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TOOLS OF DIRECT AND INDIRECT SUPPORT OF THE DOMESTIC LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTS PRODUCTION AND OF ENHANCEMENT OF THEIR QUALITY

The article emphasizes that the strategic goals of organic livestock breeding development should be
as follows: the support of small and medium enterprises in the field of organic farming, stimulation of the
organic products market development, the formation of a full cycle of organic products processing, and
ensuring the growth of the organic products exports. The tools of the direct state support should balance
specific types of organic livestock products depending on their rate of profit or profitability. To increase the
availability of organic products to the average consumer and to restrain the society’s social stratification, it
is justified to reduce the rate of VAT from 20 to 7% for the main types of organic livestock products. There
has been proposed a number of measures to stimulate domestic demand for high-quality livestock products
and foodstuffs of animal origin.

Keywords: direct support, indirect support, value added tax, livestock production, organic livestock
breeding, agricultural holding, quality, safety.

Introduction. The objective necessity to support the production of domestic livestock
products and increase its quality is due to the key importance of the livestock industry in ensuring
the country's food security and the formation of human capital. However, the current instruments in
Ukraine's support industry are inadequate and ineffective, they do not stimulate commodity
producers to improve product quality. There is no clear strategy for organizational and economic
ensuring of the safety of domestic livestock products. As a result of the priority development of the
crop production industry, there is a real threat of getting of domestic agriculture the status of raw
material plots of developed countries.

Literature review. The problems of direct and indirect support to the development of the
livestock sector and the improvement of the quality of livestock products are devoted to the work of
well-known domestic researchers, in particular I. Balanyuk, P. Gaidutsky, M. Demyanenko, A.
Dibrovy, I. Kobuti, O. Kovaliyova , O. Mazurenko, M. Malik, B. Paskhaver, P. Sabluk, I. Svinous,
L. Tulush, O. Shpichak and others. The study of the effectiveness of state support for the production
of livestock products is devoted to numerous analytical calculations by the specialists of the STC
"Institute of Agrarian Economics”, the Institute for the Development of Agricultural Markets, the
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National Institute for Strategic Studies, etc. Separate tools for supporting the livestock sector and
stimulating the processes of improving the quality of products in this industry are disclosed in our
publications [1; 2; 3]. Despite the significant achievements of scientists in the disclosure of this issue,
a number of issues of theoretical, methodological and practical nature, in particular, on the impact of
state support instruments on the processes of raising the quality of livestock products, require more
detailed coverage and further scientific research. After all, the negative effects of the instability of
support mechanisms, volatility and inconsistency of government decisions have a significant impact
on the measures of food supply in Ukraine.

The purpose of the article is to substantiate the effective mechanisms and tools of direct
and indirect support for the production of domestic livestock products and improve its quality.

Results and discussion. Nowadays one of the important factors in ensuring the efficiency of
production of livestock products and improving its quality are modern innovative technologies and
a science-intensive management system, the introduction of which in Ukraine is limited by a
shortage of properly trained personnel and available sources of information on such technologies.
The peculiarity of raising the supply of high-quality livestock products is attempts to reduce the
volume of directed investments at the expense of cheaper and less technological equipment,
cheapening due to simplification of farm projects, less productive breeds of cattle, pigs lead to loss
of economic efficiency. The development of modern livestock production is a complex, investment-
intensive and long-term solution, as opposed to other industries. Without modern innovative
solutions, appropriate technological support is a high risk of not getting quality products and
expected economic returns.

