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FOREIGN TRADE RELATIONS OF CENTRAL ASIAN COUNTRIES AND THE USA: DYNAMICS,
BARRIERS, PROSPECTS

The article provides a comprehensive analysis of trade and economic interaction between the United States of
America and the countries of Central Asia in the context of growing protectionism and changes in US tariff policy.
The purpose of the study is to determine the current state, key barriers and prospects for the development of bilateral
trade in the "5 + 1" cooperation format. The study examines the dynamics of export-import flows between the United
States and each of the countries in the region (Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan) for the
period 2003-2023, analyzes the trade structure and identifies the most sensitive industries to foreign trade restrictions.

The article uses descriptive, comparative and correlation analysis methods, a retrospective approach, as well
as data visualization based on international and national statistical sources. Particular attention is paid to the impact
of new tariff barriers introduced by the United States in 2025 on the export capabilities of the countries in the region.
The study identified vulnerable sectors of the economy, in particular metallurgy, agriculture, textiles, oil and gas. In
addition, three scenarios (optimistic, realistic and pessimistic) for the development of cooperation were considered.
They take into account how much different countries are institutionally prepared for external economic shocks.

The conclusions of the study can be used to develop more sustainable foreign economic policies in the context
of instability in global trade.

Key words: economic integration, «5+1» cooperation format, Central Asia, Central Asian region, USA,
partnership areas, trade wars.
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Introduction. In the context of increasing global competition and transformation of foreign economic
priorities, Central Asia retains the status of a strategically important region for the United States. Despite
the intensification of political dialogue within the “5+1” format (or in some sources “C5+1”), trade and
economic cooperation between the United States and Central Asian countries remains limited in volume
and unbalanced in structure. This is due to a number of factors, including low export diversification,
logistical isolation, weak development of the manufacturing sector, and institutional barriers.

The escalation of trade tensions initiated by the United States through the introduction of new tariff
barriers is having an increasingly noticeable impact on the dynamics of world trade. These changes are
particularly sensitive for developing economies, including the countries of Central Asia, which interact
with the United States within the framework of the “5+1” format. Initially, this format was aimed at
developing political dialogue, economic partnership and strengthening regional resilience, but recent
protectionist policies of the United States — in particular, increasing tariffs and tightening market access
conditions — raise concerns about their impact on national economies in the region.

The economies of Central Asian countries are to varying degrees oriented toward the export of raw
materials, heavy industry products, and agriculture, while for a number of countries the American market
remains one of the key foreign trade directions. Increasing trade barriers could lead to increased costs,
limited competitiveness, and a redistribution of export flows. Given the differences in the structure of
economies and the level of dependence on the United States, it is important to assess not only the direct
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economic consequences, but also the potential risks to sustainable development and the foreign economic
strategy of the countries in the region.

The aim of the study is to analyze the trade interaction between the United States and the Central Asian
countries, with a focus on identifying its current state, dynamics, key barriers, and development prospects.

To achieve the stated aim, the study pursues the following objectives:

— to examine the dynamics of export and import flows between the United States and the Central Asian
countries over the period 2003-2023;

—to analyze the structure of trade by country and by product categories;

— to identify key barriers hindering the development of bilateral trade;

— to determine which sectors of the Central Asian economies are most dependent on trade with the
United States and therefore most exposed to potential tariff-related disruptions;

— to explore potential scenarios for the evolution of trade cooperation between the United States and
Central Asian countries in the aftermath of the 2025 tariff policy changes.

The study is based on the analysis of data from international and national statistical databases,
including World Bank Open Data, World Data Atlas, The Observatory of Economic Complexity, as well
as official data from statistical committees of the Central Asian countries. The analysis covers the period
from 2003 to 2023, which enabled the identification of long-term trends in trade and economic interaction
between the United States and the countries of the region.

The objects of the study include five Central Asian countries—Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan,
Tajikistan, and Turkmenistan—as well as the United States of America.

The methodological framework included descriptive and comparative analysis of export and import
flows, the structure of trade by country and product groups, as well as a retrospective approach to assess
changes in external economic relations. The use of data visualization tools (charts and graphs) made it
possible to clearly illustrate the evolution of foreign trade.

