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ASSESSMENT OF THE LEVEL OF ECONOMIC SECURITY OF INDUSTRIAL
ENTERPRISES: THEORETICAL APPROACHES, METHODS, TOOLS

The article is devoted to the analysis of existing methodological approaches to assessing the level of
economic security of industrial enterprises. The advantages and disadvantages of the available tools for
diagnosing the state of economic security of economic structures of the industrial sphere are specified. Problems
of analysis of the level of economic security of industrial enterprises are revealed. The indicators of assessing the
level of economic security are studied, assumptions are made about the possibilities of their improvement and
their list expansion. An attempt is made to determine the characteristics of assessing the level of economic security
of industrial enterprises, taking into account the specifics of their financial and economic activities.
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Introduction. Assessing the level of economic security of economic entities is not only one of the
stages of its management, but also a complex multi-stage process, the effectiveness and reliability of the
result of which depends on the approaches, mechanisms and procedures chosen by the analyst. While
scientists are engaged in heated discussions on how to diagnose the economic security of enterprises,
how many and which indicators should be used, how to gather information for analysis and interpret the
results in the form of specific management decisions, company management says there is no universal
method of assessing the level of economic security, suitable for use at the application level of the
business structures economic security system. A large number of recommendations that translate the
diagnosis of the level of economic security in the field of risk management, in the layer of crisis
management, only confuse those who in practice are trying to get a reliable assessment of the level of
economic security of the own company.

Thus, there is a need to simplify the approaches, methods, tools for assessing the level of economic
security of economic entities, which can be done effectively only after the specification of the
shortcomings in the traditional mechanisms of analysis and monitoring. A separate methodological
challenge is the need to take into account the specifics of the type of economic activity of the object, the
assessment of the security level of which is planned. After all, for different forms and types of economic
structures, indicators of the state of economic security must be slightly different, otherwise the reliability
of the obtained result will decrease.

Literature review. Problematic aspects and existing approaches to ensuring economic security
are the basis of research by many modern scientists [1-4]. Assessing the level of economic security or
diagnosing its condition — is an important component of the mechanism for managing the economic
security of enterprises in various fields, including industrial economic structures. Awareness of this fact
gave rise to a large number of scientific publications. Thus, Dovbnya S. B., Rudenko O. V. offer a
conceptual approach to comprehensive diagnostics of economic security of industrial enterprises of
Ukraine [5], Kartecheva O. S. analyzes approaches and methods for assessing the economic security of
industrial enterprises [6], Voloshchuk L. O. describes own version of the classification of approaches
and methods of forming analytical tools for assessing the economic security of industrial enterprises [7],
Melikhova T. O. considers it rational to determine the state of economic security of industrial enterprises
on the basis of analysis their financial condition, the probability of bankruptcy, the net economic effect
of attracting investment [8], Kyslova L. A. explores the basics of diagnosis and monitoring of economic
security in general [9], and Pysarenko B. A., Protsenko N. B. take care of issues diagnostics of economic
security of functioning of industrial enterprises [10].
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A number of publications are devoted to certain components of the process of assessing the level
of economic security of economic entities, the tools of such assessment. For example, Lashchenko V.
A. offers diagnostics of probability of bankruptcy for the express analysis of economic security of the
enterprise [11], Storozhuk N. V. considers investment controlling as a means of diagnostics of a
condition of economic security of the enterprise [12], Mohylina L. A. generalizes methodical aspects of
an estimation of level of economic instability as a factor of negative impact on the financial security of
industrial enterprises [13]. A separate category is formed by research on the problems of assessing the
level of economic security of industrial enterprises of certain activities.

Thus, Filyppova S. V., Nizyayeva S. A. determine the features of diagnosing the level of economic
security of wineries [14], Karayim M.M. studies the specifics of assessing the level of economic safety
of machine-building enterprises [15], Matsekha D.S. studies the functional components of economic
security and indicators of their assessment for light industry enterprises [16], Pikh M.Z. studies a
systematic analysis of the state of economic security of food industry enterprises [17]. All these
publications laid the foundations for a mechanism for assessing the level of economic security of
industrial enterprises. However, until a universal, unified, approved at the state level and tested in
practice approach to diagnosing the state of economic security of industrial structures is absent, the topic
chosen for research will not lose its relevance.

The purpose of the article. The aim of the study is to analyze the existing methodological
approaches to assessing the level of economic security of industrial enterprises. To successfully achieve
this goal it is necessary to perform a number of tasks: to specify the advantages and disadvantages of the
available tools for diagnosing the state of economic security of economic structures of the industrial
sphere; to identify problems of analysis of the level of economic security of industrial enterprises; to
make assumptions about the possibilities of improving and expanding the list of indicators for assessing
the level of economic security of industrial enterprises; to determine the characteristics of assessing the
level of economic security of industrial enterprises, taking into account the specifics of their financial
and economic activities.

Results and discussion. A large number of decisions made by stakeholders on the vectors of
cooperation with a company are based on information about the results of its financial and economic
activities, which can be concluded about the effectiveness of its work at the moment and its level of
economic security as an indicator of probability of continued operation and remain in the market in the
future. Thus, the assessment of the level of economic security can be conducted as a comprehensive,
periodic act, aimed to meet the needs of internal users — owners, top management, company staff, and a
process based only on public data and information — for external stakeholders — creditors, investors,
contractors, state regulatory bodies and business supervisors. Regardless of the purpose of the
assessment and the end user of information about such an assessment, the selection of tools and methods
for diagnosing the level of economic security is of a great importance for the reliability of the assessment
result. And since there is no single recommended universal method for assessing the level of economic
security of enterprises, the choice of analytical approach to the implementation of this process is
entrusted to management, which in turn seeks the answers and tips in the field of research.

Voloshchuk L.O. notes that the level of economic security of the enterprise — "is the degree of
achievement of safe conditions for the operation of the enterprise. Regardless of a particular approach
and methodology, the assessment of economic security of the enterprise involves two key blocks: 1)
determining the value of the indicator (or indicators) that characterizes the economic security of the
enterprise; and 2) determining the level of economic security of the enterprise "[7, p.224]. The level of
economic security can also be understood as a measure of protection of economic interests of the
enterprise and its owners, as well as corporate resources, from external and internal threats impact. As
for the process of assessing the level of economic security, there are several stages: choosing a system
of indicators or one of the available diagnostic methods, collecting the necessary information for
analysis, calculating indicators and forming an expert opinion on the values obtained, establishing the
level of economic security of the business entity.

