
Africa and the Ukraine 
Crisis: Exploring Attitudes
Ivan A. Safranchuk, Alexander D. Nesmashnyi,  
Daniil N. Chernov

Ivan A. Safranchuk, PhD in Political Science 
MGIMO University, Moscow, Russia
Institute for International Studies 
Center for Eurasian Studies
Leading Research Fellow; 
National Research University–Higher School of Economics, 
Department of International Relations 
Associate Professor 

SPIN-RSCI: 9754-1094 
ORCID: 0000-0003-2214-6628 
ResearcherID: O-3257-2017 Scopus 
AuthorID: 57193867458 

E-mail: i.safranchuk@inno.mgimo.ru 
Address: Office 4101, 76 Vernadsky Prospect, Moscow 119454, Russia 

Alexander D. Nesmashnyi 
MGIMO University, Moscow, Russia 
Institute for International Studies 
Center for Eurasian Studies
Junior Research Fellow 

SPIN-RSCI: 5450-8946 
ORCID: 0000-0003-4449-6602 
Scopus AuthorID: 57223963057 

E-mail: a.d.nesmashnyj@my.mgimo.ru 
Address: Office 4101, 76 Vernadsky Prospect, Moscow 119454, Russia

Daniil N. Chernov 
National Research University–Higher School of Economics, Moscow, Russia
Postgraduate Student 

SPIN-RSCI: 5853-0592 
ORCID: 0000-0002-7086-2808 
Scopus AuthorID: 57285198000 

E-mail: dnchernovv@gmail.com 
Address: 18 Myasnitskaya Str., Moscow 101000, Russia

VOL. 21 • No.3 • JULY – SEPTEMBER • 2023 159



Ivan A. Safranchuk, Alexander D. Nesmashnyi, Daniil N. Chernov

The research is funded by the Russian Science Foundation, Project 22-18-00664 (https://
rscf.ru/project/22-18-00664/). The authors express their gratitude to MGIMO research 
interns Svyatoslav Arov, Roman Zhuravlev, Yevgenia Komarova, Sergei Kuznetsov, and Anna 
Semenova for assistance in collecting and processing the data.

DOI: 10.31278/1810-6374-2023-21-3-159-180

Abstract 
The scale and global consequences of the Ukraine crisis do not allow even 
countries that are not directly involved in the standoff to ignore it. Most 
members of the international system have to respond to the current events 
and formulate their position on the conflict. When analyzing these positions, 
the epistemic community tries to explain what stands behind different 
reactions to the crisis. The focus of academic work varies from the attitude 
of a single country to cross-country comparisons. This paper, pertaining to 
the latter category, presents a coordinate system to map the international 
reaction to the Ukraine crisis, with special attention to African states. Using 
the methods of cluster, correlation, and regression analyses, the authors 
present an overall picture of the international reaction to the crisis over 
time and highlight factors that can influence the positions of states. The 
results show that the positions of African states cannot be easily explained 
by material factors, but are rather the consequence of political choice, and 
hence are subject to change. African states gravitate towards a neutral 
position to stay equidistant from both sides in the confrontation. The 
authors conclude that assertive attempts by the great powers to persuade 
African states to solidarize with their positions may prove abortive.

Keywords: Ukraine crisis, international reaction, Africa, cluster analysis, 
regression analysis.

The Ukraine crisis has become a complex global phenomenon. 
The literature on this subject can be divided into several blocks, 
each with a different focus. The last few decades have been 

