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ABSTRACT

Research aim. The aim of the research is to identify and evaluate the distinctive competitive advantages of
ski tourism within Kazakhstan’s Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC), and determine how these advantages can
be strategically leveraged to enhance sustainable regional tourism development.

Research Methodology. The study employs a mixed-method approach, integrating Geographic Information
Systems (GIS)-based spatial analysis, comparative benchmarking against established ski destinations (French
Alps and Georgian ski clusters), and economic impact assessments based on secondary data from governmen-
tal and international sources. GIS methodologies included data extraction via Python from open-source geo-
spatial databases (2GIS, OpenStreetMap), proximity analysis, and infrastructure density visualization.

Value of the study. This research is significant as it provides a comprehensive comparative spatial and
economic analysis of AMC, a strategically crucial yet relatively understudied ski tourism destination. The
combination of advanced GIS analytical tools and comparative benchmarking delivers practical insights
and robust strategic recommendations, uniquely tailored to the sustainable tourism development needs
of Kazakhstan.

Research findings. The study identified AMC’s core competitive strengths, including its accessibility, af-
fordability, unique cultural and ecological assets, and governmental support. At the same time, the study re-
veals significant infrastructure scarcities in hospitality, gastronomic services, and complementary tourist facili-
ties were evident. Comparative analysis with Georgian and French counterparts underscored AMC’s critical
need to substantially expand its infrastructure, recommending the construction of 30-40 new accommodations,
60-70 restaurants, and approximately 20-30 complementary service facilities. Strategic infrastructure develop-
ment aligned with sustainable tourism practices is projected to notably enhance AMC’s tourism capacity and
its contribution to Kazakhstan’s GDP by an estimated 0.5%-1.5% annually by 2027.

Keywords: ski tourism, Almaty Mountain cluster, competitive advantage, GIS spatial analysis, sustainable
development, infrastructure development.

INTRODUCTION

Tourism represents one of the most dynamic sectors in the global economy, significantly contributing to
employment creation, regional development, and national income diversification. Especially ski tourism is
gaining greater popularity among the tourists and becoming a competitive market [1]. Within this broad in-
dustry, as Hudson and Shephard asserted ski tourism occupies a distinguished niche, marked by high revenue
per visitor, robust seasonal demands, and substantial infrastructural investments [1]. As global competition
intensifies among traditional and emerging ski destinations, regions increasingly aim to identify and leverage
distinctive competitive advantages to capture larger shares of this lucrative market. Central Asia, historically
less visible in international ski tourism circles, is now experiencing heightened global interest, driven by its
unique cultural heritage, diverse landscapes, and improving tourism infrastructure. Kazakhstan, particularly
the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC), exemplifies this emerging competitive environment, showcasing signifi-
cant potential for development into a prominent international ski tourism destination.
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Kazakhstan’s focus on tourism, and specifically ski tourism development, stems from broader national ob-
jectives of economic diversification and regional economic growth beyond reliance on hydrocarbon resources.
With its proximity to the economic and cultural hub of Almaty city, the AMC comprises several intercon-
nected ski resorts and natural areas, such as Shymbulak, Oi Qaragai, Ak-Tas, Medeo, and Butakovka. These
locations collectively form an attractive and potentially competitive regional ski tourism product due to their
favorable climate conditions, accessible location, and rich natural and cultural heritage. Recent governmental
initiatives and substantial infrastructural investments indicate a clear strategic intent to position AMC promi-
nently on the global ski tourism map, aiming for significant visitor growth by 2025 according to Kazakhstan
Government Report issued in 2023 [2].

However, while considerable optimism surrounds the AMC’s tourism prospects, significant gaps in infra-
structural development, hospitality services, and tourism-related business sectors remain evident, particularly
when compared to established European ski resorts or rapidly developing competitors such as those in Geor-
gia. Therefore, a comprehensive evaluation of the AMC's current competitive positioning, infrastructural capa-
bilities, and development opportunities is critically important. This evaluation necessitates an evidence-based
approach, utilizing contemporary analytical methodologies and international benchmarking to inform strategic
and sustainable growth policies.

This research addresses several interconnected and critical dimensions within the context of ski tourism
competitiveness, specifically focusing on the AMC:

First, understanding spatial distribution and infrastructural density within ski tourism clusters provides crit-
ical insights into the accessibility and attractiveness of these destinations. Research on established ski clusters
demonstrates that efficient spatial distribution of accommodations, restaurants, and complementary facilities
significantly enhances visitor satisfaction and overall destination competitiveness [3]. Consequently, this study
incorporates GIS-based spatial analysis to precisely assess AMC’s infrastructure density and spatial dynamics,
providing clarity on current infrastructural strengths and identifying critical gaps.

Second, benchmarking AMC against successful international models is crucial for realistic strategic po-
sitioning and planning. The comparative framework adopted here draws from the experiences of the French
Alps, recognized globally for their mature infrastructure and high-quality services, and Georgian ski resorts
such as Gudauri and Bakuriani, representing rapidly evolving destinations that successfully balance affordabil-
ity with improving infrastructure. This comparison not only contextualizes AMC's current infrastructural and
service levels but also elucidates clear development pathways and best practices adaptable to AMC’s specific
regional and economic context.

Third, sustainable development is an essential consideration in contemporary tourism planning, particularly
in sensitive alpine ecosystems such as AMC. Expanding ski tourism facilities requires deliberate and sustain-
able practices to ensure minimal environmental disruption and long-term economic benefits. This study ex-
plicitly integrates sustainability considerations, ensuring recommended infrastructural expansions align with
best practices in ecological preservation, resource management, and community engagement, enhancing both
environmental and socio-economic sustainability.

Ultimately, addressing these dimensions collectively ensures a robust analytical framework, capable of in-
forming practical and sustainable tourism development strategies. This comprehensive evaluation is essential
not only for AMC’s successful growth but also for broader regional development objectives and Kazakhstan's
economic diversification efforts.

The primary aim of this research is to identify and evaluate the distinctive competitive advantages of ski
tourism within Kazakhstan’s Almaty Mountain Cluster, and to determine how these advantages can be strate-
gically leveraged to foster sustainable tourism development in the region.

The article is structured as follows: First, a detailed literature review examines theoretical perspectives on
tourism clusters, competitive advantages, and methodological approaches, contextualizing the study within
existing academic discourse. Second, a clearly articulated methodology outlines the mixed-method approach,
integrating spatial GIS analysis, comparative benchmarking, and economic impact assessment. Third, the re-
sults section presents empirical findings, detailed maps, and statistical comparisons, clearly demonstrating
AMC’s infrastructural status and competitive potential. Subsequently, the discussion critically synthesizes
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these findings, offering comparative insights, identifying strategic infrastructure needs, and exploring eco-
nomic implications. Finally, the article concludes with clear strategic recommendations, practical proposals
for infrastructural development, and identified directions for future research.

