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This article examines how renewable energy investment strategies in China, the European Union, and
the United States are reshaping global economic relations and accelerating a reconfiguration of geopolitical
power. Drawing on literature in energy geopolitics, international political economy, and global value chain
theory, the study shows that the energy transition has shifted strategic competition away from fossil-fuel re-
sources toward technologies, standards, and critical minerals. China’s dominance in manufacturing and mi-
neral processing, the EU’s regulatory and institutional leadership, and the U.S. emphasis on innovation and
industrial policy create distinct but interdependent foundations of power.

To explain the structural dynamics emerging from their interaction, the article introduces the Triangu-
lar Strategic Reconfiguration Model (TSRM), which conceptualizes how these three actors continually shape
one anothker’s strategies and, in turn, reorganize global supply chains, investment flows, and governance
structures. The findings demonstrate that renewable energy is generating new forms of interdependence un-
der tension, with significant implications for countries outside the strategic triangle and for the future archi-
tecture of global energy governance.

Keywords: Renewable Energy Investment, Energy Geopolitics, Economic Interdependence, Global
Value Chains, Critical Minerals

INTRODUCTION

The global shift toward renewable energy has become one of the most defining economic and geopoli-
tical transformations of the 21st century. As countries accelerate clean-energy deployment to reduce fossil-
fuel dependence, renewable energy investments have emerged as both economic drivers and strategic tools in
international relations. Total energy investment exceeded USD 3 trillion in 2024, with around USD 2 trillion
directed to clean energy technologies, indicating that the energy transition is also a major reallocation of glo-
bal capital [8, p. 8]. China, the European Union, and the United States three central actors in the global ener-
gy transition shape investment strategies, technological standards, and supply-chain governance that influen-
ce the structure of the world economy. In 2024, China invested almost USD 680 billion in clean energy,
compared with USD 370 billion in the European Union and more than USD 300 billion in the United States,
highlighting the central role of these three actors in the emerging renewable energy order [8, p. 9]. Unders-
tanding how their renewable energy investment strategies interact with geopolitical dynamics is scientifically
important because it provides insight into the emerging renewable energy order, where technological leaders-
hip, critical minerals, and cross-border infrastructure reconfigure global interdependence and power distribu-
tion.

The purpose of this article is to analyze the economic and geopolitical implications of renewable ener-
gy investment strategies in China, the European Union, and the United States. By focusing on the theoretical
and conceptual foundations of global renewable energy politics, the study aims to identify how these strate-
gies reshape international economic relations and influence patterns of global power in the early stages of the
energy transition. While existing research examines individual aspects of the energy transition, there remains
limited conceptual analysis of how major-power renewable investment strategies collectively transform glo-
bal economic relations and geopolitical structures. This article addresses this gap by examining the China—
EU-U.S. strategic triangle and introducing a conceptual framework that explains the structural dynamics
emerging from their interaction.

This article examines theoretical perspectives on energy transitions, interdependence, and global eco-
nomic restructuring; analyzes scholarly debates on renewable energy investments and their geopolitical sig-
nificance; conceptually compares the renewable energy investment approaches of China, the European Uni-
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on, and the United States; and identifies the emerging economic and political implications of these strategies
for the global energy order.

This study employs a conceptual and qualitative research approach, drawing on academic literature,
institutional reports, and theoretical frameworks related to energy geopolitics and international political eco-
nomy. The analysis synthesizes prior research to identify structural patterns in investment strategies and their
macro-level implications. Descriptive information on global renewable energy trends is included for context,
without engaging in detailed empirical case studies. This methodological approach aligns with the goal of es-
tablishing the theoretical and analytical basis for broader, future research.

This article draws on a combination of academic and institutional sources, including literature on en-
ergy geopolitics (Overland, Scholten, Sovacool), global renewable energy governance, and economic inter-
dependence. Major international organizations such as the International Energy Agency (IEA), the Interna-
tional Renewable Energy Agency (IRENA), and the World Bank provide essential data and analytical frame-
works on global investment trends and transition pathways. These sources form the conceptual foundation
for understanding how renewable energy investment strategies influence global economic and geopolitical
structures.