marked by heated discussions among political scientists about the 
state and the future of the world order (Ikenberry, 2018; Mearsheimer, 
2019; Karaganov, 2019; Safranchuk and Lukyanov, 2021). Since the 
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crisis is directly related to these discussions, representatives of different 
schools are trying to find proof for their forecasts in the current 
events (Ikenberry, 2022; Walt, 2022; Mearsheimer, 2022; Sakwa, 
2023; Barabanov et al., 2022). A separate block contains research 
on the global consequences of the Ukraine crisis. Much attention is 
paid to security issues (Nesmashnyi, 2023), including food security 
(Bartenev, 2022; Salikhov, 2023), as well as financial and economic 
problems (Romanova, 2022). Many publications explore the positions 
of individual countries. Naturally, attention is riveted on major non-
Western powers such as India (Jagtiani, Wellek, 2022; Kapoor, 2023) 
and China (Zuenko, 2022; Carlson, 2022). There are also works on the 
positions of various small and medium-sized states (Vorontsov, 2022; 
Dharmaputra, 2022; Nelidov, 2022; Nagy and Ngyen, 2023), including 
African ones (Azikiwe, 2022; Loshkarev, 2022; Gachicheladze, 2022; 
Shheglovin, 2022; Balmasov, 2022, Shafie, 2022), where the case-study 
method prevails.

A separate block consists of studies using quantitative analysis 
methods aimed not at analyzing the positions of individual states, but at 
drawing a holistic picture in order to compare the positions of multiple 
states (Ngo et al., 2022; Vahdat-Nejad et al., 2022; Safranchuk et al., 
2022; Foa et al., 2022; The Economist, 2023; Panin, 2023). What makes 
such research complicated (which apparently can explain the scarcity 
of such works to date) is that it requires the collection of reliable data 
on commensurable parameters for many countries.

The research group of the MGIMO Institute for International Studies 
analyzes the global reaction to the Ukraine crisis. The peculiarity of the 
method used is that, although it does not provide a detailed description 
of the position of each individual country, it allows juxtaposing the 
positions of states with each other. In other words, it helps create a 
coordinate system for the international reaction to the Ukraine crisis 
and map the positions of individual countries, as well as their clusters 
(this is a mapping that reflects not the geographical proximity of states, 
but the closeness or similarity of their positions with regard to the 
Ukraine crisis). This article presents an analysis of the international 
reaction to the Ukraine crisis with a focus on African states.
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METHODOLOGY
The goal of our analysis is to represent the positioning of countries 
towards the Ukraine conflict. To this end, we use several measurement 
and analysis algorithms which are described in this section. The 
analysis and measurements are made for two time periods (February 
24, 2022‒August 31, 2022, and September 1, 2022‒February 24, 2023) 
to track the dynamics of countries’ alignment. 

To measure the position of each country in relation to the Ukraine 
conflict, we use several data sources. The first component of our 
research data is the results of countries’ voting in the UN General 
Assembly. All UN member states are included in the analysis. However, 
due to data restraints, our analysis includes only governments 
represented in the UN General Assembly, even if they do not exercise 
effective territorial control over significant parts of their territoryies 
(which is an important distinction of such countries as Libya, 
Afghanistan, and Yemen).

We obtained voting results for several UNGA Resolutions: A/ES-
11/L.1 (UN, 2022a), A/ES-11/L.2 (UN, 2022b), A/ES-11/L.3 (UN, 
2022c), A/ES-11/L.5 (UN, 2022d), A/ES-11/L.6 (UN, 2022e), A/ES-
11/L.7 (UN, 2023). The first three resolutions are included in the 
dataset for the first period and the second set of three resolutions is 
included in the second time period. Voting is treated as a categorical 
variable which is coded as follows: 1 – vote in favor, 0 – abstention or 
no vote, −1 – vote against. 

Another component of our dataset is adherence to sanctions as 
a tool for putting pressure on Russia. The introduction of sanctions 
against Russia is included as a binary variable where 1 – sanctions were 
introduced, 0 – sanctions were not introduced. 

Military aid to Ukraine is one of the most significant variables 
determining the attitude towards the conflict. We include military 
aid both as a categorical and a quantitative variable. The quantitative 
variable is the volume of military shipments as a percentage of nominal 
national GDP.1 The categorical variable is introduced to account for 

1 Data on the volume of military shipments was borrowed from the Kile Institute database (Kiel 
Institute, 2023), and data on GDP was taken from the World Bank Database (World Bank, 2022)
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some uncertainty related to military shipments of some statements. 
The coding is as follows: 1 – official military shipments to Ukraine, 
0.3 – uncontested rumors of military shipments, 0.1 – participation in 
Rammstein meetings without any evidence of shipments.2 

Finally, we also included a measure of national media sentiment 
in relation to the Ukraine conflict. This variable is calculated as 
a difference in sentiment3 between two samples of messages of the 
national media with two groups of keywords: “Putin/Russia & Ukraine” 
and “Biden/United States & Ukraine” (GDELT, 2023). 