Through this integrated, academically rigorous approach, the article aims to contribute significantly to the
academic understanding of ski tourism competitiveness while providing actionable insights for policymakers,
tourism managers, and stakeholders actively engaged in AMC’s sustainable development.

Literature review. To organize the literature analytically rather than descriptively, this review is structured
into four themes: (1) cluster theory and destination competitiveness; (2) destination attributes for ski tourism;
(3) consumer choice and market positioning; and (4) sustainability and governance. Within each theme, prior
findings are compared, areas of consensus and contention are highlighted, and implications for the Almaty
Mountain Cluster (AMC) are drawn.

Tourism clusters globally increasingly rely on strategic integration to achieve sustainable competitive ad-
vantages. This literature review critically analyzes existing research on the competitive advantages, challenges,
and sustainability prospects specifically for ski tourism in the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC), Kazakhstan.

Cluster Theory and Destination Competitiveness (Critical Synthesis)

Tourism clusters are geographically concentrated groups of interconnected tourism enterprises and institu-
tions that collaboratively and competitively enhance destination competitiveness through shared resources,
innovation, and market positioning [4]. Industrial cluster theory, originally conceptualized by Alfred Mar-
shall and further developed by Michael Porter’s Diamond Model, emphasizes geographic proximity, factor
conditions, demand conditions, related supporting industries, and strategic rivalry as key components driving
competitiveness [5, 6].While Porter’s and Marshallian perspectives are widely applied, their transferability
to emerging, state-supported destinations remains debated: some studies emphasize endogenous rivalry and
dense supplier networks as prerequisites for cluster upgrading, whereas others show state-led coordination can
substitute for early-stage private rivalry. This divergence matters for AMC, where government activation is
pronounced and private supplier depth is still forming; therefore, the expected pathways to competitiveness
may differ from mature Alpine contexts. Network theory further highlights the significance of relationships,
information exchange, and collective learning within clusters [7]. The tourism cluster as a regional innovation
system accentuates collaborative frameworks involving businesses, research institutions, and governments as
crucial for fostering destination innovation and competitiveness [8, 9].

Ski Destination Attributes and Performance

In addition, key destination attributes such as altitude, piste length, snow quality, and infrastructure signifi-
cantly influence the competitiveness of ski resorts [1, 3]. The AMC, particularly through resorts like Shymbu-
lak and potential developments in Turgen Gorge, is gaining recognition due to its unique physical features such
as extensive snow cover, varied climatic zones, rich biodiversity, and scenic landscapes [10, 11]. Its proximity
to Almaty city, which serves as a major transportation hub, further enhances accessibility, positioning the
AMC as a highly competitive emerging ski destination [4]. Yet, evidence is mixed on whether proximity and
altitude can compensate for thinner hospitality density during peak load. European cases suggest that when lift
capacity outpaces beds and F&B, perceived quality declines despite strong natural assets. This tension frames
AMC’s central challenge: converting physical endowments and access advantages into reliably positive ser-
vice experiences under seasonal stress.

Consumer Preferences, Pricing, and Market Segmentation

However, in analyzing competitive advantage, it is important to consider consumer preferences, as they are
pivotal in shaping the competitive landscape for ski tourism, with factors such as snow quality, infrastructure,
affordability, and distinct cultural experiences significantly influencing destination choice [12]. According
to Turgen Investment Proposal, the AMC offers competitive pricing for ski services and accommodation, at-
tracting budget-conscious international tourists and local visitors according to Turgen Investment Proposal,
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2023 [11]. Its blend of skiing, urban tourism, and unique cultural offerings, such as Soviet-era heritage and the
Medeu skating rink, differentiates it from traditional ski resorts and enhances its appeal as a multi-faceted tour-
ism destination [4]. Comparatively, low-cost positioning can attract first-time or regional skiers, but may also
anchor expectations around price rather than quality unless complemented by visible service upgrades. For
AMC, the managerial question is whether affordability functions as an entry strategy en route to midmarket
quality, or as a long-run differentiator targeting budget and short-break segments.

Sustainability, Seasonality, and Governance

The economic significance of ski tourism extends beyond immediate tourism revenues, contributing nota-
bly to employment, SME development, and regional economic diversification [13]. The AMC is strategically
positioned as part of Kazakhstan's broader initiative to diversify its economy through tourism, highlighted by
government investments exceeding 25 billion tenge aimed at infrastructure improvements [2]. Initiatives such
as the integrated concept of tourism clusters within the Almaty-Bishkek Economic Corridor aim to enhance
year-round visitation and regional competitiveness, reducing the seasonal dependence of the tourism industry
according to Asian Development Bank[10]. However, cluster upgrading constrained by alpine environmental
limits raises governance trade-offs: higher densities improve visitor convenience and firm viability but can
increase ecological pressures unless carrying capacity, waste, and mobility are actively managed. This under-
scores the need for AMC-specific sustainability thresholds linked to investment phasing.

Comparatively, the AMC presents notable advantages and constraints relative to established global ski
destinations. While smaller in terms of total piste length and lacking certain snow reliability advantages seen
in high-altitude European resorts like Val Thorens, AMC distinguishes itself with lower costs, accessibility,
and unique natural and cultural experiences [2]. These characteristics make it particularly attractive for tourists
seeking affordable yet culturally enriching ski experiences [4].

Kazakhstan’s government has identified the AMC as a top tourism development priority, with plans for sub-
stantial infrastructure investments and improved regional connectivity through cable cars and integrated resorts
[14]. However, successful future development depends critically on overcoming existing knowledge gaps and
implementing international best practices, especially regarding sustainability and environmental management [2].

Existing scholarship on ski clusters provides strong theoretical scaffolding but reveals three gaps rele-
vant to AMC: (i) a shortage of empirically derived, GIS-based infrastructure density thresholds tied to visitor
experience and competitiveness outcomes in emerging clusters; (ii) limited comparative benchmarking that
integrates spatial metrics, price positioning, and service mix across mature (Alps) and catch-up (Georgia)
contexts; and (iii) insufficient integration of sustainability constraints (e.g., access, waste, habitat sensitivity)
into cluster-upgrading roadmaps for Central Asian alpine destinations. This study addresses these gaps by
combining GIS spatial analysis with cross-cluster benchmarking and by proposing density targets compatible
with sustainable growth.

