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Abstract. The growing geopolitical importance of the BRICS group, in the midst of the international liberal order’s crisis, requires
a thorough analysis of the basic components of the state sovereignty of its members — their National Security Systems (NSS). The
aim of this study is to determine common patterns and distinctive features in the architecture and strategic directions of the NSS of
Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa as founding member-states of the group, with a simultaneous focus on evaluating the
prospects for their unification within the framework of creating a polycentric system of international governance. The methodology
for the study is founded on a systematic and comparative study of official strategic documents, legislative documents, scientific
works, and statements from political elites. The study’s outcomes indicate that, in spite of fundamental distinctions in political
systems, all BRICS nations demonstrate a comprehensive approach towards security, with economic, energy, and informational
dimensions, corresponding with their role of so-called “emerging powers” or “rising powers”. The fundamental finding is that
the full institutional unification of the BRICS NSS is impossible due to fundamental distinctions in political regimes, mutually
antagonistic national interests, and differing threat perceptions, corresponding with the basic assumptions of the neorealist school.
Nevertheless, the study determines promising directions for limited and situational unification in the area of non-traditional
threats of a security nature, such as cybersecurity, counter-terrorism, and military-technical coordination, corresponding with
the logic of neoliberal institutionalism. Prospects for such interaction within BRICS do not reside within the creation of a hard
alliance framework, but rather with the formation of a “flexible geometry” and network interaction on specific, non-ideologized
directions for interstate interaction, corresponding with a model of “sovereignty integration” within each BRIC member’s NSS.
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Introduction

The alteration of the world politics balance of power from unipolarity towards
a polycentric model, which Russian scholars, such as A.D.Voskresensky,
conceptualized, has provided for the increasing activity of non-Western subjects,
among which the BRICS group occupies a special place [1]. Once an “economic”
form, defined by Jim O’Neill as a group of rapidly developing economies [2], it
has progressively turned out to be a proper platform for political and strategic
consultations. As Russian President V.V. Putin stated at the 2023 BRICS summit:
“BRICS is not an alliance, not a bloc, but a powerful association of states united by
the aspiration for equal, mutually beneficial partnership, respect for the sovereign
choice of development paths” [3]. Thisis confirmed by such facts as the establishment
of the Contingent Reserve Arrangement [4]. In this regard, comparative analysis
of the National Security Systems of the BRICS member countries is of particular
scientific and practical relevance, first of all, as regards discussions on BRICS's
opportunities as an emerging military-political pole as an equivalent of customary
Western alliances.
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The relevance of this study is determined by the need to bridge the gap between the
growing number of works devoted to the BRICS economy and the fragmentation
of comprehensive comparative studies of their security systems from a political
science perspective [5; 6]. Existing publications often focus on individual countries
or bilateral relations (e.g., the Russia-China strategic partnership), failing to offer
a holistic comparative perspective for the entire “founding five” and not addressing
the practical issue of integrating these systems within a multilateral agenda.

The subject of this article is the comparative consideration of the formation and
development of the current status of the NSS of BRICS nations and, on this occasion,
determine the problems and future opportunities for uniting them. To accomplish
this task, the following aspects are considered:
1. Analyze the regulatory framework and strategic priorities in the field of
national security of each country.
2. Study the institutional setup of the NSS and mention significant variations.
3. Conclude on the opportunities and limitations for coordinating the BRICS
NSS, in what directions and what formats such interaction can be performed.

Materials and Methods

The methodological foundation for the conducted research is systems approach
and synthesis of comparative analysis. The systems approach, which was
developed in D. Easton’s books and applied for security by B. Buzan [7; 8], allows
us to address the NSS as a whole, hierarchically organized set of interconnected
elements: processes and institutions. For the BRICS model, this approach functions
successfully as it allows for consideration of national NSS as distinct subsystems of
a forming international polycentric structure.