To explore the relationship between the economies of the Central Asian countries and the United
States, a correlation analysis was conducted using GDP as the key variable, given its status as one of the
most fundamental indicators of economic development. Relevant data for the period 1990-2023 for each
country were obtained from open-access sources, including the World Bank and World Data Atlas. In the
data collection process, the following principles were adhered to: openness, accessibility, and transparency
of statistical materials, as well as the comparability of data and results over time, which ensures the validity
and consistency of cross-country comparisons.

Statistical data were processed using the Microsoft Excel Data Analysis Package, which enabled the
systematization of foreign trade indicators, the construction of time series, the execution of basic
calculations, and the performance of correlation analysis.

This comprehensive approach enabled an in-depth assessment of the current state of trade relations
and helped identify potential directions for regional adaptation to the emerging challenges of the global
economy.

One of the limitations of this study is the absence of complete statistical data for the year 2024, which
is due to the timing of official data releases. Another methodological constraint lies in the limited
availability of detailed information on U.S. tariff measures specifically applicable to goods originating from
Central Asian countries. As there are few unified and publicly accessible sources providing comprehensive
breakdowns of tariff rates for the region, the analysis relied on generalized data and scenario-based
assumptions derived from the study of U.S. global trade policy and typical measures applied to developing
economies.

Literature review. Contemporary studies on the economic interaction between the United States and
the Central Asian countries highlight the significant influence of geopolitical factors on the region’s trade
dynamics.

In particular, Arbashiyeva A.D. [1] emphasizes the need for regional integration among the Central
Asian states, underscoring the importance of jointly addressing global challenges and strengthening
economic self-sufficiency through cooperation. While her work identifies key region-specific barriers, it
pays little attention to the dimension of interaction with external powers, including the United States—
leaving this vector insufficiently explored.

The study by Ospanova A.N., Nursultanova L.N., Abdullin R.B., Shenin A.S., Akhmet A.S.[2]
contrasts two megaprojects: China's OBOR (One Belt One Road) and the U.S.-backed "New Silk Road."
The authors conclude that U.S. influence in the region has declined, noting that American initiatives have
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failed to compete with OBOR. While the research covers broader geoeconomic strategies, it offers only
limited focus on trade interaction and barriers, and lacks concrete statistical data on trade flows. The article
by Dzhorobekova A.E., Troitskiy E.F. and Yun S.M. [4] focuses on the strategic interests of external actors
in the region, viewing the United States as a player primarily seeking to contain Russian and Chinese
influence, but failing to offer a substantive integrative alternative.

Davydov A. [3], in turn, points to the growing strategic interest of the United States in the region after
2015, which is reflected in the strengthening of the C5+1 platform. However, he acknowledges the limited
scope of concrete economic—particularly trade-related—initiatives. A perspective on the foreign policy
orientation of the Central Asian countries is further developed by Pritchin S.A. [5, 6], who demonstrates
that multi-vector diplomacy has become the dominant model, within which the United States competes
with China, Russia, and the European Union but does not occupy a priority position.

The study by Onyusheva I.V., Htay S.N., T.T. Sin. [7] offers a macroeconomic assessment of the U.S.—
China trade conflict and its impact on global markets, including Central Asia. It highlights the influence of
U.S. protectionist policy—particularly tariffs—on the global trade system, but addresses the effects on
Central Asia only in general terms.

Another stream of research focuses on assessing the investment attractiveness of the region. The works
of Azretbergenova G.zZh., Syzdykova A.O., Kenzhegalieva A., Esenali A. [8], as well as Adambekova A.A.,
Appazov A., Adambekov N.T. and Amankeldi N.A. [9], examine macroeconomic, legal, and infrastructural
factors shaping FDI inflows to Central Asia, including the role of donor countries. Although the United
States is mentioned, it is not considered a key trade and investment partner—unlike China, the EU, and
Russia.

Ashurov S., Abdullah Othman A.H., Rosman R. Bin, Haron R. Bin [10], in their quantitative analysis,
also conclude that the United States is primarily perceived as a political and strategic actor rather than a
stable source of economic cooperation.

A common feature of the reviewed studies is the recognition of Central Asia’s growing importance in
international economic and political relations, particularly in the context of competition among external
powers. However, the specifics of trade barriers, the dynamics of export and import flows between the
United States and the countries of the region, as well as scenario-based assessments of future cooperation,
remain only partially addressed. The present study aims to fill these gaps by focusing on a quantitative and
critical assessment of the implications of new U.S. trade barriers for Central Asian exports. It incorporates
scenario analysis and identifies the most vulnerable sectors of the regional economies.