The existing body of literature confirms that the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC) holds considerable com-
petitive advantages in ski tourism through its natural diversity, strategic location, affordability, and cultural
uniqueness. These advantages are reinforced by state-backed infrastructure investments and strategic integra-
tion within the broader Almaty-Bishkek Economic Corridor [2, 10]. Despite growing investments and its prox-
imity to Almaty city, the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC) remains insufficiently studied in terms of competi-
tive positioning within global ski tourism. However, gaps remain in understanding how these advantages can
be strategically leveraged to ensure long-term sustainability and destination competitiveness. Current research
lacks focused empirical analysis that connects spatial advantages and economic impact directly to competitive
positioning. Therefore, this study addresses the research question: What are the distinctive competitive advan-
tages of ski tourism in the Almaty Mountain Cluster, and how can these be leveraged to enhance the area’s
sustainable tourism development?

METHODOLOGY

The methodological design is anchored in cluster competitiveness theory (Marshall/Porter) and destination
performance logics, linking three constructs: (A) spatial configuration (facility proximity and density); (B)
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service capacity (beds, F&B, ancillary services); and (C) market positioning (affordability/access). The study
tests whether A—B alignment, under sustainability constraints, explains AMC’s observed and potential com-
petitiveness relative to benchmarks.

This study adopts a mixed-method approach that combines GIS-based spatial analysis and economic im-
pact assessment to identify and analyze the distinctive competitive advantages of ski tourism in the Almaty
Mountain Cluster (AMC), using parsed geospatial data and secondary sources. The approach ensures method-
ological rigor and empirical precision, addressing the research question within a realistic short-term research
framework.

This study employs a mixed-method approach integrating Geographic Information Systems (GIS)-based
spatial analysis, economic impact evaluation, and comparative benchmarking to assess the competitive advan-
tages and sustainable tourism potential of the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC). The methodology was refined
to align closely with empirical findings derived from spatial infrastructure mapping, quantitative analysis of
tourism facility densities, and comparative assessments against internationally recognized ski tourism clusters.

GIS-based spatial analysis constituted the foundational element of the methodological framework. Geo-
graphic data were systematically extracted using Python parsers from open-access mapping services, notably
2GIS and OpenStreetMap. Python libraries, specifically geopandas, folium, requests, and geopy, facilitated
precise extraction, processing, and visualization of geospatial data, including ski resorts, hotels, restaurants,
tourist gift shops, and equipment rental services. Spatial distribution and infrastructure density analyses were
performed using proximity analysis techniques to evaluate distances between ski facilities and hospitality ser-
vices, effectively assessing accessibility and infrastructure integration within AMC. 2GIS and OpenStreetMap
were selected due to (i) broad coverage and frequent updates in Almaty and comparator regions; (ii) open
licensing enabling reproducible spatial workflows; and (iii) compatibility with Python geospatial libraries
(geopandas, folium) for transparent parsing and visualization. Python was chosen to ensure auditability of data
pipelines, versioned scripts, and replicable map generation. Benchmarks (French Alps; Georgia) represent,
respectively, a mature and a fast-scaling model, providing upper- and mid-bound comparators relevant to
AMC’s trajectory.

Interactive digital maps were generated using the Folium mapping library, which allowed for an intuitive
visualization of facility locations, types, and proximities. These maps (Figure 1) provided a clear representa-
tion of spatial dynamics, highlighting infrastructure gaps and potential zones for targeted tourism development
within AMC.

To contextualize AMC within a global competitive framework, a comparative analysis was conducted,
evaluating infrastructure densities and spatial arrangements relative to established ski tourism clusters in Geor-
gia and the French Alps. This benchmarking involved parsing similar geospatial datasets from OpenStreetMap
for resorts including Gudauri, Bakuriani (Georgia), and Chamonix, Val Thorens, Courchevel (French Alps).
GIS visualizations of these international benchmarks (Figure 2 and Figure 3) were analyzed alongside AMC
maps, identifying critical differences and areas of competitive strength and weakness. This comparison facili-
tated a robust understanding of AMC’s positioning in terms of infrastructure maturity, service density, and
potential areas for infrastructural investment and expansion.

Economic impact assessment was undertaken using secondary sources, including government tourism re-
ports, strategic development plans from Kazakh authorities, and official tourism statistics from Georgia and
France. Quantitative data covering tourist visitation trends for 20222024, alongside projections through 2027,
were analyzed to assess AMC's capacity relative to infrastructure readiness. Sources included national reports
such as Kazakhstan’s Government Report [2], Atout France tourism analyses, and publications from the Geor-
gian National Tourism Administration [15]. This enabled the assessment of current and projected demand for
tourism services, underpinning the identification of potential business opportunities and infrastructure gaps
within AMC.

The final methodological step involved an integrated analytical synthesis, combining GIS mapping insights,
comparative benchmarking outcomes, and economic data analyses. This synthesis was critical in addressing
the primary research question regarding AMC’s competitive advantages and the strategies necessary for lever-
aging these advantages towards sustainable tourism development. Open-source POI datasets may be incom-
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plete or lag seasonal openings/closures; density measures reflect mapped facilities rather than capacity utiliza-
tion; secondary economic statistics differ in definitions across countries. To mitigate these risks, the analysis
triangulates multiple sources, reports assumptions explicitly, and interprets projections conservatively.

Through this refined methodological approach, the study not only elucidated AMC’s spatial and infra-
structural characteristics but also provided concrete recommendations for strategic investment and sustain-
able development, closely aligned with empirical findings. The chosen methodologies collectively facilitated
a detailed, practical, and actionable assessment, directly informing policies and business strategies aimed at
enhancing AMC's long-term competitiveness and sustainability.

RESULTS

This section synthesizes a detailed comparative analysis of ski resort clusters in Almaty, Kazakhstan,
alongside international counterparts in Georgia and the French Alps, identifying critical spatial characteristics
and infrastructure density. The insights gained from GIS-based spatial analysis and secondary data from gov-
ernmental and international reports highlight the competitive advantages and potential avenues for sustainable
tourism development in the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC).

The Almaty Mountain Cluster encompasses prominent sites including Oi Qaragai, Ak-Tas, Pioneer, Ta-
bagan, Butakovka, Medeo, and Shymbulak. Collectively, these form a coherent tourist zone, comprising 150
km of ski trails during winter and over 100 km of hiking trails available during summer months [11]. Spatial
analysis, using GIS mapping techniques, has shown significant concentration of tourism facilities—hotels,
restaurants, equipment rentals, and related services—within close proximity to major ski resorts such as Shy-
mbulak and Oi Qaragai (Figure 1).