Given its focus on conceptual analysis, this article does not include statistical modeling or econometric
evaluation. Instead, it provides a theoretical, conceptual comparative overview of major actors’ strategies.
Detailed empirical analysis, regional case studies, and country-specific data interpretation are beyond the
scope of this article and are reserved for more comprehensive research.

MAIN PART

1. Literature review

The academic and institutional literature consistently highlights that renewable energy investment has
become a central driver of global economic change. According to the International Renewable Energy Agen-
cy, renewables accounted for more than 92% of global power capacity additions in 2024, while investment in
renewable power capacity reached a record level [10, p. 1]. The International Energy Agency similarly notes
that clean energy now attracts around USD 2 trillion, nearly twice as much investment as fossil fuels (oil, gas
and coal) [8, p. 8]. At the same time, major imbalances persist, as emerging market and developing economi-
es outside China account for only around 15% of global clean energy spending [8, p. 8]. Climate policy is of-
ten driven by domestic distributive conflicts [1, p. 6]. At the same time, the global reallocation of capital to-
ward clean energy reflects strategic industrial positioning, as states compete to capture value within emer-
ging clean-technology sectors. This shift is illustrated in Figure 1, which shows the widening gap between
clean energy and fossil fuel investment over the period 2015-2024.
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Fig. 1. Global investment in clean energy and fossil fuels, 2015-2024
Source: IEA (2024), Global investment in clean energy and fossil fuels, 2015-2024, IEA, Paris, CC BY 4.0.
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As Vakulchuk, Overland, and Scholten emphasize, renewable energy has significant geopolitical imp-
lications, affecting international relations, resource governance, and the global balance of power [6, p. 2-4].
Clean energy transitions have increasingly been linked to trade and industrial competition among major eco-
nomies, particularly China, the United States, and Europe, especially in sectors such as solar and electric ve-
hicles. The International Energy Agency identifies China as the largest global investor in clean energy, acco-
unting for a substantial share of global spending, while the United States and the European Union represent
other major clean-energy investment hubs [8, p. 9].

A large body of literature examines how renewable energy investments reshape international econo-
mic relations. Scholten argues that renewable energy systems reshape global energy relations by creating
new forms of interdependence across technology, infrastructure, and supply chains, rather than dependence
on geographically concentrated fuel resources [4, p. 4-7]. Unlike fossil fuels, which rely on geographically
concentrated reserves, renewable energy supply chains rely on manufacturing capabilities, intellectual pro-
perty, trade networks, and financial systems.

In international political economy, energy transition is deeply embedded in state policy, governance,
and political economy dynamics, with governments playing a central role in shaping energy systems and in-
vestment patterns. Thus, renewable energy investments can also be viewed as instruments of foreign policy,
development finance, and industrial strategy to build influence through technology transfer, development as-
sistance, and cross-border infrastructure. For example, China’s Belt and Road Initiative includes extensive
solar, wind, and grid investments, which scholars interpret as tools for strengthening long-term economic ties
and geopolitical presence. Likewise, the EU uses regulatory tools such as carbon pricing, standard-setting,
and energy market integration, enabling it to strengthen its influence in global clean-tech markets.

The literature therefore shows that renewable energy investments act both as economic multipliers and
tools of international engagement, affecting trade relations, supply-chain architecture, and cross-border ener-
gy cooperation.

Renewable energy transitions are reshaping geopolitical dynamics by shifting strategic competition
away from fossil fuels and toward technologies, minerals, and supply chains. As renewables reduce traditio-
nal dependence on oil and gas exporters, they introduce new competition over manufacturing and infrastruc-
ture control. A central driver of these new dependencies is the rising demand for critical minerals such as lit-
hium, cobalt, nickel, and rare earth elements. These materials are essential for solar panels, batteries, and
electric vehicles. The World Bank projects that demand for key energy-transition minerals such as lithium,
cobalt, and graphite could grow by up to 500% by 2050 [11, p. 1]. Because mineral extraction and especially
processing are geographically concentrated China dominates a large share of refining and battery-material
processing major economies face heightened vulnerability within these supply chains [5, p. 30-32].