Main part. Mutual trade between the United States and Central Asian countries is an important
aspect of economic interaction with potential for further development. The quantitative and qualitative
analysis of trade flows covers the period from 2003 to 2023 and includes.

Figures 1-5 present the dynamics of changes in exports, imports, and total trade turnover between
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, and the United States.

Trade turnover between Kazakhstan and the USA
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Figure — 1. Dynamics of changes in export, import and foreign trade turnover between Kazakhstan
and the USA, 2003-2023, million US dollars*

*compiled by the authors based on sources [11-13]
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Over the past two decades, the foreign trade turnover between Kazakhstan and the United States has
increased significantly—from USD 805 million in 2003 to USD 4.6 billion in 2023. Kazakhstan’s exports
have grown nearly sevenfold, reaching a peak of USD 2.5 billion in 2022, largely due to the supply of raw
materials. Imports from the United States have also shown steady growth, reflecting Kazakhstan’s demand
for American equipment, technologies, and pharmaceuticals.

After a decline in 20152017, trade volumes began to recover, especially noticeably since 2020. The
peak of trade activity occurred in 2023, when trade turnover reached its maximum in two decades. In
general, cooperation is characterized by positive dynamics with prospects for further growth.

The structure of trade between Kazakhstan and the United States is highly asymmetrical. Kazakhstan
mainly exports raw materials to the United States: uranium, metals (including rare earth metals), oil, and
chemical products. At the same time, it imports mainly technologically complex products: industrial
equipment, vehicles, electronics, as well as pharmaceuticals and agricultural machinery. This structure
indicates Kazakhstan's dependence on raw materials exports and the need for high-tech imports.

The main obstacles to the development of bilateral trade include: (1) limited direct trade routes and
weak logistical connectivity between Kazakhstan and the United States, (2) the absence of a broad network
of bilateral agreements that facilitate access to markets, (3) the dependence of Kazakhstan's exports on
world prices for raw materials, which makes trade unstable, and (4) the low degree of diversification of
Kazakhstan's export products. Additional barriers include bureaucratic procedures, insufficient
transparency of the investment climate, and the weak representation of small and medium-sized businesses
in international trade.

Trade turnover between Kyrgyzstan and the USA
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Figure — 2. Dynamics of changes in export, import and foreign trade turnover between Kyrgyzstan
and the USA, 2003-2023, million US dollars*

*compiled by the authors based on sources [11-13]

Between 2003 and 2023, the foreign trade turnover between Kyrgyzstan and the United States
increased from USD 58.8 million to USD 424.1 million—more than a sevenfold growth. This increase was
primarily driven by rising imports from the United States, which reached USD 410.97 million in 2023 (97%
of the total turnover). Kyrgyzstan’s exports to the U.S. have remained low and unstable, not exceeding
USD 16 million throughout the entire period. This indicates a pronounced trade imbalance and limited
export capacity. Overall, the trade dynamics reflect growing economic engagement; however, further
development requires export diversification and strengthening of Kyrgyzstan’s production potential.

The trade structure between Kyrgyzstan and the United States is marked by a pronounced imbalance,
with imports from the U.S. significantly exceeding exports. Kyrgyzstan primarily exports to the U.S. textile
products, light industry goods, agricultural raw materials, and consumer goods. In contrast, its imports
consist mainly of high-tech products, including medical and industrial equipment, automobiles, and goods
for digital and telecommunications infrastructure. This structure reflects a low level of production
diversification and a limited export potential on the part of Kyrgyzstan.

Key obstacles to the development of bilateral trade include: (1) a narrow and underdeveloped export
base in Kyrgyzstan, which limits the country’s ability to access the U.S. market; (2) transportation and
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logistical challenges due to the lack of direct supply routes; (3) a limited level of standardization and
certification of products in accordance with international requirements, particularly for exports to the
United States. Additional barriers include low awareness among small and medium-sized enterprises
(SMEs) about foreign trade opportunities and the weak investment attractiveness of export-oriented sectors.