Along with the return to non-corruption mechanisms of indirect support of producers of milk
and meat (due to the special way of functioning of VAT in the form of special regimes for its
administration in the field of agro-industrial production), the creation of a database of domestic and
foreign technologies, product innovations of the new generation, it makes sense of getting compensation
and reimbursement by the state of agricultural commaodity producers of such expenses:

1) for realization of construction projects, technological re-equipment, reconstruction of
dairy farms and complexes, financed either at the expense of bank loans, or at the own expense of
the investor (for small and medium-sized agricultural enterprises and farms in the amount of 50% of
the cost (maximum value of the object, in the framework of which the compensation or refund is
made, is 100 million UAH); for large enterprises (agroholdings), it is 25% of the cost (the
maximum value of the object in which compensation is paid or refund, is 250 million UAH)). The
indicated support mechanism should be implemented according to the quota principle: 60% of
budget funds should be directed towards support of small and medium-sized agricultural enterprises
and farms, and the remaining 40% should be directed to support of large enterprises
(agroholdings). This is due to the fact that most large enterprises (agroholdings), having access to
export markets, already received one of the elements of state support in the form of reimbursement
of the amount paid for exports of VAT. Besides, using the mechanism of transfer pricing, making
business through offshore companies, agroholdings can minimize tax payments to the budget,
which also increases their financial capacity;

2) the development and technological support of dairy projects and the holding of
appropriate tenders exclusively for small and medium-sized agricultural enterprises and farms at a
rate of 50% of the cost (to avoid the corruption component it is advisable to establish the maximum
value of such projects). Funding for technological support should be provided through the allocation
of funds for specific projects (with the involvement of foreign technologists). State support should
be extended to construction and reconstruction projects (including project development and
technological support) for all livestock farms and complexes for the maintenance of cattle, pigs,
poultry, livestock products processing enterprises. Constructed livestock complexes must undergo a
mandatory certification procedure that guarantees high quality products;

3) connected with creation of new capacities for the production and processing of organic
livestock products, certification of organic agricultural production on the basis of small and medium-
sized enterprises, farms (it is not about peoples’ farmstead, since it is difficult to organize organic
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certification on their basis). It is the key role of small and medium-sized enterprises and farms in the
development of organic livestock. In the world, the average organic land area per producer of organic
products is 40.5 hectares [4]. Although, there are farms in Ukraine that operate with an area of more
than 7,000 hectares of organic land (PC "Agroecologia” and PC "Galeks-Agro™) [5].

On the market of organic products of developed countries, there are both small and large
farms. However, small and medium-sized farms require the primary support in terms of creating
new capacities and organic certification. Experience shows that they quite quickly adapt to a
complete change in production technologies, which necessitates the complete transition from the
use of artificial fertilizers in favor of organic matter. When planning organic production, it is
necessary to take into account the need to balance the nutrients in the soil. Specialists emphasize
that in order to restore the balance of humus in farms it is necessary to have at least 1 conditional
head of livestock per 1 hectare of sown area (on which the forage base is formed) to provide this
hectare with organic fertilizers. To provide these preconditions for the formation of a deficit-free
humus balance by introducing organic fertilizers can, in most cases, only be based on small and
medium-sized farms.

Thus, with the predominant state support of small and medium-sized agricultural enterprises,
farms that can become drivers of the development of domestic organic livestock (in particular, in
the areas of cattle breeding, milk production, table eggs, honey), it is guaranteed the direct support
of state with provision of product quality.

The current mechanism of state support for investment processes in livestock breeding is
slightly different from the one proposed by us. In the state budget under the program 2801540
""State support of the livestock sector™ for 2018 year (totally 4 billion UAH), provision is made for
2.5 billion UAH to reduce the cost of attracting investments into the livestock sector. In particular,
partial compensation of the cost of construction and reconstruction of livestock farms and
complexes, milking rooms, etc., in terms of costs financed by bank loans, it provides for the
allocation of 1.1 billion UAH; for a partial reimbursement of the cost of construction and
reconstruction of livestock farms and complexes, milking rooms, etc., built at his own expense of
the investor is 1.2 billion UAH. In the first direction compensation is provided for 25% of the value
of the objects financed by bank loans (loan amount is up to 500 million UAH for one object); in the
second direction the refund is of 30% of the cost of the objects (the size of the investment, part of
which is subject to compensation is up to 500 million UAH per object) [6].

