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Introduction. The potential accession of Armenia to the European Union (EU)
has repeatedly become the subject of analyses and discussions across various scientific,
political, and public platforms. However, a significant part of the existing approaches is
predominantly political in nature and does not include an in-depth analysis of the
economic component. This circumstance determines the relevance of the topic,
especially from the perspective of applying economic evaluation tools. Regardless of
political approaches or subjective interpretations, the economic consequences of
Armenia’s possible accession to the EU are subject to objective quantitative analysis,
which will make it possible to reveal their real impact on the national economy.

The purpose of the research is to assess the economic efficiency of Armenia’s
accession to the EU, comparing it with the situation in which the country is not a
member of any economic union. For this purpose, a comprehensive economic analysis
is conducted, reflecting the trade, customs, and revenue effects that may arise for
Armenia’s economy in the case of EU accession.

The analysis identified the main products that form the structure of foreign
trade according to the Foreign Economic Activity (FEA) codes. The average EU and
WTO customs duty rates for these products were calculated and compared, with the
aim of identifying possible differences and their impact on Armenia's import and export
volumes. In addition, an assessment was made of Armenia's conditional share of EU
customs revenue, which allows determining the financial and economic feasibility of
membership.

The empirical basis of the study consists of official statistical data for 2023
published by the RA Statistical Committee. The analysis covers the main product groups
that account for about 70 percent of Armenia’s foreign trade turnover. The obtained
results make it possible to formulate scientifically grounded conclusions regarding the
economic efficiency and feasibility of Armenia’s accession to the EU.

Literature Review. A broad scientific discourse has emerged regarding the
possible effects of EU economic integration for Armenia and, more generally, for the
Eastern Partnership countries. Various authors emphasize that integration processes
with the EU may contribute to improved trade regimes, increased investment flows, and
enhanced institutional quality, while at the same time they also involve adaptation costs
and structural challenges.
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According to studies by the European Commission (2023), membership in the
EU single market on average ensures export growth of member states by around 15-25
percent, driven by the elimination of tariffs and the reduction of non-tariff barriers.
This effect is more pronounced in small and open economies whose foreign trade
structure depends on accessibility to the EU market!.

Baldwin and Wyplosz (2022) stress that joining a customs union leads to an

improvement in the terms of trade and an increase in average productivity, particularly
when the union includes a large and stable market. Such integration can raise real GDP
growth rates by 1-2 percentage points in the long term.?
In the context of the South Caucasus, Emerson and Movchan (2020), analyzing EU-
Eastern Partnership integration models, state that tariff elimination alone is not
sufficient to ensure economic effects; domestic institutional reforms, increased
competitiveness, and production diversification are also necessary?.

According to the International Monetary Fund (IMF, 2022), integration
processes aimed at EU accession improve the financial environment and investment
confidence, especially in countries with relatively small financial markets and
dependence on external financing. In Armenia’s case, this factor may have significant
implications, given capital constraints in the economy.*

Finally, the World Bank (2021) reports that deeper cooperation with the EU
economic area promotes structural changes in exports, leading to an increase in the
share of high-technology and high value-added products. Such transformation is
considered one of the most important long-term outcomes of EU integration®.

Overall, the literature review demonstrates that EU economic integration may bring
substantial trade and institutional benefits for Armenia, provided that corresponding
domestic reforms are implemented and the structure of exported products is diversified.

Methodology. The article analyzes which income groups in Armenia would
benefit from accession to the EU and, conversely, which groups would face
disadvantages. It is assumed that leaving or joining any union does not entail political
consequences; therefore, only changes resulting from differences in applicable customs
tariffs are taken into account.

The analysis used foreign trade data from the Statistical Committee of Armenia,
the arrangements for the distribution of customs duties and revenues arising from them

'European Commission. (2023). *Single Market and Economic Performance Report 2023*. Brussels:

Publications Office of the European Union.

