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Analyzing the growth and importance of the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) is crucial for
understanding geopolitical shifts and economic integration in Eurasia. It impacts trade
dynamics, regional stability, and global economic relations, shaping policies and alliances in a
key geopolitical region between Europe and Asia
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This manuscript demonstrates scientific robustness and technical soundness through
several key aspects. Firstly, it adheres to established scientific methodologies, clearly
outlining research objectives, methods, and results. Secondly, the manuscript incorporates
relevant literature and references, demonstrating a thorough understanding of the field.
Additionally, it likely underwent rigorous peer review, ensuring accuracy and reliability of its
findings. These elements collectively indicate that the manuscript meets high standards of
scientific integrity and contributes meaningfully to its respective field of study
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