The comparative political method, whose foundation was laid by A. Lijphart and
G. Sartori [9], allows for comparison of such factors in BRICS, revealing convergent
and divergent characteristics. On this occasion, the choice of the comparison units
must be taken seriously (designs of “most similar / most different systems”). The
NSS of the BRICS nations represent a “different systems” type, so this design
would be doubly effective for finding unifying tendencies.

The theoretical explanation of the unification problem is conducted in the frame of
rival international relations theories:
* Neorealism (K. Waltz) can explain the fundamental limits on integration as
well, i.e.: the anarchy of the international system, the supremacy of national
over collective interests, and structural contradictions (etc.: Indo-Chinese
rivalry) [10].
* Neoliberal institutionalism (R.Keohane) offers instruments for studying
chances for cooperation in such sectors with correlated gains (cybersecurity,
terrorism), and reveals why the creation of institutions (the BRICS Working
Group on Counter-Terrorism) can reduce transactional costs and form
expectations [11].
¢ Constructivist approach (A. Wendt) focuses on shared understandings and
identities. This approach, at the BRICS level, can be presented as an effort at
forming the shared “rising powers” or “civilization-states” identity, which,
though, is in conflict with the influential different identities of the BRICS
member-states [12].
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The primary sources of information were official documents: National Security
Strategy of the Russian Federation [13], National Defense White Paper of China
[14], doctrinal works of India [15], National Defense Strategy of Brazil [16], and
South Africa’s Defense Review [17]. Content analysis of the documents identified
the objects of study as follows: identification of leading concepts such as “threats,”
“priorities,” “institutional structure,” “security concept,” etc. The verification and
comprehensive analysis were done with the aid of peer-reviewed scientific sources,
such as works of Russian, Chinese, and Indian political scientists, and reports by

highly respected analytical centers.

an

Results and Discussion

Comparative Study of BRICS NSS: Development T owards Comprehensive Security

Analysis of the central documents of the conceptual-doctrinal sub-system of
the NSS reveals that all BRICS nations have codified their concepts of security,
and their development exhibits an unambiguous tendency towards shifting
from the classical, exclusively military interpretation of security to a full-scale
one, encompassing a vast range of threats. This development is consistent with
international practice, but for BRICS nations it has a particular aspect linked with
their role of so-called “centers of emerging power”.
* Russian Federation. The National Security Strategy of the RF defines security as
overall, integrative, and it includes defense, state and public security, economic
development, and technological advances. Primary threats represent a military-
political type, as directly specified in the document: “the activity of states aimed
at undermining the sovereignty, violating the territorial integrity of the Russian
Federation and its allies, including through the use of military force” [13]. They
are accompanied by new threats, for example, “the use of information and
communication technologies for interference in internal affairs” [13].
® China. The principle of “Comprehensive National Security” unites military
might, economic growth, and social stability. The White Paper stresses that
“China’s national security covers a wide range of fields, and it is needed to
balance development and security” [14]. Priorities for China are modernization
of the PLA, defense of territorial integrity (Taiwan, Xinjiang, Tibet), and sea
communication lines, showing the will to turn China into a “maritime power”.
This policy, in the opinion of A.D.Voskresensky, materializes the doctrine
of “peaceful rise”, in which security is used for unobstructed economic
development and the export of soft power [1]. The Chinese political scientist
Wang Yiwei, in his theory of a “Community with a Shared Future for Mankind”
(NFdriz L F{4&), which is often referred to by PRC leadership, advocates
a perspective on security that moves beyond classical alliances. In his opinion,
“the security of a single country cannot be obtained at the cost of others, and
only dialogue and international cooperation can be the correct way for securing
common security” [18]. This perspective directly has an impact on China’s
BRICS verbosity.
* India. Conceptual and doctrine papers [16] demonstrate a Pakistan- and
China-focused perception of military threats, but energy security and counter-
terrorism are also mentioned as major priorities. The Indian Armed Forces
Joint Doctrine focuses on preparedness for “hybrid wars” and defence of vital
infrastructure, making it closer to Russian and Chinese models [15]. In his speech
at the SCO summit, Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi highlighted the
necessity of “collective efforts for combating terrorism, combating extremism
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and combating radicalization” [19], which testifies to the preparedness of India
for multilateral partnership for non-traditional threats within platforms such as
BRICS.