These mineral dependencies are closely linked to renewable energy value chains, with major economi-
es occupying different but interdependent roles in clean-energy production and deployment. Trade disputes
in renewable energy sectors illustrate growing economic competition. Thus, governments increasingly dep-
loy industrial policy tools to support domestic clean-energy industries, reduce supply-chain risks, and com-
pete in emerging clean-technology markets.

2. Conceptual analysis of major-power strategies

The renewable energy strategies of China, the European Union (EU), and the United States (U.S.) sha-
pe global investment patterns, supply chains, and competitive dynamics. Although these actors differ in go-
vernance models, industrial capacities, and geopolitical intentions, the literature consistently identifies them
as major players of the emerging renewable energy order. This section provides a conceptual analysis of their
strategies and the theoretical implications for global economic and geopolitical structures. Figure 2 high-
lights the scale of this concentration by comparing clean energy investment across major countries and regi-
ons in 2019 and 2024.

GONC TODQIQATCI JURNALL, 2026, Ne2, ISSN 2409-4838 136



ICTIMAI ELMLBR

BuyD
eoLy

81815 PEIIUN
o
v

@5y 1seaINeg

oy
ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

I T T T T T
2019 2024 2019 2024 2019 2024 209 2024 2018 2024 2019 2024 2019 2024

© Fossilfuels ® Renewablepower © Powergridsand storage @ Nuclear and other clean power O Energy efficiency and end-use  © Low-emissions fuels

Fig. 2. Annual investment in clean energy by selected country and region, 2019 and 2024
Source: IEA (2024), Annual investment in clean energy by selected country and region, 2019 and 2024,
IEA, Paris, CC BY 4.0.

As figure 2 shows, China, the European Union, and the United States account for a disproportionately
large share of global clean energy investment, reinforcing their central role in shaping the renewable energy
order. China has emerged as the world’s dominant actor in renewable energy through long-term industrial
planning, large-scale manufacturing, and export-oriented policies. China’s dominance is especially visible in
solar supply chains: its share across all major manufacturing stages of solar panels exceeds 80%, which is
more than double its share of global PV demand [9, p. 7]. Scholars emphasize that China’s approach is em-
bedded in a broader developmental state model, where coordinated industrial policy and state-led finance ac-
celerate clean-tech deployment and global competitiveness [3, p. 43-44]. From a global value chain perspec-
tive, control over upstream and midstream segments can enhance a country’s ability to influence production
networks, technological development, and market dynamics. This dominance enables China to shape global
technology prices and market access. For example, China’s renewable investments abroad, including through
the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), can be interpreted as instruments of geo-economic influence that link de-
veloping countries to Chinese technology, financing, and standards. From a geo-economic perspective, cont-
rol over key industrial sectors can enable states to translate economic capabilities into geopolitical influence
[7, p. 2-4]. By capturing clean-energy value chains, such countries can enhance their structural power within
the evolving renewable energy order. Thus, this positions China not only as a dominant producer but as a
central actor in renewable energy value chains, capable of influencing global price dynamics and technologi-
cal diffusion. Figure 3 further illustrates the extent of China’s dominance across key stages of the solar PV
manufacturing chain.
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Fig. 3. China’s share of global solar PV demand and manufacturing stages
Source: IEA (2022), Solar PV Global Supply Chains, IEA, Paris, CC BY 4.0.

The EU’s renewable energy strategy is primarily institutional and regulatory, reflecting its established
role as a “normative power” that shapes environmental governance through rules, standards, and market in-
tegration. The EU wields influence through market rules, standards, finance, and cross-border integration rat-
her than manufacturing dominance. Access to large markets like the EU often depends on compliance with
regulatory standards, which gives it a form of market power. The EU is also a leading provider of climate fi-
nance and green investment initiatives, such as the InvestEU program and Horizon Europe. Scholten high-
lights that regional energy integration can strengthen governance structures and cooperation in energy sys-
tems [4, p. 9-12]. As the EU’s energy strategy emphasizes interconnected electricity markets and regional
grid cooperation, such regional integration enhances the EU’s role as an energy governance hub. By shaping
grid codes, infrastructure planning, and market rules, the EU extends its geopolitical influence through insti-
tutional mechanisms rather than direct resource control. This enables the EU to exert indirect geopolitical
influence by externalizing its regulatory framework and embedding its standards within global markets.

