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Abstract. This article presents the first in-depth bibliometric analysis of
scholarly literature on the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, with a particular
emphasis on its role in Central Asia. Utilizing data from the Scopus database
for the period 2001-2024, the study applies PRISMA-based selection criteria
to ensure methodological rigor. It employs VOSviewer for the visualization of
co-authorship networks, citation patterns, and thematic clusters. The findings
indicate a steady increase in academic interest in the SCO since the mid-2000s,
with notable publication peaks coinciding with key geopolitical shifts in Eurasia.
Core publication venues include Europe-Asia Studies, Central Asian Survey,
and Journal of Contemporary China. Citation analysis highlights a group of
foundational texts that focus on authoritarian norm diffusion, regional security,
and China’s evolving strategic posture in Central Asia. Thematic cluster mapping
identifies five primary research constellations: regional governance, security
cooperation, China’s foreign policy, South Asian dynamics, and energy and
infrastructure connectivity. These clusters reflect a gradual diversification of SCO
scholarship beyond security-centric narratives toward broader considerations of
development, normative contestation, and geopolitical realignment. The study
reveals apronounced epistemic imbalance: the majority of influential contributions
originate from institutions in the Global North, primarily the United States,
China, Russia, and the United Kingdom, while Central Asian scholars remain
underrepresented. This asymmetry underscores ongoing challenges in knowledge
localization and raises questions about the inclusiveness of international relations
asadiscipline. Methodologically, the article demonstrates the utility of bibliometric
tools in mapping the structure of knowledge production, while conceptually it
contributes to debates on asymmetric regionalism and decolonizing global IR.
The research calls for greater engagement with non-Western epistemologies and
more inclusive scholarly participation from Central Asia itself. These findings
offer important implications for both the academic study of multilateralism and
the practical design of regional cooperation frameworks in Eurasia.
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Introduction

In the evolving landscape of global politics, regional institutions play a
growing role in shaping international cooperation, mediating asymmetries of
power, and fostering cross-border integration. Nowhere is this more evident than
in Central Asia a geopolitically strategic and resource-rich region navigating
a complex set of relationships with regional and global powers. Among the
institutions that seek to influence the trajectory of Central Asia, the Shanghai
Cooperation Organization (SCO) has emerged as a dominant framework for
organizing economic, political, and security-related cooperation. Since its formal
establishment in 2001, the SCO has expanded from a narrow security alliance
into a multifaceted regional organization comprising China, Russia, India,
Pakistan, and four Central Asian republics: Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan,
and Tajikistan. While the SCO is often discussed in global policy narratives as
a Eurasian counterweight to Western institutions such as NATO or the EU, its
primary functional impact has been on Central Asia. For the region’s smaller and
less powerful states, the SCO represents a complex mechanism of engagement
with major powers, a channel for regional integration, but also a vector of external
influence. The SCO thus offers a crucial institutional site where the aspirations of
Central Asian countries for sovereignty, security, and development intersect with
the strategic ambitions of China and Russia. Despite its strategic significance,
academic discourse on the SCO remains fragmented and uneven, particularly in
how it addresses Central Asia’s role in the organization. Existing literature often
treats Central Asian states as secondary players within a broader geopolitical
competition. Moreover, most studies on the SCO are conducted from a policy-
oriented or normative perspective, with little effort to systematically map the
evolution, scope, and structure of knowledge production about the organization
and its regional dynamics.

This article seeks to address this gap by conducting a comprehensive
bibliometric analysis of academic literature on the SCO, with a specific focus
on how regional integration and international cooperation involving Central
Asia have been conceptualized over time. By analyzing publications indexed
in the Scopus database from 2001 to 2024, and using VOSviewer to visualize
co-authorship networks, citation patterns, and thematic clusters, the article aims
to uncover how the SCO’s role in Central Asian regionalism is represented,
theorized, and debated across scholarly communities.

The aim of the research is to provide a comprehensive bibliometric mapping
of academic literature on the SCO, focusing on the representation of Central Asia
in scholarly debates on regional integration and cooperation.

Research Question and Objectives. The guiding research question of the
study is: How has the academic discourse on the SCO conceptualized regional
integration and international cooperation involving Central Asia, and what are
the dominant patterns in the bibliometric landscape of this literature?

To answer this question, the article sets out to:

1. Trace the historical development of academic interest in the SCO and
its activities in Central Asia over the period 2001-2024;
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2. ldentify key authors, institutions, journals, and national affiliations
involved in shaping the SCO discourse;

3. Map dominant thematic clusters and co-occurrence of keywords,
particularly those focusing on Central Asian regionalism;

4. Assess the degree of balance or asymmetry in the scholarly portrayal of
Central Asia’s agency within the SCO;

5. Reflect on the implications of the current academic landscape for
theorizing non-Western regionalism and institutional asymmetry.

This study offers a novel contribution to both international relations
and regional studies by providing the first systematic bibliometric mapping of
scholarly literature on the Shanghai Cooperation Organization with an explicit
focus on Central Asia. While previous research has examined the SCO through
geopolitical, policy-oriented, or normative lenses, no prior work has empirically
analyzed the evolution, structure, and thematic distribution of academic
knowledge on the SCO using bibliometric tools. This approach enables a more
comprehensive and data-driven understanding of how scholarly narratives are
formed, whose voices dominate, and what themes are privileged or marginalized.
The article thus bridges a methodological gap and brings new empirical insight
into the epistemological hierarchies that shape global discourse on regional
integration.

Theoretical and Normative Relevance. The study is situated at the
crossroads of international relations theory, regional integration studies, and
scientometrics. It engages with critical perspectives in the field that question the
applicability of Eurocentric models of regionalism to non-Western contexts [1],
[2]. In contrast to the European Union model, where supranational norms and
democratic conditionality drive integration, the SCO reflects a more pragmatic
and flexible form of cooperation, often led by authoritarian regimes and based
on sovereignty-respecting principles. This makes the SCO a proper empirical
case for testing the boundaries of IR theory, particularly concerning asymmetric
regionalism. In addition, the SCO’s activities in infrastructure development,
trade, and cross-border connectivity resonate with Sustainable Development
Goal 17 (Partnerships for the Goals), which promotes inclusive and effective
partnerships at global, regional, and national levels. Although the SCO is not
explicitly tied to the UN’s SDG framework, it plays a de facto developmental role
in the region through its promotion of multilateral projects, digital cooperation,
and energy diplomacy.

Literature review

Theories of Regionalism and Institutionalism. The study of regionalism has
evolved significantly over the past several decades, transitioning from an early
focus on formal institutional arrangements in the post-war West to a broader,
more pluralistic understanding of regional orders in a multipolar world. The
SCO, as a hybrid security and cooperation framework in Eurasia, challenges
many of the assumptions embedded in mainstream regional integration theory.
To conceptually frame the bibliometric analysis of SCO-related research, this
section provides an overview of the key theoretical traditions in the study of
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regionalism and institutionalism, emphasizing their relevance and limitations for
the Central Asian context.

Classical theories of regional integration, particularly those developed in
post-war Western Europe, centered on the notion that economic cooperation
would spill over into political integration. Technical cooperation in specific
sectors would foster habits of collaboration. Neofunctionalism, advanced by Ernst
Haas, introduced the idea of “spillover,” suggesting that integration in one sector
would necessitate cooperation in others, eventually leading to political unity
[3]. These theories, while foundational, were developed in the context of liberal
democracies with shared cultural and institutional legacies. Their applicability to
non-Western regions like Central Asia is limited. The SCO, for instance, does not
exhibit spillover in the traditional sense, nor does it prioritize supranationalism.
Instead, it emphasizes sovereignty, non-interference, and pragmatic cooperation
a dynamic better captured by later theoretical developments.