* Brazil. National Defense Strategy prioritizes defense of sovereignty over
valuable natural riches (the Amazon, oil fields on the Atlantic shelf), and against
non-traditional threats (transnational crime). The paper literally declares so:
“The protection of the huge natural wealth, especially in the Amazon and
on the Atlantic shelf, is a national priority” [16]. This ecological and resource
aspect of security is the unique feature of the Brazilian NSS, which fits with
its status as an “ecological superpower” and leader of the Global South. The
former President of Brazil Dilma Rousseff stated as early as 2014 that “BRICS
challenges the current geopolitical architecture, which still reflects the post-war
realities. We must jointly defend our interests and contribute to the creation of
a more balanced world order” [20].

* South Africa. The South African stance, as it follows from the Defense Review,
is the most highly concentrated on “human security” and the threats posed
by poverty, inequality, crime, and local instability. The statement proceeds as
follows: “Defence must contribute towards addressing the underlying drivers
of instability, such as poverty, unemployment and social exclusion” [17]. This
stance, is typical for the African environment, where the security of the state and
that of its citizens can but coincide and where South Africa’s role as a stabilizer
of the region is predetermined. In his words on the role of BRICS, President
Cyril Ramaphosa pointed out that “the partnership should be used to address
the challenges facing the Global South, including insecurity, inequality and lack
of development” [21].

Institutional Structure: From Centralization Towards Pluralism

The institutional setup of the NSS (subsystems of force, means, spheres) reflects
each nation’s political culture and state configuration, and this is the biggest barrier
towards further integrating.

Russia and China represent strongly centralized, personalized models. In Russia,
the central coordinating function belongs to the Security Council of the Russian
Federation headed by the President, who is vested with constitutional powers for
“forming and directing the Security Council” (Art. 83 of the Russian Constitution).
In China, unabridged leadership is vested in the National Security Commission
of the CPC Central Committee under the control of the General Secretary of the
CPC Central Committee, which codifies the principle of “the Party commanding
the gun” [14]. This model, characterized as vertically integrated, centralizes
strategic planning and operational control within a narrow circle of decision-
makers, enabling rapid response but increasing the risk of over-personalization.
Chinese scholar Yan Xuetong from Tsinghua University describes this model as
a “strategy of holistic national security” (G 4[E X %4 ), with the party playing
an integrating function, making the system effective but hard to harmonize with
liberal models [22].

India, Brazil, and South Africa, as democracies, possess multi-sided and
diversified systems with separation of powers from the executive (president,
prime minister), security councils (India’s National Security Council, Brazil’s
Defense Council), and parliamentary committees with oversight roles. This
results in a “horizontally distributed” model that functions less effectively in
crisis but is more transparent (Table).
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Comparative Features of BRICS States’ National Security Systems

Country Key document  Decision-making center Key threats Go::(:)r;:lnce
Russia National Security Security Council NATO actions, threats to Vertically
Strategy [13] (President) sovereignty, cyberattacks Integrated
National Security Separatism, protection
China National Defense  Commission of the CPC o fpsea 1ane; pensurin Vertically
White Paper [14] Central Committee rovxll th & Integrated
(NSC CPC CC) &
. Military Doctrine Prl.me Muuste.r, Terrorism, regional Horizontally
India National Security . . o
[15] . rivals, border security Distributed
Council
Brazil National Defence President, Defense r(gzg’?igifi(fi;ilnaig N Horizontally
Strategy [16] Council p Distributed
resources
South Defence Review President, froir‘;e;?’r;slgﬁﬁ?i?hg’ Horizontally
Africa [17] Government ! y Distributed

Africa

Source: compiled by Leonid G. Abdrakhimov.