1a Hotels within 10 km distance 1b Restaurants within 5 km distance

Figure 1 — AMC tourism facilities distribution map
Note - the figure has been constructed by the author in Python Programming language using data from 2GIS and OpenStreetMap

The analysis identified distinct clusters of accommodation and gastronomic facilities predominantly within
a 10-kilometer radius of major ski hubs. For instance, the region surrounding Oi Qaragai demonstrated diverse
lodging options including motels, guest houses, and luxury accommodations such as the Hygge Home Almaty.
Hotels such as "Ak Sunkar," "Favorit," and "Almaty-Tranzit" are strategically located within easy access
(8-10 km) to the ski resorts based on the Hotels Clusters analysis. Restaurant distribution, exemplified by es-
tablishments such as "Kuanysh" and "Aruzhan," was notably denser, concentrated within a 5-kilometer radius,
enhancing the cluster's appeal as an integrated leisure destination according to Restaurants Clusters analysis.
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However, in comparing infrastructure density across ski tourism regions, AMC exhibits potential advan-
tages regarding the proximity of accommodations and hospitality facilities to ski slopes. Georgian ski destina-
tions (Gudauri, Bakuriani, and Svaneti) and French Alpine resorts offer more extensive and well-established
infrastructure but often at higher costs. Svaneti, for instance, shows a high density of hospitality services
closely integrated with the ski area, creating a compact yet highly functional tourism hub (Figure 2). The
comparison of proximity and density illustrated in Figures 1 and 2 allows to conclude that the AMC cluster is
heavily underequipped with needed facilities to accommodate rising number of international and local visitors
in the high season. Moreover, the comparison of the spatial proximity of the facilities indicates that in the case
of Georgia the facilities are clustered around the touristic sites and easily available to the visitors (lower part
of the Figure 2), while in the case of AMC, the visitors need to drive around 5 or 10 km to access the majority
of the accommodation or dining options.

2a Hotels within 10 km distance 2b Restaurants within 5 km distance
2¢ Hotels clustered around 2d Restaurants clustered around
one location (Svaneti) one location (Svaneti)

Figure 2 — Georgia ski resorts infrastructure map
Note - the figure has been constructed by the author in Python Programming language using data from 2GIS and OpenStreetMap
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In contrast, French Alps resorts (Figure 3), while offering superior accommodation quality and greater
overall numbers of facilities, frequently require transportation between resorts and amenities due to dispersed
layouts.

These spatial insights underscore AMC's unique selling proposition of close integration between ski infra-
structure and hospitality services, a critical competitive advantage appealing to tourists seeking convenient and
cost-effective ski experiences

Quantitative insights indicate a rising trajectory in visitor numbers across all clusters examined. Georgian
resorts, notably Gudauri and Bakuriani, experienced a significant rise in visitation, reporting 1.2 million tour-
ists in 2022 and a projected growth to 1.5 million by 2025 [15]. Similarly, the French Alps continue to attract
vast international tourism flows with annual visitors surpassing 5 million in 2023, projected to steadily grow
at approximately 4% annually [16].

3a Hotels within 10 km distance 3b Restaurants within 5 km distance
3¢ Hotels clustered around 3d Restaurants clustered around
one location (Megeve) one location (Megeve)

Figure 3 — French Alps infrastructure density map
Note - the figure has been constructed by the author in Python Programming language using data from 2GIS and OpenStreetMap
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AMC, while currently smaller in visitor volume—approximately 900,000 tourists reported in 2023 [2] pos-
sesses significant latent potential due to strategic investments and planned infrastructural developments. AMC
is forecasted to experience accelerated growth with estimates indicating potential visitor numbers surpassing
1.5 million annually by 2027, contingent on successful implementation of planned infrastructural enhance-
ments [2].

Figure 4 — Infrastructure comparison AMC vs international ski clusters
Note - the figure has been constructed by the author in Python Programming language by scrapping data from 2GIS and
OpenStreetMap

AMC clearly demonstrates infrastructure growth potential, particularly in hospitality and dining sectors,
essential for supporting projected visitor increases.

Table 1 — Infrastructure comparison AMC vs international ski clusters

Type of Number of | Number of facilities
Cluster facilities locations per location
Total number of facilities in French Alps 300 10 30
French Alps Hotels 120 5 24
French Alps Restaurants 180 5 36
Total number of facilities in French Alps 115 8 14,4
Georgian Ski Cluster Hotels 45 4 11,2
Georgian Ski Cluster Restaurants 70 4 17,5
Total number of facilities in French Alps 95 14 6,8
Almaty Mountain Cluster Hotels 30 7 4,3
Almaty Mountain Cluster Restaurants 65 7 9,3
Note - the table has been constructed by the author in Python Programming language by scrapping data from 2GIS and OpenStreetMap

Analyzing the collected data reveals that the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC) possesses a set of clear
competitive strengths and promising opportunities for sustainable tourism development. One of the most no-
table advantages lies in its strategic accessibility. The close proximity of AMC resorts to Almaty city, a major
economic and transportation hub, significantly enhances ease of access for both domestic and international
travelers. This geographic advantage positions AMC favorably compared to many remote European resorts,
where longer travel times often serve as a deterrent for potential visitors.

In addition to accessibility, affordability and cost competitiveness further bolster AMC’s appeal. Compara-
tive pricing analysis indicates that the cost of accommodation and ski lift passes in AMC is approximately 40%
lower than in leading European alpine resorts. This substantial price differential not only enhances AMC’s
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attractiveness to budget-conscious travelers but also broadens its potential market to include emerging middle-
class tourists from neighboring countries and other global regions seeking more affordable yet high-quality ski
experiences.

Moreover, AMC benefits from an integrated multi-season tourism potential that many traditional ski desti-
nations lack. Thanks to its varied climatic zones and rich natural resources, including thermal springs, expan-
sive hiking trails, and diverse cultural landscapes, AMC can offer compelling tourism activities year-round.
This diversification of seasonal offerings is crucial for mitigating the sharp visitor declines typically experi-
enced by winter-dependent destinations during off-peak months, thereby supporting more stable and sustain-
able economic activity throughout the year.

Finally, AMC’s cultural and environmental distinctiveness contributes significantly to its competitive edge.
The combination of unique Soviet-era heritage landmarks, such as the iconic Medeo Skating Rink, along with
the ecological richness of its high-altitude terrain, offers tourists experiences that go well beyond traditional
skiing. This distinctive identity is particularly appealing to international visitors seeking authentic cultural im-
mersion and diverse recreational opportunities, reinforcing AMC’s position as a differentiated and attractive
destination in the global ski tourism market.

Challenges and Areas for Development

Despite the considerable advantages identified, several challenges remain evident, underscoring the need
for a strategic and measured approach to AMC’s future development. One of the foremost issues relates to
infrastructure scalability. Currently, AMC hosts approximately 35 hotels and 47 restaurants across the cluster,
a figure significantly lower than that of comparative destinations such as the French Alps, which boast over 250
hotels and 200 restaurants within similar proximity ranges. With AMC aiming to attract up to 3 million tourists
annually by 2025 and plans to accommodate 18,380 guests simultaneously through infrastructural expansions,
the existing facilities are insufficient in both scale and quality to meet these ambitious targets. Without the con-
struction of at least 30-40 additional accommodation facilities and the introduction of 60—70 new gastronomic
venues, AMC risks facing severe infrastructural bottlenecks. Should such upgrades and expansions not ma-
terialize, there is a considerable risk that the visitor experience will deteriorate, thereby undermining AMC’s
emerging competitive positioning in the regional and international ski tourism market.