In response to neofunctionalism, intergovernmentalists like Stanley
Hoffmann (1966) emphasized the centrality of national governments and
geopolitical interests in shaping regional outcomes [4]. Realist approaches
also view regionalism as an extension of power politics, where stronger states
use regional institutions to pursue strategic goals. In the case of the SCO, such
perspectives underscore the dominance of China and Russia in setting agendas
and limiting the autonomy of smaller member states [5], [6]. The emergence of
New Regionalism Theory (NRT) in the 1990s marked a significant departure
from Eurocentric, institutionalist models. Scholars such as Bjorn Hettne and
Fredrik Séderbaum (2000) argued that regionalism should be understood as a
multidimensional process influenced by globalization, identity politics, and civil
society [7]. Unlike its predecessors, NRT acknowledges the diversity of regional
formations and the role of informal, non-state actors. In the context of the SCO,
NRT allows for a more flexible understanding of integration, one that includes
security cooperation, regulatory convergence, and discursive practices. Central
Asia’s participation in the SCO can be interpreted not simply as submission to
external powers but as a strategy of regime legitimation, economic diversification,
and hedging behavior [8]. Closely aligned with NRT are constructivist approaches
to regionalism, which emphasize how regional identities, norms, and institutions
are socially constructed. Amitav Acharya’s (2007) notion of “norm localization”
suggests that regional actors adapt external norms to local contexts. This is
particularly relevant for Central Asian states, which have selectively embraced
SCO principles such as the “Shanghai Spirit” while resisting more intrusive
mechanisms of integration [9].

Institutionalist theories have also shaped the study of regional organizations.
Rational Choice Institutionalism (RCI) views institutions as mechanisms for
reducing transaction costs and enabling cooperation under conditions of anarchy
[10]. From this perspective, the SCO can be understood as a platform that
facilitates coordination on everyday issues, especially security and trans-border
crime, even in the absence of trust. By contrast, Historical Institutionalism (HI)
focuses on path dependence and institutional layering. Applied to the SCO, this
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perspective highlights how the organization evolved from the “Shanghai Five”
mechanism and reflects continuity in regional diplomacy. The routinization
of summits, technical committees, and joint exercises has created a degree of
institutional embeddedness, even without legal enforcement mechanisms [11].
More recently, scholars have proposed Pragmatic Institutionalism [12], which
recognizes that regional institutions outside of the West often lack strong legal
frameworks but perform effectively in specific issue areas. The SCO, which
emphasizes consensus and sovereignty over formal integration, exemplifies this
pragmatism. Emerging literature in the 2010s introduced the concept of post-
hegemonic regionalism, especially in Latin America, where regional initiatives
developed without clear leadership by a dominant power. While the SCO is not
leaderless, China and Russia exert influence, nevertheless, it fits into a broader
trend of non-Western institutional experimentation.

Simultaneously discussed illiberal regionalism, where regional cooperation
reinforces authoritarian practices rather than liberal democratic norms. This
framework is especially pertinent to the SCO, which often serves to shield
member states from Western political conditionalities and reinforce domestic
regime legitimacy [13]. Concept of multiplex world order envisions a system
of overlapping regional and global institutions, without a single dominant actor
[9]. In this context, the SCO represents one of many institutional platforms
through which global order is negotiated. Meanwhile, scholars like Borzel (2020)
advocate for comparative regionalism, emphasizing methodological pluralism
and attention to regional specificities [12]. These approaches prioritize empirical
rigor and call for the use of both qualitative and quantitative methods such as
bibliometric analysis to assess institutional development.

The theoretical diversity described above provides a rich foundation for
analyzing how the SCO has been studied in academic literature. It also offers
interpretive tools for understanding why and how Central Asian states engage
with the SCO, often balancing external pressures with domestic constraints.
By mapping the bibliometric landscape through this conceptual lens, this study
aims to reveal not only thematic trends but also underlying epistemological and
geopolitical biases in how the SCO and by extension, Central Asian regionalism
is understood.

The SCO in Scholarly Literature. The SCO has increasingly attracted
scholarly attention as a unique institutional experiment in Eurasian regionalism.
Initially formed as the “Shanghai Five” in the mid-1990s to address border
security issues between China, Russia, and Central Asian states, the SCO has since
evolved into a formal regional organization with a broad portfolio of initiatives
encompassing counterterrorism, trade, energy cooperation, and cultural exchange.
However, academic treatments of the SCO vary widely in focus, method, and
disciplinary origin. This section surveys the existing literature, identifying key
thematic clusters, gaps, and scholarly trends relevant to the SCO’s role in regional
integration and international cooperation, particularly in Central Asia. Much of
the early literature on the SCO viewed the organization primarily through the lens
of security cooperation and geopolitical balancing. These studies focused on the
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SCO’s foundation in counterterrorism, separatism, and extremism collectively
known as the “three evils” (san gu shili). Scholars such as Stephen Aris (2009)
and Roy Allison (2008) emphasized the SCO’s function as a platform for regional
security dialogue, arguing that it facilitated confidence-building among former
Soviet republics and China [5], [11]. Others interpreted the SCO as a geopolitical
tool used by China and Russia to counterbalance U.S. influence in Central Asia,
particularly in the wake of NATO’s involvement in Afghanistan [14], [15]. This
realist framing dominated the discourse for much of the 2000s, often reducing
Central Asian states to passive objects of great power competition. However,
such an approach tended to overlook the internal agency of smaller states and the
broader institutional features of the SCO beyond its security functions.

A recurring issue in the literature is the under-theorization of Central Asia’s
role within the SCO. Most works treat the region as a “recipient” of Chinese
or Russian influence rather than as an active participant in shaping institutional
norms. Alexander Cooley (2012) described the SCO as part of a “dual hegemony”
in Central Asia, where local regimes leverage the organization to resist
Western conditionality and consolidate regime survival [6]. This view has been
complemented by studies that frame the SCO as a form of illiberal regionalism
[13], where cooperation strengthens authoritarian rule rather than democratic
governance. While insightful, this approach risks homogenizing Central Asian
states and overlooking intra-regional variation. For instance, Kazakhstan has
often pursued a more multivectoral foreign policy than Kyrgyzstan or Tajikistan.
Recent studies have sought to correct this imbalance by investigating how
Central Asian governments use SCO membership to enhance their international
legitimacy, negotiate aid and investment, and diversify foreign policy options
[16],[17], [18].

A second strand of literature examines the SCO from an institutionalist
perspective, focusing on its structures, procedures, and decision-making
norms. Scholars such as Marcin Kaczmarski (2015) and Chien-peng Chung
(2010) have noted the SCO’s institutional hybridity its lack of supranational
mechanisms, minimal legal formalization, and consensus-based decision-making
[19], [20]. These characteristics are often interpreted either as institutional
weakness or as pragmatic adaptability in a region marked by regime diversity
and sovereignty sensitivity. In this regard, the SCO challenges conventional
institutionalist theories that associate effectiveness with legalism and delegation.
In the 2010s, scholarship began to broaden its thematic scope, examining the
SCO’s involvement in economic cooperation, infrastructure development, and
digital governance. These studies analyze the organization’s engagement with
initiatives such as China’s Belt and Road Initiative and the Eurasian Economic
Union (EAEU), exploring whether the SCO complements or competes with
these frameworks [21]. Importantly, this literature has drawn attention to the
economic and developmental dimensions of integration, particularly for Central
Asia. While the SCO lacks a formal economic arm, it facilitates policy dialogues,
investment forums, and trans-regional connectivity initiatives, which indirectly
support economic integration.
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Constructivist scholars have turned their attention to the discursive and
normative dimensions of the SCO. The so-called Shanghai Spirit a set of normative
principles emphasizing mutual respect, non-interference, and consensus has been
interpreted as both a regional identity marker and a soft power resource [22],
[23]. From this perspective, the SCO is not just an interest-based organization but
also a site for norm diffusion and identity construction. Acharya’s (2007) concept
of “norm localization” is beneficial here, as it explains how regional actors
adapt global norms to fit local political and cultural conditions [1]. The SCO’s
emphasis on sovereignty and development without democratization reflects such
localization processes. This body of work is crucial for understanding why Central
Asian states find the SCO attractive, even if they differ in capacity and alignment.
Despite this thematic diversification, there is a striking lack of bibliometric and
meta-analytical research on how the SCO has been studied. Most articles are
case-based, normative, or descriptive, with limited effort to map broader patterns
in authorship, geography, institutional affiliation, or citation networks. As Borzel
and Risse (2020) argue, the field of comparative regionalism would benefit from
more systematic and data-driven analyses of non-Western regional organizations
[24].

