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ABSTRACT

Purpose: This study aims to critically examine Kazakhstan's involvement in China's Belt and Road Initia-
tive (BRI), challenging prevailing realist interpretations and exploring the nation's agency within the frame-
work of this expansive development strategy. By analysing the multifaceted nature of the BRI and its impact
on Kazakhstan's economic development, the research seeks to provide a nuanced understanding of the initia-
tive's implementation and outcomes.

Research Methodology: The study employs a matrix approach to analyse the BRI's functions and sectors,
with a particular focus on Kazakhstan. This methodology involves the creation of two comprehensive matri-
ces: one delineating the overall BRI framework and another specific to Kazakhstan's engagement. The matri-
ces were developed through an extensive literature review, expert consultations, and iterative refinement. This
approach allows for a systematic examination of how various BRI functions manifest across different sectors,
providing a structured framework for understanding the initiative's scope and impact.

Originality: This research contributes to the existing literature by offering a constructivist perspective on
Kazakhstan's involvement in the BRI, countering dominant realist narratives. The study's originality lies in its
development of a novel matrix approach to BRI analysis, which provides a comprehensive and nuanced view
of the initiative's multifaceted nature. Furthermore, the research challenges prevailing misconceptions about
the BRI, particularly the notions of 'debt trap diplomacy' and China's purported rigid plan for global domi-
nance.

Research Findings: The study reveals that Kazakhstan has effectively leveraged the BRI to its national ad-
vantage, utilising open-ended multi-vector policies to selectively engage with the initiative. Contrary to realist
interpretations, the research finds that agreements between Kazakhstan and China are based on mutual benefit
and equal footing. The economic development impacts of the BRI on Kazakhstan are found to be largely posi-
tive, advancing the nation's progress across various sectors. The study also highlights the complex and less
cohesive dynamics of BRI implementation, challenging the notion of a monolithic Chinese strategy. Addition-
ally, the research demonstrates that BRI funding helps address the infrastructure gap in developing nations, of-
fering alternative investment opportunities with fewer conditionalities than traditional Western-led initiatives.

Key words: integration, economic development, development of relations, infrastructure investments, glo-
balization.

INTRODUCTION

The concept of geo-economics has gained significant prominence in recent years, reflecting the intricate
interplay between geography, economics, and geopolitics in shaping global affairs. As a framework for under-
standing international relations, geoeconomics emphasises the use of economic instruments to promote and
defend national interests, and to produce beneficial geopolitical results. This approach has become increasingly
relevant in an era characterised by the dynamic tension between globalisation and deglobalisation processes.

Globalisation, a phenomenon that has dominated the latter half of the 20th century and the early 21st
century, has facilitated unprecedented levels of economic integration, cultural exchange, and technological
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diffusion across national borders. It has led to the creation of complex global value chains, the rise of multina-
tional corporations, and the intensification of international trade and investment flows. However, recent years
have witnessed a growing backlash against globalisation, with various political and economic forces pushing
towards deglobalisation or 'slowbalisation'. This shift has been marked by rising protectionism, trade tensions,
and a renewed emphasis on national sovereignty and self-reliance.

Amidst these conflicting trends, the idea of economic integration remains a powerful force in international
relations. Regional economic blocs and trade agreements continue to evolve, seeking to balance the benefits of
open markets with the need for economic resilience and strategic autonomy. In this context, the concept of the
New Silk Road has emerged as a compelling vision for fostering connectivity and cooperation across Eurasia
and beyond.

China's Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), launched in 2013, represents perhaps the most ambitious manifesta-
tion of this New Silk Road concept. As a multi-trillion dollar infrastructure and investment programme, the
BRI aims to enhance physical and digital connectivity across more than 60 countries, spanning Asia, Europe,
and Africa. It embodies a geoeconomic strategy that leverages China's economic might to reshape global trade
routes and power dynamics.

The importance of foreign direct investment (FDI), infrastructure development, and innovation in driving
economic growth and competitiveness cannot be overstated in this context. FDI serves as a crucial channel for
capital flows, technology transfer, and knowledge spillovers. Infrastructure development, a key focus of the
BRI, is essential for reducing trade costs, improving market access, and enhancing productivity. Innovation,
meanwhile, is increasingly recognised as a critical driver of long-term economic growth and national competi-
tiveness in the global knowledge economy.

However, it is crucial to recognise that geopolitical decisions and rivalries continue to exert a profound
influence on economic relations and outcomes. The implementation of geoeconomic strategies like the BRI,
for instance, has sparked debates about debt sustainability, environmental impact, and geopolitical intentions.
Trade wars, sanctions, and strategic competition between major powers have disrupted global supply chains
and investment patterns, underscoring the complex interplay between economics and geopolitics.