Trade turnover between Uzbekistan and the USA
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Figure — 3. Dynamics of changes in export, import and foreign trade turnover between Uzbekistan

and the USA, 2003-2023, million US dollars*
*compiled by the authors based on sources [11-13]

Trade between Uzbekistan and the United States over the past two decades has been unstable, but has
shown clear growth since 2017. Foreign trade turnover increased from USD 304 million in 2003 to USD
540 million in 2023, with imports from the United States accounting for the majority of this figure.
Uzbekistan’s exports to the U.S. remain limited, fluctuating between USD 9 million and USD 108 million,
and are primarily composed of textiles, food products, and chemical goods. In contrast, imports from the
U.S. have shown consistent growth and include machinery, equipment, medical devices, and vehicles—
reflecting the country’s policy of industrialization and economic modernization.

The main obstacles to the growth of bilateral trade include: (1) the limited nature of Uzbekistan’s
export base and its dependence on low value-added goods; (2) logistical remoteness and the absence of
direct supply routes; (3) the non-compliance of certain products—particularly in the agri-food sector—with
U.S. standards and regulatory requirements. Additional constraining factors include a lack of transparency
in the regulatory environment, limited access of small businesses to foreign markets, and the absence of
specialized trade facilitation mechanisms.

Trade turnover between Tajikistan and the USA
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Figure — 4. Dynamics of changes in export, import and foreign trade turnover between Tajikistan
and the USA, 2003-2023, million US dollars*

*compiled by the authors based on sources [11-13]
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The foreign trade turnover between Tajikistan and the United States has remained low and volatile
over the past two decades, with sharp fluctuations in certain years. In 2005, there was an anomalous surge
in exports, reaching USD 248 million; however, trade volumes declined significantly in subsequent years.
By 2023, total turnover amounted to only USD 25.72 million, a level comparable to that of the early 2000s.

The trade structure between Tajikistan and the United States is characterized by low volume and
instability. Tajikistan’s exports are extremely limited and consist primarily of aluminum, cotton, and textile
products, with occasional spikes such as the one observed in 2005. Imports from the United States are more
diversified, including industrial equipment, transportation goods, agricultural technologies, and medical
devices; however, they also lack a consistent upward trend.

Key barriers to trade development include: (1) a limited export range with low value-added products;
(2) insufficient certification and standardization of goods in accordance with international norms; (3)
Tajikistan’s geographical and logistical isolation from major trade routes and seaports. Additional
constraints include infrastructural limitations, weak state support for exporters, and limited access to foreign
markets for small and medium-sized enterprises.
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Figure — 5. Dynamics of changes in export, import and foreign trade turnover between

Turkmenistan and the USA, 2003-2023, million US dollars*
*compiled by the authors based on sources [11-13]

The foreign trade turnover between Turkmenistan and the United States has shown a declining trend
over the past two decades, following a peak of USD 415.87 million in 2007. By 2023, total trade turnover
had decreased to USD 56.92 million—seven times lower than the peak level. This decline reflects a
reduction in external economic engagement and Turkmenistan’s inward-oriented economic policy.

Turkmenistan’s exports to the United States have primarily consisted of energy resources, cotton, and
textile products, although their share has declined significantly since the 2010s. At the same time, imports
from the United States include machinery, equipment, industrial components, and infrastructure-related
goods; however, they have also failed to demonstrate sustained growth.

Key barriers to the development of bilateral trade include: (1) the closed nature of Turkmenistan’s
economic system, which limits external competition and access to the domestic market; (2) strict currency
and administrative controls, creating difficulties for payments and contractual arrangements; (3) the
absence of international certification and non-compliance of export goods with U.S. market requirements.
Additional obstacles include a lack of logistical solutions and foreign trade infrastructure, as well as a low
level of digitalization and transparency in customs procedures.

