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The article is devoted to a research of a role of industrial policy in regional development and contains a list
of the main measures for carrying out structural transformationsin the former Soviet Union. The theoretical analysis
of variety of approaches confirms the existence of unfair competition and proves the necessity of further empirical
researches for assessment of efficiency of industrial policy. Use of complexity, limited rationality and social and
economic dynamics provides application of cross-disciplinary approach. Process of reforming in regions depends
on success of industrial policy which includes use of various measures, in particular, of support of national
producers (granting subsidies, applications of protectionism in various branches and others). Researches
of interrelation of trade and economic growth demonstrate the existence of correlation between growth rates of
trade and indicators of an economic environment in regions. The assessment of regional imbalances is defined
by indicators of a gross regional product per capita, regional employment and expenses for education.
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Introduction

The study of the role of industrial policy in regad development iaimed to formulate the basic measures
for future structural adjustments in Ukraine. THeba@l industrialisation upswing, international diin of
labour, capital expansion, and foreign trade stateulthe developing countries’ enlargement into shstem
of global economic relations. The analysis of d#éfg publications shows that industrial policy Hazeen
successful when those with political power who hemplemented it have either themselves directlyhetsfor
industrialization to succeed, or been forced tarmthis way by the incentives generated by pdlltiostitutions
(Robinson, 2009).

One could mention the existence of variety conciptindustrial policy. Scientists point out theoaomic
results of the positive theory of industrialisatiathich has been applied in the Soviet Union. Thgatiee
consequences of its implication are uneven andiudifstribution of common goods among former rejesol
Some studies find out that on particular industties have received protection may lead to higlmewth but
result in net welfare losses (Hansen, Jensen & Btad¥03). Measures that provide export promotrerlikely
to be more successful than other types of inteimesit such as tariffs or domestic content requirgméClemens
and Williamson, 2001). The theoretical analysisvafious approaches confirms the existence of market
imperfection and proves the necessity of furthepieical research towards assessment of the eftoutiss
of industrial policy. The use of economic complegxthounded rationality and socio-economic dynarpicsides
a transdisciplinary approach to deal with a braawe of industrial policy considerations.

The progress in reforming process within the regidepends on the success of industrial policy grogi
different measures of support (including protectand production subsidies) across industries towgesther
supported industries exhibit faster growth. Studiestrade policies and growth show a strong caticela
between increasing trade shares and country peafteen The complex approach to regional industridicp
is directed to analyse the regional developmergcesf One could suggest the EU industrial policyusth lead
to fast process capital, labour, technology accation and knowledge diffusion from regional to oatl,
global levels.

Literature review

The intensive development of the industry and tickeistrial policy is one of the main tendencies ofiarn
world economy trends. Industrial policy is an imgand coordinated management system of stateidtigs
focused on the development of industry in general #s separate (priority) branches, which is nsired
by the corresponding mechanisms of implementatietuding stimulation, regulation and monitoringahgh
the appropriate institutions of state and markieé purpose of this mechanism is targeting at théngoof strategic
and tactic tasks of development of the real seittorease in volume and changes in structure efSim@l production,
creation of new working places, competitive growatmational economy and its separate branchestand e

18



OKOHOMUYECKHUE U FOPUTUYECKHUE HAYVKHU. Jxonomuka u ynpaeneHue M 5

Scientists point out the economic results of thsitpe theory of industrialisation which has beg@pléed
in the Soviet Union. The 50% industry share in Gl the result of Soviet model of production apgilan.
The negative consequences of its implication aeven and unfair distribution of common goods amfmnmer
republics. Saha (2015) points to the existencdavhents of structural change which are visiblehim évolution
of Ukraine’s industry. The author indicates thagrthis no correlation between relative size andvtroof
a subsector, but rather, growth was differentidtgthe type of industry. Some studies find out tvaparticular
industries that have received protection may leadigher growth but result in net welfare lossesr{stn,
Jensen & Madsen, 2003). The effects of both movém&mabor from low-to high-productivity sectors din
productivity improvements within sectors are aneti/as a source of economic growth, and its strongaergence
property effect in manufacturing. Growth based pdustrialization is defined as the relatively e&syd
of growth, which can be accomplished without plgctoo great demands on an economy’s fundamental
capabilities (Rodrik, 2013). Measures that prowdeort promotion are likely to be more succesdiahtother
types of interventions, such as tariffs or domesictent requirements (Clemens and Williamson, 2001