2 Baldwin, R., & Wyplosz, C. (2022). *The Economics of European Integration*. McGraw-Hill Education,

7th Edition

3 Emerson, M., & Movchan, V. (2020). *Deep Integration and EU-Eastern Partnership Countries:

Economic Implications*. Centre for European Policy Studies (CEPS).

4 International Monetary Fund (IMF). (2022). *Regional Economic Outlook: Europe 2022*. Washington,

D.C.

> World Bank. (2021). *Deep Trade Agreements and Global Economic Integration*. Washington, D.C.
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in the EAEU legislation, and the data on customs duties from the World Trade
Organization.

Table 1
Main imported and exported products in Armenia, 2023¢
EXPORTS IMPORTS
Code Group weight, mlin. thous. weight, min. thous.
ton drams US $ ton drams US$
Total 126,370.4 277,753.6 | 709,514.7 | 284,516.9 759,234.8 1,936,013.6
1 Live animals 0.0 0.1 0.2 245.8 1,045.0 2,668.4
22 Spirits and non-
spirits and vinegar 4,481.4 5,939.7 15,148.5 8,548.0 9,815.8 24,994.9
26 | Ore,slag and ash
77,523.4 68,056.7 | 174,174.1 82.6 31.0 80.1

62 Knitted garments
and clothing
accessories, other
than machine-made
or hand-woven 2,024.9 48,651.0 | 124,071.6 183.5 9,381.6 23,919.8

71 Natural or
synthetic pearls,
precious or semi-

precious stones,
precious metals 30.0 10,193.5 26,015.9 42.1 7,232.6 18,481.1

72 Ferrous metals
5,379.3 81,025.5 | 207,462.3 463.0 582.3 1,478.2

74 | Copper and articles
thereof 2,012.1 5,631.6 14,249.9 44.7 552.8 1,413.3

76 Aluminium and
articles thereof 26,858.4 34,756.9 88,604.1 2,847.7 7,374.3 18,838.0

87 Land vehicles,
except railway or
tramway rolling-

stock, parts and
equipment thereof 167.4 1,584.3 4,026.3 41,185.1 162,983.0 416,154.3

90 Optical,
photographic,
medical or surgical
instruments and

apparatus, parts and
accessories thereof 25.2 2,317.3 5,917.8 555.2 31,448.3 80,207.2

94 Furniture, bedding
and related parts
thereof 508.3 4,150.1 10,570.1 2,783.4 10,037.9 25,493.0

Analysis. The analysis is based on 2023 data, as these are both sufficiently recent
and not affected by crisis-related shocks. In 2023, Armenia’s imports amounted to USD
12.76 billion. Imports from EU countries totaled USD 1.93 billion, and USD 10.83 billion

¢ The table was composed by the author according to the data of FOREIGN TRADE OF THE REPUBLIC
OF ARMENIA 2023, armstat.am
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originated from other countries. As for exports, USD 710 million were exported to EU
countries, while USD 7.84 billion worth of goods were exported to other countries’.

Exports. In particular, the top ten exports to EU countries include the following
products: 22 (Spiritual and non-alcoholic beverages and vinegar), 26 (Ore, slag and ash),
62 (Knitted garments and clothing accessories, except machine-made or hand-woven),
71 (Natural or synthetic pearls, precious or semi-precious stones, precious metals), 72
(Ferrous metals), 74 (Copper and articles thereof), 76 (Aluminum and articles thereof),
87 (Land vehicles, except railway or tramway rolling-stock, parts and accessories
thereof), 90 (Optical, photographic, medical or surgical instruments and apparatus, parts
and accessories thereof), 94 (Furniture, bedding and related parts thereof) with CPA
codes.

Imports. The following products rank among the top ten exported to EU
countries (HS codes):

22 (Alcoholic and non-alcoholic beverages and vinegar),

26 (Ores, slag, and ash),

62 (Articles of apparel and clothing accessories, not knitted or crocheted),

71 (Natural or cultured pearls, precious or semi-precious stones, precious metals),

72 (Iron and steel),

74 (Copper and articles thereof),

76 (Aluminum and articles thereof),

87 (Vehicles other than railway or tramway rolling stock, and parts and accessories),
90 (Optical, photographic, measuring, medical, or surgical instruments and apparatus;
parts and accessories),

94 (Furniture, bedding, mattresses, mattress supports and similar articles, parts thereof)s.
The main imported and exported goods between Armenia and the EU correspond to the
same HS codes.