This paper seeks to explore these intersecting themes through the lens of Kazakhstan's engagement with the
Belt and Road Initiative. By examining how Kazakhstan navigates the opportunities and challenges presented
by this geoeconomic mega-project, we aim to shed light on broader questions of agency, development, and
regional integration in an era of global flux and transformation.

Literature Review. The concept of the Silk Road, which underpins the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI)
discourse, has historical roots stretching back over two millennia, connecting China with the Eurasian region
[1]. The geographical boundaries of Eurasia or Central Asia are often fluid, generally encompassing the area
from 'the Caspian Sea to Western China, Caucuses and Danube Delta', and more broadly including modern-
day Mongolia, Afghanistan, Azerbaijan, and Tatarstan [1, p.25], [2].

Since its inception in 2013, China's Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) has been a subject of considerable
academic discourse, with scholarly literature proliferating rapidly [3]. The initiative draws upon the histori-
cal concept of the Silk Road, evoking a sense of nostalgia that has remained consistent in discussions [4].
This rejuvenation of historical narratives concerning intercultural links between China and Eurasia has been
amplified by the development finance provided by China as part of the BRI, also referred to as the "New Silk
Road' [5]. The BRI aims to reinvigorate historical economic and cultural ties between Europe, Eurasia, South
Asia, and Africa, with a primary focus on economic relations [6; 7]. It has been instrumental in the significant
expansion of China's global economic influence (IISS, 2022) and has been incorporated into the policy docu-
ments of over 140 nations across Africa, Latin America, Europe, and Asia, encompassing more than 60% of
the global population [8; 9]. The expansive nature of the BRI has rendered it one of the largest development
plans in modern history [10; 11].

Much of the existing literature on China's BRI in Central Asia adopts a realist perspective in international
relations. This viewpoint emphasises power politics, self-interest, and inherent distrust between states [1]. Re-
alist scholars argue that China's motivations for the BRI are primarily driven by a desire to establish regional
hegemony, starting in Central Asia [12]. They often frame the initiative as part of a competition for influence,
particularly with the United States [13; 14].
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Amineh notes that much of the literature focuses on China's motivations and the global impact of the BRI,
often neglecting the agency of participant countries. This realist-dominated discourse has been criticised for its
reductionist tendencies [15]. Pieper argues that such perspectives fail to account for local agency and overem-
phasise great power intervention [8a]. This critique is supported by scholars like Cooley and Cummings, who
advocate for a more nuanced understanding of regional dynamics [16; 17].

Western political commentators frequently depict Chinese and Russian policies towards their neighbours
as 'imperial', aimed at establishing 'spheres of influence' [18]. This narrative has been particularly prominent
in discussions about Central Asian states, which have often been characterised as 'fragile', 'dangerous', and
'insecure’, especially in the post-Soviet and post-9/11 context [19].

Contemporary literature has tended to view the BRI as China's attempt to reshape the Eurasian order, ei-
ther through 'soft balancing' against US influence or by creating regional institutions that challenge Western
hegemony [20; 21]. This perspective often frames regionalism as a function of power distribution rather than
a pattern of cooperation or regional governance.

However, these realist interpretations have been criticised for their colonial undertones and failure to recog-
nise local agency [16]. Some scholars argue that this approach neglects the role regional actors play in shaping
geopolitical outcomes [16]. The realist perspective is perhaps most starkly expressed in the idea that China has
a 'grand strategy for Eurasia' aimed at 'rewriting the current landscape' [22].

An alternative approach emerging in the literature is the application of constructivist theory to BRI analysis.
This perspective, as outlined by Wendt, emphasises the role of shared understanding and mutual interests in
shaping international relations [23]. Through this lens, the BRI can be viewed as a potential avenue for mutually
beneficial economic development and cultural exchange, rather than solely as a tool for Chinese expansion [19].

The constructivist approach allows for a more balanced examination of Kazakhstan's role in the BRI. As
the site of initial BRI negotiations, Kazakhstan occupies a unique position [24]. Some scholars argue that the
alignment between the BRI and Kazakhstan's own development strategies, such as the Nurly Zhol programme,
demonstrates a level of agency often overlooked in realist interpretations.

Moreover, the literature reveals a growing interest in the potential of the Chinese development model as
an alternative to Western-led initiatives. BRI participant nations may view China's economic success as a
template for their own development, offering investment without the political conditionalities often attached
to Western funding. This has sparked debates among Central Asian scholars about the relationship between
centralised governance and socio-economic development [25].

The discourse surrounding the BRI also intersects with broader debates about the global order. Ikenberry's
view that China lacks the capacity or incentive to fundamentally alter the existing international order repre-
sents a common, if somewhat paternalistic, perspective in Western academia [26]. However, recent geopo-
litical shifts and the challenges faced by neoliberal policies in Europe and the USA have led to what Stokes
describes as a 'rearticulation of the primacy of the nation state' and a 'hardening of geopolitical revisionism',
potentially explaining the prevalence of realist interpretations of the BRI [27].