Issues and Prospects of BRICS NSS Integration Theoretical Explanation

The conducted analysis allows estimating the possibility of integrating the BRICS
NSS since it is characterized as the acquisition of the capability for joint activity,
information exchange, and coordination of actions. The conclusion is that full-
scale and comprehensive integration in the short and medium terms is unlikely
but that partial and situational integration on single directions is possible and

promising.

Primary Issue and Restriction for Integration (Neorealist Approach):

1. Profound Variation in Political Regimes. The Russian and Chinese centralized
NSSmodels, which integrate security with the stability of the political regime, are
weakly compatible at the institutional and ideological levels with the distributed
Indian, Brazilian, and South African systems. The strategic convergence of
Moscow and Beijing is based on shared authoritarianism and confrontation
with the West, which does not find full resonance in Delhi, Brasilia, or Pretoria.
From the neorealist perspective, such a variation in “state types” leads to a non-
overcomeable barrier of trust.

2. Conflicting National Interests. The strategic competition between China and
India, suchas overborders and in the Indian Ocean, is a systemiclimitation on any
intense military-political interaction within BRICS. This animosity, as K. Waltz
put it, is a quintessential illustration of the “security dilemma” in anarchy [10].
The mantra of multipolarity can’t defeat the structural contradiction between
the two giants of Asia.

3. Divergence in Perceptions of Threats. Security issues that are of concern for
Russia (NATO) or China (separatism) do not take centre stage for Brazil or
South Africa, and this results in divergent setting of priorities. Security threats
for South Africa, as C. Alden and M. Schoeman observes, “are mostly internal
and continental in nature, and not globally adversarial” [23]. This supports
neorealist argument of paramountcy of national interest.
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4. Lack of Shared Identity and Enemy. BRICS is not a value-based defense
alliance with an identified enemy, as it is with NATO, and the motivation for
cohesion is thus situational and pragmatic [5]. The constructivist account is in
the weakness: that a shared “we-identity” at both the elite and societal levels
within the BRICS countries is [12].

Prospects for Low-Level Integration (NeoLiberal-Institutionalist Approach):
1. Sphere of Non-Traditional Security Challenges. This area offers the greatest
potential for convergence over divergence with its features. In the eyes of
neoliberal institutionalism, it is in such “technical” realms that cooperation is at
its highest likelihood, as it entails mutual gains (absolute gains) at a negligible
political cost [11].

* Cybersecurity: Adopting collective stands on internet governance as
an alternate model, establishing mechanisms for communication on
cyberattacks. State sovereignty in the cyber space is retained by each of
the BRICS nations.

¢ Counter-Terrorism and Transnational Organized Crime: Promoting
global cooperation on terrorism and crime through working groups like
the BRICS Working Group on Counter-Terrorism. It is the functional
working groups that become the ‘growth points’ of practical BRICS
cooperation in the security sphere.

* Energy and Food Security: Coordination for stabilizing world markets,
which is equal to the economic interests of all members.

2. Military-Technical Cooperation and Tactical, Operational, and Strategic
Interoperability.

¢ Joint Exercises: Executing exercises training interaction at the tactical
level (such as search and rescue operations, anti-piracy), without setting
up a single strategic command. The “MIR” emergency response exercises
constitute a successful example.

¢ Standardization of Armaments: Joint procurement and production
of weapons systems (such as Russian-Indian collaborations such as
BRAHMOS). The formula represents a platform for the diffusion of
technologies and standards and not for any further political unification.

3. Strategic Dialogue and Crisis Management.

¢ Formation of fixed consultative mechanisms (security council secretaries’
and defense ministers’ meetings) for exchanging estimations and evading
escalation, with special relevance on the backdrop of Indo-Chinese
contradictions. This type of dialogue fosters the formation of common
“rules of the game”.