According to the table, imported goods from non-EU countries account for
about 85 percent of imports, which means that by importing them at WTO tariffs, their
prices will become more affordable. For example, the prices of imported meat and meat
products will decrease by 15 percent, ferrous metal products by 7.5 percent, milk and
dairy products, poultry eggs, honey and other animal products by 10 percent, medicines
and pharmaceuticals may even have zero customs duties, etc. In any case, this change
will lead to a significant reduction in the prices of imported and popular goods.

On the other hand, a customs duty will arise for exports to the EAEU countries.
That is, the currently applicable zero customs duty will be replaced by customs tariffs
for goods imported from third countries of the EAEU. For example, a brandy exporter
will have to pay 1.5 euros for each exported liter, but taking into account the price of

7 Foreign trade database based on the two-digit nomenclature classification, as well as SDG data using four-
digit nomenclature classifications. Latest update: 11.12.2025 https://armstat.am/am/

8 Commodity Nomenclature of Foreign Economic Activity of the Eurasian Economic Union (CN FEA
EAEU) and the Common Customs Tariff of the Eurasian Economic Union (CCT EAEU).

Available at: https://eec.eaeunion.org/comission/department/catr/ett/
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brandy, we can say that this difference in the price of a liter does not even make up 10
percent. A customs duty on minerals will arise, and it will also be difficult to organize
the export of precious stones and clothing to the EAEU.

Table 2
Main imported and exported products by tariffs and differences’
Code | EU basic customs duty % WOT basic Differences between
customs duty % basic customs duty
22 3.2euro/liter 5 15
26 15 5 10
62 12 5 7
71 0 5 -5
72 2 5 -3
74 0 0 0
76 0 5 -5
87 45 5 -0.5
90 4 5 -1
94 12.5 5 7.5

However, almost all products exported to the EAEU countries are produced by
large organizations. The main players in the brandy market are three large
organizations, one in clothing, and one in copper and molybdenum. There are also re-
exported products that have no connection with the real sector of the economy and are
temporary in nature. Products of small organizations are also exported. In particular,
this is the subsector of nutmeg and dried fruits in agriculture. Here there may be a 5
percent customs duty, which may be absorbed by the producers themselves. State
intervention may be required here through development programs, which should aim
to reduce costs, as well as identify and promote opportunities for entering new markets.

In connection with the accession of the Kyrgyz Republic to the Treaty on the
Eurasian Economic Union of May 29, 2014, the size of the norm for the distribution of
customs duties in the case of the Republic of Armenia became 1.11'%% (instead of
1.13%)". Taking into account that the customs tariffs for different countries differed
from the unified customs tariffs (depending on whether the product was included in the
list of goods that are granted tariff preferences when imported, when developing and

° The table was composed by the author according to the data of
http://cis.minsk.by/reestrv2/doc/3183#text https://eec.eaeunion.org/comission/department/catr/ett/

10 Treaty on the Accession of the Kyrgyz Republic to the Treaty on the Eurasian Economic Union, 29 May
2014.

11 Annex No. 2 to the Treaty on the Accession of the Republic of Armenia to the Treaty on the Eurasian
Economic Union, 29 May 2014, para. 1.

56


http://cis.minsk.by/reestrv2/doc/3183#text
https://eec.eaeunion.org/comission/department/catr/ett/

mainly underdeveloped countries are considered as the country of origin of the latter)?,
taking as a basis the methodology of O. Shepotilo and D. Tarr (2012) (and their
assessment of the weighted average customs tariff rate of the Russian Federation in
2013)'3 We have calculated that if the Republic of Armenia had been a member of the
Customs Union in 2013, the revenues of the Republic of Armenia's state budget from
the distribution of import customs duties (based only on the volume of imports from the
Russian Federation) would have amounted to about 260 million USD. In 2014, the
volume of imports from the Russian Federation amounted to 286.7 billion USD4, which
was mainly due to the established sanctions'.