Another dataset is used in regression and correlation analysis. We 
use several independent variables that help determine a country’s 
alignment in the Ukraine conflict: absolute military expenditure 
(SIPRI, 2022), Fragility States Index (Fund for Peace, 2023), Human 
Development Index, GDP, PPP, GDP per capita (World Bank, 2023), 
the number of Western sanctions introduced against a country (Attia 
and Grauvogel, 2022), and export from and import to Russia and 
Ukraine (UN Comtrade Database, 2023).

The remainder of the section essentially retraces the steps that we 
followed when processing and analyzing our data. 

To simplify the data structure for visualization and further 
interpretation of countries’ positions and to deal with the high correlation 
among dependent variables, we apply dimensionality reduction. 
Specifically, we use factor analysis for mixed data. Essentially, the 
method implies the partitioning of the dataset into two subgroups: with 
quantitative and qualitative variables. After the partitioning, multiple 
correspondence analysis (MCA) is applied to the qualitative variables and 
principal component analysis (PCA) is applied to quantitative variables. 

For the MCA, we use Table X with qualitative variable J which 
is binarized to create a completely disjunctive table (Salkind and 
Rasmussen, 2007). We calculate all the grand total for all entries from 
the table and name it  and the probability matrix Z = N−1X. We named 
the row sum of Z as r and the column sum as c for which we have 

2 In the second period, we introduce a separate value for Pakistan (0.5) because numerous 
credible messages indicate that military shipments are made, but via third countries.
3 GDELT database incorporates instruments for sentiment analysis.
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Dr = diag r , Dc = diag c  (Salkind and Rasmussen, 2007). The factor 
scores were obtained through singular value decomposition with the 
following formula (Salkind and Rasmussen, 2007):

Dr 
−1/2 (Z − rcT) = P δ QT

The PCA involves finding linear combinations of the given variables 
from Table X that would maximize the variance. The solution can be 
written as follows:

Z = XW
where W is a vector of factor loadings which are chosen to maximize 
variance. W is usually represented by an eigenvector which essentially 
satisfies the maximum variance criterion. 

Factor scores for quantitative and qualitative variables are then 
combined, which in matrix form can be put as follows (Sayadi et al., 
2021):

FAMD = PCA + MCA
After having obtained the factor loadings, the original data table 

that represents various policies and actions of a country in relation 
to the Ukraine crisis is reduced to a two-dimensional space which 
simplifies the visualization of the components. 

This simplified data structure is further used to discern groups 
of states with common positions in relation to the Ukraine crisis. To 
distribute our data points, which represent countries, into groups, we 
use clustering by the  k-means method with 5 clusters. 

The method is based on the partitioning of x observations into 
n clusters. Each observation xi is assigned to a cluster with the 
cluster mean with the nearest Euclidean distance. The cluster mean is 
recalculated for each step according to the following formula: 

Untitled 1

{μ} rsub {i} = {1} over {left lline {C} rsub {i} right
rline} sum from {x ∈ {C} rsub {i}} {x}

μi=
1

|Ci|
∑
x∈ Ci

x

where Ci is the number of observations in cluster i, and μi represents 
the mean of cluster i.

