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	Approach
	Focus, hypotheses
	Prospects for EU-Russian integration

	Federalism
	Integration presupposes creation of supranational institutions, and the parties are supposed voluntarily to give up parts of their political sovereignty and autonomy
	Very Low: EU and Russia are currently not willing to create supranational institutions to govern any areas of their interaction.

	Functionalism
	Integration as a result of functional necessity of technocratic cooperation of experts, which in turn creates new power centers to facilitate this cooperation
	Possible, but not at sight: Cooperation exists in many functional fields, such as energy or transport, but there are no signs of a creation of interstate or supranational power centers that would challenge the decision-making sovereignty or autonomy of the EU or Russia in this cooperation.

	Neofunctionalism
	Preconditions: Joint economic interests, similarity of the economic systems, interdependence, political pluralism, similarity of elite groups

Starting phase: The collaboration would start from the field, where the needs of cooperation are most urgent.
Spill-over effect: Integration will both deepen and spill over to other, related fields.

Political will: Political leaders have to become interested to partially shift their loyalties, expectations, and political activities beyond existing national bodies to the interstate level, or even become willing to reallocate national economic and political power to supranational levels.
	Possible, but not at sight: Preconditions partially abstaining. Rather institutionalized cooperation exists in many functional fields, but there are no signs of willingness to shift loyalties or decision-making power from national to interstate or supranational levels. Spillover process does not seem to proceed automatically either.

	Intergovernmentalism, realism
	The decisions of governments on different aspects of integration are best explained by relying on the assumption of a rational actor behaving according to its interests.
	Very low: The EU-Russian relations can, in all aspects, be explained/described by relying on intergovernmentalist/realist arguments, thus forecasting that both the EU and Russia will defend their sovereignty and autonomy as much as possible, even when institutionalized cooperation in different fields exists.

	Economic liberalisation
	Emphasis on the general economic growth and welfare -related benefits of a free market as a result of integration. The degree of integration can be defined by looking at whether it fulfills the conditions of free trade area, customs union, single market, economic union, or full economic integration.
	Proceeding slowly, with mixed signals and results: The current goal of the Common Economic Space (CES) is a rather novel combination compared to traditional forms of economic integration. It incorporates some elements of a free trade area, but excludes the customs union. It has some features of a single market, and also includes some elements of an economic union. But it does not fulfill the criteria of any existing form of economic integration. In practice, the process goes on slowly, with no clear-cut goals or schedule.

	Legal approximation
	Based on the assumption of classical economic liberalism, the idea is that convergence, approximation, or harmonization of legal systems will in the long run stabilize and strengthen national economies and will create a healthy competitive environment. The conditions for movement of goods, capital, services, and people become similar, which automatically would lead to deepening integration.
	Proceeding slowly, but takes time and requires political will: Russia’s willingness to implement the legal approximation approach would require new mechanisms from the Russian legislative bodies to control the compatibility of the Russian legislation with the European one. A further challenge would be to create formal or informal mechanisms of how there could be communication already in the preparatory phase of EU legislation, which Russia then would partially adopt. Currently, the legal approximation approach is not applied in any systemized way.

	Marxism, IPE, interest group politics
	Integration is understood as a conflict, including capitalist class versus working class rivalry, as well as inter-capitalist rivalry. Integration has great redistributive consequences, creating both winners and losers within the participants. When the interest groups that win with the integration (transnational capitalist class) have more influence than the loosing-with-integration interest groups (national capitalist class, working class), the integration process will proceed.
	Possible, with mixed signals and results: Especially the inter-capitalist rivalry between “transnationalists” and “protectionists” is relevant. The majority of Russian and European business elites is positive toward Russia’s deeper integration with Europe and world economy, and, consequently, do not oppose the liberalization of mutual economic relations and domestic markets. However, there are important “national business elites” in some the business sectors defending their domestic interests against foreign capitalists, resulting in protectionist policies.

	Neoinstitutionalism
	Formal institutions work as kinds of schools for cooperation, representing long-term cooperation, in contrast to cooperation case by case. States should be politically willing to abandon short-term calculations on relative gains and concentrate on absolute gains and reciprocal relationships, that is on the net benefits of a continuing cooperation. Repeated institutionalized cooperation will teach the states to trust on each other.
	Rather low: Even if the EU-Russian relations are rather institutionalized and the institutions enhance and facilitate EU-Russian cooperation, at the same time, they create new conflicts and are not effective enough. The mere existence of institutions seems not to be enough to change the cost-benefit calculations of the EU or Russia. The institutional changes have not made a great difference in practice.

	Constructivism
	The necessity of shared informal and implicit values, norms and rules—or identities and worldviews—as a precondition of successful cooperation and integration. This shared identity is seen as being constructed in everyday communication and practices and contacts between the decision makers.
	Possible, but takes time: However, currently the worldviews of the Russian and the EU leaders/elites differ in many respects; the Russian leaders have adopted a clear realist self-help worldview, while the EU’s policy is more shaped on the idea of the importance of international institutions and interdependence.

	Transnational regionalism
	The emphasis in international relations is more and more on “low politics” between regions and nonstate actors rather than between the states. While the sovereignty of states may not disappear, national borders become open through tourism, travel, migration, labor markets, trade, and the Internet, thus giving added space for transnational or global civil society activities. 
	Possible, but takes time: In the longer run, further globalization of standards and practices, for instance, through convergence of educational systems, may bring the worldviews and behavioral practices closer to each other. A transnational or global civil society development “from below” may challenge the official EU-Russian relations. While this transnationalization of civil societies may not have a great immediate or direct impact on EU-Russian relations, indirectly it shapes the conditions of cooperation, which, in turn, can be reflected in Russia’s and EU’s or member states’ official policies in the longer run.