It is clear from the customs duty rates that in case of withdrawal from the EAEU
membership, a number of basic consumer goods will be more affordable, but problems
will arise with exports, which will mainly concern large businesses and partly medium
and small businesses, mainly in the agricultural sector. On the other hand, in case of
continuation of the EAEU membership, Armenia's customs dividend from the EAEU
will be preserved. The criteria for distributing import customs duties for each member
state are set at the following rates:

- Republic of Armenia - 1.22 percent,

- Republic of Belarus — 4.860 percent,

- Republic of Kazakhstan — 6.955 percent,
- Kyrgyz Republic — 1.900 percent,

- Russian Federation — 85.065 percent’®.

This is the strongest argument for staying in the EAEU, since, according to the
latest available data, EAEU imports in 2021 amounted to USD 318.5 billion, of which
Armenia’s share in distributed customs revenue is around USD 33 million.

12 Protocol on the Unified System of Tariff Preferences of the Customs Union, 12 December 2008.
Decision No. 18 of the Interstate Council of the Eurasian Economic Community (Supreme Body of the
Customs Union), 27 November 2009.

Decision No. 130 of the Commission of the Customs Union, 27 November 2009.

Agreement on Uniform Rules for Determining the Country of Origin of Goods, 25 January 2008.
Agreement on the Rules for Determining the Origin of Goods from Developing and Least Developed
Countries, 12 December 2008.

Foreign Economic Information Portal of the Ministry of Economic Development of the Russian
Federation. Available at: http://www.ved.gov.ru/eng/activities/system/

13 Shepotylo, Oleksandr and Tarr, David G. (2012). “Impact of WTO Accession and the Customs Union on
the Bound and Applied Tariff Rates of the Russian Federation,” Policy Research Working Paper 6161,
World Bank, Washington D.C.: United States, p.4, 24.

14 UN COMTRADE DATABASE: http://comtrade.un.org/data/

15 Resolution of the Government of the Russian Federation No. 778 of 7 August 2014 on Measures for the
Implementation of Presidential Decree of the Russian Federation No. 560 of 6 August 2014 “On the
Application of Certain Special Economic Measures for the Purpose of Ensuring the Security of the Russian

Federation.”

1°Eurasian Economic Commission. (n.d.). Payment and distribution of import customs duties. EEC Board,
Financial Policy Department. Retrieved January 15, 2026, from
https://eec.eaeunion.org/comission/department/dofp/zachislenie/
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On the other hand, if we consider the EU mechanism of retaining 25 percent of
customs duty of imported goods'’, this yields around USD 10 million per USD 40 million
in collected duty; therefore, Armenia could receive around USD 162 million in customs
revenues. Without membership in any union (WTO regime), revenues from tariffs
would amount to about USD 650 million.

Conclusion. In general, the benefit from customs duties comes from those EAEU
member states that import a larger amount but receive less than the corresponding
amount, according to the quota percentages provided for them by the EAEU internal
regulatory statutes. Therefore, a situation arises in which the state benefits by receiving
large revenues, large businesses benefit by receiving duty-free access to the EAEU
market, but citizens suffer from the high cost of goods. In monetary terms, it will be
necessary to calculate whether Armenia receives more than the 33 million US dollars in
customs duties if it follows the WTO tariff norm or not, and what needs to be done to
make this happen. In particular, to receive at least 33 million customs duties from
imports worth 12.76 billion USD, the weighted average tax rate would need to be more
than 0.26 percent, as well as compensate for the loss of Armenia's privileges within the
framework of the EAEU. On the other hand, in the case of EU customs duties, a
completely different approach is in place, according to which the state retains 25
percent of the customs duty on the product, which is somewhat fairer in that it takes
into account the volume of goods imported by the given state and provides the
corresponding income, without their centralization and distribution according to the
agreement. It turns out that Armenia may be in a more advantageous economic position
within the EU, but on the other hand, as the authors who addressed the topic note,
appropriate internal reforms must be implemented and the structure of exported
products diversified.