Therefore, the model towards which BRICS is naturally evolving is not the
“integration of systems” (NSS) by similarity with classical coalitions, but
“networking” on selective, de-ideologized agendas [5; 24]. This “variable
geometry”, or, applying A.D. Voskresensky’s term, “integration of sovereignty”,
enables cooperation where there is coincidence of interest and upholds sovereignty
where they do not coincide, with no need for radical political convergence [1].
Chinese analyst Liu Ziq from the China Institute of International Studies (CIIS)
defines this as “pragmatic functionalism”, whereby cooperation emerges from
below, from discrete projects up to future coordination on a deeper plane, evading
ideological divergences.

The findings and their interpretations from the perspective of previous studies and
working hypotheses need to be provided by the authors themselves. The findings
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and what they signify need to be provided in as broad a frame as feasible. The
future directions for research may also be provided.

Conclusion

This book has allowed for a comprehensive comparative analysis of BRICS NSS

and a study of their integration prospects within the context of opposing theoretical

paradigms.
1. A shared pattern for each of the five nations is the development towards a total
security model that engages the military, economic, and societal realms. This
provides a shared conceptual foundation for argument but does not eliminate
underlying distinctions.
2. The crucial difference that opposes deeper integration is the institutional
design: from highly centralized, “vertically integrated” variants in Russia and
China to multi-centered, “horizontally distributed” systems in India, Brazil,
and South Africa. The difference is a symptom of a deeper separation between
authoritarian and democratic political cultures.
3. The shared features provide grounds for communication; on the other
hand, divergent features, and first of all, conflicting Indian and Chinese
interests, represent the essence of fundamentals and constrain the degree
of integration, which is explained within the neorealist school with evident
success. BRICS is and continues to be a “coalition of interests”, rather than
a “coalition of values”.
4. The unification opportunities, framed within the neoliberal institutionalist
perspective, do not lie in creating a single military-political bloc, but rather in
developing pragmatic network interaction within areas such as cybersecurity,
counter-terrorism, and military-technical cooperation. The success will be
dependent on the ability of BRICS member countries to delineate separate
sectors of cooperation from strategic divergences and develop working
institutions.

Other projects can pertain to the evaluation of the efficiency of current
mechanisms of interaction within BRICS (such as the Working Group on
Counter-Terrorism), and the consideration of the effect of the expansion of
the association (new entry of States such as Iran, Saudi Arabia, UAE) on the
priorities and security cooperation dynamics. Empirical confirmation of the
thesis on “sovereignty integration” with the support of selected case studies on
cooperation is of special interest.

References / Ciycok anrepartypsl

[1] Voskresensky, A.D. (2020). ‘Greater East Asia’: World Politics and Regional Transformations. Moscow:
Aspekt Press. (In Russ.)
«boapmmas BocrosiHass Asusi»: MupoBas IOAUTMKA U perMoOHa/AbHbBIe TpaHCPoOpMaIuy : Hayd.-
oOpaszoBaT. KOMILAeKC / pykK. aBT. Koadektumsa A./l. BockpeceHckmii ; 1o oOImI. pea.
A.A. Bockpecenckoro. M. : MITIMO - Yausepcruret, 2010. 444 c.

[2] O'Neill, J. (2001). Building Better Global Economic BRICs. Global Economics Paper No. 66.

[3] Putin, V.V. (2023, August 23). Statement by Russian Federation President V.V. Putin at the BRICS Summit
Plenary Meeting. Geopolitica.ru. (In Russ.) https://www.geopolitika.ru/en/article/speech-russian-
president-brics-summit-23-august-2023

POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS, PROCESSES, AND TECHNOLOGIES

205



Evolution and Comparative Analysis of National Security Structures of BRICS Countries:
Abdrakhimov L.G. Issues and Future Prospects for Integration

Bricryniaenne Ilpesngenta Poccun va cammure BPVIKC, 23 asrycra 2023 roaa // Geonoanrtuxka.
ru. URL: https://www.geopolitika.ru/en/article/speech-russian-president-brics-summit-23-august-
2023 (aarta oopamenyst: 10.02.2025).

