HIP. 3kxonomuka (Ne 3 (69), 2024). 61:27-29

YOK 339.9

BnusHme aHTMPOCCUMUCKUX CaHKUMA Ha MUPOXO3ANCTBEHHbIE

ceaA3u Nepmanumn u CLLUA

The Influence of Anti-Russian Sanctions on World Economic Relations

Between Germany and the United States

DOI 10.12737/2587-9111-2024-12-3-27-29

bacosckas E.H.

KaHp. 3KOH. HayK, JOLEHT,

®rbQY BO «TynbCKnid rocyLapCTBEHHbIA Nefarornyeckuii
yHusepcuteT um. J1.H. Tonctoro»,

Poccus, 300026, r. Tyna, npocnekT JleHuHa, 4. 125,
e-mail: basovskaya.elena@mail.ru

MonyyeHo: 24 anpens 2024 r. / Ogo6peHo: 6 Mas 2024 r. / Ony6ankoBaHo: 25 nioHs 2024 .

Basovskaya EN.

Candidate of Economic Sciences, Associate Professor,
Tula State Lev Tolstoy Pedagogical University,

125, Lenina St., Tula, 300026, Russia,

e-mail: basovskaya.elena@mail.ru

AHHOTaums

B pa6oTe OLeHNBAETCA BAUAHME aHTUPOCCUIACKMX CAHKLNIA HA MUPOX035I-
CTBeHHble cBA3M CLUA u [epmannn u3mMeHeHSMM CBA3W TEMMOB poOCTa 3KO-
HoMukm CLLA 1 TepmaHun ¢ Temnamn pocTa 3KOHOMUKI CTPAH COBPEMEHHOIO
mupa. OLeHNBAKOTCA KOPPENALNOHHBIE CBA3W TEMMOB 3KOHOMUYECKOr0 pocTa
3a Mepuoabl 0 W NoCne BBeAEHUS GONbLUMHCTBA aHTUPOCCUACKINX CaHKLMA,
32 2005-2012 rr. n 2014-2022 rr. [Mony4eHHble pe3ynbTaTbl OLEHKN TECHOTbI
MUPOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX CBA3EI CBUAETENIbCTBYKOT O TOM, 4TO aHTUPOCCUICKME
caHkumm, BefeHHble CLUA n nx napTHepamu, Bko4as fepmaHuio, okasanm
3HAYUTENbHOE BIIUSHNE HA MEXAYHAPOLHbIe 3KOHOMUYECKIME OTHOLLEHUS.
Mpwn 3TOM, HECMOTPS Ha AHTUPOCCUIACKYHO HANPABNIEHHOCTb CAaHKLMIA, MHNLNA-
TOPOM BBeAEeHNS KOTOpbIX 66y CLUA, OHN NPaKTUYeCKN He HApYLLNAN CBA3K
Poccuu n CLUA. HecmOoTpst Ha aHTUPOCCUNCKYHKD HAaNpaBlieHHOCTb, CaHKLUN
CYLLECTBEHHO 0CNAbUIN MUPOX03AIACTBEHHbIE CBA3M TepMaHun. 370 N03BO-
NSIET nonaratb, YTO CaHKLNN BBOAWUNCH C PACYETOM Ha TO, YTO OHW HaHeCyT
yaap He TONbKO N0 3KOHOMMKe Poccuu, HO M No aKOHOMUKe [epmaHnu, 4TO
MOXET CNOCOBCTBOBATL PA3BUTUIO KOHKYPUPYIOLLEN C 3KOHOMUKOI Tepmannn
akoHoMuKM GLLA. CaHKLMN N3MEHNAM CTPYKTYPY MIPOX03SNCTBEHHbIX CBA3EN
1 YBENMYUAN TECHOTY CBA3eN 3KOHOMUKM Tepmanuu u paHa, orpaHnymnTh
MUPOXO03ANCTBEHHbIE CBA3M KOTOpOro ctpemaTcs GLLUA v ux napTHepsl.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: CTpaHbl Mupa, TeMMbl 3KOHOMUYECKOr0 POCTa, TECHOTA CBSA-
3ei, Koppensaums.