The BRI aims to reinvigorate historical economic and cultural ties between Europe, Eurasia, South Asia,
and Africa, with a primary focus on economic relations [28]. It has been instrumental in the significant expan-
sion of China's global economic influence (IISS, 2022) and has been incorporated into the policy documents of
over 140 nations across Africa, Latin America, Europe, and Asia, encompassing more than 60% of the global
population [8b; 15a]. The expansive nature of the BRI has rendered it one of the largest development plans in
modern history [10a; 11a].

The BRI focuses on five key areas: trade connectivity, policy coordination, financial integration, infrastruc-
ture development, and fostering cooperation between countries [29; 30; 10a]. However, the initiative's exten-
sive application is not limited to these categories. The scale of Chinese investment, argued to have exceeded
trillions of dollars, has expanded the BRI's reach into diverse domains, including real estate, retail fashion,
health data, and satellite [31; 32].

Much of the academic literature has analysed the BRI critically, viewing the global investments and in-
frastructure development as a means of enhancing China's economic dominance. Some foreign commenta-
tors suggest that China aims to shape a new global order and replace the United States as a global hegemon,
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potentially supplanting Western values with Chinese values [33]. These arguments often cite the estab-
lishment of the AIIB as an attempt to create parallel institutions that may challenge or replace the existing
international order [34].

Realist commentary has extensively explored the idea that China seeks to break away from Western-led
hegemonic rule, with the BRI serving as a catalyst. Cox's application of Gramsci's theory of hegemony at a
global level suggests that hegemony 'is an order within a [capitalist] world economy with a dominant mode
of production which penetrates into all countries and links into other subordinate modes of production' [35].

Concerns about 'debt trap diplomacy' have gained traction, with some scholars arguing that Chinese invest-
ment loans are intended not to support local economies but to bolster Chinese access to natural resources and
facilitate the trade of low-cost goods [36; 37].

However, it is important to note that much of the literature surrounding the BRI tends to be prescriptive
rather than descriptive, focusing on potential outcomes rather than actual developments [38].

THE MAIN PART OF THE RESEARCH

This study employs a matrix approach to analyse the multifaceted nature of BRI, based on the comprehen-
sive insights of 10 experts with extensive backgrounds in international relations, economic development, and
geopolitics. This expert-driven methodology was chosen to ensure a nuanced and well-rounded understanding
of the BRI's complex dynamics.

This expert-based matrix analysis provides a robust framework for understanding the BRI's multifaceted
nature, its implementation strategies, and its potential impacts on participating countries, with a specific focus
on Kazakhstan. By leveraging the collective wisdom of these experts, we aim to provide a comprehensive and
nuanced understanding of this complex global initiative.

The matrix was developed through the following steps:

1. Identification of BRI Functions: Through a thorough literature review, we identified seven key func-
tions of the BRI: Trade Connectivity, Infrastructure Development, Policy Coordination, Financial Integration,
Cultural Exchange, Economic Development, and Global Governance. These functions were selected based on
their prominence in official BRI documents and scholarly analyses.

2. Sector Selection: We identified the primary sectors in which the BRI operates, including Transportation,
Energy, Telecommunications, Manufacturing, Real Estate, Finance, and Agriculture. The selection was based
on the scale of BRI investments and the sectors' strategic importance to the initiative's goals.

3. Matrix Development: We created a matrix with BRI functions on the vertical axis and sectors on the hori-
zontal axis. This structure allows for a systematic analysis of how each function manifests within each sector.

4. Content Population: For each cell in the matrix, we provided concise descriptions of: a) Specific BRI
projects or initiatives exemplifying the function-sector intersection b) Potential impacts or outcomes of these
intersections c¢) Challenges or controversies associated with particular function-sector combinations d) Rel-
evant policy measures or agreements

5. Expert Consultation: To validate the matrix, we consulted with 10 experts in international development,
Chinese foreign policy, and global infrastructure projects. Their feedback was incorporated to refine the matrix
and ensure its accuracy and comprehensiveness.

6. Iterative Refinement: The matrix underwent several rounds of revision based on new data and expert
feedback to ensure its relevance and accuracy.

Data Collection.

The data for populating the matrix was collected through various means:

1. Literature Review: We conducted an extensive review of academic publications, policy documents, and
reports from international organizations related to the BRI. This provided a broad understanding of the initia-
tive's scope and implementation across different countries and sectors.

2. Case Studies: We examined specific BRI projects in various countries to understand how the initiative's
functions manifest in different contexts. This included analysis of project documentation, impact assessments,
and local media reports.
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3. Expert Interviews: In addition to the consultations for matrix validation, we conducted in-depth interviews
with 15 experts in fields related to the BRI, including economists, political scientists, and infrastructure special-
ists. These interviews provided insights into the practical implementation and challenges of BRI projects.

