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Abstract

This article examines the development of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMESs) in post-Soviet Central Asia,
focusing on Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. Contrary to the dominant interpretation promoted by international organizations,
which emphasizes taxes, corruption, and bureaucratic inefficiencies as the main barriers to SMEs, this study uncovers a
different set of underlying challenges. The aim of the study is to identify and analyze the key operational, institutional,
and contextual factors shaping the development of small and medium-sized enterprises in post-Soviet Central Asia, with
a focus on Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan, taking into account the specific characteristics of the local business environment
and the everyday operating conditions of enterprises. Drawing on in-depth interviews and media content analysis, the
research identifies key operational barriers that remain largely overlooked. These findings reveal that, beyond institutional
and regulatory constraints, everyday operational realities significantly shape SME development in the region. The analysis
is based on the Institutional Theory and Contextual Dependence Theory, which together explain how formal institutions,
historical legacies, and local contextual factors shape SME operations in different environments. By presenting qualitative
evidence from Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan, the study provides a deeper understanding of the structural and contextual
factors influencing SMEs in post-Soviet economies. The obtained conclusions expand the scientific understanding of
entrepreneurship in countries with a transition economy and can be used in the development of a state policy to support
SMEs, taking into account regional specifics, real operational needs of business and the peculiarities of the institutional
environment.

Keywords: small and medium-sized enterprises, institutional theory, contextual dependence, Central Asia,
Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, operational barriers

Introduction

Small and Medium-sized Enterprises (SMES) play a crucial role in national economies across
the globe, with particular significance in developing countries [1, 2- 4]. Despite the role of SMEs
being considered essential for developing countries, including the Central Asian region, their
contribution to GDP is relatively low, varying between 1.3% and 54% compared to the OECD
average of 55% [5]. Moreover, the percentage of manufacturing SMEs among the other types of
activities is very low.

In Kazakhstan, the share of manufacturing SMEs equals only 5% of the total percentage of
SMEs [6]. In Uzbekistan, such a number is relatively higher, around 23% [7]. Due to high financial
barriers, entry into the manufacturing sector of the economy is more difficult, as it requires a strong
material and technical base and large financial reserves and assets.

The body of research concerning SMEs in post-Soviet countries, especially within the context
of Central Asia, remains notably scarce. Evidently, there is a scarcity of scholarly research on the
Central Asian region in the international academic community. Factors such as the relative novelty
of Central Asian governments, limited access to comprehensive statistical data, and an
underdeveloped academic landscape could all contribute to the underrepresentation of this region in
academic discourse.

Therefore, the main objective of this study is to bridge this gap by examining and analyzing the
current state of SMEs in the region. By conducting an in-depth analysis, this research aims to explore
the challenges, opportunities, and potential for growth that SMEs face in Central Asia. Particularly,
the study performs a comparative analysis of two Central Asian countries: Kazakhstan and
Uzbekistan, contributing to the knowledge of what it is like to be an SME in the region, thirty years
after the collapse of the centrally planned economy.
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The scientific novelty of this study lies in three main contributions. First, unlike previous studies
and international assessments that primarily emphasize corruption, taxation, and administrative
barriers, this research identifies operational constraints, including dependence on imported raw
materials and equipment, logistics limitations, and shortages of skilled labor, as central factors
influencing manufacturing SMEs in Central Asia. Second, the study provides one of the first
qualitative comparative analyses of manufacturing SMEs in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan based on
evidence from 46 in-depth interviews and media content analysis. Third, the research extends
Institutional Theory and Contextual Dependence Theory by demonstrating how formal institutions
and local contextual conditions interact to shape the everyday experiences of manufacturing
entrepreneurs in post-Soviet economies.

Recent studies have increasingly emphasized the importance of institutional quality, access to
finance, innovation, and government support for SME development in Central Asia and other
transition economies. Financial constraints continue to limit SME growth in Central Asia,
highlighting the importance of regulatory and institutional factors in shaping the performance of small
firms [8, 9]. More recent research has also focused on innovation and sustainability challenges faced
by SMEs in Kazakhstan, emphasizing the growing role of eco-innovations, technological upgrading,
and government support mechanisms [10]. Several studies have emphasized the importance of
economic diversification, industrial modernization, and innovation for SME development in
Kazakhstan [11-12].