REFERENCES

1. Agreement on the Rules for Determining the Origin of Goods from Developing and
Least Developed Countries (12 December 2008).

2. Agreement on Uniform Rules for Determining the Country of Origin of Goods (25
January 2008).

3. Baldwin, R., & Wyplosz, C. (2022). The Economics of European Integration (7th
ed.). McGraw-Hill Education.

4. Commodity Nomenclature of Foreign Economic Activity of the Eurasian
Economic Union (CN FEA EAEU) and the Common Customs Tariff of the
Eurasian Economic Union (CCT EAEU).

Available at: https://eec.eaeunion.org/comission/department/catr/ett/

17 Council Decision (EU, Euratom) 2020/2053 of 14 December 2020 on the system of own resources of the
European Union

58


https://eec.eaeunion.org/comission/department/catr/ett/

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Council Decision (EU, Euratom) 2020/2053 of 14 December 2020 on the system of
own resources of the European Union.

Decision No. 18 of the Interstate Council of the Eurasian Economic Community
(Supreme Body of the Customs Union) (27 November 2009).

Decision No. 130 of the Commission of the Customs Union (27 November 2009).
Emerson, M., & Movchan, V. (2020). Deep Integration and EU-Eastern Partnership
Countries: Economic Implications. Centre for European Policy Studies (CEPS).
Eurasian Economic Commission. (n.d.). Payment and distribution of import customs
duties. EEC Board, Financial Policy Department. Retrieved January 15, 2026, from
https://eec.eaeunion.org/comission/department/dofp/zachislenie/

European Commission. (2023). Single Market and Economic Performance Report

2023. Brussels: Publications Office of the European Union.

Foreign Economic Information Portal of the Ministry of Economic Development
of the Russian Federation.

Available at: http://www.ved.gov.ru/eng/activities/system/

International Monetary Fund (IMF). (2022). Regional Economic Outlook: Europe
2022. Washington, DC.

Protocol on the Unified System of Tariff Preferences of the Customs Union (12
December 2008).

Resolution of the Government of the Russian Federation No. 778 of 7 August 2014
on measures for the implementation of Presidential Decree of the Russian
Federation No. 560 of 6 August 2014 “On the Application of Certain Special
Economic Measures for the Purpose of Ensuring the Security of the Russian
Federation.”

Shepotylo, O., & Tarr, D. G. (2012). Impact of WTO accession and the Customs
Union on the bound and applied tariff rates of the Russian Federation. Policy
Research Working Paper No. 6161. World Bank, Washington, DC.

Treaty on the Accession of the Kyrgyz Republic to the Treaty on the Eurasian
Economic Union (29 May 2014).

Treaty on the Accession of the Republic of Armenia to the Treaty on the Eurasian
Economic Union, Annex No. 2 (29 May 2014), para. 1.

UN Comtrade Database.

Available at: https://comtrade.un.org/data/

World Bank. (2021). Deep Trade Agreements and Global Economic Integration.
Washington, DC.

59


https://eec.eaeunion.org/comission/department/dofp/zachislenie/
http://www.ved.gov.ru/eng/activities/system/
https://comtrade.un.org/data/