[4] Stuenkel, O. (2015). The BRICS and the Future of Global Order (Chapter 4, pp. 95-120). Lexington Books.

[5] Mielniczuk, F. (2013). BRICS in the contemporary world: changing identities, converging interests.
Third World Quarterly, 34(6), 1075-1090. https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2013.802506

[6] Stephen, M.D. (2014). Rising powers, global capitalism and liberal global governance: a historical
materialist account of the BRICS challenge. European Journal of International Relations, 20(4), 912-938.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354066114523655

[7] Buzan, B., & Weever, O. (2003). Regions and Powers: The Structure of International Security. Cambridge
University Press.

[8] Joseph, S., Nye, Jr., & Lynn-Jones, S.M. (1988). International security studies: A report of a conference
on the state of the field. International Security, 12(4), 5-27.

[9] Landman, T. (2017). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics: An Introduction (4th ed.). Routledge.

[10] Waltz, K.N. (1979). Theory of International Politics. Addison-Wesley.

[11] Keohane, R.O. (1984). After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy. Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press.

[12] Wendt, A. (1999). Social Theory of International Politics. Cambridge University Press.

[13] On the National Security Strategy of the Russian Federation. Publ. Decree No. 400 (2021, July 7). (In Russ.)

http://www .kremlin.ru/acts/bank/47046/page/2

Yxas IIpesugenra Poccuiickonn @Pegepanum ot 02.07.2021 No 400 «O crparermy HauMOHaABHON
6esomnacHoctu Poccuiickoit Pegepanum» // Ilpesngent Poccun. URL: http://www.kremlin.ru/acts/

bank/47046/page/2 (aata obparienns: 10.03.2025).
[14] The State Council the People’s Republic of China. (2019, July 24). China’s National Defense in the New

Era.  https://english.www.gov.cn/archive/whitepaper/201907/24/content WS5d3941ddc6d08408f
502283d.html

[15] Ministry of Defence, Government of Ind1a (2017 November). Joint Training Doctrine: Indian Armed

[16] Ministry of Defence (2008) Natzomzl Strategy of Defence Braz1l

[17] Department of Defence, Republic of South Africa. (2014). South African Defence Review. Pretoria.

[18] Wang, Y. (2016). The Belt and Road Initiative: What will China offer the World in Its Rise. New World
Press.

[19] Prime Minister’s Office, Government of India. (2022, September 16). Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s
Address at the SCO Summit. https://www.pmindia.gov.in/en/news_updates/pms-remarks-at-the-
sco-summit

[20] Rousseff, D. (2014, July 15). Opening statement at the 6th BRICS Summit, Fortaleza, Brazil.

[21] Ramaphosa, C. (2018, July 25). BRICS Busmess Forum address. ]ohannesburg, South Africa. https [/

[22] Yan, X. (2019) The rise of China and its power status. The Chinese Journal of International Politics, 12,
1-26.

[23] Alden, C., & Schoeman, M. (2013). South Africa in the company of giants: The search for leadership
in a transforming global order. International Affairs, 89(1), 111-129.

[24] Fawcett, L. (2005). Regionalism from an historical perspective. In M. Farrell, B. Hettne, & L. van
Langenhove (Eds.), Global Politics of Regionalism: Theory and Practice (pp. 13—30). Routledge.