The algorithm stops when the partitioning of data shows no longer 
changes. In k-means, we seek to minimize the within-cluster sum of 
squares (WCSS):

RUSSIA IN GLOBAL AFFAIRS164



Africa and the Ukraine Crisis: Exploring Attitudes

safran 2

"WCSS" = "argmin" sum from {i=1} to {k} {sum from
{x∈ {C} rsub {i}} {{left lline left lline x- {μ} rsub {i}
right rline right rline} ^ {2}}}

WCSS=argmin∑
i=1

k

∑
x∈ Ci

||x−μi||
2

The next task concerns the analysis of the relationship between 
the variables and the position of a country in relation to the Ukraine 
conflict. This requires the construction of a single index that would 
represent a country’s alignment. The index, which we name the 
Ukrainian Conflict Alignment Index (UCAI), is computed as a 
difference in Euclidean distance of each country from Ukraine and 
from Russia: 

safran 2

sqrt {{left ({x} rsub {ukr} - {x} rsub {c} right )} ^ {2}
+ {left ({y} rsub {ukr} - {y} rsub {c} right )} ^ {2}} -
sqrt {{left ({x} rsub {ru} - {x} rsub {c} right )} ^ {2} +
{left ({y} rsub {ru} - {y} rsub {c} right )} ^ {2}}

√(xukr−xc)
2+( yukr− yc)

2−√(xru−xc)
2+( yru− yc)

2

where xc and yc represent the position of country c in the two-
dimensional space (FAMD results), xru , yru and xukr , yukr represent the 
position of Russia and Ukraine. The resulting index varies from −8 to 8, 
where the maximum means full convergence with the Russian position. 
The index is calculated separately for two periods. 

To conduct the analysis of the relationships, we use two separate 
methods. The Pearson correlation coefficient is used to study basic 
relations between variables and discern some significant associations in 
the data structure. Correlation analysis is applied only to the first period. 

The Pearson correlation coefficient is calculated as follows: 

safran 2

{r} rsub {xy} = {sum from {i=1 } to {n } {left ({x}
rsub {i} - overline {x} right ) left ({y} rsub {i} - overline
{y} right ) } } over {sqrt {sum from {i=1 } to {n }
{{left ({x} rsub {i} - overline {x} right )} ^ {2} } sqrt
{sum from {i=1 } to {n } {{left ({y} rsub {i} - overline
{y} right )} ^ {2} }}} }

rxy=
∑
i=1

n

(xi−x )( yi− y )

√∑i=1
n

(xi−x )
2√∑

i=1

n

( yi− y )
2

where , xi , yi represent observations for variables of interest, and x, y,  
represent the means of respective variables. 

To achieve a deeper understanding of the relationships and to test their 
robustness, we use a mixed effects regression with a random intercept. 
Mixed effects regression is an extension of the regression analysis technique 
which accounts for the hierarchical structure of the data. 

Specifically, the regression equation is written as follows:
yij = β0 + β1 xij + ui + εij
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where yij is the response observation for i − the measurement of j − the 
entity, β0 is the intercept, β1 is the slope coefficient, xij is the predictor 
observation for i − the measurement of j − the entity, ui is the random 
intercept for i − the entity, ui ~ N(0,σ 2), and εij is the regression error term. 

In our study, the specifications of regression models are deliberately 
varied to test different combinations of variables and track changes in 
coefficients and their significance. 

AFRICA AND THE UKRAINE CRISIS: MAIN ATTITUDE GROUPS
The results of cluster analysis permit to divide the reactions of countries 
to the Ukraine crisis into five attitude groups: a hardline anti-Russian 
stance, a moderate anti-Russian stance, a neutral stance, sympathetic 
with Russia, and aligned with Russia. The identified clusters and the 
distribution of African countries among them for the two time periods 
(February-August 2022 and September 2022-February 2023) are 
presented in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2.

Fig. 1. 

International Reaction to the Ukraine Conflict  in February 2022-August 2022
(cluster distribution by components)
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Fig. 2. 

International Reaction to the Ukraine Conflict in September 2022-February 2023 
(cluster distribution by components) 

In the first period, only one African country—Liberia—
demonstrated a moderately anti-Russian stance, although close to the 
position of “neutral” countries. In the second period Liberia joined 
the neutral cluster, but with a position leaning towards the West. One 
country, Eritrea, remained “aligned with Russia” in both periods. Mali, 
on the other hand, moved from the cluster of countries “sympathetic 
with Russia” to the cluster of states “aligned with Russia.” Yet the main 
result of this part of the analysis is that  most African countries fall 
into the “neutral” cluster, with Africa making up almost one-third of 
this group (in both periods under consideration). There are slightly 
fewer African states in the cluster of countries sympathetic with Russia, 
though Africa makes up half of that cluster in both periods.