Bibliometrics as a Method in International Relations. The discipline of
international relations has traditionally favored qualitative methodologies,
emphasizing case studies, textual interpretation, and normative theorizing.
However, growing calls for pluralism and methodological transparency have
opened the door to quantitative and mixed-method approaches, including
bibliometric techniques [25], [26]. Bibliometrics offers a complementary lens
through which to examine the intellectual architecture of IR, revealing hidden
structures of influence, thematic clusters, and regional asymmetries in knowledge
production. The shift toward global IR has also intensified the need to track who
produces IR knowledge, from where, and about whom. Bibliometric analysis
is uniquely suited to answer such questions, particularly in contexts where the
dominance of Anglo-American publishing and epistemologies risks marginalizing
voices from the Global South and non-Western regions.

In recent years, bibliometric methods have gained significant traction across
various subfields of International Relations, providing valuable insights into
the structural evolution and thematic orientation of scholarly literature. Rather
than supplanting qualitative inquiry, bibliometric analysis complements it by
offering a meta-level perspective on how research domains develop, converge, or
fragment over time. Ziirn and Faude (2013) applied bibliometric tools to Global
Governance, uncovering the complex citation networks that underpin institutional
governance research [27]. Lenz and Marks (2016) examined citation patterns to
assess how regional studies scholars construct and contest regionalism across
different world areas [28]. Such studies illustrate the versatility of bibliometric
methods in capturing both structural and semantic dimensions of academic
knowledge. They help reveal who dominates the conversation, what themes
are most prevalent, and how scholarly communities are internally structured
and externally connected. At the heart of bibliometric analysis lie several key
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indicators that together enable a multidimensional understanding of research
landscapes. Publication output, the number of works published within a defined
scope, serves as a basic proxy for scholarly attention. Citation analysis measures
the relative impact of specific works or authors by tracking how frequently
they are cited within the literature. Co-authorship networks provide insight into
collaboration patterns among researchers, institutions, and countries, reflecting
both disciplinary and geopolitical linkages. Co-citation analysis reveals the
intellectual structure of a field by identifying which sources are commonly cited
together, thus highlighting schools of thought or paradigmatic cores. Keyword co-
occurrence captures thematic clusters based on recurring terminology across titles,
abstracts, and author-defined keywords, while bibliographic coupling connects
documents sharing standard references, suggesting topical or methodological
proximity. Together, these tools allow scholars to uncover the implicit architecture
of knowledge production its dominant narratives and its silences. To conduct
such analyses, researchers typically rely on large academic databases such as
Scopus, Web of Science or Dimensions. Among these, Scopus is often preferred
in the social sciences due to its broader journal coverage, including non-English
language publications [29].

Despite the growing relevance of bibliometric methods, they remain
underutilized in the study of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization. While
the SCO has received considerable attention from scholars in international
security, regionalism, and Central Asian studies, most existing analyses are
qualitative, normative, or policy-oriented. A bibliometric approach can address
these gaps by revealing structural imbalances in knowledge production such
as the underrepresentation of local or regional scholars, the concentration of
influential publications in select high-impact journals, or the dominance of
particular thematic framings. These findings are critical for evaluating the
epistemological contours and power hierarchies embedded within the academic
treatment of the SCO. Moreover, bibliometric analysis aligns with current
efforts to decolonize and pluralize IR scholarship. Scholars such as Bilgin
(2016) and Tickner (2013) have critiqued the disciplinary core of IR for its
persistent Eurocentrism and marginalization of non-Western experiences and
frameworks [30], [31]. Bibliometric methods offer a means of empirically
documenting these asymmetries, thereby supporting broader theoretical and
political projects aimed at reconstituting the field along more inclusive lines.
Nonetheless, bibliometric approaches are not without limitations. One major
challenge lies in the interpretation of citation metrics, which do not always reflect
scholarly quality or originality. Disciplinary norms, reputational economies, and
linguistic or institutional access barriers influence citation practices. Second,
the coverage of bibliographic databases is uneven, often favoring English-
language publications and journals based in North America or Western Europe
[32]. This creates visibility gaps for scholarship produced in Russian, Chinese,
or Central Asian contexts, ironically, the very regions most relevant for the SCO.
Third, bibliometric analysis tends to focus on formal attributes of texts such as
frequency, connection, and distribution while overlooking substantive content,
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theoretical nuance, or normative intent [33]. For this reason, bibliometric insights
should be understood as complementary to, rather than substitutive of, close
textual or contextual analysis. In sum, bibliometric analysis provides a rigorous
and replicable methodology for mapping academic knowledge structures. When
applied to the SCO, it enables scholars to assess the scope, focus, and biases
of the literature on regional integration and cooperation in Central Asia. This
contributes not only to empirical understanding of how the SCO is studied
but also to broader methodological innovation within the field of international
relations, particularly in comparative regionalism and global governance studies.
By tracing the evolution of the SCO in the academic literature, this study helps
illuminate how power, geography, and disciplinary norms intersect to shape
the intellectual agenda of one of Eurasia’s most significant but under-theorized
multilateral institutions.

Description of Materials and methods

This study adopts a bibliometric methodology to examine the structure
and evolution of academic research on the SCO, with a specific focus on its
role in regional integration and international cooperation involving Central Asia.
Bibliometric methods are particularly well-suited for meta-analytical assessments
of scholarly production, allowing for the mapping of publication trends, thematic
clusters, co-authorship networks, and citation dynamics. In order to ensure
methodological rigor and transparency, the study follows PRISMA guidelines
(Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) to
document the article selection process. It relies on VOSviewer for the execution
of network-based cluster analysis.

Data Source and Search Strategy

The primary dataset was obtained from Scopus, a leading multidisciplinary
database that provides comprehensive coverage of peer-reviewed journals in
the social sciences, including international relations, political science, and area
studies. Scopus was selected for its broad geographic coverage, inclusion of non-
U.S. journals, and availability of citation data and author affiliations, which are
critical for the network visualizations employed in this study. The search was
conducted using the following Boolean query in the Scopus advanced search
interface:

TITLE-ABS-KEY (“Shanghai Cooperation Organization” AND “Central
Asia”) AND (LIMIT-TO (LANGUAGE , “English” )) AND (LIMIT-TO
(DOCTYPE, “ar”))

This search targeted documents that included references to the “Shanghai
Cooperation Organization” and “Central Asia” in their titles, abstracts, or
keywords. The search was further restricted to articles published in English,
in order to ensure consistency in bibliometric indicators and accessibility of
metadata. The timeframe was defined as 2001 to 2024, capturing the whole period
since the SCO’s formal establishment as an intergovernmental organization.
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Article Screening and PRISMA Filtering. To enhance methodological
transparency and reproducibility, the study follows the PRISMA framework for
screening and article selection. The initial search query returned 171 documents.
A multi-stage screening process was then applied, as follows:

1. Duplicate removal, articles with duplicate metadata (same DOI or
Scopus ID) were excluded (n =9).

2. Scope relevance, articles were excluded if they did not explicitly address
either (a) the SCO as a regional organization or (b) its relevance to regional
cooperation in Central Asia (n = 36).

3. Final inclusion, a total of 114 articles met the inclusion criteria and
were retained for full bibliometric analysis.

Unit of Analysis and Data Preparation

Each of the 114 articles constituted a unit of analysis. Metadata including
author names, institutional affiliations, article titles, publication years, abstracts,
keywords, source titles (journals), citation counts, and references were downloaded
in CSV format compatible with bibliometric software. Particular care was taken to
clean and harmonize author names as well as to standardize institutional data for
cross-institutional comparison. The dataset was then imported into VOSviewer
version 1.6.19, a widely used tool for bibliometric mapping, which supports
co-authorship, co-citation, bibliographic coupling, and keyword co-occurrence
analysis [26]. All network maps presented in the results section are based on this
analytical framework.