As noted by Kartecheva O. S. "all available approaches to the development of technology for
assessing economic security can be divided into three groups: 1) those whose supporters use a
combination of well-known, proven methods; 2) those that form the unique method of assessing
economic security with miscalculations of its functional components; 3) those that propose to determine
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a comprehensive criterion for the levels of key performance indicators and their ranks"” [6, p.265]. In
addition, security researchers divide all approaches into "1) single-stage — provide an assessment of the
economic security of the enterprise and determine its level by a certain integrated indicator or a limited
set of indicators; 2) two-stage — provide for the assessment of economic security of the enterprise first
on certain components, followed by integration of the obtained estimates in the integrated indicator of
the level of economic security of the enterprise” [7, p.225]. We support the second approach, because it
is difficult to imagine a reliable assessment of such a complex characteristic of the economic condition
of the enterprise as its economic security, without taking into account the indicators of the state of each
of its functional components. But in the end, to meet the information needs of management and business
owners, it is necessary to determine a generalized single indicator of the level of economic security,
which can be an indicator of financial and economic decisions on the vectors of current and future
activities of the enterprise.

The main disadvantage of existing methods of assessing the level of economic security is their
expert nature, so their use is associated with the risk of incomplete consideration of the impact of
environmental factors on the economic security of the enterprise. At the same time, the attempt to cover
as many factors as possible leads to the pettiness of individual, or excessive "load" of the evaluation
matrix, which will prevent adequate perception of information, to correctly determine the main
reasonable decisions [6, p.266].

The widespread use of the expert method is explained by the fact that the indicators proposed by
scientists to assess the level of economic security and diagnose the state of its individual functional
subsystems can not be calculated mathematically, or they do not have recognized normative, oriented
values, which necessitates their interpretation at expert level. The problem with this approach is to
determine the list of experts, especially for those enterprises where a small number of staff work and
there is no separate unit to organize the work to ensure economic security. In addition, in the foundation
of the existing classifications of methods for assessing the level of economic security there is no single
approach to determining the criteria, which complicates the justification for choosing a particular
approach to assessing the economic security of the enterprise [7, p.230].

The use of quantitative and qualitative indicators for the assessing the level of economic security
in one or another of their ratios is the most popular method of diagnosis, and this approach is often called
an indicator approach. Pysarenko B. A., Protsenko N. B. note that "assessment of the level of economic
security on the basis of the indicator approach involves the definition with high accuracy of the base of
comparison — indicators. It is the level of accuracy of indicators in this case is the problem, which is that
currently there is no methodological basis for determining indicators that take into account the
peculiarities of the enterprise, due to its industry affiliation, ownership, capital structure, organizational,
technical and financial economic level. In addition, it is necessary to constantly adjust the system of
indicators that are indicators of economic security of the enterprise™ [10, p.302].

The analysis of the professional literature does not yet allow to establish what specific and unique
indicators of economic security are offered by scientists to assess its level in the practice of industrial
enterprises. At the same time, specific orientation is called the undisputed advantage of this approach.
The convenience of its use is also due to the ability to add their own assessment indicators, which the
top management of the entity considers indicative for the diagnosis of its economic condition and the
level of protection from external and internal hazards and threats. That is, the number of indicators can
be changed, but it should be borne in mind that in this case it is necessary to adjust their share in the
final indicator of the level of economic security. However, given the specifics of the functioning of each
individual enterprise into account, to conduct one such methodological procedure, in our opinion, is
better than to obtain inaccurate, biased results from each periodic assessment. In most cases, to carry out
a comprehensive diagnosis of economic security, it is proposed to use quantitative and qualitative
indicators; their combination allows to obtain a complete real picture of the level of security and the
presence of signs of negative impact on it [15, p.50]. Quantitative indicators should be calculated using
mathematical tools and computer technology, qualitative indicators should be evaluated by comparison
and expert method.

Karayim M. identifies the following set of difficulties for the active application of existing
methods of monitoring the level of economic security: the complexity of mathematical formalization of
the process, problems taking into account industry specifics, excessive cumbersomeness and complexity,
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problems with choosing objective indicators of security, difficulties in choosing criteria to assess each
functional component, differences in the structure of the security system of the enterprise [15, p.50]. We
agree with a colleague, and believe that some of these problems can be solved by using modern
information technology (for example, the use of computer technology can greatly simplify mathematical
calculations, as well as systematize, group indicators, which minimizes the complexity of the calculation
process). Ideally, researchers should offer a software product for practitioners — as a tool for assessing
the level of economic security, which will be integrated into the information system of the management
system of the business entity. At the application level, one need a ready-made functional tool for
analyzing the level of economic security, rather than a difficult to understand methodological approach.

Some researchers believe that the construction of an integrated indicator of economic security of
the enterprise at the present stage of development of science is still impossible. This is due to the lack of
today normatively and methodologically established list of indicators that directly affect the level of
economic security of the enterprise, and their critical values [6, p. 266]. Indeed, standards and
benchmarks have only indicators that are borrowed to diagnose the state of economic security in terms
of financial analysis, financial monitoring, assessment of the probability of bankruptcy, and so on. For
indicators of the level of personnel, information, legal, market and a number of other functional
components of the economic security system standards are set by situational expert method, which
causes the problem of unsuitability for use in other enterprises in addition to diagnosing the state of
economic security for which it was developed. However, without an integrated indicator of the level of
economic security, the level of information value of its diagnosis will decrease, as it will be impossible
to compare different economic structures on this parameter, for example, to make investment decisions;
the option of forming a rating of enterprises based on the level of economic security within one or more
industries will be unavailable, etc.

In general, the theory of economic security has recently known such approaches to assessing the
level of economic security of economic entities as resource-functional approach (assessment of the level
of economic security of the enterprise is based on the assessment of corporate resources by special
criteria), financial approach (according to it, economic security is profit in absolute (volume of profit)
and relative (quality of profit, profitability) expression), indicator approach (assessment of economic
security is established by comparing the actual performance of the enterprise with set orienteers [6,
€.267]. According to Voloshchuk L. alternative approaches include program-target, economic-
mathematical, risky, profitable-investment approaches [7, p.226].

In general, in the source [7] we find a mention of as many as 28 (excluding alternative names)
approaches to assessing the level of economic security of industrial enterprises: (single-stage (integrated,
rapid assessment), two-stage (decomposition, detailed assessment), threshold (indicator, static),
dynamic, functional, resource, resource-functional (investment), strategic, systemic, financial,
economic, complex, alternative, factorial, list, normative, comparative (benchmarking), target on-target,
strategic), statistical, economic-mathematical, descriptive, quantitative, graphical (semigraphical), two-
level, three-level, four-level, five-level, seven-level). However, distinguishing these approaches,
researchers do not give clear recommendations, which of them are the most suitable for use by domestic
enterprises in the conditions of financial and economic activity that have developed for them today in
Ukraine.

Pysarenko B., Protsenko N. note that the economic security of the enterprise is a function of
technological, resource, financial, market, social and environmental security. Each of the types of
security has its own assessment parameters [10, p.302]. This position is shared by Filyppova S.,
Nizyayeva S., proposing to consider: assessment of the level of the financial component, assessment of
the level of intellectual and personnel component, assessment of the level of investment and
technological component, assessment of the level of material and technical component, assessment of
the corporate component and assessment level of the managerial component of economic security of the
enterprise [14, p.18].

