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The Geopolitics of Corridors: China, Russia, and India’s 

Infrastructure Strategy 

 

In recent years, the global power landscape has shifted from traditional military and 

economic tools to a new battleground: trade corridors. These expansive, transnational 

infrastructure networks are now central to how countries assert their influence and reshape 

global power dynamics. China’s Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), Russia’s International North-

South Transport Corridor (INSTC), and India-led India-Middle East-Europe Corridor (IMEC) 

exemplify this strategic shift. These corridors are not mere commercial arteries; they are 

sophisticated geopolitical instruments designed to challenge Western hegemony by 

controlling critical routes for goods, energy, and resources. 

This shift underscores a fundamental transformation in global influence. Unlike the West, 

which continues to rely on military alliances and economic sanctions, China, Russia, and 

India have embraced infrastructure as a key element of their geopolitical strategy. This 

represents a profound shift in the global order, where control over connectivity increasingly 

equates to control over global trade and power. 

 

Corridors as Tools of Global Influence 

The strategic significance of trade routes has historically shaped the rise and fall of empires. 

In the contemporary context, this historical insight is reflected in the ambitions of China, 

Russia, and India. Each nation has embarked on corridor projects that aim to stimulate 

economic growth and reconfigure global geopolitics. China’s BRI, for instance, extends 

across over 140 countries, positioning Beijing as the epicentre of a vast network of 

infrastructure, political ties, and economic dependencies. 

Similarly, Russia’s INSTC provides a strategic alternative to Western-dominated maritime 

routes, linking Russia with India and Iran through both land and sea. IMEC connects India 

with Europe and the Middle East, positioning New Delhi as a crucial conduit for global trade. 

These corridors are not just infrastructural endeavours; they are strategic tools intended to 

shift global trade and influence away from Western powers. 

By establishing these alternative routes, China, Russia, and India are contributing to the 

formation of a multipolar world. The strategic importance of these projects lies in their ability 

to weaken Western control over key trade routes, particularly maritime chokepoints that have 

traditionally been dominated by Western naval power. As these nations develop their 

corridors, they are effectively dismantling the foundations of Western trade dominance and 

establishing networks of influence that are resilient to Western interference. 

The transition from military power to infrastructure as a means of geopolitical influence 

marks a significant change in global strategy. While the West continues to rely on hard power 

through military alliances such as NATO, China, Russia, and India are leveraging 

infrastructure investments to achieve long-term influence. This new approach is both subtle 

and impactful. 

https://thediplomat.com/2024/07/the-corridorizing-of-asia-cooperation-competition-and-consequences/
https://www.eurasiareview.com/14092023-the-geopolitics-of-connectivity-bri-and-imec-in-era-of-us-china-rivalry-oped/


China’s BRI exemplifies this strategy by using infrastructure projects to forge enduring 

political and economic relationships across Asia, Africa, and Europe. Although the concept of 

“debt-trap diplomacy” is controversial, it undeniably provides China with substantial 

influence over participating countries. Similarly, Russia and India have utilized their 

corridors to offer economic benefits in exchange for political alignment. 

What distinguishes this shift is its ability to garner geopolitical advantages without direct 

military engagement. By focusing on infrastructure, these powers are embedding themselves 

into the global trade architecture, gaining influence through connectivity rather than conflict. 

In contrast, the West has yet to develop a comparable strategy that matches the long-term 

impact of these corridors. 

 

Erosion of Western Economic Leverage 

A critical aspect of these corridors is their potential to undermine Western economic leverage, 

particularly through sanctions. Historically, Western nations have employed sanctions to 

control adversarial countries by restricting access to key trade routes. However, the rise of 

alternative corridors weakens the efficacy of such measures. 

For instance, Russia’s INSTC offers a direct trade route between Russia, Iran, and India, 

circumventing Western-controlled maritime routes like the Suez Canal. This diminishes the 

impact of Western sanctions aimed at Russia. Similarly, China’s BRI provides alternative 

routes for countries like Iran, enabling continued trade despite Western restrictions. As more 

countries engage with these corridors, they become less vulnerable to Western economic 

coercion. 