The above data show that African countries do not have a unique 
approach to the crisis, their positions are similar to many Latin 
American and Asian countries. Together with them, they form an 
important part of the World Majority.
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SHIFTS IN THE POSITIONS OF AFRICAN STATES
The positions of African states are not static. Eleven countries moved 
from one cluster to another across the two periods. These were mostly 
movements between the clusters of “neutral” countries and countries 
“sympathetic with Russia” in both directions.  On average, for the whole 
of Africa, as we have already said, the number of countries in each cluster 
changed just slightly between the first and the second periods.

Based on the data presented in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, we can infer the 
stability of African countries’ attitude towards the Ukraine crisis 
with some shifts towards Russia, as Liberia moved from the cluster 
of countries with a moderate anti-Russian position to the cluster of 
neutral countries, and Mali switched from being “sympathetic” to being 
“aligned” with Russia. However, a more detailed analysis shows that 
the overall picture looks different: in the second period, most African 
countries  moved away from Russia.

The change between the first and the second periods is shown in 
Fig. 3. Nineteen countries became closer to Russia, and 34 moved away, 
and the average change  of the latter group was higher than that of the 
former. In other words, the group of African countries which drifted 
away from Russia did so more actively than the other that moved closer 
towards it.

This is supported by the calculations for all African countries on 
average, presented in Fig. 4. It clearly shows that in the first period 
(the left part of the graph) almost a quarter of African countries 
was in the upper spectrum of the cluster of states “sympathetic with 
Russia,” that is, in the part that is closer to the Russian position, with 
only one country in the part bordering on the neutral position. In 
the second period, the situation reversed: only six percent of states 
remained in the part of the “sympathetic” cluster which is closer to 
the strong supporters of Russia, while the number of countries closer 
to the “neutral” cluster increased to 15 percent. The middle part of 
the cluster of sympathetic countries changed much less: one-fifth of 
African countries in the first period and a quarter in the second. The 
same dynamics is observed among the “neutral” countries. The upper 
part of this cluster, bordering Russian sympathizers, shrank from 
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Fig. 3. 

 Changes in the Ukraine Conflict Alignment Index (UCAI) for African Countries

Note: Colors in the column correlate with the colors of the clusters to which countries belong 
according to the cluster analysis.  If a country changed its cluster between the first and the second 
periods, it appears in two colors (see Fig. 1 and 2 for color/cluster correlation).
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one-fifth of African states to zero, while the lower part, bordering on 
a moderately anti-Russian position, increased from six percent to a 
quarter of all African states. The middle part of the “neutral” cluster 
is more stable and remained almost unchanged at about a quarter of 
African countries. This allows us to conclude that African countries 
gravitate towards a certain middle position even within the same 
cluster, and that a more moderate approach is more lasting than a 
stronger pro-Russian one.

Fig. 4. 

Distribution of African Countries by the Ukraine Conflict Alignment Index (UCAI)

AFRICAN COUNTRIES AND GREAT POWERS
A comparison of the closeness of African states’ positions to the views 
of great powers (Russia, U.S., China, France, UK, Germany, India) 
produced interesting results (see Fig. 5).
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Fig. 5. 

Position Similarity between Great Powers and African Countries 
(the bigger the closer)

Note: Colors in the columns correlate with the colors of the clusters to which countries belong 
according to the cluster analysis of the data for the period from September 2022 to February 2023 
as shown Fig. 2. Proximity values are also calculated for the second period.
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words, it is not that African countries have distanced themselves from 
Russia or the United States, but that Russia and America in particular, 
have become more resolute in their positions, thereby drifting away 
from African positions.

The situation with the European great powers is slightly different. 
Their positions in the second period changed slightly, so even a small 
shift away from Russia in the average position of African countries 
was enough for them to come closer to Germany, France, and the UK. 
However, this drift is insignificant, it does not set a trend (at least the 
available data do not indicate that), and there is no reason to conclude 
that Africa is really getting closer to Europe on the “Ukrainian issue.”