Another critical challenge pertains to environmental sustainability. The anticipated increase in tourist flows
will inevitably place additional pressure on AMC’s delicate mountain ecosystems. Consequently, there is an
urgent need for the implementation of stringent environmental management systems and sustainable tourism
practices. Proactive measures are essential to safeguard the natural environment, ensuring that tourism devel-
opment does not lead to long-term ecological degradation and that the region’s unique environmental assets
remain intact for future generations.

Furthermore, seasonal dependency presents an ongoing concern. Although AMC’s natural diversity offers
opportunities for year-round tourism, these potentials have yet to be fully realized. Continuous investment in
the development of summer tourism activities—such as hiking, eco-adventure tours, and cultural events—is
imperative to sustain high visitor numbers beyond the traditional winter season. Addressing seasonality would
not only stabilize tourism revenues but also enhance community employment opportunities throughout the
year.

On the other hand, the findings of the comprehensive spatial and economic analysis clearly highlight signif-
icant opportunities for sustainable development and new business emergence. The current gap between tourist
demand and available infrastructure presents a favorable environment for the establishment of new accommo-
dations, restaurants, and complementary services. With growing tourist flows and relatively limited competi-
tion compared to more mature international destinations, AMC is particularly well-positioned to attract private
investment and entrepreneurial initiatives. Targeted and sustainable business developments would not only
enhance the tourist experience but also contribute meaningfully to regional economic growth and resilience.

The findings confirm that AMC’s distinctive competitive advantages are rooted in its accessibility, af-
fordability, integrated tourism offerings, and unique cultural and ecological assets. Strategically leveraging
these strengths through targeted infrastructure expansion and sustainable management will position AMC for
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significant growth in the global ski tourism market. However, addressing infrastructure gaps and environmen-
tal sustainability remains essential to fully realize this potential. This analysis directly answers the research
question, highlighting how AMC’s advantages can be harnessed to drive sustainable tourism development.
The insights gained provide a solid foundation for future research and practical strategies, guiding efforts to
establish AMC as a leading, resilient, and competitive ski tourism destination.

DISCUSSION
This discussion is organized into: theoretical implications; policy and managerial implications; sustainabil-
ity and risk governance; and limitations and future research.

Theoretical Implications

Findings align with cluster theory by demonstrating that spatial co-location of core and supporting services
(lifts, beds, food & beverage, rentals) is a proximate mechanism for competitiveness in early-stage clusters.
In Porter’s Diamond terms, AMC’s factor conditions (topography, access to Almaty) are relatively strong,
demand conditions are growing, while related/supporting industries are nascent—implying that targeted den-
sity-building can accelerate the transition from factor-driven to efficiency-driven performance. This study has
comprehensively explored the competitive advantages, infrastructure development, and sustainable tourism
potential of the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC), Kazakhstan. By integrating GIS-based spatial analysis,
comparative infrastructure benchmarking, and economic impact assessment, this research provides substan-
tial insights into AMC’s current positioning and its potential trajectory in the global ski tourism market. The
detailed comparative analysis against well-established ski clusters, notably in the French Alps and emerging
destinations in Georgia, further contextualizes AMC's competitive strengths and infrastructural gaps, inform-
ing strategic recommendations for future development.

A thorough comparative analysis revealed pronounced disparities in infrastructure maturity, service den-
sity, and spatial distribution among AMC, Georgian ski clusters (Gudauri and Bakuriani), and French alpine
resorts (Chamonix, Val Thorens, Courchevel). The French Alps, benefiting from decades of investment and
tourism development, demonstrate highly mature infrastructure with extensive hotel, restaurant, and ancillary
service networks. Their established brand recognition and integrated tourist facilities significantly surpass
both Georgian and Kazakhstani counterparts. Conversely, Georgian ski clusters, while less developed than
the Alps, exhibit rapid growth and intermediate infrastructure density. They represent a practical intermediate
model of development, balancing affordability with steadily improving infrastructure, an approach AMC could
realistically emulate.

In contrast, AMC’s current infrastructure, while strategically positioned close to Almaty city, is relatively
sparse, evident through significantly lower densities of hotels and restaurants within close proximity to key
resorts such as Shymbulak and Oi Qaragai (see Figure 1). Despite this scarcity, AMC uniquely offers a com-
bination of proximity to major urban centers, affordability, cultural distinctiveness, and extensive government
backing—elements less pronounced in Georgian and French counterparts.

Policy and Managerial Implications

Thus, AMC’s immediate strategy should focus on infrastructure enhancement to bridge existing gaps,
aligning its offerings closer to Georgia's emerging clusters while gradually developing select upscale offerings
characteristic of the French Alps.

Spatial analysis identified clear infrastructure scarcities within AMC, notably in accommodation and gas-
tronomic facilities, crucial for achieving the ambitious goal of attracting approximately 3 million annual visi-
tors by 2025 [2]. Given that AMC's current accommodation capacity remains limited to serving significantly
fewer than the projected 18,380 simultaneous guests, substantial expansion is required.

Sustainability and risk governance
Capacity growth should be gated by carrying-capacity metrics (visitor loads per km? of sensitive habitat,
waste/water thresholds, mobility emissions per visitor). Implement low-impact mobility (cable links, shuttle
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loops), strict waste/water standards, and habitat buffers. Tie investment approvals to meeting these thresholds
to ensure competitiveness gains do not externalize ecological costs. To meet projected visitation levels and
achieve competitive parity with Georgian and French ski clusters, the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC) re-
quires targeted infrastructure expansions.

Currently, AMC averages about four hotels per major ski location. Spatial analysis indicates the need to at
least double this figure, adding approximately 30—40 new hospitality establishments, spanning mid-range to
luxury segments. Expanding accommodation capacity is critical to support the projected three million annual
visitors expected by 2025.

At present, AMC is served by roughly 47 restaurants. To match future tourism demand and enrich visitor
experiences, an additional 60-70 dining facilities offering diverse local and international cuisines should be
developed.

Key support services - such as equipment rentals, tourist shops, and leisure enterprises - remain underde-
veloped. Introducing 20-30 new ancillary businesses would significantly enhance AMC’s service ecosystem,
increasing attractiveness and boosting operational capacity.

Together, these expansions would position AMC for sustainable growth, diversification of its tourist base,
and improved international competitiveness, directly addressing current infrastructure scarcities identified
through spatial analysis.