In addition, a correlation analysis was conducted and presented in the form of a matrix of pairwise
correlation coefficients (R) (Table 1). This analysis made it possible to determine the degree of interrelation
between the GDP dynamics of the United States and the Central Asian countries. The Chaddock Scale
(strength of relationship scale) was used to interpret the correlation coefficients. Coefficient values close to
1 indicate a strong positive correlation between the economies, meaning that their changes over time follow
similar trends.
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Table -1
Matrix of pairwise correlation coefficients R
USA Kazakhstan | Kyrgyzstan |Tajikistan  |Turkmenistan [Uzbekistan
y X1 X2 X3 X4 Xs

USA y 0,9006 0,9434 0,9231 0,9565 0,8948
Kazakhstan X1 0,9006 0,9317 0,9765 0,9564 0,9422
Kyrgyzstan X2 0,9434 0,9317 0,9764 0,9819 0,9352
Tajikistan X3 0,9231 0,9765 0,9764 0,9865 0,9685
Turkmenist X4 0,9565 0,9564 0,9819 0,9865 0,9649
an

Uzbekistan X5 0,8948 0,9422 0,9352 0,9685 0,9649

* calculations are based on the source [14]

The highest GDP correlations are observed between the United States and Turkmenistan (0.9565), as
well as Kyrgyzstan (0.9434), which may indicate an indirect influence of global economic trends on the
macroeconomic indicators of these countries. Indirect influence refers to the impact of shared external
factors—such as commodity price fluctuations, global inflation, or worldwide crises, even in the absence
of direct economic ties. Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan show a strong correlation with the USA GDP (0.9006
and 0.8948). Within the region, the relationship is even higher (more than 0.95). This indicates the similarity
of economic processes and the high interdependence of Central Asian countries on each other.

In recent months, the entire world has been discussing the tightening of US trade policy by the Donald
Trump administration by increasing import duties on a number of goods. On July 31, 2025, the White
House issued an official executive order “Further modifying the reciprocal tariff rates” [15]. This order
reinstates the structure of “reciprocal tariffs” initially introduced on April 2, setting a baseline rate of 10%,
but imposing differentiated tariffs ranging from 10% to 41% on 69 countries and territories, including the
European Union. The so-called “mirror tariffs” also affect the Central Asian states. For instance,
Kazakhstan—the United States’ largest trading partner in the region—was included in the special Annex |
list of the new order and is now subject to a 25% tariff rate (previously 27%), although the U.S. accounts
for only 3% of Kazakhstan’s total foreign trade. For Tajikistan, a 10% tariff rate applies, while the U.S.
represents just 0.1% of its trade volume. A similar situation is observed in Kyrgyzstan, where the tariff also
stands at 10%, and the U.S. share in total trade is 3.9% [15].

Although the United States is not among the main trading partners of the Central Asian countries,
changes in U.S. trade policy—including the introduction of new tariffs—may still affect specific sectors of
their economies (Table 2).

Table — 2
Central Asian economic sectors most sensitive to changes in US tariff policy
Economic sector Causes of sensitivity
Metallurgy and — The United States is an important market for the supply of titanium, uranium,
mining industry ferroalloys, aluminum, and precious metals, particularly from Kazakhstan and
Uzbekistan.

— These goods are often subject to export controls and may be affected by tariffs or

quotas, especially under conditions of geopolitical competition or sanctions pressure.

— Higher tariffs reduce export profitability and may lead to a decline in demand.

Agriculture and agro- | — Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan export dried fruits, nuts, natural juices, and livestock

export products to the United States.

— These products are limited in their presence on the American market and their

positions are directly related to their price attractiveness.

— The new tariffs could reduce export profitability and, as a result, lead to substitution

with products from Latin America or Southeast Asia.

Textile and light — This sector relies on preferential trade regimes, particularly for apparel and textile
industry exports, especially from Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan.

— If the preferences are removed or tariffs are increased, export volumes will decline

because competition from Asian countries such as Bangladesh and Vietnam is very high.
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— For small businesses in this sector, any change in trading conditions poses a serious
risk.

— Although the United States is not a major buyer of crude oil, American companies
are involved in extraction, processing, and investment projects, particularly in
Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan.

— The introduction of tariffs on petrochemical products and equipment, or the
tightening of sanctions-related controls, may restrict technological access and reduce
investment activity.

*compiled by the authors

Oil and gas industry

The new wave of protectionist measures introduced by the United States is unlikely to have a
significant impact on the economies of Central Asian countries. According to an analytical report by the
Eurasian Development Bank (EDB), the potential consequences are expected to be minimal. As noted by
the Bank’s experts, countries such as Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Tajikistan will experience only limited
effects [15].

Given the specifics of export-import structures, the level of dependence on external markets, and the
institutional readiness to respond to external shocks, the responses of countries in the region may vary
significantly.

