilateral military cooperation, Kyrgyzstan’s participation in the Collective
Security Treaty Organization provides an institutional framework that further integrates the country
into a Russia-led security system. This multilateral arrangement reinforces Moscow’s role as a
principal security provider in the post-Soviet space and contributes to the institutionalization of
defense cooperation among member states.

Taken together, these elements illustrate how security cooperation complements economic
integration within the Eurasian Economic Union framework. The interaction between military
presence, institutional alignment, and economic interdependence creates a multidimensional structure
of influence, through which Russia consolidates its strategic position in Kyrgyzstan and the broader
Central Asian region.

External Actors and Emerging Constraints

While the Russian Federation remains the dominant external actor in the Kyrgyz Republic, its
position is increasingly complemented and, in certain domains, partially challenged by the growing
presence of the People's Republic of China. Through the Belt and Road Initiative, China has
significantly expanded its economic footprint in Kyrgyzstan, particularly in infrastructure
development, transport connectivity, and trade facilitation. This expansion has contributed to the
emergence of a parallel structure of external engagement, whereby Kyrgyzstan is simultaneously
embedded within both Russian- and Chinese-centered economic networks.

This duality has important implications for the country’s external dependence. Rather than
replacing existing patterns of reliance, Chinese engagement has added an additional layer of structural
interaction, resulting in a more complex configuration of interdependence. In this context,
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Kyrgyzstan’s foreign economic relations can be characterized as diversified in terms of partners but
not necessarily in terms of autonomy, as dependence persists within multiple overlapping
frameworks.

Western actors, while comparatively less influential in direct economic terms, continue to
exert indirect pressure through financial regulation, governance standards, and institutional
monitoring mechanisms. In particular, increasing scrutiny of financial flows associated with Russia
has introduced additional constraints into the regional economic environment, affecting transaction
channels and compliance requirements [Reuters, 2025]. Although these mechanisms do not constitute
direct economic engagement at the same scale as Russia or China, they nonetheless shape the broader
operational context within which Kyrgyzstan participates in international economic relations.

Collectively, these developments reflect the increasing complexity of Kyrgyzstan’s external
environment. The interaction of multiple external actors has produced a multilayered structure of
dependence, in which economic opportunities are accompanied by overlapping strategic constraints.
This evolving configuration underscores the importance of understanding Kyrgyzstan not as a passive
recipient of influence from a single power, but as a state embedded in intersecting and sometimes
competing regional and global frameworks.

Discussion

The evidence presented in this article indicates a consistent pattern of asymmetric
interdependence within the relationship between the Russian Federation and the Kyrgyz Republic in
the context of the Eurasian Economic Union. While Kyrgyzstan’s participation in the EEU has
facilitated greater access to regional markets and expanded labor mobility opportunities, it has not
resulted in a fundamental transformation of the country’s economic structure. Instead, integration has
largely reinforced pre-existing patterns of external dependence, particularly in relation to labor
migration, trade flows, and macroeconomic stability.

From a structural perspective, Russia’s strategic interests are advanced through a
multidimensional set of mechanisms that combine economic, institutional, and security instruments.
Remittance flows constitute a key channel of influence, given their significant contribution to
household incomes and overall macroeconomic stability. Similarly, trade concentration in key sectors
and the harmonization of regulatory frameworks within the EEU further consolidate structural
linkages between the two states. These mechanisms collectively function as instruments of influence
that enable Russia to maintain a dominant position in Kyrgyzstan without reliance on direct coercive
measures.

At the same time, the sustainability and long-term stability of this model of interdependence
remain uncertain. The increasing economic presence of the People's Republic of China, particularly
through infrastructure investment and trade expansion, introduces an alternative pole of influence in
the region. In parallel, broader shifts in the global economic and geopolitical environment, including
sanctions regimes and evolving trade corridors, are reshaping the external constraints and
opportunities faced by Kyrgyzstan.

These developments suggest that while asymmetric interdependence currently characterizes
Kyrgyzstan’s position within the EEU, this configuration is not static. Instead, it is subject to gradual
reconfiguration under the influence of emerging external actors and changing structural conditions in
the international system.
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Conclusion

The membership of the Kyrgyz Republic in the Eurasian Economic Union constitutes a central
pillar of the Russian Federation’s broader strategic engagement in Central Asia. Beyond its formal
economic rationale, the EEU operates as a multidimensional framework through which economic
integration, institutional alignment, and geopolitical influence are simultaneously advanced. In this
sense, the Union functions not only as a platform for regional cooperation but also as an instrument
for the reproduction and consolidation of structured interdependence.

The findings of this study demonstrate that this interdependence is fundamentally asymmetric
in nature. While Kyrgyzstan derives tangible benefits from EEU membership particularly in terms of
labor mobility, remittance inflows, and access to regional markets these gains are accompanied by
persistent structural constraints. The country remains highly exposed to external economic
conditions, especially those of the Russian economy, which continues to play a decisive role in
shaping its macroeconomic stability and development trajectory.