Matsekha D. believes that the economic security of the enterprise as a whole is formed by financial,
managerial, informational, personnel, social, technical and technological, innovative, political and legal,
environmental, anti-crisis, market-interface and power components [16, p.133]. A large number of
functional components of the economic security system requires a large number of indicators to assess
their condition. Therefore for diagnostic procedures it is necessary to allocate some subsystems

47



ISSN 2707-5036 Bicuuk UHY im. b. Xmensaunbkoro. Cepist «Exonomiuni Haykny. 2020. Ne 2

significant for a condition of economic security of the enterprise, to form a set of quantitative and
qualitative indicators for their estimation, to establish specifications and to define levels of economic
security for transformation of quantitative value of the final indicator into qualitative estimation.

Karayim M. believes that the optimal method of monitoring economic security should provide that
"for each functional component, only the most important indicators are selected, and their number is
minimal; for each indicator the specific weight in structure of a certain functional component is defined
taking into account its importance for the characteristic of level and dynamics of safety and specificity
of economic activity of the enterprises; the defined limit values of each indicator provide a clear
identification of the level of security, which allows the identification of signs of a particular threat not
only in relation to the functional area, but also a particular sector of observation™ [15, p.54]. It is quite
convenient to use score values to evaluate quality indicators. In general, scoring techniques are quite
convenient for use by analysts of business structures, as well as external experts who may be involved
in the evaluation procedure by investors, shareholders or management under outsourcing agreements. In
the process of analyzing practices, methods, tools for assessing the level of economic security of
enterprises, we noted that even if the author declares in the name or within the identification of the object
of study industrial enterprises, in fact, the publication still does not clearly reflect the specifics of
diagnosing economic security of industrial enterprises — they do not offer additional indicators, do not
determine the typical methods of evaluation, etc.

Domestic industrial enterprises face new challenges that they need to overcome in order to
maintain their market position, given the growing competition from European companies. For example,
the Sustainable Development Goals state that the target for the share of sold innovative products in
industrial output should be 5% in 2020, while according to the State Statistics Service of Ukraine in
2015 this figure was 1.5%, in 2017 — 0.7% and in 2018 — 0.8% [18]. Positive dynamics is demonstrated
by the rate of return on fixed assets (with a target for 2020 — 0.13, its value over the past few years was:
in2015—-0.1194,1in 2016 —0.1199, in 2017 — 0.1195 , in 2018 — 0,1204 — but note that we have general
statistics of enterprises, not only for industrial economic entities) [18]. The dynamics of the number of
industrial enterprises in Ukraine from 2016 to 2018 was negative (Fig. 1), which indicates the cessation
of economic structures in this segment of the national economy, which encourages efforts to strengthen
economic security of industrial enterprises, as well as the need to obtain timely and objective assessment
of its level to identify the threat of bankruptcy and liquidation of the enterprise in the nearest future.
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Fig.1. Dynamics of the number of industrial enterprises in Ukraine
Source: compiled by the author according to [18]

The level of economic security of industrial enterprises should be dependent on their fixed assets,
level of innovation, wear and tear of equipment, obsolescence not only of machinery and production
technologies, but also the skills and competencies of staff working at the enterprise. Assessment of
intellectual and personnel security is a very important stage in the analysis of human resources in the
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system of economic security of industrial enterprises. Peculiarities of conducting their economic activity
require from employees a certain level of qualification, education, experience, time management,
discipline, ability to follow the norms and rules of safety. Communication skills, ability to work in a
team, information and financial literacy can be considered secondary of importance for the staff of such
enterprises.

Important for the state of economic security of industrial enterprises, in contrast to, for example,
financial institutions or trading companies, is technical and technological security, which depends on the
quality, efficiency and safety of production processes, the ability to continuously produce products of
such quality that can satisfy consumer needs better than competitors in a particular market segment. At
the same time, such functional components as interface and corporate security can be considered not so
important for industrial enterprises. Thus, to reflect the specifics of assessing the level of economic
security of industrial enterprises in comparison with other economic entities can be, first of all, by
establishing the weights of each functional component of a comprehensive system of economic security
in the final assessment of its condition.

Therefore, the characteristic features of assessing the level of economic security of industrial
enterprises should be recognized:

- dominance of technical-technological, material and intellectual-personnel components in the
system of assessing the level of economic security of an industrial enterprise; accordingly, for these
functional subsystems, more indicators should be developed for analysis, both quantitative and
qualitative, and their share in the final indicator of the level of economic security should be greater than
those of other functional subsystems;

- assessment of the level of economic security should take place taking into account the production
cycle of industrial enterprises, as well as begin no earlier than the end of the financial year;

- if the production indicators of the enterprise are not taken into account when assessing the level
of the material component of economic security, an additional functional subsystem — production
security — as part of a comprehensive system of economic security of the enterprise to ensure a reliable
assessment of its condition;

- to assess the level of economic security of industrial enterprises should take into account the
indicators of wear and tear of equipment, its obsolescence, the availability of own rather than leased
premises, the number of equipment downtime for one reason or another, the presence or absence of
stocks, the number of staff changes, presence or absence of state orders, budget financing, belonging to
the critical infrastructure of the state, etc.

Conclusions. The study of the theoretical foundations of assessing the level of economic security
of industrial enterprises, namely the approaches, methods, tools of this process, allowed us to draw the
following conclusions.

1. There are a large number of approaches to assessing the level of economic security of business
structures, however, none of them has a pronounced specificity that would explain the feasibility of its
use for industrial enterprises. Statistics show that the industry is undergoing qualitative and quantitative
transformations, the process of adaptation to the requirements of sustainable development. Under such
conditions, the assessment of the level of economic security is one of the incentives for timely and
rational management decisions by the management of economic structures. Therefore, its objectivity and
reliability are very important, and their guarantee should be the basis of analytical procedures to specify
the level of economic security.

2. Analysis of the tools recommended for assessing the level of economic security of business
structures allows us to conclude that a two-stage assessment is needed. At the first stage quantitative and
qualitative indicators of a condition of various functional subsystems of system of economic security are
defined, at the second — the final, general indicator of a condition of economic security on which value
the conclusion concerning a level of economic security of the enterprise is formed. Determination of
indicator values is carried out mathematically, with the involvement of experts, by comparison with
analogues. Scoring techniques are easy to use.

3. Industrial enterprises have specific characteristics of economic activity in comparison with
other economic entities, and this fact should be reflected in the method of assessing the level of their
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economic security. Analysts need to revise the weights of the various functional components of the
economic security system of industrial business structures in order to give priority to indicators specific
to these economic structures in the final indicator. Also, to assess the level of economic security of
industrial enterprises, an important role is played by the expert assessment of specialists who are familiar
with a particular type of industrial production.