The findings are broadly consistent with previous studies that identify financial constraints,
labor shortages, and bureaucratic barriers as major obstacles for SMEs in Central Asia. However,
most previous studies have concentrated on macroeconomic indicators, regulatory reforms, or SMEs
in general, while limited attention has been paid to manufacturing SMEs and entrepreneurs'
perceptions of business challenges in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. Moreover, few studies have
combined qualitative interviews with entrepreneurs and newspaper content analysis to compare
institutional environments in the two countries. This study seeks to address these gaps by examining
the experiences of manufacturing SMEs and the role of institutional support in Kazakhstan and
Uzbekistan, thirty years after the transition to a market economy.

This research also builds upon Institutional Theory and Contextual Dependence by moving
beyond traditional applications that focus primarily on historical trajectories and regulatory
frameworks. While existing literature acknowledges that institutions shape SME development
through formal policies, property rights, and government support mechanisms [13-14], this work
extends this perspective by examining how these institutional arrangements function in practice
today, particularly in the manufacturing sectors of Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. The work analyzes
how institutional capacity, governance efficiency, and bureaucratic structures impact SMEs’ ability
to secure financing, access raw materials, and integrate into regional and international markets.

Institutional Theory emphasizes that the success and characteristics of SMEs are shaped by
institutional frameworks, historical contexts, and the broader business environment. This perspective
emphasizes how formal and informal rules, policies, and cultural norms shape the opportunities and
constraints for SMEs [13. — 37, 14. — 125, 15 -18]. This work aligns with Institutional Theory by
deeply analyzing how the institutional frameworks of Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan, shaped by their
post-Soviet legacy, influence the operation, sustainability, and growth of SMEs. However, the
analysis extends beyond traditional applications of Institutional Theory by focusing on the current
period in post-Soviet Central Asia. By concentrating particularly on the manufacturing sector, the
work explores how institutional arrangements specifically influence industrial SMEs. This work
reveals the nuanced ways institutional arrangements shape opportunities for growth, innovation, and
competitiveness within the manufacturing sector.

Contextual Dependence Theory expands this view by recognizing the importance of
geographical, cultural, and temporal factors that create unique conditions for SME development in
different regions. This perspective underscores that SMEs do not operate in a vacuum; their
development is deeply influenced by the unique characteristics of their local environment, which
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includes natural resources, regional infrastructure, historical legacies, and societal norms [15. — 56,
19 - 23]. This work also aligns with Contextual Dependence Theory, which underscores the
importance of geographical, cultural, and temporal factors in shaping SME development [18. — 116,
20. —67]. The research embraces this perspective by examining how the unique historical, economic,
and geographic contexts of Central Asia shape SME operations. However, the work shifts the focus
to understanding how these contextual factors interact with institutional frameworks to shape the
realities of SME operations. Rather than viewing contextual influences in isolation, my research
emphasizes the dynamic relationship between institutional and contextual variables, particularly in
the manufacturing sector, which faces distinct challenges not fully captured by the Contextual
Dependence theory.

International reports also provide useful contemporary information on SMEs in various
countries, including Central Asia. These reports discuss various problems that SMEs face in the
Central Asian countries, including labor shortage, business networks, clientelism, lack of financial
support, corruption, and excessive red tape [24-25].

Even though the information from the surveys greatly contributes to the area of knowledge on
businesses in the region, their results differ from the interviewees’ narratives and news reports.
Because surveys are mostly based on statistics and quantitative analysis, they usually provide certain
categories for respondents to choose from. This research addresses these gaps by analyzing SMEs
within the contemporary economic and political context of Central Asia. This study offers actual
practical comprehensions of SME operations, including the processes of establishing enterprises,
securing financial resources, acquiring equipment, hiring personnel, and navigating government
support systems. This nuanced approach allows for a more precise understanding of the challenges
and opportunities facing SMEs in the region.