The United States adopts a technology-driven and innovation-centered strategy grounded in its advan-
ced research ecosystem, private-sector leadership, and intellectual property advantages. Historically more
fragmented in energy policy, the U.S. has accelerated its renewable investment trajectory in recent years.
Clean energy investment in the United States exceeded USD 300 billion in 2024, around 1.6 times the 2020
level and well above the amount invested in fossil fuels [8, p. 9]. U.S. leadership in R&D for solar, battery
storage, hydrogen, and advanced grid technologies is supported by national laboratories, universities, and
private firms. Innovation leadership allows the U.S. to shape high-value segments of renewable energy value
chains. The 2022 Inflation Reduction Act marks a structural transformation in U.S. industrial policy. The
IRA introduces massive subsidies, tax incentives, and domestic content requirements designed to attract glo-
bal clean-tech investment to the U.S. and reduce dependency on foreign supply chains. The IRA is widely
viewed as a turning point in U.S. geo-economic strategy because it links industrial competitiveness with cli-
mate objectives through large-scale subsidies and domestic production incentives. The United States increa-
singly frames renewable energy as part of strategic competition with China, promoting “friend-shoring” and
alliances in critical minerals and technology supply chains. This aligns with theories of interdependence,
which emphasize that asymmetrical dependence creates vulnerability and incentives for states to adjust and
reduce such dependencies [2, p. 10-13].

Taken together, these strategies form a distinct strategic triangle among China, the EU, and the United
States. The next section develops a Triangular Strategic Reconfiguration Model (TSRM) to explain how this
interaction reshapes global economic and geopolitical structures.
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3. The Triangular Strategic Reconfiguration Model
The Triangular Strategic Reconfiguration Model (TSRM) captures how China, the EU, and the United
States interact in shaping the renewable energy order. Each actor anchors a different foundation of power: Chi-
na controls manufacturing and mineral processing, the EU shapes standards and market rules, and the U.S. dri-
ves technological innovation and high-value industrial policy. Their strategies do not operate separately; they
continually reshape one another. The structure and dynamics of the TSRM are illustrated in Figure 4.
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Fig. 4. The Triangular Strategic Reconfiguration Model (TSRM).
Overlapping circles represent the strategic spheres of China, the European Union, and the United States. Po-
sitions of selected countries illustrate varying degrees of alignment, hedging, and repositioning within the
evolving global renewable energy order.

The triangular structure represents three primary poles of power defined by distinct sources of advan-
tage: manufacturing and supply-chain control (China), regulatory and market power (European Union), and
innovation-driven industrial policy (United States). The overlapping spheres illustrate how countries position
themselves within this system. Alignment within a single sphere reflects primary alignment with a dominant
power, while positioning between spheres indicates dual alignment or hedging. The central overlap captures
multi-alignment, where countries leverage competing systems simultaneously. These positions are not fixed,
but shift in response to changes in policy, market incentives, and geopolitical dynamics.

China’s manufacturing scale pressures global prices and secures export influence, prompting the EU
and U.S. to use subsidies, standards, and diversification plans to reduce exposure. These countermeasures
then push China to upgrade technology, expand processing abroad, and deepen ties with mineral-rich part-
ners. At the same time, the EU’s regulatory rules on carbon intensity, sustainability, and supply-chain trans-
parency force both China and the U.S. to adjust production practices if they want access to the world’s lar-
gest integrated market. U.S. innovation and the Inflation Reduction Act attract global firms into its clean-
tech ecosystem, drawing investment away from Europe and Asia and triggering competitive industrial res-
ponses from both.

