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Study on the factors of promote FDI (Foreign Direct Investment) in transition
economy- in case of Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan-

One of the key factors for economic development in developing country is FDI. This is
also true in a transition economy. Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan are transition
economies. | clarify the difference in performance of FDI promotion between the two
countries. Comparing factors of promotion of FDI, Kazakhstan is “freer” in general
such as institution, democratization and so forth. “Deregulation” plays a major role
in promotion of FDI.