Tridico (2011) understands by institutional, stuwat and systemic change getting the right institst
to adapt those which do not fit well, keeping theeinstitutions which could still work and overcargithe inefficient
ones. Felipe (2015) identifies and analyses newdgoof modern industrial policy which work effectiyeand
are able to overcome the problems of the past.eTaer proposed new conceptual developments, shdwiwg
modern industrial policy is able to initiate, updea and transform economic activity for the benefitall.
The evidence is used to provide a new theory dfistréhl policy, distinguishing modern industriallioy from
the practices of the past. The author stressesléhesloping countries need a “modern industrialgydlwhich
refers to the set of actions and strategies uséaltir the more dynamic sectors of the economyigeeP015).
A key aspect of modern industrial policy is embeddirivate initiative in a framework of public amtito encourage
diversification, upgrading, and technological dymemto achieve development in the twenty-first cent

The theoretical analysis of various approachesicosfthe existence of market imperfection and psove
the necessity of further empirical research towaskessment of the effectiveness of industriatpolihe use
of economic complexity, bounded rationality andiseaconomic dynamics provides a transdisciplinagraach.

In the market economy the private sector and priggictor enterprises are the long-term drivingeforc
of industrial development. It is this vibrant pii@asector that triggers economic dynamism, enhgmaehictivity,
carries out the transfer and diffusion of new indaktechnologies, and maintains competitivenésso doing
it also shapes the economic globalization proc&sshe same time, it must be underscored that thimate
objective of this process is poverty reduction (DR, 2003).

The difference of working and not working industnmolicy lies in the objectives and functioning of
the institutions implementing the policies and thase determined by the political system (Robin&f(9).
The analysis shows that industrial policy is susfidsvhen those with political power who have impented
it have either themselves directly wished for indabzation to succeed, or been forced to acthis tvay by
the incentives generated by political institutions.

Peculiarities of industrial development in the forner Soviet Union

The basic idea of the state industrial policy iswgimg economic power, independence and securitlyeof
country through development of high-technologiacad @aompetitive industries. The purpose of the statastrial
policy — suspension slump production, to ensurentbeernization, restructuring and sustainable agraknt
of Ukrainian industry in transition to industriat@omy as the basis of economic independence o$tdte,
the welfare of the people, and the country’s irdéign into the global space. The relative imporéan€ the
industrial sector in Ukraine has continuously dasesl since the end of the Soviet Union. Its shaieduistry
in Ukraine’s economy dropped from around 50% ofgrealue added (GVA) in 1991 to 27%, including gger
and water supply. In 2004 among CIS, the situatias severe, and all the former Soviet republicsgjSvere
still below their 1989 GDP level (Tridico, 2009)kkdine has not succeeded in carrying out sufficiefdrms,
had hyperinflation, unstable economy and high quiom. UNIDO experts note explanations for the ohéiet
trend in the manufacturing sector in NIS count(lgslIDO, 2003). First, the privatization of SOEstie region
was a measure to improve the government’s fiscaltipo by reducing subsidies to SOEs, simultangousl
increasing government revenue by the sale. Insteady of SOES engaged in asset stripping, selfihgomnpany
properties piece by piece at discounted pricesakena quick return which leads to the decline ofgetitiveness.
Secondly, the inefficient use of resources, inclgdabour, was quite high in the previously stateed enterprises,
it was impossible to avoid generating significanemployment as a result of the restructuring prec8sctoral
studies showed that “there is no evidence of atanbal diminution of the technological gap betwdiea Soviet
Union and the West in the past fifteen to twentgrge either at the prototype/commercial applicastages
or in the diffusion of advanced technology” (Amar@poper & Davies, 1982). Transition countries haog
reached a leading position in the world in a pafiic branch of economic activity on the basis afovation.
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They relied on imported technology which does nmowjole a basis for following the key differencedtie forms
of integration into international economic relasofMyant, Drahokoupil, 2011). New sources of groWwtve
not yet been able to compensate for stagnant andining performance of old industrial substanckentifying
and strengthening these new sources of growthbwihe key to securing Ukraine’s status as an inghbsised
economy (Saha, Kravchuk, 2015).