Thus, given relatively small amounts of state support for raising investment in livestock
production in 2018 year (2.5 billion UAH or 93 million USD) and a fairly large maximum value of one
object, part of which is subject to compensation or refund (500 million UAH), or in general, the lack of a
limit to the maximum value, again traced last year's tendency to focus state support on the development of
individual large agroholdings. They are mainly specialized in the production of poultry meat.

Indicative in this regard is the formulation of paragraph 4 of clause 11 of the Procedure for
using funds provided for in the state budget to support the livestock sector (as amended by the
Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of number 285 dated March 28, 2018): for objects that create
500 and more jobs, reimbursed 30 % of the cost of the object, no matter how much this cost can be.
Such a mechanism gives impulses to the processes of further monopolization of the domestic
market of livestock products (with all negative consequences) and increases the inequality of access
of agricultural commodity producers to state support instruments.

This is confirmed by the actual data. In the program of compensation of the cost of
construction and reconstruction of livestock farms and complexes, milking rooms, etc., built at its
own expense, in 2018 year from the state budget was allocated 1.7 billion UAH (Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine, October 31, 2018 redistributed the amount of subsidies, increasing funding
for this program from 1,2 to 1,7 billion UAH). Of these, more than 800 million UAH, or 50% of all
state support, were received by the holding company Mironivsky Hliboprodukt as compensation for
the construction of the second line of the Vinnytsia poultry factory.

Other areas of livestock support in small and medium-sized agricultural enterprises and
farms in 2018 (partial compensation of the interest rate on bank loans involved in sheep breeding,
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beef cattle breeding, beekeeping, animal breeding, rabbit breeding, special budget subsidy for
keeping cows, special budget subsidy for the growth of young cattle, which was born in
households of individuals) are characterized either by their inefficiency or by small amounts of
allocated funds. They do not allow to resolve most of the technical and technological problems in
livestock production, which directly affect the safety and quality of products (the lack of safe
automated processes for feed supply, feeding, milking cows, milk pipelines, refrigeration plants,
effective sanitary and veterinary control, availability in products antibiotics, hormones, bacterial
litter of milk, etc.).

For example, partial compensation of the interest rate on bank loans contributes to support not
only producers of sheep breeders, goat breeding, beekeeping, etc., as the support of banking institutions
that issue such loans (if the state covers interest at the rate of 1.5 discount rate of the National Bank (25,
5% as of August 1, 2018), it makes sense for the banking institution to make loans more expensive). In
addition, a special budget subsidy for raising youngster of cattle which was born in private households,
will not substantially contribute to an increase in the number of such young animals. Indeed, during the
period of retention of young animals from 1 to 5 months, a payment of 300 UAH per head is foreseen. It
is during the period of 1-2 months that young people in the households are cut out, and the payment of
such a very small amount will not stop these processes.

So, the methods currently used in Ukraine to support livestock production and improve
their quality are inadequate and ineffective, do not contribute to increase competition in the
industry, do not provide equivalent inter-branch exchange, and do not stimulate the development
of rural areas. Lobbying the interests of agroholdings together with the distortion of market
mechanisms leads to discrimination of weak links, which are non-monopolists, which greatly
reduce the possibilities of producing high-quality livestock products. This testifies the need to
improve the mechanisms of state support for livestock production based on the algorithms
proposed by us in the previous paragraphs. It is necessary to detailed working out of livestock
development, harmonization of the development of the beef sector with milk production, which
would be based on the analysis of the current situation and would create an economic interest in
the production of high-quality livestock products.