Recent policy developments illustrate these dynamics in concrete terms. After the United States adop-
ted the Inflation Reduction Act, the European Commission launched the Green Deal Industrial Plan in 2023,
and the Net-Zero Industry Act later set a target for European net-zero manufacturing capacity to meet at least
40% of the EU’s annual deployment needs by 2030 [12, p. 2; 13, p. 12]. U.S. supply-chain policy also resha-
ped alignment beyond the triangle: in March 2023, the United States and Japan signed a Critical Minerals
Agreement whose stated objective is to strengthen and diversify critical-minerals supply chains and promote
electric-vehicle battery technologies [14, p. 1]. Together, these cases show that strategic moves by one pole
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of the triangle trigger institutional, industrial, and trade-policy adjustments by the others, while also pulling
third countries into new patterns of supply-chain alignment.

This triangular interplay reshapes global markets in three clear ways. First, supply chains reorganize
around political risk: firms relocate parts of production from China to Southeast Asia, India, and Mexico,
while new mineral partnerships emerge across Africa and Latin America to meet Western diversification de-
mands. These supply chains also remain highly dependent on trade, meaning that diversification does not eli-
minate interdependence but rather reorganizes it under new political and industrial conditions. Second, glo-
bal price structures become more volatile as subsidies, export controls, and competing standards disrupt what
used to be cost-driven markets. Third, technology diffusion accelerates but becomes more fragmented, with
distinct “China-oriented,” “EU-compliant,” and “U.S.-aligned” industrial ecosystems emerging.

For countries outside the triangle, these shifts create both openings and constraints. These adjustments
are already visible in concrete cases. Indonesia, for example, has tried to leverage its resource position more
autonomously: since January 2020 it has prohibited nickel ore exports in order to push processing downstre-
am, and leverage its natural-resource base for lithium-ion batteries. Morocco illustrates a different pattern of
adaptation, aligning more closely with the EU’s regulatory and market orbit through the EU-Morocco Green
Partnership, which supports long-term cooperation in energy transition, including renewable hydrogen deve-
lopment [15, p. 1]. Mineral-rich economies gain bargaining leverage as demand for lithium, cobalt, nickel,
and rare earths rises sharply, but they also face pressure to align with one bloc’s standards or financing
terms. Manufacturing aspirants such as Vietnam, Indonesia, and India receive investment diverted from Chi-
na but remain vulnerable to sudden policy shifts in Washington or Brussels. Developing economies linked to
China through renewable infrastructure gain access to cheaper technology but risk long-term dependency on
Chinese financing and equipment. Conversely, countries aiming to export to Europe must absorb higher
compliance costs but gain access to premium markets. These examples show that countries outside the tri-
angle do not simply absorb external pressures; they reposition themselves by aligning with different poles,
leveraging strategic resources, or adapting to emerging standards and market incentives.

Globally, the TSRM shows that renewable energy is not replacing geopolitics it is reconfiguring it. Po-
wer now derives less from owning fossil fuels and more from shaping value chains, standards, and mineral
flows. Markets become more political, supply chains more contested, and economic opportunities increa-
singly determined by how states position themselves relative to the strategic triangle. This emerging order is
defined by interdependence under tension: the three major powers rely on each other’s strengths even as they
compete to control the rules and materials of the renewable economy.

As renewable energy investment becomes central to economic development, global governance insti-
tutions such as the IEA, IRENA, and the World Bank increasingly influence investment flows, technology
pathways, and climate finance. However, the strategic rivalry among China, the EU, and the United States
produces overlapping and sometimes conflicting governance spheres defined by standards, subsidies, and in-
dustrial policy. This results in a more fragmented and competitive governance landscape rather than a unified
global framework.

CONCLUSION

This article examined how renewable energy investment strategies in China, the European Union, and
the United States are reshaping global economic relations and accelerating a structural shift in geopolitical po-
wer. The analysis demonstrated that the clean-energy transition is not merely an environmental process but a
comprehensive reconfiguration of value chains, industrial capacities, and strategic dependencies. China’s domi-
nance in manufacturing and mineral processing, the EU’s regulatory and institutional influence, and the United
States’ innovation-driven industrial policy each constitute distinct pillars of power within the emerging rene-
wable energy order. The Triangular Strategic Reconfiguration Model (TSRM) developed in this study shows
how these strategies interact, forcing continuous adaptation among the three actors and producing systemic ef-
fects on global markets, supply-chain geography, technology diffusion, and governance structures.