4. Economic Data Analysis: We analysed economic data from international organizations such as the
World Bank, IMF, and ADB to understand the economic impacts of BRI projects in various sectors.

5. Policy Document Analysis: We examined policy documents from both China and BRI participant
countries to understand how the initiative is being integrated into national development strategies.

Matrix Application.

The matrix was applied in two stages:

1. General BRI Analysis: First, we populated the matrix with data relevant to the overall BRI, providing
a broad view of how the initiative functions across different sectors globally.

2. Country-Specific Analysis: We then created a separate matrix specifically for Kazakhstan, allowing
for a detailed examination of how the BRI manifests in a specific national context.

This dual approach allows for both a macro-level understanding of the BRI and a micro-level analysis of its
implementation and impacts in a particular country.

Limitations

While the matrix approach provides a comprehensive framework for analysing the BRI, it has some limita-
tions:

1. Complexity Reduction: The matrix necessarily simplifies complex relationships and processes. While
this aids in systematic analysis, it may not capture all nuances of BRI implementation.

2. Dynamic Nature of BRI: The BRI is an evolving initiative. The matrix represents a snapshot in time
and may need regular updating to remain relevant.

3. Data Availability: The quality and availability of data vary across different BRI projects and countries,
potentially leading to gaps in the matrix.

4. Subjectivity in Categorization: The process of categorizing BRI functions and determining which sec-
tors to include involves a degree of subjective judgment, despite efforts to base these decisions on extensive
research and expert consultation.

Despite these limitations, the matrix approach offers a valuable tool for systematically analysing the multi-
faceted nature of the BRI and its implementation in specific countries like Kazakhstan.

This matrix-based methodology provides a structured framework for understanding the complex interac-
tions between various functions and sectors within the BRI. It allows for a nuanced analysis of how the initia-
tive operates on both a global scale and within specific national contexts, offering insights into the opportuni-
ties and challenges presented by this ambitious international development strategy.

Findings and Discussion

This matrix (Table 1) delineates the various functions and sectors encompassed by (BRI), highlighting
specific projects, initiatives, and agreements. The matrix provides a structured framework to understand the
multifaceted approach of the BRI, categorizing activities under five key functions: trade connectivity, infra-
structure development, policy coordination, economic development, and global governance, across four main
sectors: transportation, energy, telecommunications, and finance.

In the transportation sector, trade connectivity is enhanced by projects such as the China-Europe freight
trains and improved port facilities, which facilitate smoother and more efficient trade routes. In the energy
sector, the construction of oil and gas pipelines connecting countries exemplifies efforts to integrate regional
energy infrastructure. Telecommunications projects like cross-border fibre optic networks improve digital con-
nectivity, while financial initiatives such as currency swap agreements support stable and efficient financial
exchanges.

Infrastructure development includes a range of projects: high-speed rail projects and highway construction
in the transportation sector, power plant construction and renewable energy projects in the energy sector, 5G
network rollout in telecommunications, and the establishment of the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank
(AIIB) in finance. These projects aim to bolster physical and digital infrastructure, enhancing overall connec-
tivity and capacity.
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Table 1 — Functions and Sectors Matrix for the Belt and Road Initiative

Functions /
Sectors

Transportation

Energy

Telecommunications

Finance

Trade Connectivity

China-Europe freight
trains; Improved port

Oil and gas pipelines

Cross-border fibre optic

Currency swap

e connecting countries networks agreements
facilities
Infrastructure High-speed rail projects; Power plant construc-
1811-SP projects, tion; Renewable energy | 5G network rollout Establishment of AIIB
Development Highway construction .
projects
Polic Harmonization of Energy cooperation .. Financial regulato
Yo £y coop Shared digital standards v reg y
Coordination customs procedures agreements cooperation
Economic Job creation in logistics | Energy securit . Increased foreign
& gy Y Digital economy growth . . &

Development sector enhancement direct investment

Global Governance

Influence on global ship-

Shaping international

Involvement in global internet

Challenging existing

ping routes energy markets governance financial institutions

Note — compiled by the authors based on the conducted survey sources

Policy coordination efforts are crucial for harmonizing regulations and standards across different sectors.
This includes the harmonization of customs procedures in transportation, energy cooperation agreements,
shared digital standards in telecommunications, and financial regulatory cooperation, all of which aim to create
a more seamless and integrated framework for BRI activities.

Economic development is driven by initiatives such as job creation in the logistics sector, enhancing energy
security, fostering growth in the digital economy, and increasing foreign direct investment. These efforts con-
tribute to the broader economic benefits and sustainability of the BRI.

Lastly, global governance is addressed through activities that influence global shipping routes in transporta-
tion, shape international energy markets, involve global internet governance, and challenge existing financial
institutions. These efforts highlight the BRI's ambition to play a significant role in global economic and regula-
tory systems.