Materials and methods of research

The main research question of my dissertation is: How do the operational dynamics, regulatory
frameworks, market conditions, and socio-economic factors influence the experience of managing
and sustaining SMEs in Kazakhstan compared to those faced by SMEs in Uzbekistan? My research
question focuses on understanding the experiences and challenges faced by SMEs in Central Asia.
The research explores various aspects of SME operations, including their establishment, day-to-day
management, resource acquisition, market entry, and expansion efforts. The design of this research
has been shaped significantly by the application of two theoretical perspectives, Institutional Theory
and Contextual Dependence Theory, each of which informed different components of the study’s
structure, case selection, data collection, and interpretation of results. These theories helped guide
both the formulation of research questions and the selection of qualitative methods that could best
reveal the institutional and environmental factors influencing SME development in Kazakhstan and
Uzbekistan.

A comparative cross-case analysis allows us to learn about differences and similarities in SMEs
of Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. The work explores certain political and economic business
environments, the availability of raw materials for manufacturing, the presence of a skilled labor
force, and the level of import and export. The work focuses on big cities that have a high number of
SMEs, with more rural areas with a relatively developed manufacturing sector. In Kazakhstan, it
explores manufacturing SMEs in Almaty city and the Almaty region, as well as in Karaganda city and
the Karaganda region. In Uzbekistan, the work analyzes SMEs in Tashkent city and the Tashkent
region, as well as in Samarkand city and the Samarkand region.

Data collection and analysis. To understand the meaning of the SME sector for the economy in
Central Asia, the paper utilizes a case study approach. Based on the similarity principle, the analysis
and comparison of SME in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan represent a good sample of the region.
Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan have many similarities but differ in certain political, economic, and social
aspects. The analysis employ two types of research: in-depth interviews and newspaper analysis.
Interviews were conducted with SME owners, and current events and issues were studied through
online newspaper articles. In this case, data from multiple sources would be integrated into the
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analysis process rather than handled individually. Each source of data represents a piece of the
“puzzle” that contributes to the understanding of the whole phenomenon [26].

The newspaper analysis employed a qualitative thematic content analysis approach. All 236
articles were reviewed and coded by the author according to four predetermined categories: Business
Challenges, Reforms, Statistics, and Government Support and Policies. The coding process was
iterative, allowing themes to be refined as new patterns emerged during the analysis. To enhance the
credibility and validity of the findings, results from the newspaper analysis were triangulated with
evidence obtained from in-depth interviews with SME owners and representatives. Since the study
relied on a single researcher, intercoder reliability measures were not calculated, which represents a
limitation of the analysis.

Following the organization of data, the pattern recognition process tracked emerging trends,
such as business challenges, export opportunities, government interventions, or growing financial
constraints in SME operations. Additionally, an analysis was performed to observe policy shifts,
economic changes, and SME growth patterns. The coding process was iterative, meaning that initial
themes were refined as new data were analyzed. Along with newspaper analysis, semi-structured
interviews were conducted with owners and representatives of SMEs. The interview questions for
this study were formulated based on the theoretical frameworks of Institutional Theory and
Contextual Dependence Theory. Surveys and SME assessments conducted by international
organizations were also used to validate and inform the structure and phrasing of the questions,
especially in areas related to finance, operations, and state-business relations. In addition, the
newspaper analysis played a significant role in framing the interview questions. As articles discussing
business challenges, reforms, government support, and sectoral developments in Kazakhstan and
Uzbekistan were anayzed, recurring issues and emerging themes that were underexplored in existing
literature were identified.

Results and discussion

Participants were selected using purposive sampling to identify manufacturing SMEs operating
in regions with relatively developed industrial sectors. Enterprises were located through company
websites, online business directories, social media platforms, and personal contacts. This approach
was supplemented by elements of convenience and snowball sampling, as some interviewees
recommended other potential participants. Purposive sampling was considered appropriate because
the study sought to obtain in-depth information from entrepreneurs with direct experience in
establishing and managing manufacturing SMEs rather than to produce statistically representative
results.

In Kazakhstan, 11 interviews were conducted in Almaty and the Almaty region and 13
interviews in Karaganda city and the Karaganda region. Interviews were conducted with
representatives of the furniture industry, hardware industry, metal tile production, window
manufacturing, lighting production, production of drinking water and food, soap production,
manufacture of construction materials, and production of clothing.