22 UULUUSPL BUUUNRSUEC CUS ZPULUYUL UNNTLRUNU RGP,
BUSU t&4Y EBU ZUuUtUUSUuULLED

2UU8U4 LULAULIBUL

Zunlwpnuwghp

Zujuuwnnwth htwpwynp winudwlgnipmiip GYpnywlwt dhnipjup
(BU) puquhgu nupdky EJtpnwsnipiniutph b puwpynidubph wnwplju nwpphp
ghnnwlwl, punupuljut b hwuwpujuluwi hwppwliubpnd: Uwuljujt wnljw
Unnbgnidubph qquih dwup ghpuquuguwbu punupwlwu punyph i b skb
pungpnud mbunbuwlut  pununphsh  funppuwghtt - Jhpnusnipniup: Uyn
hwiquuwipp wuwjdwbwynpnid £ wdju;  phduh  nrunwdbwuhpnipjub
wpphwlwimpeniip hwnjuybu winbuwwl quwhwndwi gnpshpuljuquh
Jhpwrdwt  wbkuwblnithg: Ubjwjn pwnupuluwt dnnbkgnidubphg YJud
unipjjnnhy  dbjuwpwinipniitiphg,  GBU-ht Zujwuwnwih  hbwpwdnp
winudwlgnipjutt  wbtnbuwlwt hbknbwbpubpp  Gupwluw G opjkljnpy
pwiwlulwt JEpnidnipjut, husp htwpwiynpmipmit junw pugwhwjnb] npu
hpuwlwt wqntgnipjniup wqquhtt mtnbkunipjut ypus:

Zbnmwgnuumpjut  tyuwunwls  E quwhwnl]  Zujwunwuh  GU
winudwlgnipul ninbuwljwt  wpyniu]bnmpmip hwdbdunng wb
hpwyhdwlh htw, tpp Eplhpp npblk nbnbuwlwt dhnipjut winud sk Uju
twwwnwlyny funhp t ogpdl] hpwjuwbtwgul] hwdwwywpthwl nbnbuwlut
Jbpnidnipinit, npp Jupunwgnh U wiqudwlgnipjut phypnid Zujuunwth
nunbunipjutt hwdwp wpwewgnn wnbwnpuyh, dwpuughtt b Ejudwnwght
wqnbgmpikpp:  Ujuhtipt Jbp  hwik] wpuwphtt welnph  hhdtwljwb
wypuwipunbuwljubph guuyp pun USE Ynphph, ntunidbwuhpl; b wupqbp
npuig  dhohttwgwés  dwpuwwnmippbph  swthbpp,  hwdbdwwnb; wyy
wypwipwnbuwljubiph GUSU, BU L U248 dwpuwwnnippbpp b hwdbdwwnby
npuiighg utnwgynn dwpuwnnippbph Zujwunwtht pudht pjunn dwuh htwn nu
Alwnpl) tywnwljwhwpdwupnipju yepwpkpu) iqpuljugnipmnii:

GUSU hwdwgnpduljgnmipniip uwnbnsétg tpw wbnwd Ephpubpp’
Mniuwunuth, fhjunniuh, Twquiunwth, hbnnwquynud twb Y\pnquinuith htn
nunbuwjutt  hwdwgnpdwljgnipjut npuljuwbu unp thnyh dEjuwplh
htwpwynpnipnil, npp twpwnbunid £ wwypwbptbph, Swnwmipmnitubph,
Juwhunwh b whunnidh wquun wnbknuowpd winwd tphputph dhol:
dhpnsmipjutt hwdwp oquuwugnpdyl) Eu 2023p.-h BUSU L BU Eplpubp
tbpunisdwt b wpnwhwidwt wdjuukpp, npnup Jipgdl Gh Zuywuwnwih
Jhdwjugpuljmt Yndhinth hpuwywpwlnidutphg:

BUSU L BU kpypubtph htwn 22 wpuwphtt  wypwbpwypewiwnni pju
hudwlnnuwth {btpnidnipiniup gnyg b wmmwjhu, np plk GUSU-Q, ph GU-ht 22-h
hlnkgpuwt wqnbgnipmibp p wpnuwhwindwl, b pk’ tbpunisdwb dwum] jupkih
E quwhwwnt] npuljul, stwjws wyt thwuwnhi, np sjhuknyg npbk dhnipjubt wunud
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Zujuunnwbip jupnn b unwbw] wdbjh own Bjudnunibp dwpuwwnnipptphg,
stuyud  uyh  phulh, np Jupnn b Ypdwunll]  wolwnnipp,  wyuhbph’
dwpuwwnnippbph puqui: Uhlhtunyt dwudwbwl wniju ki BUSU L BU wungud
wnwbdhtt  Gphpubkph  hbkn  wwypwipwoppwbweniput b wpnwhwidwb
wwpubpuht juenigyusph nhytpuhdhljughuh htwn juuypjws penhpbp:
Pwtimh puntp: GUSU, ubpunidnid, wpnnwhwinud, dwpuwwnnipp, U249,