206

POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS, PROCESSES, AND TECHNOLOGIES


https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2013.802506
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354066114523655
http://www.kremlin.ru/acts/bank/47046/page/2
http://www.kremlin.ru/acts/bank/47046/page/2
http://www.kremlin.ru/acts/bank/47046/page/2
https://english.www.gov.cn/archive/whitepaper/201907/24/content_WS5d3941ddc6d08408f502283d.html
https://english.www.gov.cn/archive/whitepaper/201907/24/content_WS5d3941ddc6d08408f502283d.html
https://www.pib.gov.in/newsite/PrintRelease.aspx?relid=173509&reg=3&lang=2
https://www.pmindia.gov.in/en/news_updates/pms-remarks-at-the-sco-summit/
https://www.pmindia.gov.in/en/news_updates/pms-remarks-at-the-sco-summit/
https://www.gov.za/news/speeches/president-cyril-ramaphosa-remarks-brics-business-forum-25-jul-2018
https://www.gov.za/news/speeches/president-cyril-ramaphosa-remarks-brics-business-forum-25-jul-2018

BRICS+: Current Agenda, 2025, 1(2), 199-207

DBOAIOLIVISL I CPAaBHUTEAbHBIV aHAAV3 HaIlMMOHAAbHBIX
cuicreM Oe3onacHOCTU cTpaH bPUKC: mpo0aeMbl
Y1 IIepCIIeKTUBBI MHTEerpaun

A.T.Abapaxumos

Dunancuposanne. Hacrosimee
MccAeOBaHME He 101y4al0 BHEIIHEro
¢unancuposans.

3asBaenne 06 MHGOPMIPOBAaHHOM
COTrAacyim: He IIPUMEHIIMO.

Kondankt marepecos. ABTop 3asBaseT
00 OTCyTCTBUM KOH(AMKTA MHTEPECOB.

baaroaapaocTi. AsTop 6aarojaput
Hay4HBIX KOHCYABTaHTOB 3a LIeHHbIE
3aMe4daHIs M peKOMeHAaluy, y9TeHHbIe
B IIpO1jecce MOATOTOBKM AaHHOM CTaThU.

Vicropus craTeu: nocrynuaa B peAakimio
1 mast 2025 r.; oTpertensuposana 22 Mast
2025 r.; mpuHaTa K myoankanyy 18 mions
2025 .

Ceeaenust 00 aBTOpe:

Ab6dpaxumos Aeortud I'umadumounosud,
KaHAMAAT TOAUTUIECKIX HayK, aCCHCTeHT
KadeApbl CPABHUTEABHOIT TOAUTOAOTHH,
Poccuiicknit yHuBepcuTeT ApysKOnt
Hapoaos, Poccuiickas Peaeparus, 117198,
Mocksa, ya. Mukayxo-Makaas, 4. 10,
KOPpIT. 2.

ORCID: 0009-0006-5730-5210

E-mail: van.]leonid@mail.ru

Poccuitcknit yHuBepcuteT Apy>KObI Hapo40B, Mockea, Poccuiickas Qedeparjusi
van.leonid@mail.ru