In Uzbekistan, interviews were conducted in the agrarian sector of production, kitchen
equipment, pharmacy, furniture, tile production, textile, and clothing. A total of 12 interviews were
conducted in Tashkent city and Tashkent region, and 10 interviews in Samarkand city and Samarkand
region. Responses were categorized into five primary coding categories: Opening a Business, which
includes registration difficulties and financing sources; Operational Problems, which covers raw
material sourcing, labor shortages, and supply chain constraints; Business Expansion, which
examines growth strategies and investment efforts; Exports, which emphasizes export possibilities,
destinations, and logistical barriers; and Government Support, which addresses financial assistance,
regulatory incentives, and SME-targeted policies (Table 1).
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Table 1- Interview Coding Classification

Coding Category Description
Opening a Business Includes registration difficulties, financing sources, and bureaucratic challenges faced by

SMEs.

Operational Problems Covers raw material sourcing, labor shortages, supply chain constraints, and daily
management issues.

Business Expansion Examines growth strategies, investment efforts, and expansion plans for SMEs.

Exports Highlights export destinations, logistical barriers, market entry challenges, and trade
regulations.

Government Support Addresses financial assistance, regulatory incentives, bureaucracy improvements, and

SME-targeted policies.

Note: developed by the author

To provide a more systematic overview of the interview data, Table 2 presents the frequency
of key themes identified during the coding process. The numbers indicate how many enterprises in
Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan mentioned each issue at least once during the interviews. Since
respondents often discussed more than one challenge, the total number of mentions exceeds the total
number of interviewed enterprises.

Table 2 - Frequency of Barriers for SMEs Identified in Interviews

Coding category Kazakhstan (n=24) Uzbekistan (n=22)
Access to finance 17 19
Raw materials/equipment 15 9
Skilled labor shortage 14 10
Export barriers 8 5
Government support issues 9 3

Note: developed by the author

The table shows that access to finance and skilled labor shortages were common challenges in
both countries, while dependence on imported raw materials and equipment was more frequently
reported by Kazakhstani SMEs. In contrast, Uzbekistani respondents have fewer issues with
government support programs, reflecting the more active use of subsidies, export assistance, and other
state support measures in Uzbekistan.

Results: differences in operating an SME in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan

While there are numerous similarities in starting and operating SMEs in Kazakhstan and
Uzbekistan, certain differences can be observed. These divergences have resulted in contrasting
dynamics and opportunities for SMEs in the two countries. Table 3 outlines the main differences in
operating an SME in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. In the subsequent section, the specific differences
within the SME landscapes of both countries will be elaborated, highlighting the unique
characteristics and challenges faced by entrepreneurs in each country.
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Table 3 - Differences in Operating an SME in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan

Diversification

Category Description

Political Uzbekistan has undergone significant reform since President Mirziyoyev, but it
Landscape and | still faces bureaucratic challenges, especially in land allocation. Kazakhstan has
Reforms fewer land-related issues but faces inefficiencies in land use.

Economic Uzbekistan has a more diversified economy with strong agricultural, textile, and

manufacturing sectors. Kazakhstan remains heavily reliant on natural resources
like oil and gas.

Development of

Uzbekistan's banking sector remains underdeveloped in rural areas with limited

the Banking | Islamic banking options, whereas Kazakhstan has a more liberal and developed
System banking system.

Economic Kazakhstan experiences greater economic volatility and dependence on Russia
Instability and | and oil exports, while Uzbekistan’s more diversified economy offers greater
Dependence stability and lower vulnerability to external shocks.

Government Uzbekistan provides more active and effective support for SMEs, particularly
Support for | exporters, including tax breaks, logistical support, and export subsidies.
SMEs Kazakhstan’s support is less utilized and less effective in practice.

Note: developed by the author

Political Dynamics and Reform Initiatives

The political and economic progress in Uzbekistan is relatively slower than in Kazakhstan due
to twenty-five years of authoritarian, conservative, and state-led governance under Islam Karimov.
Even though the arrival of a new president has brought significant changes in the way of economic
liberalization and modernization, there are still certain areas that require further development and
improvement. Government control and bureaucracy remain in some areas.