The main idea of this matrix is to illustrate the comprehensive and strategic nature of the BRI. By engaging
in diverse projects across various functions and sectors, the BRI aims to foster deeper economic integration,
enhance connectivity, and promote sustainable development on a regional and global scale.

Table 2 provides a comprehensive analysis of Kazakhstan's involvement in the Belt and Road Initiative
(BRI), organizing specific projects, initiatives, and agreements according to their functions and sectors. The
goal of this matrix is to present a clear picture of how Kazakhstan's participation in the BRI contributes to vari-
ous aspects of its economic and infrastructural growth.

In the transportation sector under trade connectivity, projects such as the Khorgos Gateway, Khorgos Dry
Port, and the Altynkol Railway Station enhance logistical efficiency and trade routes between Asia and Europe.
The energy sector features the Kazakhstan-China Oil Pipeline and a gas pipeline, pivotal for regional energy
distribution.

Infrastructure development in Kazakhstan is marked by significant initiatives like the Nurly Zhol Infra-
structure Program and the Almaty Ring Road in transportation, which improve connectivity and reduce travel
times. The Ekibastuz GRES-2 Power Plant Expansion exemplifies energy infrastructure enhancement. The
telecommunications sector benefits from the National Broadband Network, which improves digital connectiv-
ity, while the finance sector is strengthened by the development of the Belt and Road Bond Market.

Policy coordination includes simplified transit procedures at Khorgos in the transportation sector, bilateral
energy agreements with China, cross-border data management agreements in telecommunications, and the
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alignment of financial standards within the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU). These initiatives aim to create
a more seamless and integrated framework for BRI activities.

Economic development efforts are driven by the boost in employment within transport logistics, diversifica-
tion of energy supply sources, development of IT parks, and increased foreign investment through the Astana
International Financial Centre (AIFC). These initiatives contribute to Kazakhstan's broader economic sustain-

ability and growth.

Table 2 — Functions and Sectors Matrix for Kazakhstan's Involvement in the Belt and Road Initiative

Functions / Transportation Energy Telecommunications Finance
Sectors

Khorgos Gateway; Khor- Trans-Asia-Europe Fibre Renminbi Clearing
Trade gos Dry Port; Altynkol Kazakhstan-China Optic Line Centre in AIFC
Connectivity Railway Station Oil Pipeline; Gas

Pipeline

Nurly Zhol Infrastructure | Ekibastuz GRES-2 Belt and Road Bond
Infrastructure Program; Almaty Ring P'ower Plant Expan- National Broadband Market

Road sion
Development Network

Simplified Transit Proce-
Policy dures at Khorgos Energy cooperation | Belt and Road Bond Financial regulatory
Coordination agreements Market cooperation
Economic . Diversification of .
Development Employment Bo9st in Energy Supply Increased Forel gn In-

Transport Logistics Sources IT Parks Development vestment via AIFC
Global Influence on Eurasian Regional Energy Engagement in ITU Active Role in AIIB and
Governance Land Bridge Market Leadership Initiatives NDB
Note — compiled by the authors based on the conducted survey sources

Global governance is addressed through Kazakhstan's influence on the Eurasian Land Bridge, leadership
in regional energy markets, engagement in International Telecommunication Union (ITU) initiatives, and an
active role in international financial institutions like the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB) and the
New Development Bank (NDB). These activities emphasize Kazakhstan's strategic role in regional and global
economic systems.

The main idea of this matrix is to illustrate the diverse and strategic nature of Kazakhstan's engagement
with the BRI. By participating in a range of projects across various functions and sectors, Kazakhstan aims to
leverage the BRI to strengthen its infrastructure, enhance trade connectivity, promote economic growth, and
assert its influence in regional and global governance. This multifaceted involvement supports Kazakhstan's
long-term development objectives and facilitates deeper regional integration.

CONCLUSION

The study has shown that Kazakhstan has effectively leveraged the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) to its
national advantage, facilitated by its open-ended multi-vector policies. These policies have provided Kazakh-
stan with numerous choices in selecting investment partners for various projects. This combination of national
planning and foreign policy illustrates that Kazakhstan's agency is not only preserved but enhanced through
its participation in the BRI. Contrary to popular realist perspectives, the agreements between Kazakhstan and
China are based on equal footing and mutual benefit.

By examining the economic development impacts of the BRI in Kazakhstan and analyzing the nation's
agency, this research opens further avenues for investigation across the entire Eurasian region and neighbor-
ing countries that historically played key roles in the Ancient Silk Road. Additionally, future research could
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explore the agency of nations connected to the BRI via the Maritime Silk Road (MSR), particularly in Africa
and Latin America, where despite geographical distances, investment levels remain significant.