[To mepe pa3BUTHSI 5KOHOMUKHM CTPaH COBPEMEHHOTO
MUpa yCUJIMBAJIOCH pa3ficIeHUe Tpyaa, GOpMUPOBATUCH
U YCWIMBAJIMCh MUPOXO3SIiCTBeHHbIE cBsi3u [1, 2]. He-
PaBHOMEPHOCTh SKOHOMMWYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUS CITIOCO0-
CTBOBaJIa HEPABHOMEPHOCTY MHTEHCUBHOCTU 1 TECHOTHI
MUPOXO3IHCTBEHHBIX cBs13ei [1, 2, 3, 4]. CoBpeMeHHOE
AKOHOMMYECKOE Pa3BUTHUE, Pa3BUTUE MHIYCTPUATIBLHOMN
1 HGopMHUpOBaHUE MOCTUHAYCTPUAIBHON 3KOHOMUKU
obycosmiio B XXI B. MHTeHCU(UKALINIO U YTIITyOJIeHIE
MUpPOXO3IiCTBeHHBIX cBsi3eil [S]. [Tocie Bropoit Mupo-
BOW BOWHBI pacTpoCTpaHEeHUE TMOJIydnia MOJUTUKA
OrpaHMYEHUST MUPOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIX CBsI3eil B (hopme
caHkuuii [6, 7, 8, 9].

B mocnenane roger CIIA, Tepmanneil u npyrumn
cTpaHaMu Omvpkaiiumuy maptHepaMu CILA 6butn BBe-
JIeHbl MHOXXECTBEHHBIE CaHKIIMM, OTPaHUUYMBAIOIINE
MUPOXO03SiCTBeHHBbIe CBsI3u Poccuu. MccnenoBanusam
npo0JieM, CBI3aHHBIX C CAHKLIUSMU, ITOCBSILIIEHO MHOTO
pa6ot [6, 7, 8, 9]. HecMoTps Ha 3TO psii aBTOPOB
OTMEYaloT OrpaHUYEHHOCTh SMIIUPUUYECKHUX HAHHBIX
M OLIEHOK, IOJIyYeHHBIX Ha OCHOBE MX aHajiau3a [6].

Abstract

This paper assesses the impact of anti-Russian sanctions on global economic
relations between the United States and Germany by changes in the relationship
between the economic growth rates of the United States and Germany and the
economic growth rates of the countries of the modern world. The correlations
between economic growth rates are assessed for the periods before and after
the introduction of most anti-Russian sanctions, for 2005-2012, and for 2014-
2022. The results obtained from assessing the closeness of world economic
ties indicate that anti-Russian sanctions imposed by the United States and its
partners, including Germany, had a significant impact on international economic
relations. At the same time, despite the anti-Russian nature of the sanctions,
which were initiated by the United States, they practically did not disrupt
Russia’s ties with the United States. Despite their anti-Russian orientation,
sanctions have significantly weakened Germany’s world economic ties. This
suggests that the sanctions were introduced with the expectation that they
would strike not only the Russian economy, but also the German economy,
which could contribute to the development of the US economy competing with
the German economy. Sanctions have changed the structure of world economic
ties and increased the closeness of ties between the economies of Germany
and Iran, whose world economic ties the United States and its partners are
seeking to limit.
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IIpu aTOM OTMeUaeTcs, 4YTO CAHKIIUU MOTYT JOPOTO
00OMTUCH CTpaHaM, KOTOPbIE OCYIIECTBIISIOT MOJIUTHUKY
CaHKIIWIA, YTO TIPOCIEKUBACTCS Ha IIPUMepaxX aHTUPOC-
CUICKUX M aHTUKHNTalcKkux caHkuii CIIA n ux mapt-
Hepos [7, 8, 9].

B Hacrosieit pabote olieHUBAETCSI BAUSHUE aHTH-
POCCUICKUX CAaHKLIMA Ha MUPOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIE CBSI3U
CIIA u [epMaHuu U3MEHEHUSIMU TEMIIOB pOCTa KO-
Homukn CIIA n [epmMannu ¢ TeMITaM#u pocTa 3KOHO-
MUKM CTpaH COBpeMeHHOro Mupa. OLUeHUBaTCs KOp-
pPeJISIIIMOHHBIE CBSI3U TEMITOB 9KOHOMUYECKOTO POCTa
3a MEPUOAbI 10 U MOCJe BBEACHUS OOJbIIMHCTBA aH-
TUpoccuiickux cankuuii, 3a 2005—-2012 rr. u 2014—
2022 rr.