The structure of the Ukrainian economy is underirtfieence of the global challenges of the worldremy.
The basic structure of the global economy shiftindd by the following tendencies: accelerated pate
development of new advanced high-tech and high-tedbstries, compared with the traditional; growstes
approaching the first and second units of sociadpction, groups A and B industry; reducing thershaf
environmentally hazardous mining and manufactumagstries in total industrial production; incredke share
of social-service industry, which “absorbs” in dieyeed countries to 70% of wage earners and selfeyag
economically active population. At the same tinewlorld’s attention to industrial policy is growinthe governments
of many developed countries and developing cowtcensider industrial policy as a means of prongptin
sustainable economic growth and improving the weltd citizens.

In Ukraine as a result of the global financialisfipolitical instability and weaknesses of thetoalrsystem,
the level of investment activity does not allonaicumulate sufficient investment resources fomtioelernization
of the economy. In 2010-2013 the deep crisis ledldavdown in capital investments and reduction eWwn
production capacity, growth of volumes of incomplebnstruction, low technological parameters apdoductive
structures of capital investments. Some stabitiratn recent years, the dynamics of gross capitatstment
in the industry was largely due to the low baseahparison with level of investment in the possisriyears.
In 2013, yet failed to invest in the pre-crisisdewf 2008.

In recent years, the share of industry in GDP ofdifle is decreasing. Industrial companies are tbrce
to respond to the growing challenges and threatsréeheir activity is reduced: demand for domesti
foreign markets, deterioration in access to maagitional industries in the Russian market, theragiation
of domestic financial resources, an urgent neagpttate of fixed assets. At the same time the waidtention
to industrial policy is growing.

In 2015 the share of industry in GDP of Ukraindégreasing. Industrial companies are forced toorasp
to the growing challenges and threats before tgivity is reduced: demand for domestic and fareitarkets,
deterioration in access to many traditional indestin the Russian market, the appreciation of dimé&nancial
resources, and an urgent need to update of fixeetaas

Industry of Ukraine occupies a prominent placehia gjlobal economy. The production of iron and steel
Ukraine occupies the eighth place in the world, tiaded products — the third.

In Ukraine for 25 years of independence it havedeotloped a clear and systematic approach to neeats
to be industrial policy, and whether it place ie #tconomic policy of the country in general. Vasidnitiatives
by governments to support industry consisted malhigecisions (often political) of tax relief tortan industries
and direct financial support of “sensitive” induss through their social aspect. This support dit stimulate
the restructuring and development of distressedsitnegés, and on the contrary, preserved their prabl

The main characteristic features of the industteélelopment of Ukraine are:

« significantly weakened the position of investitieriented activities;

» deepened the technological gap between Ukraidedaveloped countries;

« the share of the most energy intensive and enrientally harmful fuel and energy and metallurgica
complexes;

* a rapid reduction in the share of light industrgn industry that, along with the food industisedtly
focused on meeting consumer needs.

The consequences of slow down industrial developragplained via further deepening of imbalances
in the structure of social production, and techgmal backwardness its material and technologiceb
Resolving economic problems is impossible withaitive state structural policies.

The whole industrial complex of the country actaabject of industrial policy. Wide acknowledgrnen
of industry’s important role in the current presgsiasues was reflected in new tasks on acceletseelopment
of an industry, which is the generator of scieat#nd technical progress and innovations, as wedineimportant
factor of global competitiveness of national ecoremrand a driver of the economy growth. Ukraine alseds
to use the indicated advantages of the industreraotively, taking into account current situatiorukraine and
beyond its boundaries. Assessing the structuriesoétonomy of Ukraine in 2014, one can concludeithdkraine
the total proportion of manufacturing industry agtele meets the core index balanced structure YZBigure 1).