Table 3 presents three possible development scenarios — optimistic, realistic, and pessimistic —

covering key parameters of cooperation: trade volumes, the level of investment interaction, and institutional
changes. These scenarios provide an analytical basis for assessing potential trajectories of the region’s
relations with the United States under the new external economic policy environment.

Table — 3

Scenarios for the development of economic cooperation between Central Asian countries and the
United States after the introduction of tariff barriers in 2025-2026

U.S. Tariff Optimistic Realistic Pessimistic
Country Measures - . .
Scenario Scenario Scenario
(2025)

Kazakhstan Increasing the Kazakhstan has a The US is not a key With a sharp
duty to 25% on | diversified economy trading partner for curtailment of
certain goods, and active foreign Kazakhstan, so the American projects
including metals | policy ties, including losses will be partial. and sanctions
and with China, the EU and | However, pressure,
petrochemical Turkey. In the event of | technological and deindustrialization in
products increased tariffs from investment restrictions | sensitive sectors and

the US, the country will affect metallurgy increased economic
could reorient exports and petrochemicals. vulnerability are

to more stable markets possible.

and develop processing

of raw materials on the

domestic market.

Uzbekistan 10% tariffs on Thanks to its economic | The decline in export The loss of access to
textiles and food | liberalization policy, revenues will be preferences will lead
products Uzbekistan is already moderate. The to a decrease in

expanding ties with domestic market and income in rural areas
Turkey, South Korea neighboring countries | and light industry,
and the UAE. These will partially especially in export-
destinations could “Intercept” excess oriented regions.
offset the decline in volumes of textiles and

supplies to the United food products.

States.

Kyrgyzstan 10% tariffs on With support from Supply cuts are Due to the low
textiles and international inevitable, but disaster | diversification of the
agricultural institutions and can be avoided with economy and
exports partnership with the right tax and dependence on

Turkey/China, export support. small-scale
Kyrgyzstan can production, the
maintain exports increase in tariffs
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through flexibility and
cost advantage.

could lead to the
closure of
enterprises and an
increase in
unemployment.

restrictions on
the export of
uranium, gas,
petrochemicals

towards the East -
China, Iran, Turkey.
The development of
processing and export
to these countries can

a loss of investment
attractiveness in high-
tech industries is
possible.

Tajikistan 10% tariffs on Development of new Tajikistan's economy In the absence of
textiles and export channels to is vulnerable, but not compensatory
processed Asian and CIS critically dependent on | measures, tariff
products countries, as well as the United States. increases could lead

support for small Small manufacturing to mass closures of

businesses will help and agricultural export-oriented

soften the effect. clusters will suffer. enterprises and
increased social
instability.

Turkmenistan 10% tariffs, Turkmenistan is The United States does | Isolation and
control and already oriented not play a key role, but | sanctions can deprive

the country of access
to Western
technologies, which
is critical for the oil
and gas industry and

industrial
modernization

compensate for the
pressure of the United
States.

*compiled by the authors

The analysis shows that Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan are the least vulnerable to the new measures
due to the presence of alternative partners and resource base, while Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan are the most
sensitive to external shocks due to limited economic diversification.

Conclusion. The conducted study provided a comprehensive assessment of the current state and
prospects of trade and economic cooperation between the Central Asian countries and the United States
amid intensifying protectionist trends. Based on the analysis of statistical data for the period 2003-2023,
key features of export-import dynamics were identified, major trade barriers and imbalances were
determined, and the most vulnerable sectors to external trade restrictions were outlined. The countries of
the region demonstrate heterogeneity in both the volume of interaction with the U.S. and the structure of
trade flows, which directly affects their response to changes in tariff policy.

The results obtained confirm the research objectives and goals: long-term trends in mutual trade have
been analyzed, the most sensitive sectors (metallurgy, textiles, agriculture, and oil and gas) have been
identified, and potential scenarios for the development of economic relations following the introduction of
new tariffs in 2025 have been proposed. The scientific novelty of the study lies in the comparison of
structural and institutional factors of trade interaction with foreign policy and macroeconomic conditions,
as well as in the scenario-based forecasting at the level of individual countries in the region.