The decline of sanctions-based power represents a significant geopolitical shift. As China, 

Russia, and India create independent systems for trade, finance, and energy, Western 

influence through economic pressure diminishes.  

 

Energy Corridors as Strategic Assets 

The strategic significance of these corridors is further magnified by their integration into 

global energy networks. Energy security remains a cornerstone of global power, and by 

controlling energy corridors, China, Russia, and India are reshaping the global energy 

landscape.  

India’s IMEC plays a vital role in facilitating energy flows from the Middle East to Europe, 

circumventing the Western-dominated Suez Canal. Similarly, Russia’s energy exports through 

the INSTC provide an alternative to Western-controlled energy supply chains, fostering 

dependencies that benefit Eurasian powers. By creating alternative energy routes, these 

nations strategically diminish Western control over global energy flows, presenting a direct 

challenge to Western dominance. 

These energy corridors are not merely economic transactions; they represent a new form of 

energy diplomacy that solidifies alliances and deepens dependencies. As these powers gain 

control over energy routes, they are developing diplomatic strategies that could potentially 

overshadow Western energy influence in key regions like the Middle East and Europe. 

https://stratheia.com/war-of-corridors/
https://stratheia.com/war-of-corridors/
https://thediplomat.com/2023/06/instc-pipeline-dream-or-a-counterweight-to-western-sanctions-and-chinas-bri/
https://www.orfonline.org/hindi/expert-speak/unilateral-economic-sanctions
https://www.orfonline.org/hindi/expert-speak/unilateral-economic-sanctions
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/united-states/2021-08-24/united-states-sanctions
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0301420724002174
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0301420724002174


The Absence of a Western Counterweight 

While China, Russia, and India continue to expand their corridor projects with clear strategic 

intent, the West has struggled to formulate an effective response. There is a notable absence 

of a Western counterweight` to the infrastructure-driven approach adopted by these Eurasian 

powers. This failure to engage in the infrastructure race leaves the West exposed, as its 

traditional tools of military alliances and economic sanctions lose their effectiveness in a 

world increasingly defined by connectivity. 

Initiatives such as the European Union’s Global Gateway or the U.S.-led Build Back Better 

World (B3W) have been proposed as responses to China’s BRI, but they are fragmented and 

underfunded, lacking the scale and coherence of their Eurasian counterparts. Moreover, these 

initiatives fail to grasp the importance of long-term infrastructure investments as a source of 

enduring influence. Without a comparable infrastructure strategy, the West risks being 

outmanoeuvred in regions critical to future global competition. 

The absence of a robust Western alternative to the BRI, INSTC, or IMEC highlights the 

strategic vacuum that China, Russia, and India are filling. This gives these Eurasian powers 

an opportunity to entrench themselves in key regions, building networks of influence that are 

increasingly insulated from Western intervention. 

 

In the geopolitical game of corridors, China, Russia, and India have emerged as the new 

architects of global power. These corridors are more than trade routes—they are instruments 

of geopolitical influence that challenge the established order dominated by Western powers. 

Through strategic infrastructure investments, these nations are reshaping global trade, 

creating new networks of energy and commerce, and undermining the West’s ability to 

project power. 

The future of global power will be determined not by military might alone, but by who 

controls the corridors through which goods, energy, and resources flow. As the West remains 

preoccupied with its traditional strategies, China, Russia, and India are building the 

infrastructure that will define the next era of global competition. Without a coherent 

counterweight from the West, these Eurasian powers are set to become the key players in a 

world where connectivity is king. 

 

https://www.cfr.org/blog/will-us-plan-counter-chinas-belt-and-road-initiative-work
https://www.cfr.org/blog/will-us-plan-counter-chinas-belt-and-road-initiative-work
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