Cluster Analysis and Visualization Techniques. A cluster analysis was
conducted to identify thematic groupings within the literature, utilizing
three primary types of bibliometric relationships. First, the co-occurrence of
keywords revealed dominant research themes and conceptual linkages, enabling
the identification of central topics such as “security cooperation,” “regional
integration,” “China - Central Asia relations,” and “authoritarian regionalism.”
Second, co-authorship networks were analyzed to visualize patterns of scholarly
collaboration across geographic regions, academic institutions, and disciplinary
domains. Third, selective citation network analysis was employed to examine
core-periphery structures and trace patterns of intellectual influence within
the dataset. Together, these approaches provided a comprehensive view of the
structural and thematic organization of SCO-related scholarship. The resulting
visualizations are interpreted quantitatively and qualitatively, providing a rich
picture of the intellectual architecture of SCO scholarship.

Ethicaland Methodological Considerations. As this study involves secondary
data analysis of publicly available bibliographic metadata, no institutional review
board approval was required. However, the principles of ethical research were
followed throughout, including the anonymization of individual author names in
presented figures where appropriate and the acknowledgment of all data sources.

Results and discussion
To assess the intellectual foundations and influential contributions within
the scholarly discourse on the SCO and its impact on Central Asia, we conducted
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a citation-based analysis of the 114 articles included in our dataset. Citations
remain a key metric in bibliometric research, serving as a proxy for academic
impact and scholarly reception. While citation counts should not be conflated
with quality or relevance alone, they offer helpful insight into which articles have
most shaped the discourse. Table 1 displays the ten most cited articles in the
field between 2001 and 2024. These articles have been instrumental in defining
the thematic orientation of SCO-related research, particularly regarding issues of
authoritarian norm diffusion, regional security, China’s strategic ambitions, and
institutional design.

Table 1 - Top-cited articles on the SCO and Central Asia (2001-2024)

Ne Title Author Journal Year |Citations
1 | Catching the ‘Shanghai Ambrosio, T. |Europe - 2008 224
Spirit’: How the SCO pro- Asia Studies
motes authoritarian norms
in Central Asia
2 | Virtual regionalism, regional |  Allison, R. | Central 2008 201
structures and regime secu- Asian Sur-
rity in Central Asia vey
3 | The Shanghai Cooperation Stephen, A. | Europe - 2009 95
Organisation: ‘Tackling the Asia Studies
three evils’
4 | China's role in establishing | Jing-Dong, Y. |Journal of 2010 80
and building the Shanghai Contempo-
Cooperation Organization rary China
(SCO)
5 | China turns west: Beijing's Sheives, K. |Pacific Af- | 2006 53
contemporary strategy to- fairs
wards Central Asia
6 | Who's Socialising Whom? Lewis, D. Europe - 2012 52
Regional Organisations and Asia Studies
Contested Norms in Central
Asia
7 | Central Asian and Russian Kerr, D. International | 2010 49
perspectives on China's stra- Affairs
tegic emergence
8 |In medias res: The develop- | Lanteigne, M. |Pacific Af- | 2006 48
ment of the SCO as a secu- fairs
rity community
9 |Shanghaied into coopera- Kavalski, E. |Journal of | 2010 46
tion: Framing China s so- Asian and
cialization of Central Asia African
Studies
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10 | The Strategic Use of Soft Ferguson, C. |Journal of | 2012 45
Balancing: The Normative Strategic
Dimensions of the Chinese- Studies
Russian ‘Strategic Partner-
ship’
Source: compiled by the authors based on Scopus data

The most cited publication, Catching the ‘Shanghai Spirit’ by Ambrosio
(2008), with 224 citations, is emblematic of the critical constructivist strand in the
literature [ 14]. It argues that the SCO contributes to the regional entrenchment of
authoritarian norms, particularly in its Central Asian member states. The second
most cited article, Allison (2008), similarly focuses on the symbolic and regime-
supporting functions of regionalism in Central Asia, introducing the concept
of virtual regionalism to highlight the gap between declaratory rhetoric and
institutional depth [8]. These two articles alone account for over 425 citations
and continue to be central reference points in studies that interrogate the illiberal
character of regional cooperation in Eurasia. The third most cited article, Aris
(2009), addresses the SCO’s efforts to combat the “three evils” and situates the
organization within the broader debate on non-traditional security governance [5].
The next tier of highly cited works, including Jing-Dong Yuan (2010) and Sheives
(2006), focuses on China’s role in institutional design and geopolitical expansion,
especially in the context of Beijing’s westward turn in foreign policy [34], [35]. A
notable feature of the citation landscape is the temporal concentration: the majority
of the most cited papers were published between 2006 and 2012, a period which
coincides with the SCO’s institutional maturation and growing global relevance.
Despite the proliferation of SCO research in the 2020s, no recent works have yet
matched the citation impact of these foundational texts, indicating a potential
lag in integration of newer research into the core of the academic debate. These
influential publications are predominantly found in regional studies journals such
as Europe-Asia Studies, Central Asian Survey, and Pacific Affairs, suggesting
that while the SCO is of clear interest to area specialists, it has not yet achieved
mainstream recognition in generalist IR outlets.

The temporal distribution of publications and citations on the SCO and
Central Asia from 2001 to 2024 demonstrates a clear pattern of progressive
growth and thematic consolidation over two decades (see Figure 1).

Documents Citations

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

® Documents  -e-Citation:

Figure 1. Annual publication output and citations on the SCO and Central Asia
(2001-2024)
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The early 2000s show minimal scholarly output, with fewer than three
articles per year and negligible citation activity. This reflects the nascent stage
of SCO-focused research, likely tied to the organization’s formative years and
limited visibility in global academic discourse. A gradual increase in publications
begins in 2006, coinciding with the institutional consolidation of the SCO and
its expansion of competencies beyond security into areas such as energy, trade,
and diplomacy. The first notable spike in publications occurs around 2008-2009,
aligning with the publication of several highly cited foundational texts [5], [6].
These works appear to have shaped the citation landscape for years to come.
From 2010 onward, the field enters a period of steady growth, with an average
of 5-8 articles per year. The peak year in publication volume is 2015, with 9
articles, which may reflect increased interest in the SCO following regional
security developments and China’s rising global ambitions under the Belt and
Road Initiative. Citation trends also demonstrate a lagged but corresponding
increase, with annual citation counts surpassing 100 from 2019 onward. The
highest citation volume occurs in 2022, reaching over 120, likely reflecting
both accumulated impact of earlier publications and growing attention to SCO-
related themes amid shifting global power dynamics and renewed interest in
multipolarity. This longitudinal pattern suggests that SCO scholarship has
matured from episodic contributions into a sustained research field, gaining
visibility and relevance within both area studies and international relations. It
also indicates that the field is not yet saturated, offering ongoing opportunities for
new contributions, especially from Central Asian perspectives.

The distribution of publications across journals over time reveals continuity
and diversification in the outlets that have shaped the scholarly discourse on the
SCO and its regional context. Figure 2 highlights the top-10 academic journals by
volume of SCO-related publications and visualizes their temporal contributions
from 2001 to 2024.
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Figure 2. Yearly Dynamics of Publications in Top-10 Journals (2001-2024)
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The most consistent and prolific journals include Europe-Asia Studies
and Central Asian Survey, which serve as the core publishing venues for SCO-
focused research. Both journals show sustained output across multiple years and
are often cited in foundational debates on authoritarian regionalism and Central
Asian regime dynamics. Pacific Affairs and Journal of Contemporary China
also demonstrate regular contributions, reflecting the growing interest in the
SCO as a platform of Chinese regional strategy and Eurasian connectivity. The
peak year in journal diversity and output was 2019, with seven articles across
five different journals, indicating a high point of scholarly interest and possibly
linked to global discourse on China’s rising power and the 2018 expansion of the
SCO. This spike includes contributions from India Quarterly, reflecting India’s
accession as a full SCO member in 2017 and the accompanying reorientation of
regional policy discussions. More recent years (2020-2023) show a moderate yet
sustained pattern of publication, including new journal entries such as Eurasian
Geography and Economics and Asian Survey, which suggests a gradual thematic
expansion toward economics, spatial analysis, and broader regional frameworks.
Interestingly, the earlier years (2001-2007) show minimal diversity in journal
outlets, with publications concentrated almost entirely in area studies journals
an indicator that the SCO was initially treated as a region-specific phenomenon
rather than a case of broader IR theoretical interest. These dynamics illustrate
the shifting disciplinary boundaries of SCO research from Central Asian
political studies toward comparative regionalism, Chinese foreign policy, and
international security studies. At the same time, the persistent dominance of a
handful of journals underscores the concentration of epistemic authority in a
relatively narrow segment of the scholarly field. This pattern has implications
for knowledge diffusion and access: while specialized journals offer depth and
context, broader dissemination through generalist IR journals could elevate the
SCO’s visibility in global debates on multilateralism and institutional diversity.
The geographic distribution of scholarly publications on the SCO and Central
Asia reveals a pronounced geopolitical imbalance in authorship and academic
attention (Figure 3).