Wcnonws3yiotcs nanHble PoccTaTa mo nmpencraBu-
TeJIbHOM BBEIOOPKE CTpPaH COBPEMEHHOTO Mupa’.

B tabin. 1 npeacraBieHbl cpelHUE 3HAUYEHUST KOA(-
GULIMEHTOB KOPPEASIIIUUA TEMIIOB POCTa S3KOHOMUKHU
B COBOKYITHOCTU CTpaH MMpa U CpeAHUE 3HAYEHUS KO-

T Poccusi v cTpaHbl Mypa: cTart. ¢6. / Pocctat. — M., 2010-2023.
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3(1)(1)I/IL[I/ICHTOB KOppCIdlunn TEMITIOB pOCTa S9KOHOMUKN

OkoH4aHne Tabn. 2

CIHIA, Tepmanuu u Poccuu 10 1 mocse BBeACHUS aH- KoadhchuumeHT Koppensiuum Temnos
TUPOCCUICKUX CAHKLIMIA. Crpana Zﬁ;a SkoHomuky "°r;::;:'m
Tamua 1 2005-2012|2014-2022| 2005-2012] 20142022
CpepHue koadhmumneHTbl KOppensuum TeMrnos HupepnaHgb! 0,64 0,75 0,82 0,61
pocTa 93KOHOMUKM CO CTpaHaMu Mupa Hopgerusa 0,88 0,67 0,64 0,65
Crpana KoadpcpuumeHT Koppensauum no rogam Ezz:;inm 222 8;2 82; ggg
Bce cTpanbi 200; 53012 201: 22022 Pecny6nuka Monpgosa 0,59 0,73 0,73 0,56
CLIA 0,59 0,47 PymblHWA 0,52 0,29 0,65 0,57
FepMaits 0,66 0,40 CnoBakus 0,67 0,96 0,80 0,56
Poconn 0.72 0.35 CrnoBeHusi 0,63 0,57 0,79 0,62
BenukobputaHus 0,88 0,83 0,85 0,69
ITo naHHBIM O CpeaHEM YPOBHE KOPPEJISIIIUA TEMITOB iKpa”Ha 082 0,14 0.9 0,0421
3KOHOMUYECKOTO POCTa MOXKHO OIIEHUTh TECHOTY MU- og::::ﬂm g:gg g:zz g:gg 8:2 2
POXO3SIMCTBEHHBIX CBs3ei cTpaH Mupa. TecHoTa MUpoO- Yewckas Pecny6nuka | 0,68 0.29 0.72 025
XO3SICTBEHHBIX CBSI3€i1 CTpaH MUpa CHU3UIACH 10 TOMY Waeituapys 0.77 0,85 0,91 0,74
Kputepuio Ha 42%, TeCHOTAa MUPOXO3SIAICTBEHHBIX CBSI- LUseuns 0,87 0,84 0,93 0,71
3eit CIIA co ctpanamu Mupa cHusmiach Ha 20%, Tep- CTOHNS 0,92 0,64 0,84 0,37
maHuu — Ha 39%, Poccun — Ha 51%. AsepbarpkaH 0,25 0,64 0,21 0,16
IMonyyeHHBIE Pe3yabTaThl CBUAETEILCTBYIOT O TOM, | APMeHus 0,82 0,02 0.75 0,18
YTO AHTUPOCCHIICKIE CAHKIIMY, BBeneHHble CILIA nnx  [RaHmasew 0,54 0,20 0,78 —0,51
napTHepaMu, HAHECIU YyLIepO MUPOXO39MCTBEHHBIM 3;92;?: ggg _00’7911 821 _00‘6%8
CBSI35IM MHOXKECTBA CTPaH MUpPa U, TAKUM 00pa3oM, CHU- MHZMH 0:02 0: m 0:11 0:86
3un 3G @OEKTUBHOCTb MUPOBOI 9KOHOMUKU. Y11epo, Vgoneans 0.67 20,92 0.78 20,62
HaHECEHHBII MUPOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIM CBsI3siM Poccuu, Vipar 0,07 0,05 0,31 0,71