All Central Asian countries, despite differences in the scale of trade and levels of economic
development, share a number of common barriers that hinder the development of bilateral cooperation with
the United States. Among them are the low level of export diversification, the prevalence of raw materials
and low-tech goods, the lack of international certification and compliance of products with US standards,
as well as weak logistical connections with American markets. Additional difficulties are related to
institutional factors: weak support for exporters, limited access to financial instruments, non-transparency
of the business environment and the lack of sustainable channels of economic diplomacy. Solving these
problems requires a common strategy and coordination at both the national and regional levels.

The practical significance of this study lies in its potential to inform the development of economic
adaptation measures and foreign trade strategies in the context of growing global instability. The findings
may prove useful for government agencies, expert and analytical institutions in shaping policies aimed at
export diversification, supporting priority sectors, and negotiating new trade agreements. Additionally, the
proposed scenarios can serve as a foundation for coordinated regional actions within the “5+1” cooperation
format.
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Future research may focus on a more in-depth analysis of the impact of tariff and non-tariff barriers
on specific subsectors, as well as on assessing the implications of changes in the investment climate within
the context of U.S.—Central Asia relations. Promising directions also include the study of mechanisms to
reduce dependence on individual markets and the development of logistical, infrastructural, and digital
solutions to ensure the region’s sustainable integration into global trade value chains.

Funding information. This research is funded by the Science Committee of the Ministry of
Science and Higher Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan (Grant Ne AP22685210 “Central Asian region
in “5+1” formats: problems and prospects of economic cooperation’).
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Abayosa I'.M., Abaiinyinaesa M.M., XamxxueBa I'.Y., UcaxmetroBa A.H.

OPTAJIBIK A3UA EJIAEPI MEH AKII-TBIH CBIPTKbBI CAYJA KATBIHACTAPBI: JMHAMMKA,
KEAEPTIEP, IEPCIIEKTUBAJIAP

Anjarna

Maxkanaga npotekuoHm3MHIH apTysl MeH AKII-TIH TapudTik cascaTbIHBIH €3repyi KargalslHaa AMepHKa
Kypama Illtarraper men Optanblk A3usi enjepi apachlHIarbl cayAa-KOHOMMKAIBIK BIHTHIMAKTACTBIKKA KEIICH]T
TaNAay Kyprizires. 3eprreyain MakcaTsl — «S5+1» opMaThIHIAFbl €KIXKAaKThI cayJaHbIH Ka3ipri ai-KyHiH, Heri3ri
KeZeprilepiH oHe aaMy INepcHeKTHBaiapbhlH aHbIKTay. 3eprrey aschiHna AKI men ewnip enumepi (Kasakcrawn,
Keipreizcran, ©36ekcran, Taxikeran, TypikMeHCTaH) apachblHIArbl SKCHOPTTHIK-MMIOPTTHIK arbiHaapabiH 2003—
2023 >KpuUIIAp apaibIFBIHAAFBl JMHAMHKACHl KapacTBIPBUIBIN, cayAa KYpBUIBIMBI TaJJIaHbIN, CHIPTKBI cayja
LIEKTEeYJIEpiHe €H Ce3iMTal cajlajap aHbIKTaFaH.

Makanaga cumaTTamMallblK, CaLICTBIPMAIIbl XKOHE KOPPEIIIUSIBIK Talaay 9JicTepi, PETPOCHEKTUBTIK TOCi,
COH/Iali-aK XaJbIKApaIbIK JXKOHE YITTHIK CTATHCTUKANBIK JIEPEKKO3Jep HETi3iHAeTi NepeKTep/i BU3yalU3alusiiay
konpanbuirad. AKIIL 2025 Kputel eHTi3reH jkaHa Tapu@TIK TOCKAYBIIAPIBIH OHIp eNAepiHiH 3KCIOPTTHIK
MYMKIHIIIKTEpiHE 9CepiHe epeKIIe Ha3ap ayJapbuiFraH. MeTauryprus, aybll MIapyallbUIBIFb], TOKBIMA XKOHE MYHAa-
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ra3 cajiaJlapblH KOca ajlFaH/ia, SJKOHOMHUKaHBIH OCall CEKTOpPJIaphl aHbIKTaIFaH. bIHTHIMAKTaCTBIKTBI JaMbITY IbIH YII
CIICHapHiii YCHIHBUTFaH (OIITUMHUCTIK, PEAIMCTIK JKOHE IIECCUMIICTIK) eNAepAiH CHIPTKBI SKOHOMHKAJIBIK KYH3emcrepre
MHCTUTYIMOHAIIBIK JalBIHIBIK JEHIeHIepiHIH albIpMaNIbUIBIKTapbIH €CKepe OTHIPHIIL.