low medium high

Created with Datawrapper

Figure 3. Geographic distribution of SCO-related publications by author
affiliation (2001-2024)
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As the map demonstrates, the highest publication intensity is concentrated in
the United States, Russia, China, and the United Kingdom countries that dominate
both global IR discourse and regional power politics. Despite the SCO’s direct
relevance to Central Asian states, the region remains underrepresented in terms
of academic output. Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, and Tajikistan exhibit
only low to medium levels of publication activity, typically in co-authorship with
institutions based in China or Russia. This reflects structural barriers such as
limited research funding, language constraints, and the relative marginality of
Central Asian institutions within global academic networks. China and Russia,
by contrast, exhibit strong author presence, reflecting their role as founding
SCO members and principal actors in Eurasian regionalism. Their dominance
is reinforced by domestic think tanks and policy-oriented institutions that
actively contribute to the literature, often in collaboration with Western scholars
or international journals. The United States emerges as the single most active
country in SCO-related research, likely due to its strategic interest in Central
Asia post 9/11 and the positioning of the SCO as a counter-hegemonic bloc in
Western academic discourse. This also reflects broader trends in global IR, where
American institutions continue to shape research agendas and citation economies,
even on issues outside their geographic sphere. Other notable contributors
include India, Germany, France, Canada, and Australia, which register medium
activity levels. These countries often approach the SCO through the lens of
comparative regionalism, security studies, or Sino-Russian cooperation, rather
than direct regional embeddedness. Figure 3 illustrates a North-South and East-
West asymmetry in knowledge production. The discourse on the SCO remains
externally dominated, with insufficient epistemic contributions from within
Central Asia itself. This finding reinforces the need for greater scholarly inclusion
and capacity-building in the region most affected by SCO policies.

Cluster and Thematic Network Analysis

To identify and interpret the dominant themes in the scholarly literature
on the SCO and Central Asia, we conducted a keyword co-occurrence analysis
using VOSviewer. This method groups frequently co-occurring terms into
thematic clusters based on their association strength, enabling the visualization
of the semantic structure of the field. Figure 4 presents the keyword network map
based on a minimum occurrence threshold of three keywords. Nodes represent
keywords, node size reflects frequency, and edge thickness indicates the strength
of co-occurrence. Clusters are color-coded, and their interpretation follows below.

Cluster 1 constitutes the semantic and structural core of the keyword
network, encompassing the most frequently occurring and centrally positioned
terms in the corpus: “Central Asia”, “Shanghai Cooperation Organization”,
“SCO”, and “Russia”. These keywords form the foundational axis of the
literature, around which much of the academic inquiry on the SCO is organized.
The dense interconnections among these terms indicate that regional governance
remains the primary interpretive frame for understanding the SCO’s institutional
role and functional evolution. At the heart of this cluster is the conception of the
SCO as a regional governance platform, albeit one that diverges from classical
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liberal models of integration. Unlike the European Union or ASEAN, the SCO
emphasizes sovereignty, non-interference, and regime security, aligning with
what some scholars have termed “authoritarian regionalism” [14], [17]. Within
this framework, “Russia” and “Central Asia” appear not merely as geographical
entities but as strategic poles shaping the institutional logic and political culture
of the organization. The presence of the term “FEurasia’ in this cluster further
highlights the geopolitical and civilizational dimensions of the SCO project. The
literature frequently positions the SCO within broader debates on Eurasianism,
post-Soviet space reconfiguration, and multipolar world order [8], [22]. These
narratives often reflect competing visions of regionalism Russia’s ambition
for a “Greater Eurasia” versus China’s BRI-driven connectivity model thus
complicating the cooperative narrative with latent rivalry and asymmetry.
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xinjiang

foreigmpolicy shanghai cooperation organisat

kazakhstan china

regionalisecurity
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Figure 4. Keyword co-occurrence map on the SCO and Central Asia (2001—
2024)
Cluster 1. Regional Governance and Central Asia (Red)

Additionally, the frequent co-occurrence of keywords such as
“cooperation”, “integration”, and “multilateralism” suggests that despite
critiques of its depth and cohesion, the SCO is still analyzed through the lens
of international institution theory. This includes applications of both rationalist
institutionalism and constructivist regionalism. However, the literature within
this cluster also exhibits an analytical tension between form and function: while
the SCO presents itself as a mechanism of regional integration, many studies
argue that it functions more as a platform for elite coordination, symbolic
diplomacy, and security legitimization than as a supranational body with binding
authority [5]. The term “integration’ thus appears in a contested epistemic space,
where its normative appeal is contrasted with the empirical reality of limited
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institutionalization. Crucially, the cluster also underscores the state-centric
character of SCO governance. Keywords associated with civil society, human
rights, or democratic accountability are notably absent from this semantic field.
This supports the claim that SCO regionalism is primarily constructed around
executive-level cooperation, with minimal societal participation and closed norm
diffusion mechanisms [15]. In terms of methodology, the prominence of this
cluster is not merely a function of frequency, but also of centrality in the network
topology: keywords in this group serve as bridging concepts connecting to other
clusters (security, China’s strategy, energy diplomacy), reinforcing the idea that
“regional governance in Central Asia” is the pivot around which other thematic
subfields revolve.

Cluster 2. Security and Conflict (Green). Focus on the security-driven
dimension of SCO-related scholarship, centered around the keywords “security ”,
“terrorism”, “Taliban”, “Afghanistan”, “Kazakhstan”, “Turkmenistan”, and
“Tajikistan”. The co-occurrence patterns and proximity of these terms suggest a
regionally embedded narrative, whereby the SCO is understood as a mechanism
of collective security governance, particularly in response to transnational
threats and domestic regime vulnerabilities in post-Soviet Central Asia. At the
heart of this cluster lies the SCO’s foundational “three evils” doctrine: terrorism,
separatism, and extremism, which has served as the normative and operational
rationale for its security agenda. This concept, while officially endorsed by SCO
member states, has drawn critical attention in the literature for being ambiguous
and politically malleable, often employed to legitimize internal crackdowns and
suppress political dissent under the guise of regional cooperation [5], [6]. The
geographic specificity of this cluster is particularly notable. Countries such as
“Afghanistan”, “Tajikistan”, and “Kazakhstan” are recurrently associated with
security risks, whether through border instability, spillover effects of conflict, or
concerns about radicalization and refugee flows. The keyword “Taliban ” further
links the SCO’s security logic to the broader dynamics of South Asian conflict
zones, especially after the NATO withdrawal from Afghanistan and the Taliban’s
return to power in 2021. These developments have renewed the relevance of
the SCO-Afghanistan Contact Group and prompted scholarly reappraisal of the
organization’s crisis response capacity. The inclusion of “Turkmenistan”, despite
its non-membership in the SCO, reflects the regional spillover logic of security
studies, highlighting how geopolitical vulnerability transcends institutional
boundaries. Studies often treat the Central Asian region as an interdependent
security complex, where the resilience or collapse of one state has immediate
implications for its neighbors. The presence of “security” as both a node and
connector within this cluster also points to the dominance of realist and strategic
studies perspectives in this thematic strand. Much of the literature adopts state-
centered, threat-oriented frameworks, often drawing on traditional IR theories
such as balance of power, threat perception, and the security dilemma. While
this orientation has yielded important insights into the SCO’s military exercises,
counterterrorism drills, and intelligence coordination via RATS, it tends to
underemphasize human security, civil-military relations, and non-state dynamics.
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Furthermore, this cluster reveals an enduring disconnect between security
discourse and normative critique. While scholars acknowledge the operational
expansion of the SCO’s security apparatus, there is limited engagement with
questions of legal accountability, civilian oversight, or regional arms dynamics.
This reflects both the data limitations in authoritarian contexts and the normative
ambivalence of the SCO itself, which promotes security cooperation while
resisting international norms on transparency and intervention.

