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Abstract

The article provides a comprehensive analysis of the significant transformations in the global economy, particularly
focusing on international trade, which have been catalyzed by technological advancements, shifts in political ideologies, and
various geopolitical shocks. These shocks often serve as pivotal moments that necessitate the revision and reorganization of
existing trade relationships, thereby profoundly affecting the international market landscape. As geopolitical tensions escalate,
traditional economic ties are increasingly fracturing, leading to the emergence of new and often unexpected alliances. The
study emphasizes the multipolar nature of modern geopolitics, which influences not only individual countries but entire
regions, complicating the global trade environment.

A critical case highlighted is the geopolitical tensions surrounding the Red Sea, a vital transport corridor that includes the
Suez Canal —responsible for approximately 12% of global trade. The strategic significance of this region for major economies
such as China, India, EU member states, and the United States is underscored, particularly in light of recent conflicts that
threaten maritime security. The military clashes between Israel and Hamas in 2023-2024 exemplify how such conflicts can
disrupt shipping routes, forcing a substantial percentage of vessels to reroute around the Cape of Good Hope. This rerouting
has resulted in increased delivery times and unprecedented shipping costs, with a recorded rise of 243%, alongside significant
spikes in fuel expenses and insurance premiums.

The article quantitatively illustrates these economic repercussions, including a dramatic increase in shipping costs from
$2,000-$3,000 to $5,000-$6,000 per container. Such changes have led to a 30% decline in traffic through the Suez Canal and
have posed severe challenges for nations reliant on this critical trade route. Overall, this study underscores the intricate
connections between geopolitics and economics, revealing how contemporary conflicts reshape global supply chains and trade
dynamics.

Geopolitical instability in the Middle East is creating tactical advantages in energy, agriculture, arms sales and logistics for
Russian businesses on the new global trade map. While these are short-term gains from global instability, Russia uses them to
pursue strategic goals: diversifying trade routes, strengthening ties with non-Western nations, and securing a more influential
position in a shifting multipolar world order.
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AHHOTanMsA

B craTthe [jaeTcsi BCECTOPOHHMI aHA/U3 3HAUMTE/ILHBIX MPeobpa30oBaHU B MUPOBOW IKOHOMHKE, 0COOEHHO B 0b6macTu
MeXX/[yHapOJHOW TOPTOB/IM, KOTOPble OBUTH BBI3BaHBI TEXHOJIOTMYECKUM MPOTPECCOM, CMEHOW TMOMUTHYECKUX HIEOJOTHH U
Pa3/MUHbIMY T'eOTO/IUTHYeCKUMU TIOTPSICEHUSIMU. ODTU TOTPSICEHHsST YacTO CTAHOBSITCS TTOBOPOTHBIMA MOMEHTaMH, KOTODbIe
TpeOylOT MepecMoTpa M peopraHy3allly CyIeCTBYIOIIMX TOPrOBBIX OTHOLIEHHH, OKa3blBasi TeM CaMbIM [VIyOOKoe B/IMsSIHUE Ha
CUTyal|l0 Ha MeXXJyHapoJHOM pbIHKe. 1o Mepe pocTa reonosdTHUYecKOl HaNpspKeHHOCTH TPaJULIMOHHbIE SKOHOMHUECKHUe
CBSI3U BCe OOsiblile Pa3pyLIaloTCsl, UTO IIPUBOJUT K TMOSIBJIEHHUIO HOBBIX M 3a4acTyl0 HeOXKH/IaHHBIX a/lbsHCOB. B ncciegoBaHuu
TIo7luepK1BaeTCsi MHOTOIIO/SIPHBIN XapaKTep COBPeMeHHOM reoro/IMTHKY, KOTOpasi B/MsIeT He TO/IBKO Ha OT/ie/IbHble CTPaHbl, HO
Y Ha LiefTble PEeTHOHbI, YCJIOKHSIS yC/IOBUSI MUPOBOW TOPTOBJIH.