3eprTeydiH HoTWKenepi >kahaHABIK cayma TYpaKCHI3ABIFBI JKaFiaibIHAA HEFYPIBIM TYPAKTHl CHIPTKBI
SKOHOMUKAJIBIK CasICATTHI 3ipJiey YIIiH MaliaaJaHbLTy bl MYMKIH.

Abayosa I'.M., Adaiinyanaesa M.M., Xamkuena I'.Y., UcaxmeToBa A.H.

BHEIIIHETOPI'OBBIE OTHOIIEHUS CTPAH HHEHTPAJIBHOM A3UU U CILIA: IUHAMHUKA,
BAPBEPHI, IEPCIIEKTUBBI

AHHOTANNSA

B cratbe npoBenéH KOMIUIEKCHBIA aHAJIN3 TOPTOBO-3KOHOMUYECKOTO B3anMOACHCTBHA Mex 1y CoeTnHEHHBIMA
[[ItatamMmu AMepukd u cTpaHaMu LIeHTpasbHON A3HH B YCIOBHIX POCTa MPOTEKIIMOHU3MA U U3MEHEHUS TapuUpHOM
nomutuku CHIA. Ilenmprio wmcciaeqoBaHus SBISETCS OINpPESIICHHE TEKYIIETO COCTOSHUS, KIIFOUYEBHIX OapbepoB H
MIEPCICKTHB Pa3BUTHA IBYCTOPOHHEH TOPTOBIM B (opMare cOTpymHHUYECTBa «5+1». B pamkax mcciemoBaHus
paccMOTpeHa AWHAMHKA SKCIIOPTHO-MMITOPTHEIX MOTOKOB Mexny CIIIA u xaxmoii u3 ctpaH pernona (Kazaxcraw,
Keipreiscran, Y30ekucras, Tamkukucran, TypkmerncTtan) 3a nepuon 2003—2023 rr., mpoaHaIu3upOBaHa CTPYKTypa
TOPTOBJIA U BbISIBJICHBI HaI/I6OJ'Iee YYBCTBUTCJIbHBIC OTPACIIU K BHCHIHETOPTOBBIM OIrpaHUYCHUAM.

B crathe uCMONB30BaHBl METOABI OMHCATEIBLHOTO, CPABHUTEIBHOTO U KOPPEISLMOHHOTO aHaju3a,
peTpOCl'[eKTPIBHLIﬁ MmoAxXoJ, a TaKKE€ BU3Yyallu3alusd HJaHHBIX Ha OCHOBC MCKAYHApOJIHBIX W HAIlMOHAJbHBIX
CTaTHCTHYECKUX UCTOUYHHKOB. Oco00e BHUMaHUE y/ICNICHO BIMSHUIO HOBBIX Tapu(HBIX Oapbepos, BBeAEHHbIX CIIIA
B 2025 rofy, Ha SKCIOPTHBIE BO3MOXKHOCTH CTpaH pernoHa. Onpe/eneHbl YI3BUMbIE CEKTOPa YKOHOMHKH, BKITIOUast
METaJUTypTHI0, CEIBCKOE XO3AHCTBO, TEKCTHIBHYIO M He(dTerazoByro otpaciu. lIpeacTaBieHBl TpH CIEHApHs
pa3BUTHSA COTPYOHHYECTBA (ONTUMUCTUYHBIA, PEANMCTUYHBIA W TIECCUMHCTHYHBIA) C YyYETOM pa3luuuii B
WHCTUTYIHOHAIBHOW TOTOBHOCTH CTPAaH K BHEITHEOKOHOMUYCCKUM IIOKAM.

BrIBoIBI MccIenoBaHUS MOXHO HCIIONB30BAaTh MpH pa3paboTke Oojee yCTOWYIMBON BHEUITHEIKOHOMHUYECKOM
TIOJIMTUKH B YCIOBUSIX HECTAOMIHLHOCTH MUPOBON TOPTOBIIH.

— S SRI—
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