Notably, the overlap between Cluster 2 and other clusters, particularly
with Cluster 1 (Regional Governance) and Cluster 4 (India—Pakistan), suggests
that security is not an isolated theme, but rather interwoven with questions of
legitimacy, competition, and strategic alignment. For example, China’s growing
security footprint in the region intersects with its economic agenda, BRI, while
Russia seeks to maintain a dominant position within the CSTO-SCO nexus. In
sum, Cluster 2 confirms that the SCO is primarily perceived as a security actor,
but one that operates through consensual, sovereignty-respecting modalities
rather than through supranational enforcement. It reflects a pragmatic model of
regional security, grounded in regime survival and elite coordination rather than
collective defense or normative convergence.

Cluster 3. China's Strategic Vision (Yellow). Cluster 3 is anchored in a set
of keywords that collectively reflect the Chinese strategic orientation within the
SCO and beyond. The dominant terms “China”, “foreign policy”, “Belt and
Road Initiative”, “Chinese foreign policy”, “soft balancing”, and “geopolitics”
indicate a distinct thematic field concerned with how China conceptualizes and
instrumentalizes regional cooperation under the SCO umbrella. Unlike Clusters
1 and 2, which emphasize regional institutionalism and security coordination,
respectively, this cluster foregrounds strategic intentionality, normative
projection, and power recalibration in a transforming global order. The co-
occurrence of “China” with both “SCO” and “BRI” suggests that scholarly
work increasingly views these frameworks not in isolation, but as interlinked
components of a broader geostrategic architecture. The presence of “Chinese
foreign policy” and “‘foreign policy” in the same cluster points to dual layers of
analysis. On one hand, there is substantial scholarship focused on the rationale
and objectives of China’s multilateral engagement in Central Asia (e.g., access
to markets, energy security, border stability). On the other hand, a more global
IR perspective examines China’s use of the SCO as a soft balancing mechanism
vis-a-vis Western-led institutions such as NATO, the EU, and the U.S. alliance
system [19]. The concept of soft balancing, in particular, represents a theoretical
bridge between realism and constructivism. It allows scholars to analyze how
China utilizes diplomatic, institutional, and economic tools, including the SCO,
to dilute Western hegemony without triggering confrontation. Meanwhile, the
keyword “geopolitics ” signals a broader discourse in which the SCO is not merely
a regional arrangement but a node in global power transitions. The literature in
this area often treats the SCO as a microcosm of multipolarity, where China’s
vision of international order, based on principles such as non-interference and
infrastructure-led connectivity, competes with liberal democratic norms and
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governance models. In this view, the SCO becomes a testing ground for China’s
evolving role as a normative power, especially in the Global South. The strategic
orientation of this cluster is further enhanced by its connections to Cluster 1 (e.g.,
through “SCO” and “regional integration”) and Cluster 2 (via shared concern with
“security” and “threats”), illustrating how Chinese strategy cannot be separated
from broader debates on institutional design and regional stability. However,
it also introduces new dimensions, such as economic statecraft, discourse
construction, and symbolic diplomacy [16]. An important sub-theme within
this cluster is the instrumentalization of multilateralism. Several scholars argue
that China’s engagement with the SCO is selective and interest-driven, intended
to reassure neighbors while preserving strategic autonomy [13], [34]. Unlike
the EU or ASEAN, where rule-bound institutionalism prevails, China’s SCO
approach is often characterized as pragmatic, non-binding, and elite-centered a
form of “strategic multilateralism” tailored to maximize flexibility and minimize
constraint. Nevertheless, critiques within the literature also point to internal
contradictions in China’s SCO policy. While rhetorically committed to shared
development and security, China’s growing economic dominance and asymmetric
partnerships have generated ambivalence and suspicion among smaller member
states. Moreover, its normative discourse on “win-win cooperation” is sometimes
viewed as covertly hierarchical, particularly when aligned with the Belt and Road
Initiative’s infrastructure dependency patterns. In summary, Cluster 3 provides
critical insight into how China’s engagement with the SCO reflects broader
efforts to reshape regional and global governance architectures. It shows that the
SCO is not just a forum for consensus-building. However, China also serves as a
strategic platform through which It projects influence, manages competition, and
redefines the rules of international order from a Eurasian vantage point.

Cluster 4. South Asian Dynamics (Blue). This cluster is driven by the
keywords “India”, “Pakistan”, “foreign policy”, “Xinjiang”, and “regional
security”. It captures the growing body of research generated after the
accession of India and Pakistan as full members of the SCO in 2017, a move
widely recognized as a turning point in the organization’s history. Their entry
transformed the SCO from a primarily Central Asian Sino-Russian bloc into
a broader multilateral platform that now includes key South Asian actors with
historically adversarial relations. Much of the literature in this cluster focuses on
India’s strategic calculus, particularly its attempts to leverage SCO membership
to balance China’s growing regional footprint. Scholars have explored India’s
cautious engagement, highlighting its resistance to the Belt and Road Initiative
and its desire to assert normative pluralism within the SCO framework [21]. At
the same time, Pakistan’s participation is analyzed through the lens of security
alignment with China and its regional ambitions in Central Asia, especially
regarding connectivity to Afghanistan and beyond. The inclusion of “Xinjiang”
in this cluster signals the entanglement of China’s domestic security concerns
with regional stability issues. It also illustrates the extension of SCO cooperation
into sensitive border areas, linking transnational security with internal legitimacy.
This cluster thus reflects a complex web of competing national interests and
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diplomatic maneuvering. The simultaneous presence of India and Pakistan
introduces structural friction into SCO decision-making, particularly in areas
like joint declarations, counterterrorism language, and connectivity initiatives.
Nonetheless, their participation also enhances the SCO’s geopolitical reach and
introduces new analytical lenses, including the role of regional rivalries, nuclear
deterrence, and diplomatic pluralism within multilateral institutions [17], [18].

Cluster 5. Energy and Connectivity (Purple). The fifth cluster, though
smaller in scale, addresses a strategically vital theme: the intersection of “energy”,
“infrastructure”’, and “connectivity”. It reflects the growing scholarly interest in
how the SCO facilitates, or at least aligns with, broader infrastructure diplomacy
and energy geopolitics in Central Asia. Here, the SCO is not viewed as a regulatory
energy body per se, but rather as a political platform that reinforces bilateral and
regional energy initiatives. China’s growing reliance on Central Asian energy
supplies, particularly natural gas and oil from Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, and
Uzbekistan, forms a critical backdrop to this literature [20], [36]. These works
often examine how energy deals, pipelines, and cross-border electricity grids are
embedded within the broader SCO dialogue, even if not formally coordinated
by the organization itself. Likewise, the inclusion of “connectivity” connects
this cluster with studies on the Belt and Road Initiative, focusing on railways,
roads, fiber optic links, and logistics hubs. Scholars have analyzed the SCO as a
normative umbrella that legitimizes China’s infrastructural expansion and reduces
resistance among member states by framing such projects within a consensual,
multilateral structure [36], [37]. Moreover, the appearance of “regional security”
in this cluster underscores the dual nature of infrastructure: as both a development
asset and a security concern. Authors have raised issues of pipeline protection,
cyber vulnerabilities, and the geopolitical risks of infrastructural dependence.
There is also critical attention to the asymmetric relationships formed through
such projects, especially where infrastructure loans are perceived as creating
long-term leverage for external powers. In sum, these two clusters expand the
scope of SCO studies beyond governance and hard security. Cluster 4 foregrounds
institutional adaptation and strategic contestation introduced by South Asian
membership, while Cluster 5 illuminates the material foundations of regional
integration, highlighting how infrastructure and energy resources shape the
political economy of multilateralism in Eurasia. Together, they underscore that
the SCO is no longer simply a security or geopolitical bloc; it is a multifaceted
institution whose relevance now spans issues of identity, development, diplomacy,
and infrastructure-led regionalism.