Prospects for further research — are to form the theoretical foundations of the author's methodology
for assessing the level of economic security of industrial enterprises in terms of their operation in the
realities of VUCA world.
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iMeni borgana XMenpHUAIILKOTO, imeni borgana XMeaIpHUALILKOTO,
M. Uepkacu, Ykpaina M. Uepkacu, Ykpaina

OIIIHIOBAHHS PIBHSA EKOHOMIYHOI BE3IEKHA TPOMUCJOBHUX HANPUEMCTB:
TEOPETHUYHI IIIAXOAU, METOJAUKH, IHCTPYMEHTAPIN

Ilpobnema. OyinroeanHus pieHs eKOHOMIUHOL De3neku cyd €kmie 20Cno0ApO8anHs — ye He auue 0OuH i3
emanie ynpasninHa ii cmanom, ane i CKAAOHUU OacamoemanHuil npoyec, e@exmusHicmov i 00CMOGIPHICMb
Pe3VIbMAmy AK020 3anexHCUumsb 8i0 0OPAHUX AHANIMUKOM Ni0X00i8, mexauizmie i npoyedyp. lloku y naykosii
NIOWUHI GYeHi 68edymb NANKI OUCKYCII w000 mo2o, AK came NOMPIOHO NPOBOOUMU OiAZHOCMUKY CMAHY
EeKOHOMIYHOI Oe3nexu NIONPUEMCMS, CKIIbKU MA SAKUX NOKA3HUKI6 HeOoOXIOHO euxopucmamu, 5K 3iopamu
gidoMocmi 011 AHANIZY MA THMEPRpemysamu OMpUMAaHi pe3yibmamu y Gopmy KOHKDEMHUX YNPAGIIHCOKUX
piltenn, KepisHUYmeo KOMRNAHIU 3acC8i0uye GIOCYMHICMb YHIBEPCANbHOL, NPUOAMHOL 0Nl GUKOPUCTNAHHA HA
NPUKIAOHOMY DIGHI CUCmeMU OYIHIOBAHHSA eKOHOMIUHOL be3nexu Oi3Hec-CmpyKmyp.

Mema cmammi nonseae y ananizi iCHyIOYUX MemMOOUYHUX Ni0X00i8 00 OYIHIOBAHHA PIGHA eKOHOMIUHOI
besnexu NPOMUCIOBUX NIONPUEMCING.

Memoou. Y npoyeci 00cniodicen s BUKOPUCTIAHT MOHOSPADTUHUL MEMOO | Memoo meopemudHo20 AHAI3Y.
Takooic 3acmocosano nputiomu ananizy i cunmesy. Memood y3azanvHeHnHs GUKOPUCIAHO Y NPOYeci hopMYBaHHs
BUCHOBKIB 30 Pe3yTbmMamamil nPo8edeH020 OOCTIONCEHHSL.

Pezynomamu. 30iticneno ananiz iCHYIOYUX MEMOOUYHUX NIOX00I8 00 OYIHIOGAHHS PIGHS. eKOHOMIUHOL
be3nexu npomucirogux nionpuemcms. Koukpemuzosano nepegazu ma HeOONKU HAABHO20 IHCMPYMEHMAPIO
0iA2HOCIMUKY CIMAHY eKOHOMIUHOI be3neKu 20Cno0apCoKux CmpyKmyp npomuciogoi cghepu. Buseneno npodoremu
aHanisy pieHs eKOHOMIYHOI Oe3neKu NPOMUCIO8UX NIONpuemMcms. JJocniodiceH0 NOKA3ZHUKU OYIHIOBAHHS PIGHS
EeKOHOMIUHOI be3nexu, 3p0ONeHO NPUNYUWEHHS U000 MONCIUBOCHEN IX VOOCKOHANEHHS Ma PO3WUPEHHs iX
nepeiuiky. 30iticneHo cnpoOy U3HAYUMU XaPAKMePHi PUCU OYiHIOBAHHS PIBHSA eKOHOMIUHOI Oe3neKu NPOMUCTIOBUX
RIONPUEMCING 3 YPAXYBAHHAM CHeYUuIiKu ix (PiHAHCOB80-20CN00APCHKOL OiIbHOCHI.

Hanykosa nosusna. Busznaueno ocobnusocmi oyiHIOBAHHS Di6HSA eKOHOMIYHOI Oe3neKu NpOMUCTOBUX
nionpuemMcmes, cepeo AKUX 0OMIHYBAHHS MEXHIKO-MEeXHONO02IUHOI, MamepiaibHOi ma IHMeNeKmyanbHO-KAOpo8oi
CKA008UX y cucmemi oyiniosants. Bionogiono, ona yux (yHKYyioHanbHUx niocucmem mae Oymu po3pooieHo
OinbULy KilbKiCMb NOKA3HUKIG OISl AHANIZY, K KINbKICHUX, MAK [ AKICHUX, i IX numoma eaza y ni0CyMKOGOMY
iHOUKamopi pieHsi eKOHOMIYHOI Oesneku mac Oymu OiLWOIO, HINC V NOKA3HUKIE peutmu (YHKYIOHAIbHUX
niocucmem. OyYiHIOBAHHS DI6HS eKOHOMIUHOI De3neku Mmae i00yeamuch i3 ypaxy8aHHAM SUPOOHUU020 YUKILY
NPOMUCTOBUX NIONPUEMCIG, A MAKONC POZNOYUHAMUCH He paHiule KiHys (iHanco8020 poky. Axwo eupooHuui
NOKA3HUKU NIONPUEMCINGA He DepymbCsl 00 Y8acu Npu OYIHIOBAHHI PIBHA MAMepiaibHOI CKIA0080i eKOHOMIUHOL
Oe3nexu, Mae BUOKPEMIIOBAMUCS 000amMKO8Ad (DYHKUIOHAIbHA niOcucmema — 8UpobHuUYa be3neka — y CKAAOi
KOMNAEKCHOI cuchmemu eKOHOMIYHOI be3neKku nionpuemcmasa 0Jis1 3abesneyenus 00CmosipHoi oyinku it cmany. /s
OYIHIOBAHHSL PIBHSL eKOHOMIYHOT De3neKu npoMUCIO8UX NIONPUEMCIE MAlOMb Opamucs 00 y8azu NOKAZHUKU 3HOCY
001a0HANHS, U020 MOPATLHO20 CMAPIHHA, HASAGHOCMI GIACHUX, d He OPEHOOBAHUX NpUMIiWeHsb, KLIbKiCmb
npocmoie 0ONAOHAKHA 3 MUX YU THWMUX NPUYUH, HAABHICMb a0 8IOCYMHICMb 3aNaAcie, KilbKicmb 3MIiH pobomu
NEePCOHAY, MPUBANICMb BUPOOHUYL020 YUKILY, HAABHICMb AO0 GIOCYMHICMb 0ePAHCABHUX 3AMOBIEHb, DI00XiCemHe
Qinancysanns, HanedcHicmv 00 KPUMUYHOL IHQpacmpykmypu 0epircasi.