Ocobo crieyeT OTMETUTb TeOTOJUTHUECKYI0 HAamNpsDKeHHOCTh BOKPYr KpacHOro Mopsi, JKM3HEHHO BaXKHOTO
TPaHCIOPTHOTO KOPHJOpa, KOTOphIA BKItoyaeT B cebsi CysLKHWI KaHas, Ha JIOMI0 KOTOPOTO MPUXOOWTCS mpumepHO 12%
MHPOBOU TOpProeu. [TofyepKrBaeTcsi cTpaTternueckoe 3HaueHHe 3TOTO PervoHa /st KPYIHBIX SKOHOMUK, TakMx Kak Kurai,
Wnpus, rocynapctBa — uieHsl EC u CoepvHenHble IllTathl, oco6eHHO B CBeTe HeJaBHUX KOH(IMKTOB, YTPOXKAIOLIUX
6e3ormacHocTy Ha Mope. BoeHHble cTonkHOBeHUsI Mexy V3pannem u XAMACOM B 2023-2024 rofax SIBASFOTCS TPUMEPOM
TOrO, KaK 1ofZj00Hble KOHQUIMKTBI MOTYT HapyIIWUTb CYAOXOZHbIE MapIIPyThl, BEIHYMB 3HAUUTE/BHYIO UacTh CY[OB H3MEHUTh
MapupyT BOKpyr Mbica obpoii Hagexzpl. OTO M3MeHeHHMe MapILpyTa TIPUBEJI0O K YBEJHMUEHHIO CPOKOB [IOCTaBKU M
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GecrpelieIeHTHBIM 3aTpaTaM Ha [JOCTaBKY, KOTOpble BBIPOCIH Ha 243%, Hapsy CO 3HAUUTEeNbHBIM POCTOM PAacXOJOB Ha
TOI/IMBO U CTPaxOBbIX B3HOCOB.

Crarbsi KOJIMYECTBEHHO W/ITIOCTPUPYeT 3TH SKOHOMHYeCKHe I0C/Ie[CTBUS, BK/IHOUas pe3Koe yBelMYeHHe CTOMMOCTHU
JocraBku ¢ 2000-3000 ponnapoB o 5000-6000 fnosnapoB 3a KoHTeiiHep. Takve H3MeHeHUs! TIPHMBeNUd K COKpaleHHIO
nepeBo3ok uepe3 Cysukuii KaHan Ha 30% U CO37anu cepbe3Hbie MPoO/IeMbl /ISl CTPaH, 3aBUCAIIUX OT 3TOrO0 BaKHEHIero
TOProBOro Mapuipyta. B 1iesioM, 3TO HcCC/lefoBaHMe TIIOJUYePKHBaeT CAOKHYH B3aMMOCBSI3b MEXAY TIeOINOUTHKON U
SKOHOMMKOMH, TTOKa3bIBast, KAK COBpeMeHHbIe KOHQUIMKTBI MEHSIIOT IJI00anbHbIe [EeTOUKH TIOCTaBOK U JTUHAMUKY TOPTOBJIH.

TeomosmTHUecKast HeCTabMILHOCTE Ha bBmokHeM BocToke co3faeT A poccuiickoro OW3Heca TaKTHUeCKHe
TIperMYIeCTBa B SHEpPreTHKe, CebCKOM X035HCTBe, SKCIIOPTe BOOPY)KEHUM U JIOTUCTHKE Ha HOBOM KapTe MUPOBOM TOPIOB/IH.
XOTsI 3TO KPaTKOCPOUHBIE BBITO/IbI OT [106a/IbHON HeCTabUIbHOCTH, POCCHsT HCTIONB3YeT UX [JIs JOCTH)XKEHHUS CTPaTeruuecKrux
Leseli: guBepcU(UKALMM TOProBbIX IIyTel, YKpeIuleHWsl CBsi3ed C HesanaJHbIMH CTpaHamMHd M obecriedeHus Gosee
B/IUSITENILHOTO T0JIOXKEHNS] B MEHSIIOI|eMCsl MHOTOTIO/IIPHOM MUPOBOM MOPsIZKe.

KnroueBble c/I0Ba: Teorno/IMTHKA, MeKAyHapoJHas TOProBis, Kpu3UC Ha KpacHOM Mope, 3KOHOMHUEeCKHe BOMHBI,
TriepepacripefiesieHlie 5KOHOMHUeCKOM Biacty, Poccus.

Introduction

The global economy, particularly international trade, has undergone significant changes over the past decades. These
changes are driven by technological innovations, shifts in political ideologies, and numerous geopolitical shocks. These shocks
often act as the main catalyst for revising and reorganizing existing trade relations, which directly impacts the entire
international market. In times of growing instability caused by conflicts, the world is witnessing the breakdown of traditional
economic ties and the emergence of new, often unexpected alliances. Modern geopolitics is characterized by its multipolar
nature, affecting not only individual countries but entire regions.