Strategically closing the identified infrastructure gaps carries substantial economic significance. Tourism,
and ski tourism in particular, is increasingly recognized as a vital driver for Kazakhstan’s economic diversifi-
cation. With targeted investments, AMC is forecasted to attract three million tourists annually by 2025, a figure
expected to rise incrementally through 2027.

Expanded infrastructure would stimulate employment across construction, hospitality, retail, and service
sectors, while generating indirect benefits across transport, agriculture, and SMEs. Comparative tourism eco-
nomics suggest that successful realization of AMC’s infrastructure expansion could increase Kazakhstan’s
GDP by approximately 0.5%—1.5% annually by 2027 [2, 11, 15, 16].

This study directly addressed the research question: What are the distinctive competitive advantages of
ski tourism in the Almaty Mountain Cluster, and how can these be leveraged to enhance the area's sustain-
able tourism development? Findings identified AMC’s core advantages in proximity to Almaty city, cost
competitiveness, diverse natural and cultural assets, and substantial government backing. Detailed spatial and
economic analyses validated AMC’s potential and outlined clear strategic pathways for sustainable leverage
of these strengths.

Thus, the research successfully fulfilled its objectives, offering a comprehensive evaluation of AMC’s in-
frastructure needs, competitive positioning, and economic development opportunities.

Limitations and future research

Despite methodological rigor, several limitations are acknowledged. The reliance on secondary data and
open-source geospatial platforms such as OpenStreetMap and 2GIS may introduce minor inaccuracies due to
incomplete or outdated information. Additionally, the absence of precise skiing-specific tourist numbers ne-
cessitated estimations based on broader tourism trends, potentially affecting exact projections.

Potential biases stem from comparator choices: using highly developed European and moderately devel-
oped Georgian resorts as benchmarks inherently frames AMC’s relative positioning. Different reference points
could yield alternative interpretations. Nonetheless, these limitations do not substantially diminish the validity
or practical relevance of the findings and recommendations presented.

Ultimately, the insights derived from this study not only provide a roadmap for AMC'’s targeted infrastruc-
ture development but also contribute meaningfully to strategic tourism planning in Kazakhstan, emphasizing
the critical need for sustainable, integrated tourism practices.

CONCLUSION

This study critically evaluated the competitive advantages and sustainable tourism potential of the
Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC), with a particular focus on ski tourism and the related infrastructural require-
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ments. Through a systematic analysis of spatial distribution, infrastructure density, economic implications,
and AMC’s comparative positioning relative to established benchmarks in Georgia and the French Alps, the
research sought to comprehensively address the primary research question: What are the distinctive competi-
tive advantages of ski tourism in the Almaty Mountain Cluster, and how can these be leveraged to enhance the
area's sustainable tourism development? By employing integrated GIS-based spatial analysis, infrastructure
benchmarking, and economic assessments, this study was able to generate a robust set of findings and practical
recommendations.

The results of the analysis highlighted several distinctive competitive advantages of AMC. Chief among
these was the geographical proximity and accessibility to Almaty city, providing the cluster with a significant
strategic advantage over more remote international destinations. This factor, combined with AMC’s consid-
erable cost competitiveness — with services and accommodation priced substantially lower than those in
European resorts — strengthens its appeal among both domestic and international budget-conscious travelers.
Moreover, the AMC benefits from its unique ecological and cultural assets, offering tourists an enriched expe-
rience that extends well beyond skiing activities. Attractions such as the Medeo Skating Rink and diverse high-
altitude ecosystems differentiate AMC from conventional ski clusters. Additionally, the presence of strong
governmental support, coupled with clear commitments to infrastructure expansion, signals long-term viability
and serves to encourage private-sector investment.

However, despite these clear strengths, the spatial analysis exposed critical gaps, particularly in infrastruc-
ture. Insufficient accommodation options, limited dining facilities, and inadequate complementary services
were identified as major constraints. Comparative assessments with Georgian and French ski clusters revealed
that in order to sustainably accommodate the projected tourist growth—anticipated to reach up to three million
annual visitors by 2025—AMC must undertake substantial infrastructure expansions. These findings shaped
the basis for a series of strategic recommendations aimed at enhancing AMC’s competitiveness.

First and foremost, there is a pressing need to develop between 30 and 40 new hotels and lodging facilities,
spanning mid-range to luxury categories, strategically positioned within a two to five-kilometer radius of key
ski resorts. In parallel, it is recommended to establish an additional 60 to 70 restaurants and cafés, offering
a diverse mix of local and international cuisines to cater to a broader visitor demographic. Furthermore, the
expansion of ancillary services, through the creation of at least 20 to 30 new businesses such as ski equipment
rentals, tourist gift shops, and specialized leisure establishments, is essential to enhance the destination’s over-
all attractiveness. The assertion that infrastructure development within the Almaty Mountain Cluster (AMC)
could contribute to a 0.5%—1.5% annual increase in Kazakhstan's GDP by 2027 is grounded in multiple inter-
related economic factors.

First, tourism is widely recognized as a sector with a high economic multiplier effect. Investment in tour-
ism-related infrastructure—such as hotels, restaurants, transportation networks, and service facilities—not
only directly generates income but also stimulates a wide range of supporting industries [1]. These include
construction, agriculture, trade, and cultural services. According to UNWTO and OECD reports, tourism in-
vestments often produce a ripple effect across regional economies, contributing significantly to job creation
and income generation beyond the tourism sector itself [17], [18].

Second, the strategic plans for AMC anticipate a substantial increase in tourist arrivals, with goals set at
three million annual visitors by 2025. Current infrastructure, however, remains insufficient to handle this vol-
ume. Research shows a need for approximately 30—40 new hotels, 60—70 restaurants, and 20-30 new ancillary
businesses to meet expected demand. These projects will create thousands of new jobs, increase tax revenues,
and expand local business opportunities, further strengthening AMC’s economic role.

Third, comparative analyses of similar mountain tourism clusters in countries such as Georgia, France, and
Turkey show that targeted infrastructure expansion can contribute up to 1.5% to national GDP through both
direct and indirect impacts. Given Kazakhstan’s current lower baseline in tourism infrastructure, the potential
for catch-up growth is even greater [18].

In light of these observations, the projected 0.5%—1.5% GDP growth is a realistic and evidence-based fore-
cast. It reflects both international experiences and the specific characteristics of the AMC region, including its
growing visibility, diverse attractions, and strong government support.

ISSN 2789-4398 Central Asian
e-ISSN 2789-4401 128 Economic Review




HAIIMOHAJIbHA A1 DKOHOMUKA: BEKTOPBI PA3BBUTUA
NATIONAL ECONOMY: DEVELOPMENT VECTORS

Infrastructural improvements must be complemented by investments in connectivity and transportation.
Accelerating the construction of integrated cable car systems and enhancing transport links between resorts
would facilitate seamless tourist movement while mitigating environmental impacts. To address the challenge
of seasonality, it is equally important to diversify the tourism offerings, promoting activities such as ecotour-
ism, adventure sports, cultural heritage tours, and summer recreational pursuits. All developments must be
guided by strict environmental sustainability standards, with active involvement of local communities to en-
sure inclusive economic benefits and responsible resource management.

