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Analysis of the Impact of Russia-Uzbekistan Conflict on African Food Security
from the Perspective of Food Energy Supply Structure
ZHAI Tianchang

Abstract: In view of the unique dietary structure of African residents, when examining the impact of the Rus-
sian-Ukrainian conflict on the food security of African countries, it is necessary to discuss the energy provided
by various foods to the residents. Based on the external dependence of the dietary energy supply of African
residents to examine the impact of the Russian-Ukrainian conflict on African food security, the study found
that: nearly half of the African countries have low external dependence on energy supply in their diets, and in
their traditional Under the mode of agricultural production, the conflict between Russia and Ukraine will not
have a significant impact on its food security. In fact, the food security in Africa is mainly affected by the Rus-
sia-Ukraine conflict mainly in countries such as Egypt that are highly dependent on foreign food supply and
have poor food purchasing power. Under their traditional agricultural production methods, the conflict
between Russia and Ukraine will not have a significant impact on their food security. Based on this, with a
view to building a community with a shared future for mankind, China can provide certain food and financial
assistance to friendly African countries that are highly dependent on external dietary energy supply and lack
purchasing power as soon as possible. Further, strengthen agricultural technical assistance to African friendly
countries, share agricultural development experience, and expand the scope of trade partners in Africa So
that to contribute China’s power more effectively to ensure the food security of African countries, thus ma-
king new contributions to building a community with a shared future between China and Africa in the new era

Keywords: Russia-Ukraine Conflict; Food Security in Africa; Food-To-Energy Ratio