Unsurprisingly, all African countries, including those in the 
“neutral” cluster, are closest to China and especially India. It is 
noteworthy that particularly close to India and China are the states 
“sympathetic with Russia.” Formally, there is a simple explanation for 
that: the two great powers of the East are themselves in the cluster of 
countries “sympathetic with Russia.” But in political terms, this gives 
grounds for a conclusion that is quite paradoxical at first glance: in 
practical terms, being close or becoming closer to Russia means being 
even closer or becoming even closer to China and especially to India. 
Therefore, it is also true that if China and India do not change their 
stance with regard to the position of Russia (at least do not drift away), 
coming closer to India and China will simultaneously bring other 
countries, including African ones, closer to Russia.

DETERMINANTS OF AFRICAN COUNTRIES’ POSITIONS
With cluster analysis, we compared the reaction of different countries 
to the Ukraine conflict. However, some questions remain: Why certain 
states, in this case African, assume such positions, and what determines 
their attitude to the Ukraine conflict and the parties involved in it? To 
answer these questions, we have carried out correlation and regression 
analyses with the following independent variables: military spending, 
Fragile States Index, Human Development Index, Western sanctions, 
exports to and imports from Russia, exports to and imports from 
Ukraine, GDP, PPP, and GDP per capita. With these analyses we have 
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tested the hypothesis that the position of African states is determined 
by the material characteristics. The results of the analyses are presented 
in Tables 1, 2, and 3.

Table 1. Correlation Matrix

Variable Index

Military expenditure 0.079

Fragility index 0.238*

GDP per capita -0.141

GDP 0.010

HDI -0.192

Western sanctions 0.248**

Import from Russia 0.044

Export to Russia -0.138

Import from Ukraine -0.240*

Export to Ukraine -0.097

The analysis has revealed several statistically significant, albeit 
weak, relationships. For example, there is a fairly consistent relationship 
between the introduction of Western sanctions against a country and 
its solidarity with Russia. Countries with large military spending and 
countries with higher instability index scores occupy a position closer 
to Russia’s. There is also a negative relationship between the volume 
of imports from Ukraine and proximity to the Russian position. The 
remaining variables included in the analysis did not yield reliable or 
significant evidence.

The results we have obtained provide a rather logical picture 
showing the influence of material (as opposed to political and 
international) determinants. Sanctions imposed by the West lead to 
African states’ solidarity with Russia. Significant exceptions are Somalia 
and Libya, but sanctions were imposed not against their governments 
and elites supporting them, but against other groups.
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With certain reservations, we can consider an increase in military 
spending an indicator of a country’s independence and sovereignty, and 
its readiness to use force to defend its interests. Hence these countries 
may view the use of force as more permissible. Although such an 
interpretation is generally correct, a closer look reveals an important 
nuance. The correlation between the level of military spending and 
support for Russia is more evident not in the countries where military 
expenditures are high, but in those where they are low. These are the 
Seychelles, Mauritius, Sierra Leone, and Cabo Verde. Small states are 
vulnerable to Western pressure during voting in the UNGA and generally 
cannot afford to pursue independent policies. Countries with a low level 
of military spending stay farther from Russia. This is how the observed 
correlation between the level of military spending and closeness to Russia 
forms. At the same time, countries with higher military spending do not 
show unequivocal solidarity with Russia. For example, Nigeria, Morocco, 
and Egypt, which have large military budgets by African standards, 
gravitate towards the cluster of “neutral” countries.

On the other hand, Russia is supported by more unstable regimes 
that depend on its support to consolidate their own power. For 
example, countries that sympathize with Russia include Sudan, the 
Central African Republic, and Ethiopia (countries with a high level 
of internal instability). This indicator is also quite high in Eritrea and 
Mali, which are strong supporters of Russia. And yet, there are also 
significant exceptions: more fragile states such as Libya, Chad, Nigeria, 
and Niger keep aloof and occupy more neutral positions.