However, be aware that intra-structure manufadgundustry Ukraine has a “bias” towards heavy indus
steel and energy sector. During the period from01&9 2013 proportion of engineering, which is thesib
of high and medium technological industries in streicture of industrial production dropped almbseé times:
from 31 to 10.6%, while the industry that is weatland medium resource sector industry increasedrhes:
from 11 to 17.5%.
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The structure of the national economy of Ukrairege it meet the technological stability criteriomg(ife 2).
The share of high-technological industries is atiEt (4 times less), the total share of high-teath mredium
high-tech industries — about 25% (2 times less).
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Figure 1. — Total output of agricultural, food, metdlurgy and processing industries
(change in % from 2003)

Source: Data of the State Statistics Bureau.

Figure 2. — Sectoral structure of Ukrainian economyn 2013 (% GDP)

Source: Data of the State Statistic Committee in Ukraine.

Exploring the impact of technological and indudte&uctural changes in Ukraine’s economic growth,
one could mention established economic growtherptiriod from 2000 to 2004. It has been provideddnnomic
activity in which there was a rapid turnover ofitalp(metallurgy, chemical industry, mining indystfood industry).

It should be noted an important role played by tehpparticularly foreign investors, technologigafor these
types of production. However, economic growth, ldase these economic activities, has long-term eatur
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The heavy industry remains very important for Ukeai Metals, mining and machine accounted for
almost 50% of industrial sales in 2013. Howevehtiindustry subsectors such as food processingijtdve and
chemicals/pharma outperformed the heavy industrthé growth of sales in 2010-2013, before the pitese
crisis. At 26% of industrial sales, food processittgp was the single largest subsector in 2013.GBDE share
of relatively important industries declined in theonomy to 27% in 2013.

During 2014, according to the National Bank of Ukeadata, the drop in GDP was 7.5%, and the
devaluation of the hryvnia has reached 100%, theswwmer inflation rate rose to 25%. The banking esyst
has lost a third of all deposit deposits, and fypmeéxchange reserves of the country decreasedbtbillion
dollars. Industrial Production in Ukraine averagetl.66 percent from 2000 until 2015, reaching &tirake high
of 17.60 percent in April of 2010 and a record loiv—33.80 percent in January of 2009. In 2015 itvials
production fell by 13.4% in Ukraine. The main inttied potential is concentrated in the Eastern pékikraine.
The most affected production sector was coke afiitee petroleum products, chemical products, gteedlucts,
engineering products. According to the Nationatitnte for Strategic Studies, industrial producti@xcluding
the portion of the zone ATO) has decreased comptrdtie year 2014 by 2.5 times, the greatest rémhuct
has undergone metallurgical production —42.6% aedhanical engineering —46.3%.

The fall in GDP is estimated at 10-11% in 2015. Mach (2016) report the Ministry of Economy there
is a renewed recessionary processes in the begiofithe year, after two quarters (llI-1V 2015) GQRwth,
it is noted that for the most productive sectothef country was hit trade and transit restrictinith Russia.

The Ukrainian market with the products of the daticeimdustry is largely isolated from the domestic
market. Ukrainian producers cannot use their céipadn full, due to the high competition from tbleeap import
that is coming into the country a lot, includingetluise of gray schemes. These problems can be solved
by fighting corruption in customs and tax simplfion. These will not only “raise up” domestic puoers,
but also increase the attractiveness of the Ulaaimarket for foreign investors.

Representatives of the business organizations maeassiy put equal conditions for all market partaifs
as a very important element of the industrial polithe duty of the state is to create equal cledrmedictable
rules for business. Without this, any industridi@owould not be implemented.

According to the experts’ views, an important paftthe industrial policy of Ukraine would be the
establishment of the industrial parks in orderttoaat investment from abroad. They should becorsafa and
secure haven where foreign investors will feel @nient and advantageous to start their operatiobikiaine.