As regards the promotion of environmentally friendly and organic livestock production, the
author's model is based on such provisions. The strategic objectives of organic livestock
development should be the support of small and medium-sized enterprises in the field of organic
farming, stimulation the formation of the market for organic products, formation of a full cycle of
processing organic products, and providing the growth of its exports. One of the top priorities is the
introduction of a system for collecting and analyzing official statistical information on the
development of organic production in Ukraine. At present, though such information is not absent,
but is dispersed among certification companies (the vast majority of which are foreign ones),
unions, associations, organic federations, consulting firms, which complicates its accumulation and
an objective assessment of the situation in organic livestock production . The lack of official
statistics creates prerequisites for data falsification, enabling the implementation of pseudo-organic
products. The summary of the information received, on the one hand, from the subjects of retail
trade in organic products and, on the other hand, from the bodies of organic certification often leads
to a paradoxical conclusion: the volume of domestic organic products of livestock production is
dominated by the volume grown.

An important tool for accelerating the development of the organic sector is the development
of the infrastructure of the organic products market (in detail, this issue is disclosed below). Its
absence causes uneven flows of traditional, organic and genetically modified products and forces
organic livestock producers to use traditional channels of its sales, often without obtaining the
necessary price supplements. Quite often, producers of organic products have to sell it to various
intermediaries at lower prices. This situation leads to price discrimination of commodity producers,
the outflow of financial resources from the organic sector.

It is necessary to introduce a system of economic incentives for the production of organic
livestock products, which is based on the introduction of price, tax, credit, customs and other
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privileges. At the same time, supporting the opinion of Y. Voskobiynik and E. Gavazi [7; 8], it is
necessary to consider the use of harsh sanctions against violators of environmental norms in general
and requirements for organic livestock production in particular (Fig. 1).

———————————— nocayrFinancial assistance in the form of subsidies
= to commodity producers and subsidies to consumers
price for organic products, programs of organic
consumption
stimulating the export of organic livestock products

Incentive
Tools
(motivation)

=SB Special regime for insurance in the field of organic
production, participation of the state in minimizing

~ Attraction of investments into organic production,
Direct and indirect \\\ support of its innovative development
RN Partial compensation from the state for the cost of
support tools S . e
~ oraganic certification procedures

//// The system of strict penalties for violation of
environmental norms, requirements of organic

—_—
—_
—

Annual unscheduled inspections, prohibition of the
sale of products under the sign "organic product”

Penalties
(sanctions)

Deprivation of a certificate for the right to produce
organic products, withdrawal of products from
circulation

Fig. 1. Tools for direct and indirect state support for the production
of organic livestock products
Source: [7; 8], own research.

Direct state support tools should be balanced between individual types of organic livestock
products depending on the rate of profit or profitability of one or another type of production. The
important thing is the mechanism for subsidizing the transfer of preserved land, land that has not been
cultivated in recent years, or has been withdrawn from intensive use, organic production (organic livestock
products or organic feed), financial support of commodity producers during the transition period (24-36
months), producers of organic fertilizers, biological means of protection of plants and animals.

In order to increase the availability of organic products to the average consumer, the
deterrence of social stratification of society, we consider it appropriate to reduce the VAT rate from
20 to 7% on the main types of organic livestock products. This will achieve a number of goals, in
particular, firstly, to ensure a healthy share of the population, and secondly, to increase the
efficiency of production of organic livestock products and the competitiveness of these products,
which will strengthen the position of domestic producers of organic products in the domestic and
foreign markets, accumulate added value within the country.

A prerequisite for the development of organic production is the formation of the ecological
consciousness of the population. It is on the basis of ecologization of consciousness that the
dissemination of ethics of sustainable development, as ecocentrism, the fundamental principle of
which is the principle of self-healing of the environment. The above measures should ensure not
only the accelerated development of organic livestock, the growth of the share of high-quality
livestock products on the market, but also should ensure the improvement of the ecological status of
the territories, increase of human capital. All this provides the foundation for the sustainable
development of the agrarian sector and the economy of the country as a whole.
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Along with the above-mentioned directions to stimulate the supply of high-quality food
products and, accordingly, the demand for livestock products needed for their production, due
attention should be paid to other aspects of increasing demand and promoting rational consumer
behavior. In fact, given the low incomes of the majority of the population of the country, this
behavior in the coordinate system "price-quality” due to low solvency tends in most cases to a lower
price. As experts note, the majority of domestic consumers can not afford and are not ready to pay
1.5-3 times the higher price for products without transfat or for organic products. The segment of
high-quality products (including organic ones) remains very narrow [9]. Production remains
focused on exports. Such a model for the development of the market for high-quality livestock
production cannot be considered sustainable, since it is not based on the domestic market and on the
domestic consumer. Against this background, a number of measures are needed to stimulate
domestic demand for high-quality livestock products and animal derived products.