Finally, the more a country depends on trade with Ukraine, the 
farther it is from the Russian position, which is quite natural. This is 
true mainly of countries whose imports from Ukraine are quite big. 
Countries dependent on the import of Ukrainian grain, including 
Gambia, Djibouti, Tunisia, Egypt, Somalia, and Mauritania, gravitate 
towards the neutral camp (the exception is Togo, which, despite a 
significant amount of trade with Ukraine, stays close to the cluster of 
those “sympathetic with Russia”). As for countries whose trade with 
Ukraine is close to zero, they can be found in all groups, including 
“neutral” and “sympathetic with Russia.” 
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Table 2. Mixed Effects Regression

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

Intercept 0.867
(1.958)

-0.076 
(0.761)

2.675*** 
(0.760)

Military expenditure 0.208*
(0.082)

0.121 
(0.072)

Fragility index 0.005
(0.014)

0.020* 
(0.008)

HDI -1.541
(2.452)

-2.098 
(1.725)

Western sanctions 0.280*
(0.136)

0.284* 
(0.119)

 Export to Russia -0.267
(0.209)

-0.199 
(0.215)

Import from Russia       0.265*
(0.130)

0.308* 
(0.134)

Export to Ukraine 0.238
(0.208)

0.186 
(0.212)

Import from Ukraine -0.745*  
(0.323)

-0.628 
(0.332)

AIC 267.477 321.361 267.133

BIC 293.951 334.183 289.011

Log Likelihood -122.739 -155.680 -124.567

***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05

Table 3. Mixed Effects Regression

Model 1

Intercept 6.342 
(4.560)

Military expenditure 0.411* 
(0.171)

GDP -0.394* 
(0.179)

GDP per capita 0.139 
(0.221)

Fragility index 0.027* 
(0.013)

AIC 317.859

BIC 335.662

Log Likelihood -151.930

***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05
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We must say that the established correlations are relatively weak 
(perhaps, with the only exception that the sanctioned governments 
are inclined to show greater support for Russia). On the one hand, 
this is due to technical problems in using quantitative methods for 
analyzing available data. But it can also be concluded that the positions 
of African countries are not determined solely by “material” factors. 
We have  established some correlations of this kind above, but still 
“material” determinants do not prevail. For many countries, the 
position on Ukraine is a matter of choice, a product of political and 
perhaps situational decisions.

SOME GENERALIZATIONS
Major international actors are sensing that shifts in the approaches of 
many African states are possible, but it is necessary to work with their 
elites. So, external powers are set to fight. Our research confirms that 
there are reasons to believe this perception is close to truth: African 
countries’ attitude is not strictly determined by material factors, but is 
largely the result of their political choice, which means it can change.

Countries that have strained relations with the West (Sudan, Eritrea, 
Mali, Central African Republic, Zimbabwe) gravitate towards Russia. 
There is no need for Russia to fight for them because the West, even 
despite its pressure, is unlikely to be able to reverse their position (the 
latter is possible only due to internal coups or regime change). So, 
the West will ramp up pressure to punish them rather than enticing 
them, and Russia will have to mitigate the consequences of Western 
blows not with a view to keeping these countries in its orbit, but out of 
general solidarity. Small countries, vulnerable to political and material 
coercion, give in to the American pressure when it comes to voting in 
the UNGA. The West gets them relatively easily as “extras” in its game 
of keeping up the international chorus condemning Moscow. Russia 
is hardly capable of effectively luring them away. An attempt to exert 
counter-pressure on them and put them “between the rock and the 
hard place” is unlikely to produce the desired result, but is likely to 
cause a negative reaction from the rest. Many other African countries 
can change their positions, and there will be a struggle for them.
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However, attempts to encourage changes in the positions of African 
states by carrot and stick have limits. As shown above, the distancing of 
African countries from both Russia and the United States was not the 
result of policy reformulation by African countries, but primarily because 
Russia and the United States themselves had changed and radicalized 
their approaches. Apparently, the “struggle for Africa” is not only about 
influencing African countries, but also, incredible as it may sound to 
the apologists of international relations as great power politics, about 
adjusting oneself to Africa and finding such an international position 
that would accommodate the interests and worries of African states.
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