While discussing the conditions for the domesticnafacturers in the domestic and foreign markets,
some experts stressed the importance of givingastiggrimarily to small and medium businesses.

Structural change in Ukraine’s industry affects tegional distribution of industry. The heavy intiys
is concentrated in the Southern and Eastern pddkeadine. In the Western part of the country isciplezed
with agriculture and trade activities.

The problems of attraction and distribution of istreents in the industrial sector in Ukraine invalve
solving the structural disproportions (technologicctoral, and regional, by source of investmehkley are
threatened by the deepening of the imbalancesmmumdity and financial markets, the preservatiomefficient
structure of production, the monopolization of agrtstrategic or socially important sectors of gmnomy,
and inefficient use of raw resource base and ptamlucapacity.

Hypothesis and research design

The econometric estimation of parameters influegn@ross regional product per capita (GRP) growth
would be used for analysis of regional developniené study will test the hypothesis according tactvlindustrial
policy depends on the existing sectoral structfitteeconomy.

The modelling has been based on annual data of gegional product per capita (GRP) in Ukraine from
2005 to 2009 for 27 Ukrainian regions. In detaé fbllowing variables are available and are considavhere
index | runs over all 27 regions, and index t oatime periods considered (years). The theorketiamework
of the empirical analysis is based on the hypathégquation:

GRP;; = F (FCl, IPI', CPl i, FDI i, AWj;, NTi;, URj;, RTR;, WTRj;, EMP i, RINyy),

where GRP; — Gross Regional Product per Capita (UAH);
IPl; — Industrial Production Index, where 2000 = 100%;
FCl; — Fixed Capital Investment per Capita (UAH);
CPIl;; — Consumer Price Index (%);
FDI;; — Foreign Direct Investment per Capita (UAH);
AW, — Average Nominal Wage per Worker (UAH);
NT;; — Number of Telephones per 100 Families;
UR; — Unemployment Rate (%);
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RTR;; — Retail Trade Turnover per Capita (UAH);
WTR; — Wholesale Trade Turnover (min. UAH);

EMP,, — Employment of Working People from 17 to 70 ygansusand people);

RIN;; — Real Income per one Citizen (UAH).

In accordance with the State Statistic Committe®Jlafaine GRP is determined as the sum of the value
added of all kinds of activities, including net ¢gx The industrial production index calculatestestalue of
produced products (works, services) in the cornegdjmy prices. Consumer price index (inflation ingexcon-
sidered the index of the price change and tariffsgoods and services buying for consumer’s consompt
Wholesale trade turnover is a value provided bgrpnises for goods’ sales other enterprises, orgéinns and
their use in Ukraine. Retail trade turnover inckidetail turnover of enterprises, which are engagedtail trade
activities, and sales within the markets and byegméeneurs.

The modelling GRP from 12 exogenous variables destnates the existence of various results and values
of significant coefficients from 2005 to 2009. T$ignificance of the coefficient is tested at thpeb cent level.
The standard error is given in the parenthesis.

The modelling GRP from fixed capital investment,oldsale trade turnover, employment, and real
income per one citizen demonstrates the significglationships from 2005 to 2009 in the Ukrainek{€al).

The GRP increase depends on the development aflibtesale trade turnover among enterprises in the
regions. The negative coefficients for employmertdused by low labour productivity in industrynmaegraphic
trends, high share of pension expenditure to Gi® na excess of 14% (OECD, 2011), and significainare
of working people in retail trade.

Table 1. — Results of Gross Regional Product Esitims from Exogenous Variables (OLS)

Regressor 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
INT —-129,9 336,2 —-1979,6 —-5512,9 —4788,2
(687,3) (682,5) (1331,6) (1374,9) (2136,2)
IFC 2,7 2,4 15 12 117
(0,3) (0,3) (0,4) (0,3) (0,39)
WTR 0,05 0,07 0,06 0,03 0,042
(0,01) (0,01) (0,01) (0,01) (0,01)
EMP 1,2 -11 1,5 -13 —0,56
(0,3 (0,2) (0,4 0.4 (0,51)
RIN 0,9 0,7 16 2,4 1,76
(0,3 (0,3) (0,4 0,3) (0,43)
R-Squared 0,96 0,97 0,97 0,98 0,97
DW-statistic 1,75 2,07 2,19 2,19 1,7