The findings align with a wide body of scholarship emphasizing that renewable energy investments
now function as instruments of economic and geopolitical competition. Consistent with existing work, this
article confirms that the energy transition shifts strategic attention from fossil-fuel reserves toward technolo-
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gies, standards, and minerals. It also reinforces arguments that clean-energy value chains introduce new
forms of interdependence grounded in manufacturing concentration, critical mineral processing, and regula-
tory asymmetries. However, whereas much of the literature treats China, the EU, and the U.S. as separate ca-
ses, this study emphasizes their relational dynamics and demonstrates how their strategies collectively shape
the global energy order.

The core contribution of this article is the development of the Triangular Strategic Reconfiguration
Model, which conceptualizes how China, the EU, and the United States constitute a mutually reinforcing
strategic triangle in renewable energy politics. TSRM clarifies that it is the interaction rather than the isolated
strategies of the three powers that drives global restructuring. The model demonstrates that supply chains re-
organize in response to political risk, technology diffuses through competing industrial ecosystems, and mar-
ket pricing becomes increasingly shaped by subsidies, standards, and export controls. It also reveals how co-
untries outside the triangle experience asymmetric opportunities and pressures, depending on their mineral
endowments, manufacturing ambitions, and alignment with competing governance spheres.

Future research should apply the TSRM to empirical case studies such as mineral-rich economies
(Chile, Indonesia), manufacturing hubs (Vietnam, India), or regional energy markets (North Africa, Central
Asia) to evaluate how triangular competition shapes local policy choices, bargaining power, and national de-
velopment trajectories. Further work should examine how divergent standards and supply-chain security po-
licies shape firm-level strategies and technological specialization across regions. An additional research ave-
nue lies in assessing how evolving China—EU-U.S. interactions affect global governance institutions, climate
finance mechanisms, and cross-border grid development.
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CIN, AVROPA ITTIFAQI VO AMERIKA BIRLOSMIS STATLARINDA BORPA OLUNAN
ENERJIYO INVESTISIYA STRATEGIYALARININ IQTIiSADI VO GEOSiYASI TOSIRLORI

T.1. Quliyev

Bu mogalo Cin, Avropa Ittifaqi vo Amerika Birlosmis Statlarda borpa olunan enerjiys investisiya
strategiyalarinin global igtisadi miinasibatlori necs yenidon formalasdirdigini va geosiyasi giiciin yenidan qu-
rulmasimi necs siiratlondirdiyini tahlil edir. Enerji geopolitikasi, beynalxalq siyasi igtisad vo global doyar
zancirlari nozariyyasine dair odobiyyata asaslanaraq, todgiqgat gostorir ki, enerji kegidi strateji ragabati fosil
yanacag resurslarindan texnologiyalara, standartlara vo kritik minerallara dogru yonaltmisdir. Cinin istehsal
vo mineral emalindaki {istiinliiyii, Avropa Ittifaqmin tonzimloyici va institusional liderliyi, eloco do ABS-mn
innovasiya vo sonaye siyasatino verdiyi 6nom fargli, lakin garsiligli asili giic osaslar1 formalasdirir.

Bu garsiligl tesirdon yaranan struktur dinamikalar: izah etmok {iciin moagalodo Ugtorofli Strateji Yeni-
danqurma Modeli (TSRM) toqdim olunur. Bu model hamin {i¢ aktorun bir-birinin strategiyalarin1 davaml
sokildo neco formalasdirdigini va natica etibarila global tachizat zoncirlorini, investisiya axilarini vo idaroet-
mo strukturlarii neca yenidoan togkil etdiyini konseptuallasdirir. Naticalor gostorir ki, barpa olunan enerji
garginlik soraitinds yeni garsiliql asililiq formalar: yaradir vo bu, strateji iicbucagdan konarda galan dlkalar,
elaca do global enerji idaroetma sisteminin galocak arxitekturasi tigtin mithiim naticalar dogurur.