This study aims to provide a comprehensive analysis of geopolitical shocks and their impact on world trade, as well as to
identify new trends and prospects in the changing global landscape. The results of this analysis will help to better understand
the complex relationships between geopolitics and economics.

The relevance of this research is driven by rapid changes in international politics and economics, which significantly
influence global trade relations. These changes are best examined through specific examples.

Main results

Modern conflicts — ranging from military clashes to trade wars — have become key drivers of the disintegration of global
supply chains. Their consequences extend far beyond local crises. For instance, the Red Sea is one of the most important
transport corridors connecting Europe, Asia, and Africa. It is home to the Suez Canal, a vital artery through which about 12%
of global trade passes daily, including oil, gas, containers with goods, and other critical cargo. This region is of strategic
importance for countries like China, India, EU member states, and the United States, which rely on uninterrupted supplies of
energy and goods [9], [10].

However, in recent years, the Red Sea has become a hotspot of geopolitical tension. Conflicts in Yemen, piracy, and the
involvement of external powers (such as Iran and Saudi Arabia) have created threats to maritime security. As a result of the
crisis in the region, attacks on commercial ships have increased, forcing many companies to seek alternative routes [7], [8].

Following the military clashes between Israel and Hamas (2023-2024), 70-80% of ships were forced to reroute around the
Cape of Good Hope instead of using the Suez Canal. This not only increased delivery times by 10-14 days but also raised
shipping costs by a record 243%, with fuel expenses growing by 40% [1], [2].

From an economic perspective, it is important to note the sharp rise in shipping costs and insurance premiums, which
significantly contributed to global inflation and negatively impacted the economies of individual countries (Fig. 1) [3].

Before the Israeli conflict, according to data from January-September 2023, the average cost of shipping a 40-foot
container from China to Europe ranged from 2,000 to 3,000 USD. However, after the conflict began, prices soared to a
record 5,000—6,000 USD. This increase forced many companies to reconsider their logistics routes, despite already incurring
multimillion-dollar losses. Insurance premiums also rose significantly during the crisis. Previously, insurance premiums were
around 0.1% of the total cargo value, but after the conflict, due to active military actions and increased risks, premiums rose to
1% [5].
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Figure 1 - Cost of shipping 40-foot containers on two major routes: Shanghai-Rotterdam and Shanghai-Genoa via the Suez
Canal during the Red Sea crisis
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Thus, one geopolitical crisis triggered a domino effect. The rise in shipping costs and insurance premiums led to a 30%
drop in traffic through the Suez Canal, negatively impacting overall trade activity in the region (Fig. 2) [3].
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Figure 2 - Difference in import/export volumes during the Red Sea crisis compared to baseline levels
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As shown in the diagram, there was a sharp decline in both imports and exports through the Suez Canal. This caused
serious problems for certain countries. For example, Egyptian President Abdel Fattah el-Sisi stated that the country is
losing 800 million every month. The Suez Canal was a key source of income for Egypt, contributing significantly to the state
budget. Before the conflict, the canal generated around 10 billion dollars in revenue, but after September 2023, the government
expected losses of 7 billion dollars [4], [6].

In response to the Red Sea crisis, companies and countries began actively using alternative routes for transporting goods.
The most significant alternatives include:

- The Arctic route, which could reduce shipping distances between Asia and Europe by 40%.

- The "New Silk Road" from China to Europe, passing through mainland territories.

- Trans-Pacific routes, which could increase trade volumes between Asia and North America, reducing dependence on
European markets.

The shift in shipping routes has prompted a reevaluation of global trade strategies, with businesses increasingly prioritizing
resilience over cost-efficiency. As companies adapt to the volatile geopolitical landscape, they are investing in diversified
supply chains that can mitigate risks associated with reliance on any single route or region. This trend is evident in the growing
interest in nearshoring and friend-shoring practices, where businesses relocate production closer to their end markets or to
politically stable countries. For instance, manufacturers are exploring opportunities in Southeast Asia, Eastern Europe, and
Latin America as alternatives to traditional hubs in China and other regions affected by geopolitical tensions.

Furthermore, the adoption of advanced technologies, such as blockchain for supply chain transparency and artificial
intelligence for predictive logistics, is becoming crucial in navigating the complexities of modern trade. These innovations not
only enhance operational efficiency but also provide businesses with the agility needed to respond swiftly to disruptions. As a
result, the landscape of global trade is evolving, with an emphasis on adaptability and strategic foresight becoming essential for
maintaining competitiveness in an increasingly uncertain world.