Bucnoexu. Icnye senuka Kinbkicmo nioxo0ie 00 OYiHIOBAHHSL Pi6HSL eKOHOMIUHOT De3neKku NiONPUEMHUYLKUX
CMPYKMYp, OOHAK, HCOOEH I3 HUX He MAE GUPAadiCeHoi chneyuixu, wo NoicHio8ara 6 OoYilbHICMb 11020
BUKOPUCTHANHS came 05k NPOMUCTIOBUX nionpuemcme. Ananiz iHCmpymenmapito, ujo peKoMeHOYEMbCs Ois
OYIHIOBAHHS DIBHA EKOHOMIYHOI Oe3neKku RIONPUEMHUYbKUX CMPYKMYpP, 00360J€ 3p0OUMU GUCHOBOK NPO
HeobXIOHicmb 08oemanuo2o oyinrganusa. Ha nepuwiomy emani eusnauaromvcs KinbKicHi Ul AKICHI iHOUKAMOPU
CMAaHy pi3HUX QYHKYIOHATbHUX NiOCUCmeM CUucmemu eKOHOMIUHOI Oe3neku, Ha Opy2oMy — OOUUCTHEMbC
nIOCYyMKOBULL, 3a2ANbHUL THOUKAMOP CIAHY eKOHOMIYHOT Oe3neKu, Ha 3HAYEHHI K020 (POPMYEMbC GUCHOBOK
Wooo pisHs. eKoHoMiuHOI Oesnexu nionpuemcmeda. Ilpomucnosi nionpuemcmea maiomev cneyupiumi
XapakxmepucmuKku eKOHOMIYHOL OISLIbHOCII Y NOPIGHSHHI 3 THUMUMU CYO eKmamu 20cnooaprosanis, i yei axm
Mae 3HAX0OUmMuU 8i000PANCEHHS Y MEMOOUYT OYIHIOBAHHS Pi6HS iX eKOHOMIUHOI Oe3nekuy. Ananimuxam HeoOXioHo
nepeziAHymu  6aco6i Koegiyicnmu pisHUX @OYHKYIOHANBHUX CKIAO0BUX CUCMEMU eKOHOMIuHOI be3nexu
NPOMUCTIOBUX Di3Hec-cmpyKmyp i3 mum, abu Haoamu npiopumem cheyupiunum Onsi yux 20CNo0apCoKux
CMPYKmMyp iHOUKaAMopam y niocymMKo80MY NOKA3HUKY.

Kntouoei cnosa: exonHomiuna Oe3neka, NpPOMUCIO8e NIONPUEMCIBO, PIBEHb EKOHOMIYHOI Oe3nexu,
OYiHI08aHHS, OIA2HOCMUKA, AHANI3, MEMOOUKA, NOKAZHUKU.

Ooepoicano pedakyiero. 02.02.2020
Iputinamo 0o nyonaixayii: 14.05.2020
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KOHKYPEHTOCIHPOMOXKHICTHh BAHKIBCHbKOI'O CEKTOPY YKPAITHH: CYTHICTbD
TA MEXAHI3M ®OPMYBAHHS

Hayxosy cmammio npucesueno y3azanvHeHHIO MeOpemuyHux 3acad @QopMysaHHsi ma 3abe3neyents
KOHKYPEHMOCNPOMONCHOCHIE DAHKIBCHKO20 CEKMOPY, d MAKONC SUOKPEMIIEHHIO HAYKOB0-MeMOOUYHUX Ni0X00i8
00 YNpasninHa KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMOICHICINIO OAHKIBCbK020 cekmopy YKpainu. Buseieno, wo icHye 3HauHa
MEPMIHON02IUHA  HEeBUZHAYEHICNb  W000 NOHAMMS  KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMOICHOCMI  OAHKIBCHKO20 CEKmop).
3oxkpema,  bacamo  GiMUUBHAHUX ~ mMaA  3aPYOINCHUX — NpaAyb  NPUCBAYEHI  BUBYEHHIO  HOHAMMA
KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMOICHOCIE HA MIKPOPIHI, MOOMO, 8 HUX OYIHIOEMbCA 30AMHICMb OKpeMUX OaHKIBCbKUX
YCmManos8 Koukypygamu Mmigxc co60t0. OOHAK KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMOICHICIb OAHKIBCbKO20 CEeKMOpY, AK SAKICHY
Xapakmepucmuxky CmaHy ma meHOeHYill pPO36UMKY Ccucmemu, Cai0 00CHiONCy8amu HA MAKPOPIGHI.
Obrpynmosano, wo piéeHb KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONICHOCHE OAHKIBCbKO20 CEKMOpYy (QopmMyemspcs nio Gniuom
Komnuexcy gaxmopis. Tomy 0ocaioaicysane nousmms NOMpIioOHO po32na0amu K IHMe2paIbHy XapaKmepucmuxy.
Busieneno, wo icnyoui meopemuuni ma npakmuyHi nioxoou 00 YNPAGNIHHA KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONCHICIIO
OAHKIBCLKO20 CEKMOPY 3HAX0O0SAMbCA HA emani c020 CIMAHOBeHHs. Pe3yibmamom 4oeo € Hasa6Hi Oucnponopyii
PO3BUMKY OAHKIBCHKOI cucmemu ma HeegheKmueHe 6UKOHAHHS OAHKAMU C8OEL OCHOBHOT (YHKYII — KpeOumyeanHs
eKOHOMIKU. Biomak, 6 YKpaiHCbKux peaniax ni0 KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONCHICIIO OAHKIBCLKO20 CeKmopy,
Hacamnepeo, clio po3ymMimu 1020 30amHiCMb eeKMUBHO GUKOHYBAMU HANEHCHT oMY QYHKYIT 3 KpeOumyseanHs
EeKOHOMIKU Ma NPOMUOIAMU PUSUKAM, K HYMPIUHbO20, MAK [ 308HIUHbO20 XAPAKMEDY.

Knrouosi cnosa: KOHKYPEHMOCNPOMONICHICMb OAHKIBCLKO20 CceKmopy, hinancosa cmabiibHicmo,
CMItIKiCMb, NIAMOCNPOMONCHICHb, 00OCMAMHICMb KANIMay, 1KEIOHiCmb.

IlocranoBka mnpobiaemu. binbmiocti KpaiH 13 pUHKaMH, IO PO3BHUBAIOTHCS, MPUTAMaHHA
0aHKOIIEHTPUYHICTh (PIHAHCOBOT'O CEKTOPY. YKpaiHa He BUHATOK, TOX I[UIKOM 3aKOHOMIPHO, 1110 came
OaHKIBCBKMI CEKTOp Ma€ BUKOHYBATH poJib ()1HAaHCOBOI'O MTOCEpPEHMKA Ta 3a0e3neuyBaTu (POpMyBaHHS
IHBECTULIIHOTO PecypcCy, 10CTaTHHOTO JJIsl PO3BUTKY €eKOHOMiKU. Ha xanb, ykpaiHCbKHIl OaHKIBCHKUI
cekTop 3a Maiixke 30 poKiB CTAHOBJIEHHS HE3AJIEKHOT JAepKaBH TaK 1 HE 3MIT TIOBHOIIHHO IHTETPYBaTUCh
y cucTeMy CBITOBUX (piHaHCIB. BiTun3HsAHI GaHKM HE 3MOTJIM CTAaTH HE JIMIIE KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHUMHU
y4aCHHUKaMHM MDKHApOJAHMX PHHKIB (IHAHCOBMX MOCIYI Ta PUHKIB KamiTaly, a W HaJliHUMU
yJaCHMKaMH{ BHYTPILIHIX €KOHOMIYHUX MPOLIECIB Ta IpaiiBEPOM pPOCTY €KOHOMIKH.