In Uzbekistan, while the legal framework for electronic government services relating to land
leases appears streamlined and efficient, farmers often encounter significant challenges in practice.
Despite the apparent simplicity outlined in official documents, the process of obtaining a land plot
and navigating bureaucratic procedures with local government officials [27].

In Kazakhstan, there are similar problems in the agrarian sector as in Uzbekistan, but the issue
with the lease of government land plots is not as acute as in Uzbekistan. Kazakhstan possesses much
more land with a significantly lower population density than Uzbekistan. According to newspaper
reports, agrarians in Kazakhstan mostly mention problems with financing, climate, outdated
equipment, and lack of cadres [28; 29; 30].

The Level of Economic Diversification

In Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan, the landscape of manufacturing businesses differs in a notable
way. Kazakhstan's economy is predominantly driven by the production of natural resources, including
substantial assets of oil, gas, and uranium. As a result, the business sector in Kazakhstan exhibits a
relatively lower level of diversification and manufacturing development. During interviews
conducted in Kazakhstan, the majority of respondents represented businesses in the furniture,
construction, and food production sectors. It is noteworthy that local manufacturers in Kazakhstan
often rely on Russian and Chinese raw materials, accessories, assemblies, and packaging for their
products, distinguishing them from their counterparts in Uzbekistan.

In Uzbekistan, the economy is characterized by a higher level of diversification compared to
Kazakhstan, as it is not solely dependent on the export of natural resources. The country is renowned
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for its industrial enterprises engaged in various sectors, including cotton, textile, and clothing
manufacturing; agriculture with a focus on fruits, vegetables, and nuts; and the production of chemical
goods and machinery.

Development of a Banking System

A significant disparity between conducting business in Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan lies in the
underdeveloped banking system, particularly in rural areas of Uzbekistan. Despite reforms of the
banking system under the rule of the new president of Uzbekistan, there is a prevalent reliance on
cash transactions in rural areas, which poses challenges to the full integration of the banking system.

Another significant factor contributing to the limited popularity of bank loans in Uzbekistan is
the influence of religion. Islamic financial principles strictly prohibit the charging or payment of
interest rates, deeming them as usury. According to Islamic principles, lending should be conducted
on an interest-free basis. While Muslims are permitted to borrow money from Islamic banks that
adhere to these principles, Uzbekistan, despite having a majority Muslim population, does not have
a well-developed Islamic banking system.

In Kazakhstan, the banking system is more developed than in Uzbekistan, with bank loans being
accessible to entrepreneurs at an earlier stage. Since gaining independence in 1991, Kazakhstan has
adopted a more liberal economic approach compared to Uzbekistan. The country embraced
international organizations and fostered cooperation with foreign partners, leading to greater
openness in its economic policies. This openness facilitated the establishment of accounting firms
and the provision of comprehensive training for senior staff within the banking system.

Economic Instability and Dependence

Another difference that affects local entrepreneurship and creates problems for businesses is
that the unstable economy, frequent fluctuations of the local currency, and dependence on foreign
economies pose significant challenges for local entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan.

In contrast to Uzbekistan, Kazakh businesses face a higher level of economic instability, price
changes, and reliance on the Russian economy, the American dollar, and oil prices. This is largely
due to the heavy reliance of Kazakh businesses on imported raw materials for their production.
Additionally, the local currency, the tenge, is heavily dependent on the Russian ruble and the
American dollar.

As Kazakhstan imports a significant number of products and raw materials from Russia and is
a member of the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU), where the Russian Federation plays a major
role, the Kazakh economy remains unstable and reliant on Russia.

The relatively stable economy of Uzbekistan can be attributed to its diversified nature, which
reduces its dependence on natural resource exports. Unlike Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan's small and
medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) primarily utilize local raw materials, resulting in more stable
prices. Additionally, Uzbekistan's non-membership in the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) and
lack of reliance on the Russian Federation's economy contribute to its stability. Consequently, recent
geopolitical events related to the Russian-Ukrainian conflict have had a minimal impact on
Uzbekistan's SMEs.