Annotanms. Bospacraioiee reoroantndeckoe sHaueHne oobeannenns bPVIKC na ¢pone kpusuca anbepaabHOro MeKAy-
HapOAHOTO IOpsAKa TpedyeT TIaTeAbHOIO aHaAM3a 0a30BBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB IOCYyAapCTBEHHOIO CyBepPEHNUTEeTa ero yJacTHM-
KOB — X HaIlMoHaAbHBIX cucteM GesonacHoctu (CHB). Lleap — BpLiBuTh OOIIIME 3aKOHOMEPHOCTU U OTANYUTEABHbIE OCO-
GeHHOCTU apXMUTEKTYphl 1 crparernyeckux opuentupos CHB crpan — ocnosareapnuiy ooveaunenns (bpasmanm, Poccun,
Muaun, Kuras u IOAP), a Takxe OIIeHUTD ITePCHeKTUBE! UX YHU(pUKanum B paMkax popMupoBaHus IOAUIIEHTPUYHON CI-
CTeMbI MEXAYyHapOAHOTO yIIpaBAeHNs. MeTojoa0rus nccaeoBanys 6a3upyeTcst Ha CICTEMHOM U CPaBHUTEABHOM aHaAu3e
ouUIMaABHBIX CTPATEINYECKIX A0KYMEHTOB, 3aKOHOaTeAbHBIX aKTOB, HAyYHBIX PaObOT 1 3as1BA€HNI OANTUYECKIX DANT. Pe-
3yABTaTBI IIOKA3BIBAIOT, YTO, HECMOTP:I Ha pyHAaMeHTaAbHbIe pa3ANdNs B IOAUTUIECKUX cucTeMax, Bce crpansl BPVIKC ge-
MOHCTPUPYIOT KOMILAEKCHBIN II0AX0Z K BOIIpocaM 6e3011acHOCTH, BKAIOYAIOIII NI DKOHOMIUYECKOe, DHepreTndeckoe 1 nHdpop-
MaI[IOHHO€e M3MEPeHNsI, YTO COOTBETCTBYET MX POAM TaK Ha3hbIBA€MBIX «HOBBIX IIEHTPOB CUADI» WAV «BOCXOAAIIUX AepPKaB».
KaroueBoi1 BEIBO/ MCCA€A0BaHMS 3aKAI0YAETCS B TOM, UTO I0AHas MHCTuTynmoHaabHas yaudukams CHB crpan BPVIKC ne-
BO3MO>KHA M3-3a IPUHINIINAABHBIX Pa3ANYMil HOANTUYECKUX PEXKIMOB, B3aIMHO ITPOTMBOPEUNMBBIX HAIIVIOHAABHBIX MHTe-
PecoB 1 pa3ANYHOIO BOCIIPUATIS YIPO3, YTO COOTHOCUTCS € Ga30BBIMM I10A0XKEHIAMY HeOPeaAnCTCKON IKoAbl. TeM He Me-
Hee OIIpeAeAsIOTCs IIepCIIeKTUBHbIe HallpaBAeHs OTpaHIdeHHON U CUTYaTUBHON yHUUKaImu B cpepe HeTpasuIIIOHHBIX
yrpo3 6e30I1acHOCT, TaKMX KaK KubepOe30I1acHOCTD, IIPOTUBOAEIICTBIIE TEPPOPU3MY U BOEHHO-TeXHIYECKOe COTpyAHMYe-
CTBO, UTO COOTBETCTBYET AOTMKe He0AnDepaabHOIO MHCTUTYIIMOHaAu3Ma. IlepcrieKTuBeI 110 400HOTO B3aMOAEVICTBIS B paM-
kax BPVIKC 3ak4104aioTcs He B CO34aHIM XKeCTKON COIO3HON CTPYKTYPBI, a B POPMIUPOBAHNI «THOKOI TeOMETPIUI» I CETeBOTO
B3aMIMO/EVICTBILS 110 KOHKPETHBIM, HeMA€0A0T 31 POBaHHBIM HallPaBAeHUAM MeKIOCyAapCTBeHHOIO COTPYAHMYECTBa, YTO CO-
OTBETCTBYeT MOAEAM «MHTerpaIyisl CyBepeHUTETOB» B HaIlMIOHAABHBIX CICTeMax Oe301acHocTy crpaH — ydactankos BPVIKC.
KatoueBbie caoBa: nHanuonaapHas GesomacHocts, BPVIKC, cpaBHuTeAbHBINI aHaaAmu3, crparerms Oe3oIacHOCTM, MHTe-
rpamys cucrteM 06e30I1aCHOCTM, MHOIOIIOASPHOCTh, IeOIOANTHKA, HeopeaausM, HeoAuOepaAbHBIV MHCTUTYIIMOHAAU3M.
Karouesbie caoBa: HaimoHaabHas 6esonacHocts, BPVIKC, cpaBHMTeABHBIN aHaAU3, CTpaTerus 6e3011acHOCTY, MHTerparyis
crcreM 6e30I1acHOCTY, MHOTOIIOAS PHOCTD, T€OIIOAUTIKA, HeOpeaan3M, HeoAndepaAbHbIN MHCTUTYIIVIOHAAN3M
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