The strategic implementation of these recommendations carries significant economic implications. En-
hanced infrastructure is expected to stimulate regional employment, foster SME growth, and substantially
increase direct and indirect tourism revenues. Conservative projections, based on comparative international
benchmarks, suggest that AMC’s strategic development could elevate Kazakhstan’s GDP contribution by
approximately 0.5% to 1.5% annually by 2027, thus supporting broader national economic diversification
objectives.

Nevertheless, several limitations must be acknowledged. The study’s reliance on secondary data sources
and open-source geospatial platforms may introduce minor inaccuracies, while the absence of precise skiing-
specific tourist numbers necessitated the use of broader tourism trends for projection purposes. These factors
introduce a degree of uncertainty that should be addressed in future research. Longitudinal visitor tracking,
detailed tourist preference surveys, and more granular economic impact studies would greatly enhance the
precision and depth of future analyses. Additionally, further investigation into sustainable tourism practices
and their long-term environmental impacts would be highly beneficial. Beyond practical recommendations,
this study contributes methodologically by demonstrating a replicable GIS—benchmarking approach to derive
density targets for emerging ski clusters, and conceptually by situating AMC’s upgrading pathway within
cluster competitiveness theory under sustainability constraints.

In conclusion, the Almaty Mountain Cluster holds substantial potential to emerge as a competitive inter-
national ski tourism destination. By leveraging its inherent advantages through carefully targeted, sustain-
able infrastructure development and diversification of tourism offerings, AMC can significantly enhance its
regional attractiveness and economic contributions. The findings and strategic proposals outlined in this study
offer a clear, actionable pathway for achieving sustainable and economically beneficial tourism growth, firmly
aligning with Kazakhstan’s broader strategic development objectives. In sum, by converting accessibility and
affordability into planned, near-slope service density within clear sustainability limits, AMC can evolve from
a promising emerging cluster into a resilient, internationally competitive ski destination.
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KOHKYPEHTHBIE IPEUMYIIECTBA AIMATUHCKOI'O I'OPHOI'O
KJIACTEPA B PAZBUTHUU I'OPHOJIBI’KHOT'O TYPU3MA

A. A. Anbanosa'*, 7K. H. Anmena’, 3. C. bopuoaii?
'Kazaxcknii HalMOHATBHBIN YHHBEPCUTET UMEHH alib-Dapadw,
2VuusepcureT Hapxo3?, Anmarsl, Pecrydimka Kazaxcran

AHHOTALIMUA

Ilenv uccneoosanus. OCHOBHOW IIeNbIO JAHHOTO HCCIIEIOBAaHMS SIBISIETCS BBISBICHHE M OIIEHKA
KOHKYPEHTHBIX IIPEHMYIIIECTB TOPHOIBDKHOTO Typu3Ma B AnmaTHCKOM ropHoM kinacrepe (Al'K) Kazaxcrana,
a TaKKe OIpeJielieHre Croco00B CTPATErHMYECKOTr0 HCIIOIB30BAHUS ITUX MPEHMYIIECTB JUIS MOBBIIICHHS
YCTOHYMBOTO Pa3BUTHS PETHOHAIBHOTO TypHU3Ma.

Memooonozusa uccinedosanus. B vccieloBaHHM HCIOJIb30BaH CMEIIAHHBIA TOAXOJ, O0BEIUHSIONIUI
NPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIH aHAM3 C HCIOJNb30BaHHEeM reorpadguyeckux uHopmanuonueix cucrem (I'HC),
CpaBHHUTEIBHOEC OCHUMApKHHIOBOE HCCIEJOBaHUE C IPHU3HAHHBIMH TOPHOJBDKHBIMU HAIPaBICHUSMH
(®Dpanmysckue AnbIbl U TOPHOJBDKHBIE KJIACTEephl [ py3nn), a Takke OI[EHKY SKOHOMHUYECKOTO BO3/IEHCTBUS
Ha OCHOBE BTOPWUYHBIX JAHHBIX W3 TOCYJApPCTBEHHBIX M MEXIYHApOJIHBIX HCTOYHUKOB. ['MC-meTomuku
BKJIIOYAJIN M3BJICUCHUE JJAHHBIX C HCIIONB30BaHuEeM Python U3 OTKPBITHIX T€ONPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX 0a3 JaHHBIX
(2GIS, OpenStreetMap), aHanu3 OIM30CTH ¥ BU3YaTU3AIHIO TUIOTHOCTH HHPPACTPYKTYPHI.

Ilennocms uccneoosanusn. Jlannoe wuccIeOBaHHE MPEICTABISET COOOW 3HAYMMBIA BKJIAA, TaK Kak
MIPEOCTaBIsIeT BCECTOPOHHUM CPAaBHUTENBHBIN MPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-3KOHOMHYecKuil aHann3 AI'K, xoTopsrit
SIBJIAETCS] CTPATEIrMYECKH BAYKHBIM, HO B TO ’K€ BpPEeMs Majlo MCCIIeI0BaHHBIM HAIPaBJIE€HHEM T'OPHOJIBIKHOTO
typusma. Coueranue mnepenoBbix MHCTpyMeHTOB ['MC-aHanw3a W CpaBHUTEIBHOTO OCHUMAapKWHTa JaeT
NpaKkTUYHBIE PEKOMEHJAIMKW W A(PQPEKTHBHBIE CTPATErHYECKUE NPEIOKECHUS, OPHUEHTHPOBAaHHBIC Ha
NOTPEeOHOCTH YCTOHUMBOTO pa3BuTHsl Typr3ma Kazaxcrana.