At the same time, there is a need to introduce targeted food assistance programs to the
population below the poverty line in Ukraine. Among such programs, based on the example of the
United States, a preferential program for the purchase of high-quality products with chronic under-
consumption (milk, meat, fish) should become the basis. In the United States, within such a program
(Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP)), in 2016, such support received 44.2 million
people (14% of the total population). The average monthly amount of this assistance per person was
about 143 USD, and government spending on the program reached 66.5 billion USD [10].

In Ukraine, the criteria for the participation of individual households in this program should be
the level of gross income of the family (per capita) below 115% of the poverty line or net income of
the family below 100% of the poverty line (from 01/01/2018 - 1700 UAH per one person). Thus, the
recipients of the program are up to 25% of the population of the country, which is considered poor
(although according to the UN, now 36 million Ukrainians live below the poverty line). Financial
resources within the program of preferential purchase of high-quality products that are subject to
chronic under-consumption should be distributed using plastic cards, which are rotated in a special
payment system for electronic transfer of subsidies. These cards will be used by recipients of the
program to purchase high- quality native food products in authorized supermarkets. The list of food of
the appropriate quality (with indication of their producers) and authorized supermarkets participating
in the program, after a thorough check, will be determined by the State Committee for Consumer
Goods and Consumer Protection. To include in this list livestock producers should implement the
Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Point  system and certify their production according to
international environmental standards (ISO 14000 standards). Manufacturers will be motivated to
improve product quality, as it can significantly expand its sales market.

As in any system of transfer payments to the population, the implementation of this program
may be accompanied by the presence of certain problems. The main of them may be that the
population participating in the program will begin to conceal its additional or "shadow" revenues to
receive food aid. In Ukraine, the scale of such concealment can be quite significant because of the
large share of the “shadow" economy, payroll "in envelopes”. Therefore, considerable attention
should be paid to checking the sources of income, expenses and the size of savings of households.
In the United States, for example, when determining the right to participate in the program,
information on the sources of household income is carefully checked.

One of the ways to solve the problem may be the introduction of such a mandatory
requirement for assistance, such as filling in a statement of income and expenses for the past two
years, with the breakdown of items of expenses for essential goods, durable goods, various services
and luxury goods (like the electronic declaration system). In case of detecting inconsistencies in the
size of real costs, officially declared, recipients of the program must return the full amount of
received payments with interest [11, p. 452].

The program of preferential purchase of high-quality products, which are subject to chronic
under-consumption, should supplement (or replace) state aid in Ukraine for the poor (according to
the Ministry of Social Policy, by the beginning of 2018 it received 306 thousand families, that is,
about 1 million citizens). A significant portion of state aid for the poor, which is provided in cash, is
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spent by recipient households improperly (for the purchase of alcoholic beverages, cigarettes, etc.).
In addition, poor households, as a rule, tend to buy low-quality cheap food products of animal
origin, including imported ones. It turns out that the state stimulates the demand for products of
unscrupulous producers or for products of foreign production. Although, the specified assistance in
2017 was spent almost 12 billion UAH from the state budget, it does not bring systemic effect to
domestic producers [12].