Conclusion

This study has undertaken the first comprehensive bibliometric analysis
of scholarly literature on the Shanghai Cooperation Organization with specific
attention to its role in regional integration in Central Asia. By analyzing 114
peer-reviewed articles published between 2001 and 2024 using PRISMA
methodology and cluster visualization tools like VOSviewer, the study maps the
intellectual structure, thematic orientations, and knowledge production patterns
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within this growing research domain. The performance analysis revealed a
gradual but consistent increase in scholarly output on the SCO, with notable
surges during geopolitical turning points in Eurasia. Citation analysis identified
a core set of highly influential publications that have shaped the discourse on
authoritarian diffusion, regime security, and multilateral cooperation within the
SCO. The dominance of English-language journals based in Western and East
Asian academic institutions also highlights structural asymmetries in global
knowledge production. Geographically, China, Russia, and the United States
emerged as the most prolific contributors, with relatively limited representation
from Central Asian scholars and institutions. This finding raises critical questions
about epistemic inclusion and the localization of regional knowledge, aligning
with broader debates in post-Western International Relations theory. Cluster and
co-word analyses yielded four dominant thematic clusters:

1. Regional Governance and Central Asia exploring the SCO as a vehicle
for multilateralism, regionalism, and strategic alignment in Eurasia.

2. Security and Counterterrorism Cooperation focusing on the SCO’s
engagement with non-traditional security threats and the “three evils” narrative.

3. China’s Foreign Policy and Strategic Partnerships interrogating China’s
use of the SCO as a tool of normative diffusion and geopolitical balancing.

4. Energy, Economy, and Development emphasizing economic
cooperation, infrastructure initiatives, and resource politics as a less dominant
but emerging theme.

These clusters indicate that the field is heavily security-centric but gradually
diversifying into economic and normative dimensions. They also suggest a spatial-
temporal evolution from theoretical regionalism toward empirical analyses of
policy, governance, and cooperation mechanisms.

The use of bibliometric techniques adds methodological rigor to the field
of International Relations, offering a macroscopic view of how topics evolve,
cluster, and concentrate across institutional and national boundaries. The study
demonstrates how bibliometric approaches complement qualitative inquiry,
providing robust evidence of citation dynamics, thematic trends, and intellectual
lineage. The findings of this study generate several critical implications:

1. Epistemic Pluralism. There is a pressing need to diversify the geographic
and institutional composition of SCO scholarship by promoting contributions
from Central Asian scholars, particularly in local languages and interdisciplinary
contexts.

2. Theoretical Innovation. Scholars should seek to bridge bibliometric
insights with critical and post-colonial IR theory to unpack underlying assumptions
and hierarchies in SCO-related narratives.

3. Policy Relevance. Understanding the evolving academic framing of
the SCO can inform more nuanced and reflexive policy analysis, particularly
concerning regional cooperation frameworks such as the Belt and Road Initiative
or the CSTO.

This study acknowledges several limitations, including the focus on
English-language, peer-reviewed journal articles indexed in Scopus. Future
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research could incorporate multilingual sources and grey literature to expand
the empirical base. Additionally, while bibliometrics reveals structural patterns,
qualitative methods remain essential for interpreting meanings, narratives, and
contestations embedded in SCO scholarship. In conclusion, this bibliometric
analysis contributes to the meta-theoretical and empirical development of
International Relations by offering a critical lens through which to examine
regionalism in Central Asia. By mapping the scholarly terrain of the SCO, this
study not only illuminates academic trends but also encourages a more inclusive,
interdisciplinary, and theoretically grounded future for research on Eurasian
multilateralism.
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IIbIY ASSICBIHJIAFBI AUMAKTBIK MHTETPAIIUSI ’KOHE
XAJIBIKAPAJIBIK BIHTBIMAKTACTBIK:
BUBJINOMETPUSJIBIK TAJIIAY
* butieyoB A.A.!, Kypmanramu A.K.%, [Tyxons K.3
*12 AGait arbiagarsl Kaz¥ 1Y -nein Copbonna-KazakcTan HHCTUTYTHI,
Anmarsl, Kazakcran
3 11IbIFBIC TIIEPI MEH OPKCHUETTEPIHIH YITTHIK HHCTUTYTHI,
[Tapwx, @panums

Anparna. byn makana IIlaHxali BIHTBIMAKTACTBIK YWBIMBIHA ApHAJIFAH
FBUTBIMU OI€OMETTEP/IIH aJFAIIKbl YKaH-KaKThl OWOIMOMETPHUSIIBIK TaJIayblH
YCBhIHA/IBI, dacipece OHBIH OpTanblK A3usgarbl pelliHe Oaca Hazap ayaapaibl.
2001-2024 xplimap  apajbIFBIHIAFBl  SCOpUs  JIEPEKKOPBbIHAH — aJIbIHFaH
MOJIIMETTEpAl KojjaHa oTbipbil, 3eprrey PRISMA onicremecine Herizaenrex
1pIKTey KpUTEpUNIIEpIH KO1aHabl, Oy 9/1icTeMENIK KaTaHIbIKThl KAMTaMachl3
erelll. ABTOpJBIK CEpPIKTECTIK JKEJUIEpiH, JIOWeKCe3 YITUIepiH JKOHE
TaKbIPBINTHIK KJIacTepiepAl Buzyannzanusiay yiia VOSviewer Garapiamacsl
naigananeuianel. 3eprrey HoTmxkenepl 2000-KbpUimapablH OpTacklHaH OacTan
HIbI¥-ra nereH FbUIBIMU KbI3BIFYLIBUIBIKTBIH TYPAaKThl ©CKEHIH KOpCETe.l, ajl
KapusjaHbIM IIbIHJIApbl Eypasusyiarbl MaHBI3bI T€0CasCU  ©3repiCTEpPMEH
coiikec keneni. Heri3ri skapusimansiM anagaapeiHa Europe-Asia Studies, Central
Asian Survey xoHe Journal of Contemporary China »ypHanmapsl >KaTajbl.
Jlaitexcesaepre Tanay xacay aBTOPUTAPIIBIK HOpMaslapblH Tapaslybl, alMaKThIK
Kayincizaik xoHe Kprraiinbig Opranblk A3Usiarsl CTPaTerusuIbIK YCTaHbIMBIHBIH
ABOJTIOIUSCH] JKOHIHJIET1 HET13r1 eHOeKTep TOOBIH aHBIKTaWAbl. TaKbIPBIITHIK
KJlacTepsey Oec Heri3ri 3epTrey OarbITTapblH KepceTeal: alMakThIK Oackapy,
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KayilCci3aiK cajachlHAAaFbl BIHTBIMAKTACTBIK, KpITaliIbIH CBIPTKBI cascarhl,
OntycTiK A3usAarbl TPOLECTEP JKOHE OHHEpreTMKa MEH HHQPaKypbUIbIM
Oaitnmanbicel. byn OarbiTrap LIbBIY Typansl 3eprreynepiaiH Kayinci3mikke
HETi3/1eNIreH JUCKYpCTaH JaMyFa, HOPMaTUBTIK IIKipTajgacTapra K9He reocascu
KaiiTa KypbUIbIMFa Kapail KeHEWIIN Kelle KaTKaHbIH KepceTenl. 3epTTey alKblH
SIUCTEMOJIOTHSUIBIK TEHCI3IIKTI KopceTeIl: Oees/ Il KapusaaHbIMIap/IbIH 0achiM
6emxiri AKUI, Kerraii, Peceil sxone ¥abi0puranus cuskrbl [modanasr ContycTik
eNJiepiHierl MeKeMeNepAeH IIbIKKaH, an Opranblk A3usgarbl FajabMap a3
KaMTbuIFaH. bynmacummetpus O11iM/ 11 10Kau3alusiiay MoceelepiHiH ©3eKTUTIrNH
YKOHE XaJIbIKapasblK KaTblHACTAp CAJIaChIHBIH MHKJIFO3UBTLIITH KaliTa KapacTblpy
KQKeTTITIH ajifa TapTajpl. OJICTEMENIK TYPFbIJaH Makaja OUOIMOMETPUSIIBIK
KypaJlJapJblH FBbUIBIMU OUIIM KYPBUIBIMBIH KapTara TYCIpyJeri THIMIUIITIH
KepCeTe/Il, all TEOPUSIIBIK TYPFbIJIaH ACUMMETPUSUIBIK OHIPJIIK UHTErPaLus )KOHE
»ahaHIbIK XaJIbIKapasblK KaTbIHACTAP/IbI IEKOJOHU3AIMSIIAY MACETIeNIepiHe yiiec
Kocajipl. 3epTTey OaThICTBIK €MEC AMUCTEMOJIOTHSUIAPMEH ©3apa 1C-KUMBLIIbI
KeHelTyre jkoHe Opranblk A3us FaIbIMIAAPBIHBIH FBHUIBIMH OCJICEeHILTITIH
apTThIpYFa MAKbIPaIbl. byl HOTHIKEIEep KOIKAKThI bIHTBIMAKTACThIKThI 3€PTTEYTe
#oHe Eypasusgarel eHIpIIiK CepIKTECTIK TETIKTEPIH KETUINIPYre MaHbI3bl Yiiec
KOca ajajpl.