npnypwswthbp, GU, wpinwphtt wnbiinph hwyytlohn:

TAMOJXXEHHBIE ITOCTYIUIEHHWA PA TIO OCHOBHBIM I'PYIIITAM TOBAPOB:
CPABHEHUE EASC U EC

AMASK HAJIBAHJZISAH

Anunoranusa

Bosmoxuoe mpucoenunenue Pecnybauku Apmenus x Eppomeiickomy Corosy
(EC) HeomHOKpPaTHO CTAHOBHJIOCH IIPeAMETOM aHAIN3a M OOCYXXKJeHHI Ha PasIUIHBIX
HAyYHBIX, IIOJUTHYECKUX U 00IIecTBeHHBIX IIaTdpopmax. OfHAKO 3HAYUTEIbHAA YaCTh
CYIIeCTBYIOIIUX IIOAXOZOB HOCHUT IIPEMMYIIEeCTBEHHO IIOJIUTUYECKUI XapakTep U He
BKJIIOYAeT ITyOOKUil aHaIN3 SKOHOMUYECKOH COCTaBIIfIoNeil. DTOT (GaKT 00y CIOBINBAET
aKTyaJbHOCTh MCCJIEZOBAHUA JAHHOHM TeMbI, OCOOEHHO C TOYKU 3pEHUS IPUMEHEHUI
WHCTPYMEHTOB DKOHOMHYeCKOH oleHKH. He3aBHCHMO OT MOJIUTUYECKUX B3IJIAOB WK
CyOBEeKTUBHBIX  WHTEpIpEeTaluil, 5KOHOMHUYECKHEe  IIOCIEACTBUSA  BO3MOXKHOTO
npucoenunenus Apmenuu K EC mogexar 06eKTUBHOMY KOIHMYECTBEHHOMY aHAIH3Y,
KOTOPBI IIO3BOJIUT BBIABUTH €T0 PeayibHOe BIMAHYE Ha HAIlMOHAIbHYIO SKOHOMUKY.

Llens wmccremoBaHUA, OLEHUTh SKOHOMHUYECKYIO 5(P(PeKTHBHOCTh 4YIEHCTBA
Apmennu B EC, cpaBHUB eé ¢ cuTyanueii, Ipu KOTOPO# CTpaHa He COCTOUT HU B OTHOM
dKOHOMHUYeCcKOM coro3e. /IIa JOCTIDKeHUsA STOH Iel IOCTaBIeHa 33/a4a IIPOBECTH
KOMILIEKCHBIM DKOHOMHUYECKHI aHaJIu3, OTPAXAIOWIUI TOProBble, TaMOXXEHHBIE U
noxozxusle 3hdeKTs! 411 SKoHOMUKH ApMeHuu B crydae wiencrsa B EC. B wactHoCTH,
HeOOXOMMO OIIPeJIe/IUTh IlepedeHb OCHOBHBIX TOBAPHBIX IPYIIII BHELIHEH TOPTOBIX 11O
xogam TH B3/I, usyuuts M oOIpenelnuTh CpelHEB3BelIeHHbIE CTABKA TAaMOXXEHHBIX
MIONIIMH, CPaBHUTb OTH CTaBKM AuA ToBapoB mo ymHuIM EADC, EC u BTO, a takxe
PacCYHUTaTh JOJIO0 TAMOXKEHHBIX JOXOJO0B, IPUXOAAIIYIOCS Ha APMEHUIO, U Ha OCHOBE
STOTO CZEeJIaTh BBIBOJ, O 11e1eCO00Pa3HOCTH YWIEHCTBA.