At the same time, the evolving regional environment suggests that this configuration is not
static. The increasing economic presence of alternative external actors, alongside broader
transformations in global trade and financial systems, introduces new dynamics that may gradually
reshape the balance of influence in Central Asia. In particular, the growing role of China and the
diversification of external economic linkages present both opportunities and constraints for
Kyrgyzstan’s strategic positioning.

Ultimately, the long-term trajectory of Kyrgyzstan’s dependence will depend on the extent to
which it can diversify its economic partnerships and enhance domestic resilience, as well as on the
adaptability of the EEU as an integration framework. What emerges is not a fixed hierarchy, but a
fluid and evolving system of interdependence in which power, structure, and strategy remain in
constant negotiation.
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PoccusiHbIH KbIprbI3cTaHAarbl CTPATEerUsIbIK
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AHHOTaLUA

Byn Maramagma Poccusi defepanusichIHBIH  KbIprei3 — PecnyOIMKachIHAAThl  CTPATETUSIIBIK
KBI3BIKYBUIBIKTAPhI, 63reue KbIpreiscTaHAbIH EBpa3usi 3KOHOMUKAIBIK coro3yHa (E3C) MydenyryHYH
reocasicMii KecemeTTepu U3wigeHeT. Heopeanu3m >KaHa K63 KapaHABUIBIK TEOPUSICHIH KaMThITaH
TEOPUSIIBIK BIKMATAPAbIH alKAJIBIIIBIHA, OMIOHOW 37I€ 371 apalIbIK Kap>Kbl MHCTUTYTTAPhIHBIH KaHa
AaMMaKThIK CasiCUM AOKIAAHapAblH 3MIMPUKAIBIK MaaJbIMaTTapblHA TastHbIN, wu3uamesene EIC
3KOHOMUKAJIBIK KbI3MaTTAIITHIKTBIH aJIKarkl raHa 3Mec, Fe0casiCUY TaaCUPIUH MeXaHU3MU KaTaphl fa
WUIIT33pU JanuigeHeT. U3migee Kelpreli3cTaHbl IOCTCOBETTUK alMaKThIK MHTerpaliusiHbIH KeHUPU
KOHTEKCTHHE >KalralIThIpaT, MbIH/Ia 5KOHOMUKAIBIK JeMUITesiep KOOIICY3AYK sKaHa CasiCHUM Macereep
MeHEH ThITbI3 OalifaHbImTa 60MOT. POCCUSAHBIH KBIPTBI3CTAHIAThl CTPATETHUSUTBIK KaTBIIIYYCY
BopbopayK A3usimarbl TaaCMPWH CaKTall KalyyHYH, ©3reuye KbiTall >KaHa EBpoma BUpuMANTMHWUH
TaaCUPVHWH Ky4elly MIapThIHAA KEeHUPW MaKCaThlH YarbUIAbIPAphIH maMuWifenT. U3uimeeHYH
SKBIMBIHTHIKTAphl aK4ya KOTOPYY/IapZaH Ke3 KapaHJbUIBIKTA, COOJA arbIMIApbIHBIH TOIITOIIYYCYHIA
>)kaHa E3C ueHempeprHfe OERUTWIT€H WHCTUTYIMOHAMABIK YEKTOOIOPA6 YarbUIAbIPhUITaH
ACMMMETPUSITBIK 63 apa K63 KapaHAbUIBIKTBIH TYPYKTYY YITYCYH aUbIl 6epeT. ATam aiTKaHIa, KbIPThI3
3KOHOMUKACHI Poccusira 3MTeK MUTpAIUsIChIHAaH OMp TOM K63 KapaHAbl 00iym, Oyl 63 Ke3eruHpe
SKOHOMUKAQJIBIK JKaHa CasiCUM Taacup KaHalblH Ty3eT. Coofa YACYIepy ap TYPAYYIeMITYPYY
MYMKYHUYITYKTOPYH UEKTEreH CTPYKTYPAIbIK TeHCU3TUKTH KOpCcOTOT. Talmoo OmoHgoM e EICKe
MY4YenyR Genrunyy OMp SKOHOMUKAIBIK  apTHIKYBLUIBIKTAPAbl  PBIHOKKO  SKAKIIBIPTHIITAH
MYMKYHUYTYKTY JKaHa YeHEeM/IUK JKOHTO CaTyYHY KaMChI3 KbIIYY MeHEH OMp Me3THIIe CTPYKTYPATbIK
KO3 KapaHJbUIBIKTHI KY4eTYII, KbIpIbI3CTaHIbIH CTPAaTEerUsIbIK aBTOHOMUSACHIH UeKTI3DUH KOPCOTOT.
Byn 3KM >KAaKTYYJAyK aMMAaKTHIK WHTEIPDAlMSHBIH TaTaal MYHe3yH Oaca OenruinedT, MbIHAA
SKOHOMMUKAJIBIK Malifja KeOyHue GapraH cakblH aTaaHAAIl alMaKThIK UOMPee reocasiCUil YbIThIMIAP
MeHeH KOIITOJIOT.