The economic development impacts of the BRI on Kazakhstan have been positive, advancing the nation's
progress. This paper has highlighted and addressed several misconceptions about the BRI, particularly within
the context of China's development agenda and foreign policy. While realist theories dominate discussions on
China's goals through the BRI, the initiative's actual implementation reflects more complex and less cohesive
dynamics. Established in 2013, the BRI aims to develop China’s western regions and enhance trade links,
ambitions that date back to the late 1990s. The notion that the BRI has a rigid, well-structured plan to assert
China's global dominance is a misconception. The BRI's structure and implementation have been marked by
significant bureaucratic fragmentation and constant revisions at various government levels.

This paper also refutes the idea of 'debt trap diplomacy,' which suggests that China strategically exploits
struggling nations through BRI investments. Instead, using constructivist theory, the research demonstrates
that BRI funding helps bridge the infrastructure gap in the developing world, offering alternative investment
opportunities with fewer conditionalities.
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MATPUYHBIN AHAJIN3 YUACTHUA KASAXCTAHA
B UHULUATHUBE «OJUH IIOSC U ITYTb»

A. K. I:xkymaceiitoBa'", ApHoB IToa Yoynxypu >
'Kazaxcrancko-bpuraHckuii TexHHYecKnil yHHBepcuTeT, AnMathl, Pecniyonuka Kasaxcrau
2 KemOpumkckuit Yausepcurer, KemOpumk, BennkoopuTanust

AHHOTALIMUA
Lenv uccneoosanus. JlanHOE UCCIIEI0BAHUE HAIIPABJIEHO HA KpUTUUECKOe u3yueHue ydacrus Kasaxcrana
B KuTaiickoil mHunmaruse "Oaun mosc, oauH nyTs" (BRI), ocmapuBas mpeobnagaromue pealncTHUecKre
WHTEpIIpeTaluy U Uccieaysl pojib CTpaHbl B paMKaxX 3TOW MacHITaOHOW CTpaTeruu pa3BUTHS. AHATU3UPYS
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MHororpannyto npupony BRI u ee BinusiHHme Ha skoHOMHYeckoe pa3BuTHe Kaszaxcrana, nccienoBaHue
CTPEMHTCS 00ECTICUNTh HIOAHCUPOBAHHOE IOHUMAHUE Peai3alii U Pe3yJIbTaTOB HHUIHATHBBI.

Memooonozus uccnedosanus. B uccie0BaHIN UCTIONB3YETCSl MATPUYHBIH MTOIXO IS aHAIN3a QYHKIUH 1
cexTopoB BRI ¢ ocoObIm aknienrom Ha Kazaxcran. Jta MeTOIONOTHSI BKIIIOYAET CO3aHUE JABYX KOMIUIEKCHBIX
MAaTpHUIL: OJTHOH, ouepumBaroliei ooy ctpykrypy BRI, u apyroii, cnennduanoit st yuactust Kazaxcrana.
Marpuiibl Ob1UTH pa3paboTaHbl MOCPEICTBOM OOINIMPHOTO 0030pa JIUTEPATYPbI, KOHCYIIBTAIUH C IKCTIEPTaMH U
UTEPATUBHOTO YTOYHEHUS. JTOT MMOAXO MO3BOJISIET CUCTEMAaTHYECKH U3y4aTh, Kak pa3nudnble pyHKimn BRI
MIPOSIBIISIIOTCS] B Pa3HBIX CEKTOPAX, MPEAOCTABIISAA CTPYKTYPHUPOBAHHYIO OCHOBY Il MOHUMaHUs MaciTada u
BITUSTHUSI HHUITUATHBBI.

Opueunanvnocms / yeHnocms ucciedosanusi. ITO HWCCIEJAOBAHWE BHOCUT BKJIAJ B CYIIECTBYIOIUIYIO
JIUTEPATypy, Mpejyiaras KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKHUM B3risia Ha ydacTue Kazaxcranma B BRI, mpotuBomeicTBys
JOMUHHPYIOIIAM peaMCTUYECKUM HappaTiuBaM. OpUTHHAIBHOCTD UCCIICI0BAHMS 3aKIII0YAETCs B pa3paboTKe
HOBOTO MaTpU4HOTO Nojxoja K aHanu3y BRI, xotopslii obecrieunBaeT BCECTOPOHHMI U HIOAHCHPOBAaHHBIN
B3TJI51/1 HA MHOTOTPaHHYIO ITPUPO/Ly MHUITMATUBEI. Kpome Toro, nccineoBanne ocriapuBaeT paclpoCcTpaHeHHbIe
3a0myxaenust o BRI, ocoOeHHO mpencTaBieHuss 0 "JUMIIOMATHH JIOITOBOH JIOBYIIKH" M TPEAINONaracMom
»KecTKoM Tutane Kutast mo riiobanbHOMY TOMUHUPOBAHHUIO.