Replacing the current state aid for the poor for the program of preferential purchase of
products will result in a significant increase in the capacity of the domestic market of high quality
food products of animal origin (at least 12 billion UAH), as well as the emergence of a synergistic
effect, which will be as follows:

firstly, will contribute to the growth of consumption of high-quality food products, which
are not followed by rational standards of nutrition (milk, meat, fish), and the expansion of the
capacity of the domestic market;

secondly, will ensure access of poor people to high-quality food products of animal origin,
which has not been observed before. This will contribute to a significant increase in the overall welfare
in the country, since 1 hryvnia spent by the poor citizen on quality food, as a rule, brings more
usefulness than one hryvnia spent by the rich on luxury goods or various kinds of entertainment;

third, it will become an effective motivator for increasing the supply of high- quality food
products of animal origin by domestic producers. The program represents one of the tools to support
good-quality domestic agricultural producers through state stimulation of demand for their products,
expansion of sales of domestic high-quality products on the domestic market and increase of
capacity of the market of domestic food products;

fourthly, will become an effective tool for real increasing of living standards of the
population of the country, solving the problem of food safety and increasing the intellectual
potential of the nation.

From our point of view, the implementation of this program fits into the strategic vector of
modern social policy in Ukraine, in which the transformation of various kinds of privileges affected
(travel privileges, privileges in the provision of utilities, etc.) or ineffective programs into the
effective ones of targeted social assistance to those, who really needs the most of such an assistance.

One of the disadvantages of implementing a program for the preferential purchase of high-
quality products that is subject to chronic under-consumption, may be the desire of poor households
to sell high-quality livestock products purchased in authorized supermarkets in discounted dominant
markets (in order to get at least some cash for the purchase of bads). This in no way will offset the
positive effects of the program for society, as it will promote the development of a secondary
market for high-quality animal food products and increase its accessibility to ordinary citizens.

The primary support of the state of consumers of quality food with the lowest incomes
should be a priority direction of the state economic policy not only in the conditions of a permanent
economic crisis, but also in the post-crisis phases of the business cycle. As a result, the capacity of
the domestic market of high-quality products is expanding, its production is stimulated, and food
security is guaranteed. At the same time, the standard of living for the poor is increasing.

It is advisable to introduce other food programs in Ukraine, which, on the one hand, ensure
the rational nutrition of the population and increase the intellectual potential of the nation, and on
the other hand, stimulate the demand for high-quality domestic food products. In view of the need
to increase the intellectual potential of children and adolescents, first of all, it is necessary to include
programs of high school nutrition by livestock products (special milk program in general
educational institutions on the example of the USA, the program of consumption of quail eggs in
schools by the example of Japan).

In the absence of measures to stimulate healthy eating in pregnant women (as an
indispensable condition for the birth of healthy children), as well as children themselves, the
implementation of the program "Women, Infants, Children" (according to the USA) becomes very
important. This is a supplemental diet for pregnant women, women in the pre-and post-natal period,
infants and young children. According to it, women and children from low-income households are
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needed to be provided by free food and advice in the field of healthy nutrition free of charge, and
the help in improving the efficiency of breastfeeding. Its purpose is to increase the number of cases
of successful pregnancy, to promote the physical and intellectual development of infants and young
children of pre-school age, but mainly to affect their attitude to rational nutrition, which is a key
factor in stimulating domestic demand for vital quality food products of animal origin [11, p. 453].

It is obvious that rational nutrition of children and adolescents in the conditions of post-
industrial transformation is a prerequisite for the growth of the intellectual potential of the nation
and the development of the knowledge in economy. Therefore, in today's conditions, it is absolutely
desirable to implement a number of programs outlined in the previous paragraphs by us. We
consider it expedient to develop and adopt the foundations of the state policy in the field of healthy
nutrition of the population, taking into account changes in the socio-economic situation,
demographic composition and the appearance of new scientific ideas about good nutrition by
products of animal origin.