Government Support for SMEs

In both Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan, the governments offer support to SMEs through a range of
programs, subsidies, tax levies, and non-intervention in private entrepreneurial activity, including
moratoriums on business inspections. However, the effectiveness of these support programs in
practice varies between the two countries.

A higher proportion of businesses in Uzbekistan use government support compared to their
counterparts in Kazakhstan. According to interviewees in Uzbekistan, business owners who engage
in exporting their products outside the country avail themselves of a wide range of benefits provided
by the government. These benefits include tax exemptions, assistance with logistics payments,
certification of products, coverage of international exhibition and showroom costs, participation in
conferences, advertisement support, provision of loans, and access to land.
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Based on interviews and examination of newspapers, it appears that government subsidies are
more effective in Uzbekistan compared to Kazakhstan. The president of Uzbekistan, Mirziyoyev,
actively engages with local businesspeople and their representatives, demonstrating a commitment to
addressing and resolving their concerns. The data from newspapers confirms that the Uzbekistani
government implements special measures to support various sectors, including agriculture,
greenhouse farming, rural entrepreneurship, and the textile industry.

Conclusion

The analysis suggests that operational constraints constitute the most significant challenge for
manufacturing SMEs in both countries, although their relative importance differs. Kazakhstani
enterprises appear to be more affected by dependence on imported inputs, export barriers, and limited
utilization of government support programs, whereas Uzbekistani entrepreneurs more frequently
emphasized export opportunities and the availability of state assistance. Interview and newspaper
evidence consistently identified restricted access to finance, shortages of skilled labor, and inadequate
transport and logistical infrastructure as major obstacles to SME growth and competitiveness.
Although Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan have improved their business environments, manufacturing
development remains relatively weak, particularly in Kazakhstan. These findings should be
interpreted as entrepreneurs’ perceptions rather than direct evaluations of policy effectiveness.

The findings also demonstrate the relevance of Institutional Theory and Contextual Dependence
Theory for explaining SME development in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. From the perspective of
Institutional Theory, differences in government support, banking practices, bureaucratic procedures,
and land allocation show how formal institutions shape opportunities and constraints for SMEs.
Contextual Dependence Theory helps explain why similar institutional reforms produce different
outcomes in the two countries. Kazakhstan’s dependence on imported raw materials, exchange-rate
fluctuations, and exposure to the Russian economy create a different business environment from
Uzbekistan’s more diversified manufacturing and agricultural base. Thus, SME development is
shaped not only by formal policies but also by the historical, economic, and geographic context in
which entrepreneurs operate.

The recommendations proposed in this study derive directly from the empirical findings.
Governments in Central Asia should expand affordable lending programs, reduce collateral
requirements, and facilitate access to start-up financing. Policymakers should also encourage
domestic supplier networks, improve logistical infrastructure, and strengthen vocational and technical
training programs tailored to manufacturing enterprises. Finally, the more frequent use of government
support programs among Uzbekistani respondents suggests that SME assistance mechanisms in
Kazakhstan could be made more accessible, transparent, and practically useful for entrepreneurs.
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PA3BUTUE MAJIOI'O U CPEJTHEI'O NPEAIIPUHUMATEJIbCTBA B
IMOCTCOBETCKOM IEHTPAJIBHOM A3UU: ONIBIT KASAXCTAHA U
Y3BEKUCTAHA