okasaJicsl OoJIblIe CpEOHEro ypoBH4. OnHako MHULIMA- KasaxcTaH 0,83 0,35 0,78 -0,01
TOPBI CAaHKIIUI TaKXe MpeTeprieu CHUXEHUE YPOBHS Kuprusus -0,33 0,25 0,09 0,29
MUPOXO3SIICTBEHHBIX CBS3€ii, IPUUYEM, €CITU YILEPO CBSI- Kuraii 0,29 0,56 0,46 0,46
39M [epMaHnM 0Ka3ajca Ha CPeIHEM YPOBHE, TO yLIEpO Nakncran 0,39 0,32 0,05 0,67
csa3sm CIIIA okasajcs B ABa pa3a MEHBIIIMM. PecnyGnuka Kopes 0.75 0.79 089 093
B tab1. 2 npencTaBiieHbI JaHHBIE O KOPPEJSIIMUA TeM- ?::;?;ZT% g'gz 8'3(5) 8’;3 g'gg
noB pocta 3koHoMuku CIHIA n [epmaHuu co ctpaHaMu Tannang 0:80 _(;’ 20 o:7o _0"22
MUpa 10 U IOocjie BBEASHMST aHTUPOCCUNCKUX CAHKIIHIA. Typums 0.85 076 085 0,88
Tabmuya 2 | Y36evicran 0,24 0,50 0,16 0,30
OuAMnNnnHBbI 0,79 -0,62 0,76 -0,06
KoadhchuumeHTbl Koppensiumm TeMnos pocTa cTpaH AnoHnst 0,88 0,59 087 062
KoathchpmumeHT Koppensuumu Temnos Eruner -0,14 -0,43 0,15 —0,65
Crpana POCTa 3KOHOMMKY NO ropam Mapokko -0,22 0,93 0,06 0,60
ClWA lepmanus Hurepust -0,20 0,36 0,20 0,07
2005-2012|2014-2022 |2005-2012|2014-2022 TaH3aHus 0,53 -0,50 0,45 -0,26
Poccus 0,82 0,74 0,89 0,45 Sduonus 0,02 -0,39 0,17 -0,22
AscTpust 0,83 0,45 0,93 0,41 tOxHo-AdbprKaHcKas 0,81 0,88 0,80 0,77
Benapycs 0,47 0,40 0,66 0,17 AprentuHa 0,61 0,75 0,80 0,64
Benbrus 0,78 0,87 0,94 0,67 Bpasunus 0,42 0,60 0,74 0,30
BeHrpus 0,79 0,86 0,79 0,26 Kanapa 0,94 0,67 0,91 0,64
Ipeunsi 0,15 0,71 0,17 0,42 Mexcuka 0,95 0,64 0,95 0,82
[aHus 0,93 0,85 0,90 0,59 Yunm 0,98 0,96 0,89 0,62
Wpnaxguna 0,78 0,46 0,66 0,18 AscTpanuvs 0,58 0,77 0,50 0,73
Wcnanus 0,64 0,58 0,67 0,50 Hosasi 3enaHgus 0,43 0,77 0,10 0,84
WUtanus 0,79 0,77 0,92 0,66
Nateus 0,90 0,65 0,79 0,35 JaHHbIe, TIpelcTaBJIeHHbIC B Ta01. 2, TTO3BOJISIIOT
Nutea 0,86 0,76 0,86 0,46 YBUIETS cieaylollee. TeCHOTa MUPOXO3SiCTBEHHBIX CBSI-
TTtokcem6ypr 0,73 073 0,76 0,60 3eit CILIA Majo U3MEHWIAch ¢ TAKMMU CTPaHAMM, KaK
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Poccus, beavrus. Benrpus, danus, Utanus, U3panib.
He npeteprienu cyuiecTBeHHbIX U3MeHeHMI cBsi3u CIIIA
C TaKMMU cTpaHamu, Kak CnoBeHus, Beankoopuranus,
DOpantms, Hsevimapus, senus, Tamkukucrad, FOAP,
Ywau. Taku oO6pa3oM, MOXKHO CUMTATh, YTO CAHKIIMU
HE HAHECJM CYIIECTBEHHOTO yliepba 3KOHOMAYECKUM
otHoueHussM CIIIA ¢ Poccueii.