Conclusions. Organizational and economic assistance to the development of the
livestock sector and the improvement of the quality of livestock products should be based on an
effective combination of methods and tools for stimulating demand and supply, expansion of
the capacity of the market for high-quality products, protection and development of
competition, improvement of the functioning of infrastructure components, mechanisms of state
regulation and stimulation of the supply of domestic organic livestock products with a high
share of value added. Taking into consideration the criteria of wealth of nations (criterion of
maximizing the value added within the country and the criterion of intellectual potential
accumulation), one of the main priorities of the state policy in Ukraine should be recognition of
the development of livestock industries, livestock processing and the formation of a market of
high quality food products of animal origin in general. Stimulating the production and
consumption of food products of animal origin creates a powerful synergistic effect for the
economic system as a whole, as it contributes to the simultaneous accumulation of value added
and the growth of the intellectual potential of the nation.
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Kupnmok Ipuna MukonaiBua,

CTapIwii BUKIaaad Kadeapn MEHEDKMEHTY Ta eKOHOMIYHOT Oe3IeKkH,
Uepkacbkuii HaIliOHATHPHAN YHIBEpCHUTET iMeHI bormana XmMenpHUIIBKOTO
Kupnmok €sreniii Mukonaiiosuy,

JTOKTOP €KOHOMIYHUX HayK, mpodecop,

npodecop kadeapu eKOHOMIKH Ta MDKHAPOJHAX €KOHOMIYHHUX BiJTHOCHH,
UYepkacbkuii HallioHaIBHUH yHiBepcHTeT iMeHI bornana XMenpHHUIIBKOTO
Maii6a FOuis IropiBua,

acmipaHT kKadeIpu eKOHOMIKH Ta MIXKHAPOTHUX EKOHOMIYHHX BiJHOCHH,
Uepkacbkuii HAI[lOHATIBHMI YHIBEPCUTET iMeHI bornana XMelbHUIILKOTO

IHCTPYMEHTH HPHMOE TA HEITPSIMOI IIITPUMKH BUPOBHUIITBA BITYM3HSHOI
IMPOAYKIII TBAPUHHUILTBA TA HNIZIBUIEHHA II AKOCTI

IIpobnema. Hunni incmpymenmu niompumxu 8upoOHUYmMEa nPpooyKYyii meapuHHuymea 6 Yxpaiui €
NepesaNdcHo  Hee(heKMUGHUMY, BOHU He CMUMYIIOIOMb  MOB8APOBUPOOHUKIE  30inbulygeamu  obcaeu
B8UPOOHUYMBA BUCOKOAKICHOI npodykyii. Iloku wo He po3pobreno uimkoi cmpamezii opeaHizayiiHo-
EeKOHOMIUHO20 3a0e3neyeHHs HANeXCHOI AaKocmi ma be3neuHocmi npooykyii meapunuuymea. B pesyromami
npiopumemno20 po3BUMK)Y 2anAy3i POCITUHHUYMEA ICHYE peanbHaA 3a2po3d NepemeopeHHsl GIMYUSHIHO20
CLIbCLKO20 20CNO0APCMBA HA CUPOSUHHUL NPUOAMOK PO3BUHEHUX KPAIH.

Memorw naykoeoi cmammi € OOIPYHMYSAHHS [HCMPYMEHMIE NPAMOI ma HenpsimMoi niompumxu
BUPOOHUYMEA GIMYUZHAHOL NPOOYKYIT MEAPUHHUYMBA MA NOJINUWEHHS i1 AKOCMI.