Croroai 1s mpobdiiemMa 0coOJIMBO 3arOCTPHIIACS, aJKe BiJ O0aHKIBCHKOI CHCTEMH, siKa, MO CYTI,
IpeJCcTaBisie yBech (PiHAHCOBUN CEKTOp, MOTpiOHA MOTYXHaA (hiHAHCOBA MIATPUMKA I Mepe3anycKy
€KOHOMIKHM Ta ii BUXOAY Ha TpeHJ BIJHOBIEHHS 1 pocTy. Came OaHKIBCBKUHA CEKTOpP MOXKE CTaTu
MOTY>KHUM JIKEPEIOM 3aJydeHHs 30BHILIHIX 1HBECTHIIMHUX pPEcypciB, aJlbTEpHATMBHUM KpeAUTaM
MDKHApOAHMX (DIHAHCOBUX OpraHizailii, siki YKpaiHa cbOrOJHI 3MyIlI€Ha 3any4atd. BupimeHHs miei
npobiemMu moTpedye 3MIIHEHHS KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOCTI YChOTO OaHKIBCBKOTO CEKTOPY, OIHAK
PO3MOYMHATH TNOTPIOHO 3 MOBHOLIIHHOTO BIJIHOBJIEHHS 10r0 poOOTH B YaCTHHI BUKOHYBAaHUX OaHKaMH
GbyHKLIH, 30KpeMa, KpeAUTHOT MIATPUMKH €KOHOMIKH.

3a TakMX yMOB IMOCHIIIOETHCA HEOOXIAHICTh po3poOsieHHs e()EeKTUBHUX MEXaHI3MIB yIpaBIiHHS
KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMO>KHICTIO BITYUU3HSHOT'O OaHKIBCHKOT'O CEKTOPY, 30KpeMa, B YaCTHHI 3MII[HEHHS HOro
31aTHOCTI 3a0e3neuyBaTu HaJliiHe, Oe3nepebiiiHe Ta edeKkTHBHE BUKOHAHHS (YHKIN (piHAHCOBOTO
NocepeIHIKa, 3JTy4aTH 1H03eMH1 IHBECTHIIIT Ta e()eKTUBHO KOHKYPYBAaTH Ha MDXKHAPOTHUX (DIHAHCOBUX
punkax. lle mo3BonuTh MOOYAyBaTH HAJNIMHY Ta CTIHKY OAHKIBCHKY CHCTEMY, sSIKa CTaHE JpalBepOM
COIIAIbHO-€KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY KpaiHM, 30KpeMa, NUITXOM CTBOPEHHS KaHaly 3aydeHHS
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30BHIIIHIX (PIHAHCOBUX PECypCiB, aTbTEPHATUBHOIO KPEAMTHUM JiHIAIM MDKHApOIHUX (PIHAHCOBHUX
oprasizarii.

®opmyBaHHS KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOTO OaHKIBCHKOT'O CEKTOPY CIPUSATHME HE JIUIIE TOCUICHHIO
KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXHOCT1 yci€i (hiHaHCOBOi cucTeMH, a i 3abe3reueHH0 (piHAHCOBOI CTaOIILHOCTI
nepkaBU 1 Bciel HalloHaNbHOT €KOHOMIKH. IIposiBOM IBOrO cTaHe 3pOoCTaHHS OOCATIB 3aTydeHHS
1HO3eMHOI'0 KamiTanxy, MOCHJICHHS KaIliTaji3amii Ta PUHKOBOI JIKBIAHOCTI OaHKIBCHKMX YCTaHOB,
3pOCTaHHS YacTKH JJOBFOCTPOKOBHX BKJAJE€Hb B EKOHOMIKY, 3aJIyd€HHS CyYacHHX 1 Oe3NeYHHX
0aHKIBCHKHUX TEXHOJIOT1H Ta ()1 HAHCOBHX ITOCITYT TOIIO.

AHaJi3 ocTaHHIX AocaiKkeHsb i mydJikaniii. [Ipobiemam TeopeTHUHOT0 OOTPYHTYBAHHS MUTaHb
YOpaBIiHHSA KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOJKHICTIO Ta CTAaHOBJICHHS KOHKYPEHTHHUX BIJHOCHH y OaHKIBCBHKIii
CHCTEMi NPHUCBSIYEHO HU3KY HAYKOBHX Tpalb BITYM3HSHHUX JOCHIAHMKIB. 32 IIUM HAIpPSIMOM CBOI
HayKOBi TMOIYyKW 31iiicHiOTh B. basuneBuu, O. bapanoscwkmii, O. Bactopenko, B. I'eerp,
B. I'epacumuyk, A. lNanpunncekuit, T. ipuenko, O. 310610k, B. KoBanenko, C. Ko3smenko, b. Jlyiis,
A. Mopos, I'. ITanamapuyk, A. Ilopyunuk, JI. I[Ipumoctka, T. CmoBxkenko, . IlIkonbHuMK Ta 6araTo
1HIIMX BYCHUX. Barommuii BHECOK Y po3p00OKY TEOPETUKO-METOAOIOTIYHHX MTOJIOKEHb BUBYCHHS ITUTAaHb
KOHKYpEHIIii Ta KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHOCTI (piHAHCOBUX PHHKIB, 30KpeMa, 3pOOMIM Taki 3apyOixHi
BueHi sk @. AmteH, X. [[xoucon, P. Kiar, ®. Mumkin, M. [Toptep, I1. Poy3, /1. Cinki, M. XaH Ta iH.

Oxpemy rpyny AOCTIIHUKIB KOHKYPEHTOCTIPOMOKHOCTI (hiHAHCOBOTO Ta, 30KpeMa, 0aHKIBCHKOTO
CeKTOpy cTaHOBIATH (paxiBii HamionaneHoro 6anky Ykpainu, cepen ssikux B. BaBpumyk, I'. Kapuesa,
A. lanunenxo, b. lanunumun, FO. [ro6a, B. Kook, P. Jlucenko, B. Mimenko, A. Mypina, P. Ha6ok,
A. HesnamoBa, B. PamkoBan, B. CanxapoBcbka, A. Comuk Ta 6arato iHImmMX. Y CBOIX Ipamsx BOHH
CHUCTEMHO MIAXOJATh /O BHBUEHHS AaKTyaJbHUX IUTaHb (YHKIIOHYBaHHA (DIHAHCOBOI CHCTEMH,
30KpeMa, B yMOBaX KPHU3H. IX mpalli MpUCBAYeHi JOCIiIKEHHIO MPOOJIEM CTAHOBIEHHS Ta PO3BUTKY
BITYU3HAHOTO (DIHAHCOBOTO CEKTOPY Ta KIIIOUOBOTO ii €1eMEHTY — OaHKIBCHKOi CHCTEMH YKpaiHW,
METOAOJIOTIYHIM MiAX0JaM /0 OIIHIOBaHHA (IHAHCOBOTO CTaHy OaHKIB, OIIHII Ta YMPaBIiHHIO
pU3UKaMU 0aHKIBCHKOI JTISITBHOCTI.