CorpymamuyectBo B pamkax EADC OTKpBLIO BO3MOXKHOCTH  HOBOTO
KauyeCTBEHHOTO S5Talla SKOHOMUYECKOTO B3aMUMOZEHCTBUA MEXAY €ro y4acTHUKaAMU,
Poccueit, DBemapycsro, Kaszaxcramom, a Bmocmenctsum u  KsIpremcranow,
IIpely CMaTpUBAIONIETO CBOOOHOE IBMKEHHE TOBAPOB, YCIIYT, KallUTala U pabodeil CHIIbI
MeXxny crpaHamu. [Insg aHanwsa WCIOIB30BaHBl AaHHble 3a 2023 rop mo MMIOPTY U
akcnopty ¢ crpanamu EADC u EC, omy6nukoBanHble CTaTHCTHYECKMM KOMHUTETOM
ApmeHnu.
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Kommnexcusrit ananus BHemHel Toprosau Apmennuu ¢ EADC u EC nokassiBaer,
uyTO 3ddekT nHTerpanuu kak ¢ EADC, Tak u ¢ EC MOXXHO OLIEHUTH ITOJIOKUTETBHO KaK
IO DKCIOPTY, TaK M IO MMIIOPTY, HECMOTPSA HA TO, YTO IIPH OTCYTCTBUH UJIEHCTBA B
KakoM-Iu60 coioze ApMeHus Morya Obl IOJTy4YaTh OOJBIIE JOXOZOB OT TaMOXKEHHBIX
MOLUUIMH, XOTA M C PHUCKOM COKpalleHHs OOBEMOB TOPTOBIH, TO €CTh 0a3bl [t
HAaYUCJIEHWs TOUUIMH. B TO e BpeMs CYIIECTBYIOT IIPOOJIEMBI, CBA3aHHBIE C
ouBepcudUKaLnyell CTPYKTYpBI TOBapOoOOOpOTa M SKCIOPTA IIO OTAEIBHBIM CTPaHAM-
yrenam EADSC u EC.

Kimouessie cnosa: EADC, umnopt, akcnopr, TamoxkenHas nomvtuHa, BTO, crasku, EC,
BHEIIHETOPTOBBII OaIaHC.

ARMENIA’S CUSTOMS REVENUES BY MAJOR COMMODITY GROUPS:
EAEU VS. EU
HMAYAK NALBANDYAN
Abstract

The potential accession of the Republic of Armenia to the European Union (EU)
has been widely discussed in scientific, political, and public discourse. However, much
of the existing literature remains largely political, with limited attention paid to rigorous
economic analysis. This gap underscores the relevance of assessing Armenia’s
prospective EU membership using objective economic evaluation tools.

Irrespective of political considerations, the economic implications of Armenia’s
possible EU accession can be examined through quantitative analysis, allowing for an
evidence-based assessment of its impact on the national economy. The purpose of this
study is to evaluate the economic efficiency of Armenia’s EU membership by comparing
it with a baseline scenario in which the country does not participate in any economic
union.

The analysis focuses on trade, customs, and fiscal effects associated with potential
EU accession. Specifically, the study identifies key foreign trade product groups based
on HS classifications, examines their average customs tariff rates, compares tariff regimes
under the EAEU, EU, and WTO frameworks, and evaluates the share of customs
revenues accruing to Armenia. The empirical analysis relies on Armenia’s 2023 import
and export data with EAEU and EU member states, sourced from the Statistical
Committee of Armenia.

The results indicate that economic integration with both the EAEU and the EU
generates positive trade effects. While non-membership could yield higher customs
revenues, it would likely entail reduced trade volumes and a narrower customs base.
Challenges related to trade and export diversification across partner countries remain
significant.

Keywords: EAEU, import, export, customs duty, WTO, rates, EU, foreign trade
balance.
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