The use of SURE (Seemingly Unrelated RegressioimBgbn) model is aimed to analyse a system
of multiple equations with cross-equation paramegstrictions and correlated error term. The SUR&l@h
gives more accurate estimation and is used in chs®t correlated variables estimation. The deprodef
the gross regional product per capita estimates fived capital investment per capita, wholesadedrturnover,
employment of working people, real income per oitieen. The results of estimation from 2005 to 2@0@ild
be seen in the table 2.

Table 2. — Results of Gross Regional Product Esitims from Exogenous Variables (SURE)

Regressor 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
INT 2007,9 2667,3 3676,1 1948,6 2036,2
(414,3) (438,2) (659,1) (1004,5) (1569,7)
IEC 0,3 0,4 0,3 0,16 0,05
(0,12) (0,1) (0,1) (0,1) (0,19)
WTR 0,01 0,02 0,02 0,01 0,02
(0,004) (0,01) (0,001) (0,01) (0,01)
EMP -0,5 -0,3 -0,5 -0,16 -0.08
(0,2) (0,2) (0,3) (0,5) (0,6)
RIN 0,5 0,3 0,18 0,95 0,92
(0,1) (0,09) (0,14) (0,2) (0,27)
R-Squared 0,46 0,48 0,43 0,53 0,61
DW-statistic 2,06 2,02 2,0 2,06 2,0
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The significance of the coefficient is tested & Eper cent level. The standard error is givethénpa-
renthesis. The estimation results demonstratexiséeace of the significant relationship betweenPGber cap-
ita and fixed capital investment per capita, whalegsrade turnover, real income per one citizen2f@®6 and
2007. The analogous relationship shows the ins@mif relationship of GRP per capita with employteh
working people for all estimated periods.

The insignificant relationship of GRP per capitdhwieal income per one citizen for 2007, and figagdital
investment for 2008, 2009 are caused by the egistinthe regulatory impediments for growing busges
A systemic assessment of product-market regulatidskraine evaluates three components: state dpb&aiers
to entrepreneurship and barriers to trade and timesg suggests that regulatory reform could coutilto greater
efficiency of both resource allocation and produrctiaccelerating convergence of Ukrainian regi@tsgD, 2011).
Experts suggest underpinning economic diversificatenhanced competitiveness and private sectetafament.

The analysis of the estimation results demonstritesbetter assessment results of coefficient galue
in the table 2 in comparison with the data resintthe table 1. The decrease of the values of srandrrors
in the table 2 in comparison with the analogousltegor the same variables in the table 1 pointstioe improved
estimation results. The absence of significantfaneiits in some equations confirms a need for ongetatistical
analysis of data for longer estimation period sEech. The research shows that regional induptiiady in Ukraine
depends on the economic structure, which reafftrasecessity of changing the structure of the eegnin the
direction of reducing the share of extractive indas and increasing the share of processing inggst

Scientists consider that Ukraine needs to ideptifgrity areas of economic development in ordeddfine
what type of country’s industrial development mottedy prefer to select. One can consider thatnbestrial
and investment policies should not be compensabortystimulating. Then, the risk of the leaching base would
be gone and favorable conditions for domestic aneign investors in the Ukrainian production wobélcreated.

Policy conclusions

In order to create competitive modern industryuggested to use the experience of the developedrasi
with the industrial policy. It is based on thresibagorinciples: the international competitiveneSmdustrial products,
export expansion and state protectionism with thpheasis on the modernization of the economy.

Econometric modelling examines the existence oflitision for the industrial regions with high urization
and backward agrarian regions in the Ukraine. Esiclproblems influencing the integration procdshe Ukrainian
regions are the following: the industrial develomindisparities among regions; the insufficient asfructure
(telecommunications, roads, hotels, services anyj #te low labour productivity in industrial seGtand insufficient
regional trade. There is a need for adoption theripy measures for regional policy improvemengliding
the financial support of the depressed regionsetifeancing competitive sectors development aneétaticess
to new technologies, the adoption programs forwstiting preparation skilled workers, and creatibthe institutional
network for regional development.