Pezynvmamul uccnedosanus. Ncenenopanue nokaseiBaet, uto Kazaxcran s¢dexruBHo ucronbzoBan BRI
B CBOMX HAI[MOHAIBbHBIX HHTEpEcax, MPUMEHSS OTKPHITYI0 MHOTOBEKTOPHYIO MOJUTHKY I N30MPaTEIbHOTO
y4acTHs B MHUIMATUBE. BONpEKH peanricTUUYeCKUM HWHTEPIpETalusM, UccieoBaHue OOHapyKUBAeT, YTO
cornamenus Mexny Kazaxcranom m Kutaem ocHOBaHBI Ha B3aMMHOW BBITOJI€ M paBHONpaBuU. BrusHue
BRI na sxonomuueckoe pasputue KazaxcraHa olieHHMBaeTCsl Kak B 3HAUMTEIHHON CTEMEHH IMO3WTHUBHOE,
CHOCOOCTBYIOIIEE IPOTPECCY CTPAHBI B PA3IUUHBIX CEKTOpax. MccinenoBanue TakKe Mo JUepPKUBACT CIOKHYIO
W MEHee COrJIacoBaHHYyI0 AMHaMUKy peanmzanuu BRI. Kpome Toro, mccrnemoBanue AeMOHCTPUPYET, YTO
¢unancupoBanne BRI momoraer pemmts mpoOiieMy HHOPACTPYKTYPHOTO pa3pbiBa B Pa3BHBAIOLIMXCS
CTpaHax, Ipejyiarast ajJbTepHaTUBHbIE NHBECTUIIMOHHBIE BO3MOYKHOCTH C MEHBIINM KOJIMYECTBOM YCIIOBHH,
YeM TpaJWIIHOHHbBIE MHUIIMATHUBEI 110 PYKOBOICTBOM 3amasja.

Kniouesvie crnosa: wHTerpanms, 5)KOHOMHUECKOE Pa3BHTHE, Pa3BUTHE OTHOICHHN, HHOPACTPYKTYPHBIC
MHBECTHUIIMH, TT100aTH3aIHs.

KA3AKCTAHHBIH, «bIP BEJIJIEY, BIP ’KOJI» BACTAMACBIHA KATBICYBIH
MATPULAJIBIK TAJLIAY

9. K. KymaceiitoBa'’, Apnos IToa Yoyaxypu 2
'Kazak-bpuTan TeXHUKAIBIK YHUBEpCUTETI, AnMaThl, Kasakcran PecryOmukacst
2 KemOpumk ynusepcuteti, KemOpumx, ¥ apiopuranus

AHIATIHA

3epmmey maxcamoi. byn 3eprrey Kaszakcranubsin "bip Oemnumey, 6ip xon" (BRI) Keitait 6acramachina
KATBICYBIH CBIHM TYPFBIIAH 3€pTTEeyre, 0achlM PEaHCTIK TYCIHAIpYJIepre Aay aiTyra )KOHE OChI ayKbIMIBI
Jlamy crparterusicel meHOEpiH e eJ/IiH pesIiH 3epTreyre OarbiTTanrad. BRI-HiH keIl KbIpJibl TAOUFATHIH )KOHE
oHBIH Ka3zakcTaHHBIH YKOHOMUKAJIBIK JaMyblHA OCEPiH TalIail OTHIPHII, 3epTTeY OacTaMaHbIH ICKE aChIPBLTYHI
MEH HOTHIKEIIEPiH HIOAHCTHI TYCIHY/Ii KAMTaMachl3 €TyTre ThIPBICAIBI.

3epmmey adicnamacul. 3eprreyne Kazakcranra epekine Hazap ayaapa oTeipbil, BRI gyHkimsnapsr men
CEKTOPJIAPBIH TaJIIay YIIIH MAaTPULIAIBIK TOCLI KOJIIaHbLIa bl By 91icTeMe eKi KeleH 1i MaTPUIIaHbl KYPYIbl
KaMTHIbL: Oipeyi Bri-niH jkanmbl KYpbUIBIMBIH, eKiHImici KazakcTaHHBIH KaThICyblHAa TOH. Marpuuanap
oebueTTep Il KeH 1IoJy, capanibllapMeH KeHEeCy )KoHEe UTEPAaTUBTI HAKThIJIAYy apKbUIbI XKacabsl. by Tacin
BRI-zmiH opTypii QyHKUIUMSIAPBIHBIH OPTYPJi CEKTOpJapAa Kalall KepiHeTiHIH KyHenl Typle 3eprreyre
MYMKIHJiK Oepesi, Oy 6acTaMaHbIH ayKbIMbl MEH 9CEpiH TYCIHYTe KYPBUIBIMAIBIK HETi3 Oeperi.
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3epmmeyoiy bipezeiiniei / kynoviivienl. byn 3eprrey KazakcranusiH BRI-re KaTbiCybIiHa KOHCTPYKTHBHUCTIK
Ke3Kapac YChbIHA OTBIPKIN, OAchiM PEAIMCTIK SHIIMeNiepre Kapchl Typa OTHIPHIN, Oap ojeduerrepre yliec
KocaJibl. 3epTTeY/IiH O31H/IK epeKIIeiri-0acTaMaHbIH KaH-)KaKThl TAOUFAThIHA YKAH-)KAKThI KOHE HIOAHCTHI
Ke3KapacThl KamTaMachl3 eteTin BRI Tanaaybpina skana MaTpuIaibIK Tocinai a3ipiiey. CoHBIMEH KaTap, 3epTTey
BRI typassl #Hi Ke3A€CeTiH KaTe TYCIHIKTepre, acipece "KapbI3/IbIK Ty3aK JUILIOMATHACH" skoHe KbITal 1bIH
»ahaHJBIK YCTEMIIIKTIH O0OJKaM/Ibl KaTaH KOCTAPhl TYpalbl TYCIHIKTEpre KapChl TYPabl.