Acar sozlor: Barpa olunan enerjiya investisiya, enerji geopolitikas:, igtisadi qarsi/igli asililiq, global
dayar zancirlori, kritik minerallar

3KOHOMMYECKHUE U TEONOJMTUYECKHUE MMOCJIEJACTBUSA CTPATET A
NHBECTHUPOBAHMUSA B BO3OBHOBJIAEMYIO DQHEPI'ETUKY B KUTAE, EC U CIIIA

T.A. I'ynues

JaHHas cTaThs aHAIM3UPYET, KAKUM 00pa3oM CTpaTerMd MHBECTHPOBAHUS B BO3OOHOBIISIEMYIO JHEP-
retuky B Kurae, EBponeiickom coroze n Coenuuénnsix Lltarax TpaHnchopMupyIOT ri100anbHbIe 3KOHOMUYE-
CKHE OTHOUICHHUS U CIOCOOCTBYIOT Tepepaclpe/ieIeHHI0 TeOomoMTHYeCKOl cuiibl. Onupasch Ha HAyYHYIO
JTUTEepaTypy B 00JaCTH SHEPTETHUYECKON TeOMOINTHKH, MEKIYHAPOIHON MOTUTHYECKOI 3KOHOMHUU U TEOPUH
rJI00AJIBHBIX LIEMNOYEK CO3/aHUSl CTOMMOCTH, HCCIIEJIOBAHME ITOKA3bIBAET, YTO DHEPreTHYECKUH Mepexo]
CMEIAET CTPATErHYeCKy0 KOHKYPEHIIAIO OT UCKOMAEMBIX PECYpCOB K TEXHOJIOTHAM, CTaHAApTaM U KPUTH-
YecKH BaKHBIM MuHepanam. JJomuHnpoBanue Kutas B mpou3BOJCTBE U TIepepabOTKe CHIPhS, PEryIATOPHOE
U nHCTUTyIHoHanbHoe muaepctBo EC, a takxke akueHT CLIIA Ha MHHOBaIMSIX U MPOMBIIIJICHHON MOJUTHKE
(hopMHPYIOT pa3ianyHble, HO B3aMMO3aBUCHMBbIE OCHOBBI BIIMSIHUS.

st 00BbsicCHEHUs CTPYKTYPHOUM NTMHAMHKH, BO3HUKAIOIICH B Pe3yJbTaTe X B3aUMOJICHCTBUS, B CTAThE
npeznaraeTcss Mosenb TpeyroyibHoi crparerndeckoil pekonpurypanuu (TSRM), koTopast moka3siBaeT, Ka-
KHMM 00pa3oM 3TH TPU CTOPOHBI ITIOCTOSIHHO BJIMSAIOT Ha CTPATETHH APYT APYra U, B CBOIO OYEpE/b, PEOPraHH-
3YIOT IJ100abHBIE LETIOYKN TIOCTaBOK, MHBECTUIIMOHHBIE TIOTOKM M MEXaHU3MbI yrnpasieHus. [loixydyeHHbie
pe3yNbTaThl CBUICTENLCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO BO30OHOBIIsieMast SHEPTeTHKA OPMUPYET HOBbIE (POPMBI B3aUMO-
3aBUCHUMOCTH B YCJIOBHAX HAIpPSDKEHHOCTH, YTO MMEET Ba)KHBIE MOCIEICTBUS JUIsl CTPaH, HaXOAIINXCS BHE
JAHHOTO CTPAaTErn4ecKOro TPEyroJIbHUKa, a Takxke AJsl Oymyleidl apXuTeKTyphl II00albHOTO SHEpreTuye-
CKOTO YIIPaBIICHHS.

KaloueBble ciaoBa: unsecmuyuu 8 80300HOBIAEMYIO IHEPLEMUKY, SHEP2emuyecKas 2eOnoJUMmuUKd,
9KOHOMUYECKAS 83AUMO3ABUCUMOCTD, 2NI0OATbHBLE YENOUKU CO30AHUSL CIMOUMOCTU, KPUMUYECKUe MUHepaubl
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