A number of specific measures that can be effedtisguments of industrial policy include an effeet
regulatory framework, a stable tax system, anddrarto decrease the amount of corruption scheviibie creating
these conditions, the government should suppo¢bhaomy with special measures and state guargmetestion
for business.

Carrying out specific policies for FDI attractiomggests removing barriers, selecting and business
analyzing the Ukraine’s most attractive sectoreims of competitiveness and FDI appeal.
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AHAJIN3 PEAJIM3AIIMA PETAOHAJIBHOW MPOMBIIIJIEHHOW
MNOJIMTUKHU HA ITIOCTCOBETCKOM INPOCTPAHCTBE:
MMPOBJIEMBI U ITIEPCITEKTHUBBI

0-p 3KoH. Hayk, npo¢h. B.K. IAB/IOB
(Mcesckuii punuan Poccuiickozo ynueepcumema koonepayuu, Poccus);
0-p IKoH. Hayk, npog. O.B. HOCOBA
(Xapovkosckuit yueoHo-nayunvlii uHCMUMYm yHUBEPCUNLENA DAHKOBCK020 Oend, YKpauna)

Hccnedyemes ponb npomblulieHHOU NOAUMUKY 8 peUoHatbHoM pazeumuu. [Ipedcmasnen nepeuens 0CHOG-
HbIX Mep 051 NPoBeOeHUsl CIMPYKMYPHbIX NPeobpa3o8anull Ha nOCMCco8emckom npocmpancmee. Teopemuueckuti
AHAIU3 MHO2000pA3Usi NOOX0008 NOOMEEPIHCOaem CYUecme08anue HedobPoCO8eCmHOU KOHKYPEHYUU U 0O0CHOGbI-
saem HeoOX00UMOCb OATbHEUUUUX IMIUPUYECKUX UCCAEO08AHULL OIS OYeHKU IPHEeKMUSHOCMU NPOMBIULIEHHOU
nonumuku. Mcnonv3oganue KOMIIEKCHOCMU, 02PAHUYEHHOU PAYUOHATbHOCU U COYUATbHO-OKOHOMUYECKOU OUHA-
MUKU NPeOyCMampugaem npumeHenue mMeicoucyuniunapuo2o nooxooa. Iloxkasano, umo npoyecc peghopmupo-
BAHUSL 8 PE2UOHAX 3AUCUM OM YCHeXd NPOMbIULIEHHOU NOLUMUKU, KOMOPAsi 6KII0YAem UCNOIb308AHUe PA3IUY-
HBIX Mep, 8 YACMHOCMU NOO0EPHCKU HAYUOHANbHBIX npouzeooumencei (npedocmaenenue cyocuouil, nPUMeHeHUs.
NOMUMUKY NPOMEKYUOHUIMA 6 PAZIUYHbIX OMpPAciax u opyeue). Hccnedosanus 63aumMocesnsi mopeoeiu u 9Ko-
HOMUYECKO20 POCMA CGUOEMENbCMBYION O CYUWECMBOBAHUU KOPPEISAYUU MeNHCOY MEMNAMU POCTA MOP20su
U NOKA3aMeNIMU IKOHOMUYECKOU KOHBIOHKMYPbl 6 pecuonax. Oyenka pecuoHaibHbix OUCOANancog onpeoeisiem-
Csl NOKA3aMeNsAMU 84108020 PELUOHATILHO20 NPOOYKMA 6 pacieme HA OYULY HACENeHUsl, Pe2UOHANbHOU 3AHAMO-
cmu u pacxooamu Ha obpazosanue.

Knroueegvie cnosa. aunanus paseumus, MleC()MCL;MnﬂuHaprlﬁ I/IO()XO(), PECUOHATIbHASL NPOMbBIUIEHHAS
noaumuka, nocmcoeemcKkoe npocmpancmeo.
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