3epmmey nomuoicenepi. 3eprrey KaszakcTaHHbIH O0acramara ipiKTEN KaThICy YIIIH alllbIK KOIBEKTOPJIbI
casicaTThl KOJIZIaHa OTBIPBII, Bri-1i ©31HIH VITTBIK MYAJIeC] YIIIH THIM/II TaiiiaJaHFaHbiH KepceTeai. Peanuctik
TyCiHaipyJepre kapamacrtaH, 3eptrey Kazakcran men KpiTail apachiHaarsl KemiciMaep e3apa THIMILIIK MeH
TEH KYKbIKKA HET13/IeJITeHIH aHbIKTal 161, Bri-niH KazakcTaHHBIH SKOHOMHUKAJIBIK JaMYbIHA 9CEP1 alTapIIbIKTa
JIOpekKesie OH Jien OaraiaHabl, OYJI eJJIIH TYpJIl CEKTOpIIapAarsl IrepijieyiHe bIKIal eTe/li. 3epTTey COHBIMEH
Katap MOHOJHTTI KpITaii cTpaTerusichl naeschiHa Kapchl Typa oThIpbil, BRI icke ackipy by Kyplieni jxKaHe a3
KeJicinreH AuHaMuKachiH kepcereni. CoHbIMeH Kartap, 3eprrey BRI KapKblmaHIpIpysl AaMyIbl enjgepaeri
WHPPaKYPBUIBIMIBIK allIAaKThIK MOCENIECIH IIelyre KOMEKTeCeTiHIH KepceTeli, Oysl baTeicThiH mocTypai
OacramanapbiHa KaparaHjia a3 mapTrapbl 0ap OanaMa HHBECTULIMSIIBIK MYMKIHIIKTEPl YChIHAIBI.

Tyuin cesdep: WHTErpanus, SKOHOMHKAIBIK JaMmy, XallbIKapajblK KaTblHAcTap, HH(PaKYpBUILIMIIBIK
WMHBECTHUIMsLIIAP, kahaHIaHy.
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AHHOTADIMUA

Ueﬂb 0anH020 UCCAe008aHUs 3aKITIOYAETCS B HU3YUCHHUU BIINAHUA SKOHOMHYECKOMN HUACHTUYHOCTHU Ha IIPO-
IECChI peFHOHaHLHOﬁ HWHTCIpalu B L[eHTpaJ'ILHOﬁ ABI/II/I, a TAKXKC B BBISIBJIICHUH KJIFOYCBBIX BBI3OBOB U IICP-
CIICKTHUB, CBA3AHHBIX C STUMHU IIPOILCCCAMMU.

Memooonozcus. I[J'IH JOCTHXKCHUSA IMOCTaBJICHHOM eI B UCCICAOBAHUN Mbl IIPUMEHSAEM KOMILJICKCHBIN
Ioaxon, BKH}O‘IaIOH_II/Iﬁ KOJIMYECTBCHHBIC, KAYECTBEHHBIC METO/IbI U METOABI CPABHUTEILHOTO aHaJIN3a. Ko-
JINYECTBEHHBIN aHaJIN3 OCHOBAH Ha CTATHCTUYECKHX JAAaHHBIX O TOPrOBBIX WU 3KOHOMHYCCKHUX IMOKA3ATCIIAX
CTpaH HCHTpaJ'IBHOfI ASI/II/I, MOJIYHYCHHBIX U3 MCXKAYHAPOAHBIX U HAITUOHAJIBHBIX HCTOYHUKOB. KauecTBennsbIit
AHAJIN3 - Ha MOJUTUYCCKUX U OKOHOMHUYECCKUX JOKYMEHTaX, KaCaromnXCs NHTECTPALTMOHHBIX ITPOIIECCOB B PE-
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