Bopnouac, He3Ba)katoun Ha HAYKOBY 1 MPAKTUYHY LIHHICTh 3a3HAYEHUX JOCIHIKEHb, aKTyaJIbHIM
3aJUIIAE€THCS MOUIYK NUISAX1B 3MIITHEHHS CTIMKOCTI OaHKIBCHKHUX YCTAaHOB, 30€peKeHHs CTabLTLHOCTI Ta
MOCHJICHHSI KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOCTI OaHKIBCBKOTO CEKTOPY B YMOBax IOAAJIBIIOTO 3arivOIeHHS
VYkpainu y nporecH riodanizaiii eKOHOMIYHUX BITHOCHUH Ta MOCUJICHHS IHTErpalliiHUX MPOIIECIB.

Mertoro crarTi € OOIpYHTYBaHHS TEOPETHKO-METOJOJIOTIYHUX  3acad  (OopMyBaHHS
KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOCTI OaHKIBCHKOI'O CEKTOPY YKpaiHH, IK OCHOBM JJIS TOAAJIBILIOTO PO3POOIICHHS
HAyKOBO-TIPAKTUYHUX PEKOMEHalIl MO0 yIOCKOHAJIEHHS MEXaH13My yNpaBIiHHS HEIO B KOHTEKCTI
nornuOIIeHHs 1HTerpanii ykpaiHChbKOro (piHaHCOBOTO CEKTOPY Y CBITOBY (JiHAHCOBY CUCTEMY.

BukiageHHsi ocCHOBHOro Martepiany aociigxeHnsi. Hespaxaroun Ha ogiuiiiHi aexsaparii ta
HU3KY 3aTBEpPKEHUX Ta, HAaBITh, pealli30BaHUX PI3HUMH YpsilaMi IpOrpaM Po3BHUTKY, B YKpaiHi Tak i
HE 3aBepiieHo Tmporec GopMyBaHHS OaHKIBCBKOTO CEKTOpY, SKMM Ou 3a0e3rneunB eeKTUBHE
(GyHKIIOHYBaHHS YChOro (DiHAaHCOBOTO MEXaHI3My JEp)KaBU, Ta CTaB JpaiiBepoM €KOHOMIYHOTO
3pocTaHHs. binbIe Toro, mopa3y y Kpu30Bii cuTyallii caMme Ha OaHKIBChKHI CEKTOP MOKJIa1anacs pojb
Oydepa, sxkuif MaB ajacopOyBaTH SK BHYTPIIIHI MaKpOEKOHOMIUHI MOTPSCIHHSA, TaK 1 3aXHCTUTH
€KOHOMIKY B1J] 30BHILIHIX IIOKIB. Y pe3yibTaTi I[bOT0 3a Maiike 25 poKiB TaKuX peopM BiH HAKOTIMYUB
3HAa4YHY KUIBKICTh BHYTPILIHIX MPo0JeM Ta OyB MOBHICTIO po30aTaHCOBAHUM.

AGCom0THO Henpo3opa Ta Hee(heKTUBHA ccTeMa 0aHKIBCHKOT'O Harjsiay, HElpo3opa CTPYKTypa
BJIACHOCTI 3HAYHOI YaCTWHU OaHKIB, CXEMHI omeparlii Ta BiJIMUBAaHHS KOIITIB, 3arpo3JKMBI MaciTabu
KpeAUTYBaHHS MOB’3aHUX OCI0 — 1le KOPOTKUIl omKC cTaHy 0aHKIBCHKOI CHCTEMH, Ky YKpaiHa maia
me MicTh pokiB ToMmy. Taka curyamis Oyla JONMOBHEHAa HUIIIBHUMH MaKpPOEKOHOMIYHUMHU
JUCTIpONopIisiMU — (hikcallis Kypcy rpuBHi Ao nonapa CILIA, xponiunuit 1eiuT MiIaTi>KHOTO OajlaHCy,
¢binaHCcyBaHHS JeQILUTY JEp>KaBHOIO OIOKETY 4Yepe3 BUKYI JepXKaBHMUX I[IHHMX marepiB Toio. Le
3po0u0 OAHKIBCHKMI CEKTOp HAA3BHYAaHO YYTJIMBUM HE JIMIIE JO 30BHIIIHIX, a ¥ JO BHYTPIMIHIX
IoKiB. HUIIBHOrO ynapy mo KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOCTI OaHKIBCHKOT'O CEKTOPY 3aB/JaBajH CBITOBI
(1HaHCOBO-€KOHOMIUHI KPHU3H, Ha SIKI eKOHOMIKa YKpaiHu, Oylydd Majioro Ta BIIKPHUTOIO, pearypaja
Iy’Ke 9yTJIUBO.
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13 2014 poxy TpuBae HOBHIA eTar (OpPMyBaHHS KOHKYPEHTOCTIPOMOKHOCTI OaHKIBCBKOTO CEKTOPY
VYkpaiau. byno 3anymeHo HH3KY CHCTEeMHHX pedopM, CIpSIMOBAHHMX HAacamIepell Ha JIKBIJAIiiO
HAKOMUYCHUX MpoOeM 1 qucbanaHciB, Ta 03JOPOBIEHHS yciei OaHKIBCHKOI CUCTeMH. 3a 4ac pedopMm
YUCENBHICTh OAHKIB CKOPOTHJIACh Maixe yTpudi. BogHodac, pe3ynbratu pedopM OCTaHHIX POKIB €
JOCTAaTHBO CYIEPEUIMBUMHU, K i1 OaHKIBCHKOI CHCTEMH, TaK 1 JJIsi €KOHOMIKH 3arajioM, — Mpo IIe
HaroJIoIytoTh HAyKOBIIi, ekcrepTH Ta 0i3Hec. OHaK, BOHM HaJal0Th O€3NpeLEeeHTHY MOXIIUBICTD
no0Oyn0BH €(pEeKTUBHOTO, CTIHKOro, HaJIHHOTO Ta JIIHCHO KOHKYPEHTOCHPOMOXXHOTO OaHKIBCHKOTO
CEKTOpY.