Pesynomamu. B Yrpaini npiopumem nosuner Ha0a8amucs iHCMpyMeHmam Henpsimoi niompumxu,
Wob YHUKHYMU DPU3UKY NOWUPEHHS KOPYRYIi ma peHmoopicHmosanoi noeedinku 4uHo8HUKig. /Josedeno
HeegheKmUBHICIb YUHHUX MEXAHI3MI8 NPAMOT NIOMPUMKU GIMYUSHAHO20 MEAPUHHUYMEA, d MAKONC 6KA3AHO
HA HePIGHOMIPHUIL PO3NOOINL 00Cs2i6 NIOMPUMKU ceped 1020 odepoicysaie. Lli mexanizmu He 003601510Mb
supiwumu OiIbUWICMb MEXHIYHUX | MEeXHOAOSIYHUX NPoOAeM V MEAPUHHUYMEI, W0 He2AMUBHO SNIUBAE HA
besneunicmv ma sakicmv npodykyii. Jlobiroeanus iHmepecié azpoxonouHzie pazom 3i CNOMBOPEHHAM
PUHKOBUX MEXAHi3Mie npu3gooums 00 OUCKpUMIHAYII claOKux eany3ell — HeMOHONONICMI8, WO 3HAYHO
SHUICYE NOMEHYIATL POIBUMK) BUCOKOSKICHO20 MBAPUHHUYMEBA.

Haykoea nosusna. OO61pynmosano HeoOXiOHICMb NOBEPHEHHSI 00 HEKOPYRYIUHUX Mexauizmie
HenpaMoi niOMpumMKu UPOOHUKIE MOJIOKA Ma M aca y Gueisidi cneyianvHux pexcumie cmsaeyeannsn 1B y
cghepi acponpomucnogozo supobnuymea. Busnaueno ooyinbHicms KOMneHcayii ma 8i0uiko0y8anHs eumpam,
NOB SA3aHUX 3i CMBOPEHHAM HOGUX HOMYICHOCHEN 3 SUPOOHUYMBA ma nepepoOKU Op2aniuHoi NpooyKyii
MBAPUHHUYMBA, Ccepmuirkayii OpeaHiuHozo GUpOOHUYMEA Ha 0Oa3i MAIuUX ma cepeoHix NiONPUEMCMS,
Gepmepcorux  eocnodapcms.  Lli  iHcmpymenmu  MOdCymb cmamu  pYWilHOO  CUNOI0  POIULUPEHHS.
BUPOOHUYMBA  BUCOKOSKICHO20 MOAOKA, M’5cd, s€yb, Medy ma iHwoi npooykyii. Taxum yumnom
3abe3neyyemvcs NPAMULL 36 30K THCMPYMEHMIE 0epIHCABHOI NIOMPUMKU (3 BUPOOHUYMBOM BUCOKOIKICHOL
npooykyii. 3anponoHo8ano 3axo0u wWOO00 CMUMYIIO8AHHSA GHYMPIUHL020 NONUMY HA BUCOKOSAKICHY
NPOOYKYII0 MEAPUHHUYMEA A XAPUO8i NPOOYKMU MEAPUHHO20 NOXOONCEHHS.

Bucnoexu. Incmpymenmu npsamoi O0epoicagioi niompumxu noeuHHi Oymu 30a1aHCOBAHUMU MIJIC
KOHKpEemHUMU — BUOAMU  BUCOKOSKICHOI  NPOOYKYIl  MBAPUHHUYMGA  3AJIeJICHO  6i0  OMPUMYBAHOL
mosaposupobHuxamu Hopmu npudymxy. Lo6 30inewumu Odocmynuicms 6UCOKOAKICHOT npoOdyKyii Oas
nepeciunoeo CnOMNCUBAYA t 0OMeNCUMY COYiaNbHY CmMpamuikayito cycninbcmed, O0YibHO SHUSUMU CIABKY
IJ[B 3 20 00 7% Ha ocHo6HI 6U0U OpeaniyHOl nPoOyKYii MEapuHHUYmMea.

Knrouosi cnosa: npsma niompumka, Henpsama RiOMpUMKd, NOOAMOK HA 000amHy e6apmicmo,
MBAPUHHUYINGO, OP2AHTYHE MBAPUHHUYMBO, ACPOXOIOUHS, SKICMb, Oe3NeUHICHb.

Ooepoicano pedaxyiero. 14.01.2019
Tputinamo 0o nyonixayii: 29.01.2019
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