Pezynomamor uccneoosanus. ViccnenoBanue BBISIBUIO OCHOBHBIE KOHKYpeHTHBIE mpeumyinectBa AI'K,
BKJIIOYasi €70 JIOCTYITHOCTh, YKOHOMUYECKYIO IPUBJIEKATEIbHOCTh, YHUKAJIbHBIE KyJIbTYpPHBIE H 9KOJIOTMYECKUE
pecypehl, a TakkKe TOCyJapCTBEHHYIO MOAepKKy. OmHako ObLIM BBISBICHBI 3HAUYUTEIbHBIC IEQHUIIUTHI
UHPPaACTPYKTYphl B 00JaCTH TOCTUHHUYHOTO CEPBHCA, TaCTPOHOMUYECKHX YCIYyT U BCIIOMOTaTeNIbHBIX
TYpPUCTUUECKUX 00bEKTOB. CpaBHUTENBHBIN aHAIHM3 C TPY3MHCKAMU B (PPAHITY3CKHMHU KypOPTaMH ITOAYEPKHYIT
HEOOXO0JMMOCTh 3HAYUTEIBHOTO pacimpenus nappactpykrypsl AT'K, pekomenoBano crpoutensctso 30-40
HOBBIX 00BbEKTOB pazmerieHust, 60-70 pecropanoB u npumepHo 20-30 00BEKTOB IOMOIHUTEIBHOTO CEPBHCA.
Crparerndeckoe pa3BuTre HHOPACTPYKTYPbI, COTJIACOBAHHOE C MPAKTUKAMH YCTOHUMUBOIO TYpPH3Ma, TIO3BOJIUT
3HAYUTENBHO MOBBICUTH TypucTudeckyio emkoctb AI'K u ero Bkimax B BBII Kazaxcrana, yBennuuB ero Ha
0,5% -1,5% exeromgno x 2027 roxy.

Knrouegwle cnosa: ropHOIBIKHBIN Typr3M, AJIMaTHHCKUI TOPHBIH KI1acTep, KOHKYPEHTHOE TPEUMYIIECTBO,
I'MC-npocTpaHCTBEHHBIN aHANIN3, YCTOMYUBOE Pa3BUTHE, Pa3BUTHE HHPPACTPYKTYPHI.
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AJIMATBI TAY KJIACTEPIHIH TAY IHAHFBI TYPU3MIH
JAMBITY JATBI BOCEKEJIECTIK APTBIKIIbIJIBIKTAPBI

A. A. AnoanoBa'*, JK. H. Anuesa’, J. C. bepibaii*
'on-®apabdm arerHmarsl KazY'V, Anmater, Kasakcran Pecrryommukach
2Hapxo3 yauBepcureTi, Anmatsl, Kasakcran Pecmryommukache

AHJATIIA

3epmmey maxcamol. Byn 3epTTeymiH HeETi3ri MakcaThl — KaszakcTaHHBIH AJMaThl Tay KJIacTepiHICTi
(ATK) tay maHFBICHI TYpH3MiHIH OOCEKEIECTIK apTHIKIIBUIBIKTAPBIH aHBIKTAI, Oaranay, COHIai-aK OCHI
ApTHIKIIBUTBIKTAPBl CTPATETHSUIBIK Taianany apKbUIBl OHIPIIK TYPU3MHIH TYPakThl JaMybIH apTTBIPY
TOCUIACPIH aHBIKTAY.

3epmmey adicmemeci. 3epTTEeyae apangac TICUT KOJAAHBUIABI, OV TeorpadusuIbIK aKmapaTThIK KyHeIep
('C) apkpUIBl KEHICTIKTIK Tajaay, TaHBIMAJ Tay INIAHFBICHI OarbITTapbiMeH (DpanHmus Aubmiepi MeH
I'py3usiHBIH Tay MIAHFBI KIacTepiIepi) CaabICTRIPMAaITbl OCHIMAPKUHT 3ePTTEYi, COHAAN-aK MEMIICKETTIK JKOHE
XaIBIKAPAIBIK JEPEKKO3ICPACH albIHFaH eKiHII PETTIK AepeKTep HeTi3iHAe YKOHOMHUKAIBIK ocepi Oaraay
omictepin Oipiktipeni. 'MIC omictemeci Python kemeriMeH amiblK T€OKEHICTIKTIK mepekkopiapaad (2GIS,
OpenStreetMap) nepekTep/i amy, )KaKbIHIBIK Talaay xkoHe HHOPAKYPHIIBIM THIFBI3IBIFRIH BH3YyTH3aAMMSIIAY
JKYMBICTapBIH KaMTBI/IBI.

3epmmediy KynOwuLbiebl. by 3epTTey ANMaThl Tay KJIACTEPiHIH Tay IIAHFB TYPU3Mi CallaChIHIAFbI
CTPATEeTHUSIIBIK MAaHBI3IBI, OipaK oJli a3 3epTTEeNTeH OaFrblT €KEHIH €CKepe OTBIPBIN, OHBIH KEHICTIKTiK-
9KOHOMUKAJIBIK, TanaaysiH yebiHaAbl. |'YIC TannayslHBIH alIbIHFRl KaTapibl Kypajaaapbl MEH CaIbICTBIPMAIbl
OceHuMapkuHTTI OipikTipy KazakcTaHHBIH TYpPaKThl TYpU3MII MaMBITY KaKETTUTIKTepiHe OaFbITTaFaH
MIPaKTUKAIBIK YCBIHBICTAp MEH THIMII CTPaTETHsUTBIK KEHECTEep Oepe/ti.

3epmmey nomuocenepi. 3eprrey ATK-HIH HeETri3ri 00CEKENECTiK apTHIKIIBIIBIKTAPBIH aHBIKTAIbI,
OHBIH IIIiHAE KOJDKETIMIITIK, SKOHOMHKAIBIK TapPTHIMABUIBIK, €PEeKIIe MOACHU >KOHE DSKOJOTHSIIBIK
pecypcrap, CoHmaii-ak MEeMJICKETTIiK KoJjimay. JlereHMeH, KOHAK Vi KbI3MeTi, MeiipaMxaHa JKOHE KOCBHIMIIA
TYPUCTIK HBICAHAAp callachiHaa WHGPAKYPBUIBIMHBIH JKETKUTIKCI3MITT alKeHaanael. ['py3us men dpanims
KYpPOPTTapbIMEH KYPri3iired caibicTeipManbl Tannay ATK wHQpaKypeUIBIMBIH aWTapiIBIKTal KEHEHTYIIH
KaKeTTutirin kepcerti. 30-40 sxkana KoHaK yi, 60-70 Melipamxana xoHe 20-30 KOCBIMIIIA KBI3MET KOPCETY
HBICAHJIAPBIH Ccaly YCBHIHBUIABL. TYpakThl TypHU3M MpaKTHKAChIHA COlKeC MH(PPAKYPBUIBIMIBI CTPATETHUSIIBIK
nambeiTy ATK-HiH TypucTik aneyeTin xoHe Kazakcranubery JXXKIO-He KoCKaH yieciH alTapibIKTail apTTBIPHIIL,
2027 xbutra Kapai oHbl XKbeuTbiHA 0,5%-1,5%-Fa feifin ynraiiTyra MYMKIHIIK Oeperi.

Tytiin co30ep: Tay MAHFBICH TYPU3Mi, AJTMATBI Tay KJIacTepi, 09ceKenecTiK apTHIKIIBUTBIK, [ IC KeHICTIKTIK
Tanaay, TYPaKThl AaMy, HHQPaKYPhUTBIM/IBI JaMBITY.
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