AukbIY ce3ep: EBpa3ust 3KOHOMUKAIBIK cor03y (E3C), Kbiprbi3 Pecriybnukachl, Poccust ®efiepaliusichl,
Bopbopayk A3usi, reocasiCuii CTpaTerusi, 3KOHOMUKAIBIK WHTErpaIvsi, aCUMMETPUSIIIBIK 63 apa Ke3
KapaHAbUIbIK, aKUya KOTOPYYJIap, alMaKThIK KOOIICY3/AYK, TOCTCOBETTUK MEUKUHIUK
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AHHOTaUAa

B JaHHOM CTAaThe paCCMAaTPUBAIOTCS CTpaTernyeckue MHTepeckl Poccurickon ®efepanyiv B KbIprbI3CKOM
Pecniy67rKe, ¢ 0COOBIM aKIIEHTOM HA TEOMOMUTUYECKUX IOCTECTBUSX UleHCTBa KbIprbI3cTaHa B
EBpa3uiickom 3KoHOMHUYeckom coro3e (EA3C). Ha OCHOBe COYeTaHUSI TEOPETHYECKUX ITOIXOHOB
Heopeayr3Ma U TEOPUU 3aBUCUMOCTH, @ TAK’Ke SMITUPUYECKUX JAHHBIX MEKIYHAPOFHBIX (PMHAHCOBBIX
WHCTUTYTOB ¥ DETHMOHANBHBIX MMONMUTHUYECKUX JOKIafioB B HCCIeNOBAaHWM IT0Ka3zaHOo, uTo EA3C
(YHKIIMOHUPYET He TONBKO KaK PaMOYHBIM MeXaHM3M 3KOHOMMWYECKOTO COTPYAHUYECTBa, HO U KakK
WHCTPYMEHT T'e0MOTUTUYECKOTO BIUSHUSA. VcceoBaHMe moMemnjaeT KbIprbi3cTal B 60jee MIMPOKUL
KOHTEKCT IIOCTCOBETCKOM PernoHaTbHOM NHTErPaIiuy, B KOTOPOM 3KOHOMMUYECKYE MHULIMATVBEI TECHO
IEPEeIIETAIOTCS C CO0OpaykeHNsAMYU 6e30I1acHOCTY M IOIUTHKYU. YTBEPKOAETCsl, YTO CTPAaTernyeckoe
npucyTcTBre Poccru B KbvIprbi3cTaHe OTpaskaeT 6ojiee IIMPOKYIO IIelb, COXpaHEHWEe BIUSHUS B
[leHTpPaIBHOM A3UH B YCIOBUSIX HAPACTAOIIE KOHKYPEHIINY CO CTOPOHBI IPYIUX BHEITHUX aKTOPOB,
npe>kne Bcero Kuras u EBpomericKoro coro3a. Pe3ynbTaThl UCCIIeNOBAHMS BBISIBISIOT YCTOMYUBYIO
MOJIelTb aCMMMETPUYHON B3aMMO3aBUCHUMOCTH, BBIPAKAIOIMIENCS B 3aBUCHMMOCTU OT JEeHEKHBIX
MIEPEBOIOB, KOHIIEHTPAIMU TOPTOBBIX TOTOKOB M MHCTUTYITMOHATBHBIX OTPAHUUEHUSIX, 3aKPEIIEHHBIX
B Hopmax EASC. B 4aCTHOCTHU, KbIPIbI3CKasl 9KOHOMMKA B 3HAUMUTEIFHON Mepe 3aBUCUT OT TPYAOBOM
MHUrpanuy B Poccuio, 4TO CO3HaéT KaHaI 3KOHOMHUUYECKOrO UM IOJIWTHUYECKOro JaBieHusi. Toprosbie
MAaTTEPHBI CBUMETELCTBYIOT O CTPYKTYPHOM AucOamaHce, CAEeP’KUBAIOIIEM BO3MOMKHOCTHU
IuBepcu@UKaIy. AHAIU3 TaKyKe MOKa3bIBaeT, YTO WieHCTBO B EAJC, mpemoCcTaBsisi ONpeneiéHHbIe
SKOHOMUUECKHE MPEUMYIIECTBA, YIVUIIEHHbBIN JOCTYII Ha PHIHOK U PErYISITOPHYIO FapMOHU3AIUIO,
OJHOBPEMEHHO YCYIYOIIsieT CTPYKTYPHYIO 3aBUCUMOCTD ¥ OTPAaHUYNBAET CTPATETMUECKYI0 aBTOHOMUIO
KbBIpreIi3cTaHa. 3Ta ABOMCTBEHHOCTD MMOAUEPKMBAET CIOKHYIO IPUPOY DPETHOHATBHON WHTErpanuu,
IIPX KOTOPOM 3KOHOMMYECKKE BBITOBI HEPEIKO COMPSKEHBI C TEOMOIMTUYECKUMU U3JEepP>KKaMU B
YCIIOBUSIX BCE 60J1ee KOHKYPEHTHOMN PETMOHATILHOM CPEZbL.
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