CyuacHMii CTaH BITYM3HSHOTO OAHKIBCBKOTO CEKTOPY MiATBEPIIKYE, HIO TeOpis 1 MpakTUKa
yIpaBliHHA HOro KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOJKHICTIO 3HAXOJAThCSl Ha €Talll CBOIO CTaHOBJIEHHS. Benuka
KUTBKICTh TPOOJIEM 3aJUIIAETHCS HEBUPILICHOIO, 1110 BH3HAYAE MEpe]l eKOHOMICTaAMU-HAYKOBISIMH Ta
IIpakTHKaMu OaHKIBCHKOI CIIpaBM HOBI HayKoOBI 3aBAaHHsA. Ha Hamry nymky, Hacammepesa noTpedyroTh
MOJAIBIIOTO BJIOCKOHAJIEHHS Ta PO3BHUTKY ICHYIOUl TEOPETHYHI MiAXOMM O BU3HAUYEHHS CYTHOCTI
KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOCT1 OaHKIBCHKOTO CEKTOPY, METOI0JIOT11 OI[IHIOBaHHS ii piBHsI, aHAIII3Y BIUIMBY
(hakTOpiB Ta BUSBIICHHS KIFOYOBHUX PU3HKIB.

PesynpraTi nochijykeHb 3a3HA4EHUX MMTaHb JO03BOJISATH PO3POOUTH KOMILJIEKC HAayKOBO-
OOTPYHTOBaHHMX PEKOMEHJAIIM IIOAO0 Y3araJlbHeHHS Ta CUCTEMATH3alii ICHYIOUHUX TEOPETUIHHX
HiAXOJIB /10 BHUBYEHHS KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHOCTI OaHKIBCBKOTO CEKTOpY. TakoX BOHM CTaHyTb
OCHOBOIO ISl HAIIPAIIOBaHHS KOMIUIEKCY MPAKTHYHUX PEKOMEHAII Ta MPOIO3UIIIH 010 MOOYI0BH
JIEBOTO MEXaHI3MY YIIPaBIIHHSI KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHICTIO 0aHKIBCHKOTO CEKTOPY YKpaiHU B yMOBax
MOIAJIBIIIOTO TOTTHOJICHHS IHTETPAIliiHUX MPOIIECIB.

Joci y  BITYM3HSHIA  €KOHOMIYHIM  Haylll TOUTaHHS  OLIHIOBaHHSI Ta  aHaNI3y
KOHKYPEHTOCTIPOMOKHOCTI OaHKIBCHKOTO CEKTOPY 3IIHCHIOBAIOCH TIEPEBAKHO y KOHTEKCTI 3AaTHOCTI
okpeMux (iHAHCOBHX YCTaHOB 3abe3meunTd coOl BIIHOCHO Kpallli YMOBH [iSJIBHOCTI 3 METOHO
MakcuMizarii mpuOyTky. OCHOBHAa yBara NPUAUIAIACH JOCTIIKEHHIO KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXKHOCTI
0aHKIBCBKHMX IOCIJIYT, NMPaKTHYHO 0Oe3 ypaxyBaHHsS BIUIMBY MaKpOEKOHOMIUHOTO CepeloBHINA Ha
TISUTBHICTB Ta, BIATIOBIIHO, KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXHICTh OaHKIB.

B exonomiuHili miTepaTypi BIACYTHI €OWHUN MiAXiA 10 BHU3HAUEHHS  MOHATTSA
“KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXHICTh” OaHKIBCHKOTO CEKTOpY. binbIne Toro, mpomoBKyIOTHCS TUCKYCIi 11010
YITKOTO PO3MEXKYBaHHS TOHATh “KOHKYpPEHIis  Ta “KOHKYPEHTOCHPOMOXHICTH’, Ta IX poii y
3a0e3MeUYeHH] CTaloro PO3BUTKY OKpPEMHX O13HEC-CTPYKTYpP, CEKTOpIB Ta HAI[IOHAJBHUX EKOHOMIK.
JIOCUTB 4acTo 1ii MOHATTS BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS SIK CHHOHIMH, TOJII SIK MK HUIMHU ICHYE CYTT€BA PI3HULIS.
KoHkypeH11is € cucTeMor0 BIJHOCHH y IEBHOMY CEPEIOBUIII, a KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHICTh — 1€ IIPOsIB
HasIBHOCTI y cy0’€KTa eKOHOMIYHOI TiSUTbHOCTI CYTTEBUX XapaKTEPUCTHK Ta IepeBar, 34aTHUX IPUHECTH
oMy BIJUYTHI BUTOJH B1Jl y4acTl y TaKUX BIJHOCHHAX.

[Hakme kaxyuu, KOHKYpPEHTOCIPOMOXHICTh — I1€ TaKUil CTaH cy0’€KTa rOCHOJApIOBAHHS, SKHH
XapaKTEPU3YEThCS PEATHHOI a00 MOTEHIIHOI MOMUJIMBICTIO €()EKTHBHOTO BHUKOHAHHS HHUM CBOIX
(byHKILIOHATBHUX 000B’S3KIB B yMOBaX MOXJIMBOI MPOTHAIT CyNepHUKIB. JlaHe BU3HAYEHHS € HalO11b11I
3arajbHOIO0 XapaKTEPUCTUKOIO, IKY MOKHA 3aCTOCYBATH /10 00’ €KTa yIpaBIiHHA Oy/b-SKOTO PiBHS.

OnHOYacHO 3 BUSBJICHHSM MOTEHIIHHUX a00 pealbHUX KOHKYPEHTIB Ha PUHKY BUHHKA€e OTpeda
BHU3HAUEHHS MIpHU X KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOKHOCTI, TOOTO HAEThCS PO KIJIBKICHY OLIIHKY LbOTO siBUIIA. B
HAYKOBIH JiTeparypi Taka MOpiBHAJIbHA OL[IHKA OTpUMaja Ha3By “piB€Hb KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOCTI .
3okpema, ['. Ilanacenko 3a3Hauyae, 10 B 0araThbOX BHIAJKaX IPH BHUKOPUCTAHHI TepMiHA
“KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOYKHICTh”” Ma€ThCSl Ha yBa3i caMe Mipa MOPIBHSHHS Ta BU3HAYSHHS MepeBar 0JIHOTO
o0’eKTa HaJl 1HIIMM, TOOTO MOBA iJle came Mpo BIAHOCHHUI piBEHb KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXHOCTI [15, c.
175]. Sk 3asmavae T. Dipuenko [5, c. 262], BITYM3HAHI HAYKOBI Yy JOCHI[DKEHHI MUTaHb
KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXHOCT1 0a3yIOThCS MEPEBAKHO HA Teopii KOHKypeHTHUX mnepeBar M. [Toprepa [96]
Ta HE BJAIOTHCS JI0 PO3POOJCHHS KOMIUIEKCHHX METOJUK OI[iHIOBAaHHS KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHOCTI
OaHKIB.

[Totpeba y  BHOKpeMJICHHI HayKOBO-METONYHUX OiAXomiB 110 yIIpaBIIiHHS
KOHKYPEHTOCTIPOMOKHICTIO OaHKIBCHKOTO CEKTOpY, SIK CaMOCTIMHOI TEOPETUYHOI CHCTEMH 3HaHb,
3yMOBJIEHa THM, L0 B Hii € Jyke Oarato NuTaHb, AKi MOTPeOYIOTh MOJANBIIOrO BUBYEHHS Ta

55