Tipexk ce3mep: Illanxaii bIHTBIMAKTaCTBIK YibIMBL, OpTanbik A3us,
OMOTMOMETPUSIIBIK TNy, OHIPJIIK MHTETpaIus, O171iM TEHCI31T1, XaIbIKapaibIK
KaTbIHACTap, reocascar, 611iM aCUMMETPUSICHI

PEI'HOHAJIBHAS HHTET'PALIUA U MEXIYHAPOJAHOE
COTPYJHUYECTBO B PAMKAX HIOC:
BUBJIUOMETPUUYECKUN AHAJIN3
* bumiieyoB A.A.!, Kypmanramu A.K.% ITyxomns K.°
*12 Tuctutyt Copbona-Kaszaxcran npu KasHITY umenu Abas,
Anmarel, Kazaxcran
> HanmoHambHBIA HHCTUTYT BOCTOYHBIX SI3BIKOB M [UBUIIA3AIINH,
[Tapwx, @panums

AHHoTauus. JlaHHas cTaThs NpeACTaBisieT cOOON MepBblil yrIyOIEHHbBIN
OuONMOMETpUYECKU  aHANM3  HAy4YHOM  JMTeparypbl,  MOCBSIIEHHON
[anxaiickoil opraHu3aluyu COTPYJHUYECTBA, C OCOOBIM aKLEHTOM Ha €€ pojb
B llenTpanpHoit A3un. Mcnonb3yst nanneie u3 6a3el Scopus 3a nepuon 2001—
2024 romoB, HCCIENOBAHHWE NPUMEHSET KpUTEpPUH OTOOpa, OCHOBAHHBIE Ha
Metonoiorun PRISMA, oGecnieunBasi BbICOKUN YPOBEHb HAay4HOH CTPOTOCTH.
JUia Bu3yanu3allMM CeTed COaBTOPCTBA, LUTHUPOBAHUS M TEMaTHMYECKHUX
KJIaCTEpOB ucnoib3yercs nporpamma VOSviewer. Pe3ynbrarsl 1eMOHCTPUPYIOT
cTabuipHbIN pocT akagemuueckoro uHrepeca k HIOC ¢ cepenunst 2000-x ro/10B;
HauOobIlIee KOJUYECTBO IMYyOIMKALMI NPUXOAUTCA HA IMEPUOIbI KIIFOYEBBIX
reonoauTHIecKkux n3MeHenuii B EBpasuu. KiroueBbimu miionagkaMu my OJikanui
cranu Europe-Asia Studies, Central Asian Survey u Journal of Contemporary
China. AHanu3 HUTUPYEMOCTH BBIIENSET Kopnyc (yHIaMEHTaldbHBIX padoT,
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MOCBAUIEHHBIX  PAaCpPOCTPAHEHUIO aBTOPUTAPHBIX HOPM, PpPErHOHAJIbHOU
0€301acHOCTH U CTpaTeTUIeCKUM U3MeHeHUsIM nmonuTuku Kutas B LlenTpansHoit
Azun. Temarnyeckoe KJIacTepHOE KAapTUPOBAaHUE BBISBISET IMATh OCHOBHBIX
HanpaBJI€HUI MCCIEI0BaHUN: PETMOHAIBHOE YIIPaBJIEHUE, COTPYIHUYECTBO
B oOmacth 0e30IacHOCTH, BHeEIIHSAA moiuthka Kwuras, munamuka HOxxHoi
A3uM, a Takxke sHepreTuyeckas M MHQPACTPYKTypHAs B3aUMOCBA3aHHOCTb.
Hanpapnenusi cBUJETENbCTBYIOT O MOCTENEHHOW AuBepcU(UKALUNU HAyYHOTO
muckypca o IHIOC ot uckinounTesnbHO 0€301aCHOCTH K 00Jiee IMPOKUM BOIIPOCaM
pa3BUTHSA, HOPMAaTUBHBIX KOH(JIMKTOB U TI'EONOJUTHYECKOIO MEPEyCTPOIlCTBa.
HccnenoBanuie BBIABISET BBIPAXKEHHBIA AMHCTEMOJIOTMYECKUH JMcOasaHC:
MOJABJISIOIIEE OONBIIMHCTBO BIMSTEIbHBIX yOIMKALUI IPUHAJIEKUT aBTOpaM
u3 uHCTUTYTOB [obansHoro CeBepa npexae Bcero u3 CIIA, Kuras, Poccun
u BenukoOpuTtanuu, Toraa Kak [eHTpaIbHOA3HMATCKUE YUEHBIE OCTAIOTCA Cl1abo
MIPEJICTaBICHHBIMU. ACHMMETpPHS YKa3blBa€T Ha COXPAaHSIOUIMECS MPOOIeMbl
JIOKaJIM3alliy 3HaHUW U CTABUT M0l BONPOC MHKIIO3UBHOCTh MEXKIyHAPOIHBIX
OTHOILIEHUH KaK JUCHMIUIMHBL. METOH0I0rMu4ecK! CTaThsl JAEMOHCTPUPYET
[I0JIE3HOCTh OMOIMOMETPUUECKMX HHCTPYMEHTOB JUIsl aHalu3a CTPYKTYpbl
Hay4YHOT'03HAHM S, aKOHIIETITYyaJbHO BHOCUTBKJIAJIB AU CKYCCUU 00 aCUMMETPUYHOM
peruoHanu3Me U JEKOJIOHU3ALNHN [TI00aIbHBIX MEXKIYHAPOAHBIX UCCIIEI0OBaHUM.
PabGora mnpusbiBaeT K 0Oojee MIMPOKOMY NPUBJICUEHUIO HEKIACCHUYECKHUX
SMUCTEMOJIOTHI U aKTUBHOMY Y4acTHIO uccienoBareneit u3 Llenrpansaoit A3umn.
[TommydeHHbIe pe3ysbTaThl UMEIOT 3HAYEHHE KaK JIJIs aKaJJeMUYECKOT0 U3y4EHUs
MHOTOCTOPOHHOCTH, TaK M JUIsl IPaKTUUYECKOTO MPOEKTUPOBAHUSI MEXaHHU3MOB
pEeruoHanbHOro coTpyaHuuecTsa B EBpazuu.

KuaroueBbie caoa: Illanxaiickas opraHuszanus COTPYAHUYECTBA,
HenTpanbHas A3usi, OUOIMOMETPUYECKUI aHAIN3, PErMOHAIN3M, aCUMMETPUs
3HAHUN, MEXTyHAPOIHbIE OTHOIICHHUS, T€ONOIUTHKA, ACUMMETPHSI 3HAHUH
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