AHHOTaNUA

B cratee paccmaTpuBaeTcs pa3BUTHE Majoro W cpenHero mpexnpuHmMarenscTBa (MCII) B mocTcoBeTcKOn
HentpamsHoit A3mm, ¢ akmeHToM Ha Kasaxcran m Y30ekucran. B ortnmdme oT pacnpocTpaHEHHOTO TpeACTaBICHUS,
MIPOJIBUTAEMOT0 MEXIYHAPOIHBIMH OPTaHM3AIMSIMUA U ONPEJEISIONIET0 HAIOTH, KOPPYIIHI0 W OIOPOKPATHIECKYIO
Hea(PEeKTUBHOCTH Kak 0OCHOBHBIE Oapreps! it MCII, nanHoe McciiefoBaHue BEIIBIISIET MHON KPYT ITyOHHHBIX ITPo0JIeM.
Ilenp wuccrnenoBaHHMsl - BBIIBUTh M I[POAHATU3UPOBATh KIIOYEBHIC OMNEPAlIOHHBIC, HHCTUTYLMOHAIBHBIE U
KOHTEKCTyaJbHbIE (DaKTOPBI, ONpPECISIONINE Pa3BUTHE MAJIOTO M CPEIHEr0 MPEANPUHUMATEIBCTBA B ITOCTCOBETCKON
LenrpansHoit A3um, Ha npumepe Kazaxcrana n Y30ekucraHa, ¢ y4eToM O0COOCHHOCTEH JIOKalbHOH OM3HEC-Cpenbl 1
MIOBCETHEBHBIX YCIOBUI (pyHKIMOHMpOBaHMs npennpusatuii. Ha ocHOBe yriyOnEHHBIX MHTEPBBIO M KOHTEHT-aHAIN3a
CMMU B paboTe OIpenessroTcsl KIIOYEBbIE ONEpaIllMOHHBIE Oaphepbl, KOTOpPBIE IO CHUX IOp OCTAIOTCS BO MHOI'OM
HezouccueyeMbIMH. [loydeHHbIEe pe3ynbTaThl MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO MOMHUMO HHCTHTYIMOHAIBHBIX M HOPMAaTHBHBIX
OTpaHWYCHUH, TTOBCETHEBHBIC ONECPAIIMOHHBIC PEalny CYIIECTBEHHO BIUAIOT Ha pasBurue MCII B permone. Anamms
OCHOBaH Ha HMHCTHTYLHOHAJIHHOW TEOPHMH M TEOPHHM KOHTEKCTYaJbHOM 3aBHCHMOCTH, KOTOPBIE B COBOKYIHOCTH
OOBSCHSIOT, Kak ()OpManbHBIE HHCTHTYTHI, MCTOPHUYECKHE HACIEAWS W JIOKAJbHBIE KOHTEKCTyaJbHBIE (DAaKTOPEI
¢dopmupyror ycnosust dynkiuornposanuss MCII B pazmmunbix cpenax. IlpencraBneHHbIe KaueCTBEHHbBIC JAaHHBIC U3
Kazaxcrana n Y30ekucTaHna mo3BOJISIIOT TIIy0Ke MOHSTH CTPYKTYPHBIE M KOHTEKCTYaJIbHbIE (DaKTOPBI, OTPEEISIOIIIe
paszBute MCII B mocTcoBeTckux 3KoHOMHUKaxX. IlosydeHHBIE BBIBOABI PACIIMPSIOT HAydHbIE IPEICTABICHHUS O
NpPeANPUHUMATENbCTBE B CTpaHaX C IEPEeXOJHON SKOHOMUKOW M MOTYT OBITh HCIOJB30BaHbI IMpU pPa3pabOTKe
rocyapcTBeHHON nonutuku noiepxku MCII, yunThIBaromel perioHalbHy0 criennpUKy, peabHble ONepaluoHHbIe
MOTpeOHOCTH OM3HECa 1 0OCOOEHHOCTH MHCTHTYIUOHAIBHOW CPEJIbI.

KiioueBble cjIoBa: Majaoe U CpeaHee NpeAINpPpUHUMATCIBCTBO, HHCTUTYILIMOHAJIbHAA TCOPHA, KOHTCKCTYyaJIbHasA
3aBUCHMOCTS, LleHTpanbHas Asus, KazaxcraH, Y30ekucTaH, onepanoHHbIe Oapbephl