TecHora MupoxossiictBeHHBIX cBs3eil CIIIA ycumm-
JIach C TaKMMU CTpaHaMmu, Kak Iperus, Iloabina, Azep-
oaiimkaHn, Kuprusus, Munus, Kutaii. K yuciy atux crpan
otHocsTca 1 CuHramnyp, bpasunmst, ABctpanus, HoBast
3enanaus. Takum obpa3oMm, aHTUPOCCUNCKHE CAHKITUU
CMOCOOCTBOBAIM Pa3BUTUIO MUPOXO3SIACTBEHHBIX CBSI-
3eit CIIA ¢ Kutaem, HECMOTpsI Ha TO, YTO B OTHOLLICHUU
Kwuras CILA nexmapupoBaiy BBeeHNE CAHKIIIA.

TecHoTta mupoxossiictBeHHbIX cBs3eit CIIIA Hau-
0oJiee CylIeCTBEHHO ocJiabya ¢ TaKUMU CTpaHaMu, Kak
Asctpud, Upnanous, Pymbemns, Ykpanna, @UHIsTHIN,
Yexust, Beernam, Tanzanus, Dduormus.

JaHHbIe, MpeACcTaBIeHHbIEC B Ta01. 2, TIO3BOJISIOT BU-
JIeTh caenytolee. TecHOTa MUPOXO3SIiICTBEHHBIX CBSI3eit
IepmaHuu Mano usMeHuaach Toiabko ¢ Hopserueii, Py-
mbiHMel, Kutaem u FOxHoit Kopeeit.

TecHoTa MHUPOXO39iICTBEHHBIX C¢BSA3el [epmMaHum
yCuUJIMIach ¢ TaKUMU CTpaHamu, Kak Ipeuusi, MHaus,
Wpan, Kupruszusa n Hosas 3enanaus.

TecHoTa MUPOXO3SUCTBEHHBIX CBiA3el [epMaHuu
HauOoJiee CYIIECTBEHHO ocJiabjia ¢ TAKUMU CTpaHaMU,
Kak Poccus, Asctpus, benapych, Benrpust, MUpnannus,
JlatBus, Jlutrsa, [Monbuia, [Mopryranust u YkpauHa.
K stiM cTparam otHocaTes Yexust, DcToHnsT, ApMEHMS,
Banrnagein, Mnnonesust, bpasunust u ABcrpanus, @uH-
nauaud, BeetHam, Kazaxcran, TagxkukucrtaH, Tannasn,
DuInInuHbL, a TaKXKe DCTOHUS.

[TonydyeHHbIE pe3yabTaThl OLEHKNW TECHOTHI MUPO-
XO3SIACTBEHHBIX CBSI3€l CBUIETEAbLCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO
aHTUpOCCHUiicKue caHKuuu, BBeaeHHbIe CIIIA n ux
napTHepaMmu, BKJItoyas [epmaHuio, oka3aau 3HaYMTe Ib-
HOe BJIMSIHME Ha MEXXAYHApPOIHbIE SKOHOMUYECKHE OT-
HoureHwus. IIpu 3ToM, HECMOTPS Ha aHTUPOCCUICKYIO
HamnpaBJeHHOCTb CAaHKIUI, MHUIIUATOPOM BBEICHUS
Kotophix 0btr CILIA, oHI TpakKTUYeCKN He HAPYITAIN
cBsa3u Poccun u CIIIA. HecMoTpst Ha aHTUPOCCUICKYIO
HaTpaBJeHHOCTb, CAHKIIMM CYIIIECTBEHHBIMU 00Opa3oM
0CJIabMJIM MUPOXO3siicTBeHHbIe cBsI3u TepmMaHuu. DTo
MO3BOJISIET M0JIaraTh, YTO CAHKIIMU BBOAUJIUCH C pacue-
TOM Ha TO, YTO OHM HAaHECYT yAap He TOJbKO IO KO-
HoMmuke Poccuu, HO U 1Mo 3KoHOMUKe [epMaHuu, 4TO
MOXET CITOCOOCTBOBATh PAa3BUTUIO KOHKYPUPYIOIIECH
¢ 9KoHOMUKoOM [epManuu skoHomuku CIIIA.

CaHKUMY U3MEHWIN CTPYKTYPY MUPOXO3SIiICTBEH-
HBIX CBSI3¢H M YBEJIMYWIIA TECHOTY CBSI3¢ii 9KOHOMUKHU
ITepmanuu u MpaHa, orpaHUYUTh MUPOXO3STICTBEHHBIE
cBs13u Kotoporo ctpeMsitest CLLIA n ux mapTHepsl.
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