How Russian Business Profits from Middle Eastern Turbulence

Geopolitical shocks in the Middle East, traditionally perceived as a factor of global risk, are creating unexpected
opportunities for Russian economic entities on the new map of world trade. After the fundamental restructuring of logistics and
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economic ties that began in 2022, Russia has learned to adapt quickly and find advantages in conditions of instability [11]. The
Middle Eastern crises are becoming another catalyst for these processes.

Energy industry is seeing redistribution of flows and increased margins. The key beneficiary of the ongoing instability in
the region is the Russian fuel and energy sector. The Middle East is a major player in the oil market. The escalation of conflicts
and threats to shipping in the Red Sea (Houthi attacks) lead to an increase in global prices for oil and gas due to risk premiums
and more expensive logistics.

For Russia, this translates into:

— Increased export revenues: Even with enforced price caps and sanctions, rising overall prices allow for increased budget
revenues.

— Strategic importance of the Northern Sea Route (NSR): Against the threat to traditional routes via the Suez Canal, the
Northern Sea Route is being actively positioned by Russia as a safe and predictable alternative. This stimulates investment in
Arctic port infrastructure and attracts the attention of Asian partners.

— Negotiations with OPEC+: The tension gives Moscow additional leverage in negotiations with the cartel, allowing it to
argue for the need for a more flexible or favorable quota policy.

In terms of agriculture and food security, Russia, as one of the world's largest exporters of grain and other food
commodities, gains such long-term advantages as reduced competition (conflicts and logistics crises paralyze agriculture and
export capabilities of the countries in the region themselves and increase transport costs for competitors from Europe and
America, making Russian products more price-competitive) and new logistics corridors (alternative supply routes are actively
developing, in particular through Iran and the Persian Gulf countries, which diversifies export routes and reduces dependence
on traditional directions) [12].

One more realm that benefits from the current geopolitical status quo is military-technical cooperation (MTC). The Middle
East region has historically been one of the main consumers of Russian weapons. The escalation of conflicts directly leads to
increased demand for air defense and strike systems. Countries in the region, concerned for their security, are actively
increasing defense orders. Russian systems, such as the Pantsir-S1 air defense or Orion strike drones, are in demand as proven
and relatively affordable solutions.

Logistics and consumer goods market are also going through significant changes. European and American companies,
faced with rising costs and risks when delivering goods via the Suez Canal, are looking for alternatives. Russian logistics
operators are offering solutions through Russian territory, developing multimodal transport (rail, NSR). This stimulates the
development of domestic transport infrastructure and generates transit income.

Furthermore, domestic producers of consumer goods, who have already replaced departed brands on the domestic market,
get a chance to boost their exports to countries in the region, where Western goods may also become less accessible.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the ongoing geopolitical tensions, particularly in the Red Sea region, have highlighted the fragility of global
supply chains and the profound impact that modern conflicts can have on international trade. The significant rise in shipping
costs, extended delivery times, and increased insurance premiums following the military clashes between Israel and Hamas
serve as a stark reminder of how quickly economic stability can be disrupted by geopolitical events. The Suez Canal, a critical
conduit for global commerce, has experienced a dramatic decline in traffic, resulting in substantial financial losses for
countries like Egypt that rely on its revenue.

As businesses and nations adapt to these challenges, the exploration of alternative trade routes, such as the Arctic route and
the "New Silk Road", underscores a pivotal shift in global logistics strategies. This evolution not only reflects the immediate
need to mitigate risks associated with current conflicts but also signals a broader reconfiguration of international trade
dynamics. Moving forward, it is essential for policymakers and industry leaders to recognize the interconnectedness of
geopolitics and economics, fostering resilience within supply chains to better withstand future disruptions. The lessons learned
from this crisis will undoubtedly shape the future of global trade, compelling stakeholders to prioritize security and
adaptability in an increasingly volatile world.

It is important to understand that global instability is always a risk for all participants. However, the current environment
allows Russian businesses and the state to solve strategic problems: diversify logistics, strengthen relations with countries of
the "Global South", increase export revenues, and promote national infrastructure projects.

The Middle Eastern shocks are accelerating the process of forming a new, multipolar architecture of world trade, and
Russia, by seizing current opportunities, is striving to secure a stronger and more independent position within it.
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