INOCTKEHECTIK OPTAJIBIK ASUAJAT'BI ITAT'BIH ’KOHE OPTA KOCIIIKEPJIKTIH
JAMYBI: KASAKCTAH MEH O3BEKCTAHHBIH TOKIPUBECI

Anjarna

Maxkanaga mocTkeHecTik OpTaibIK A3HsIarsl MAFbH jkoHe opTa KocinkepuikTiH (LLIOK) namMysl KapacThIpbLIAIH,
Heri3ri Hazap Ka3zakcran MeH ©30ekcTanra aynapbuiabl. XadbIKapaiblK YHBIMIAap YCHIHATHIH KOHE CaIBIKTap, Chi0aiiiac
KEMKOPIIBIK TIeH OFopoKpaTsuTbIK THiMCi3aiKTi IIIOK namysIHBIH OacThI Kemepriiepi peTiHae CUITaTTAWTBIH KeH TaparaH
Ke3KapacTaH albIpMallbUIBIFBI, OYJI 3epTTEy TEPCHIPEK JKOHE ©3re CHIATTarbl MAceieep/i aHbIKTaiabl. 3epTTeyIiH
MaKcaTtbl - MOCTKEHECTiK OpTayblK A3WSIaFbl LIAFBIH JKOHE OpTa KOCIIKEPJIKTIH JaMyblH aWKbIHAAWTBIH HETi3ri
OTepanusIbIK, HHCTUTYIIHOHAIIBIK KOHE KOHTEKCTIK (hakTopiapasl KasakcraH MeH ©30eKCTaH MbICANIbIHIA aHBIKTAY
JKOHE Tallfiay, COHJA-aK JKepruliKTi OM3HEC OPTAaHBIH €PEeKIIENIKTepl MEH KOCIOPhIHAAPIBIH KYHIENIKTI KbI3MET eTy
JKaraaimapeid eckepy. TepeHaeTiiren cyx0aTTap MeH OyKapasblK akmapar KypaiJapblHbIH KOHTEHT-TalIaybl HEri3iHae
3epTTey OCHI YaKbITKA ICHIH KETKUTIKTI 3epTTEIMEreH HET13T1 ONepalisUIBIK KeJepriiep i alkpIHaaiapl. TepenaeTinreH
cyxbarTap MeH OyKapallblK aKnapaT KypaJapbIHEIH KOHTCHT-TAJIIaybl HETi31H/Ie 3epTTey OCHI yaKbITKA AeHiH HKEeTKLTIKTI
3epTTEIIMETeH HETI3Ti OMEepalMsUIBIK KeIepriiepli aiKplHAaWmpl. 3epTTey HOTIKEIepl HHCTUTYIHOHAIABIK >KOHE
HOPMATHBTIK IIEKTEYJIepAeH O06JeK, KYHICNIKTI ONepalysIIblK IOBHABIKTapAsH aa eHipaeri IOK mamysrHa
alTapIBIKTall ocep eTeTiHiH KepceTenmi. Tamgay WHCTHUTYIHOHAIIBIK TEOPHUS MEH KOHTEKCTYalAbIK TOYeIILIiK
TEOPUSACHIHA CYHeHe i, oap popMalIbl HHCTUTYTTAp, TAPUXH Mypa KOHE KEePTUTIKTI KOHTEKCTIK (paKTopiIapabIH SpTypIi
opragarel [IIOK KpI3MeTIH Kaiail KaJjblITaCTRIPAThIHBIH TyciHmipeni. Kasakctan Men ©30ekcTaH OOMbBIHINA ajbIHFAH
caraiblK IepeKkTep MocTKeHecTik akoHoMuKatapaarsl IIIOK namybiHa acep eTeTiH KYPhUIbIMJIBIK )KOHE KOHTEKCTYaIIBIK
(dakTopnappl TEPEeHIpeK TYCiHyre MyMKiHIiK Oepeni. HoTmxkenep eTnen 3KOHOMHKACH Oap enaepieri KoCImKepiK
TypaJIbl FRUTBIMU TYCiHIKTI KEHEHTe 1 )koHe alfMaKTHIK epeKIIeNiKTep i, ON3HECTiH HaKThI ONePaIHIIBIK KOKETTUTIKTEpiH
KOHE WHCTHUTYIMOHAJABIK OPTaHBIH epeKmenikTepin eckepe oTbIpbin, IIIOB-TeI Konmmay XeHIHAErT MEMIIEKeTTiK
casicaTThI 93ipJiey/ie MaijanaHbluTybl MyMKIH.

Herisri ce3aep: marbiH XoHE OpTa KCINKEPIIiK, HHCTHTYIMOHAJJIBIK TEOPHs, KOHTEKCTIK ToyesaiIiK, OpTanbik
Aszns, Kazakcran, ©30ekcTaH, onepanysibK Keaepriiaep.
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