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INSTITUTIONALIZATION OF THE DIGITAL ECONOMY:
CONTRADICTIONS AND APPROACHES
TO SETTLING THE DIFFERENCES'

Authors have considered peculiarities being inherent to institutionalization of the
digital economy aimed at streamlining transformations. Authors have disclosed contradic-
tions between digital and socio-economic transformations: between development of digi-
tal technologies and digital capabilities of a human; between the influence of digital

! © Hrytsenko A. A., Hrytsenko O. A., 2021. Article is published under the terms of the Creative Commons
License — Attribution 4.0 International (CC BY 4.0).
Available at http://econtlaw.nlu.edu.ua.

11



ISSN 2411-5584. ExonomiuHa Teopis Ta mpaso. Ne 1 (44) 2021

technologies on labour productivity and the orientation of business entities towards improv-
ing profitability; between the dynamicity of value stipulated by applying digital technolo-
gies and pricing being significantly dependent on general monetization of demand; between
formal institutional conditions for the functioning of the digital economy and the informal
influence on behaviour of economic entities under real conditions of activity, which en-
courages inadequacy and deviancy of behaviour, etc. Authors have suggested approaches
to handling contradictions related to digitalization of the society.

Key words: digitalization, digital economy, institutionalization, institutional abnormal-
ity, network society.

JEL Classification: B41, E02.

Problem setting. At the current stage, digitalization is the core of technical and
technological changes, which is concerned with all the spheres of social develop-
ment and causes important transformations within the whole system of socio-
economic relations. The dynamicity of scientific and technological, as well as socio-
economic transformations, which emerge owing to digitalization, causes significant
changes in the correlation between various components of social development. As
a result, internal contradictions being inherent to this process manifest themselves
externally in the form of disproportions, disturbances, incoherence, and conflicts.
Nowadays, we may observe the gap of an objective real process of economic de-
velopment with reinforcing the economy with necessary institutions, which stream-
line human behaviour. Such difference is referred to as the institutional anomie of
transformations. Usually, the duration of such anomie is 3—5 years. The sooner the
society overcomes this anomie, the sooner the digitalization process will obtain a
robust institutional environment for own acceleration and streamlining.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The digital economy has be-
come the most relevant sphere of scientific research. Specialists in different areas
of expertise are interested in the following questions: reasons and objective regu-
larities for the emergence of information technologies (Chebotaryov, 2018; Yu-
dina, 2016), intrinsic features of the functioning of the digital economy (Liashenko,
& Vyshnevskyi, 2018; Hrytsenko, 2018), tendencies of digital development in
Ukraine (Koliadenko, 2016), and the influence of digital technologies on the forma-
tion of the network economy (Kit, 2014). Obviously, digitalization — is a contradic-
tory process, which does not always lead to positive consequences, but, to a
greater extant, provoke instability and inconsistency of the society (Sudakova,
2015). Examinations of certain manifestations of instability encouraged by the
digital revolution have spread throughout the world (Digital development: Oppor-
tunities and challenges, 2019); (O’Nil, 2020). Scientists attach inconsiderable at-
tention to revealing internal contradictions of digital development, their escalation,
and mechanisms for settling differences. An idea of an interrelation between digi-
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tal and socio-economic development, which may become an effective tool for
handling the existing contradictions, has not been duly used within this context.
Therefore, the author assumes that the determination of scientific approaches to
providing the interrelation between digital, economic, and social transformations
as ways for handling intrinsic contradictions is a precondition for sustainable socio-
economic development.

An objective of the paper is disclosing contradictions between digital and
socio-economic transformations, ascertaining ways for handling such contradictions
and ensuring complementarity of development. It is expedient to orient the theo-
retical analysis towards revealing objective reasons for institutionalization of
digital development, because consciously developed rules and norms will become
tools for settling numerous differences of contemporary development.

Main findings. Disclosure of the contradictions in the interaction between
digital and socio-economic transformations may be achieved owing to analysis of
the following specific aspects:

— technical and technological relations comprising attitude of humans to tech-
nics and technologies embodied in capabilities and skills of employees to carry out
a particular technical and technological process (professional qualification);

— financial and economic relations consisting of value relations, monetary rela-
tions, management in the financial and economic spheres (which provides the co-
ordinated turnover of commodities and currency);

— socio-economic relations encompassing recruitment relations, reimbursement
of labour costs (wages), and ensuring the coherence between the status and incomes
of a person (retirement benefits, allowances, and rewards).

The technical and technological, as well as socio-economic components of
social development are in the complex interaction. Within the fundamental structure
of social development, technical and technological processes cause socio-econom-
ic ones (for instance, primitive labour tools and technologies stipulate the primitive
society, while the developed mass production — capitalistic relations). However,
within the actual structure, this relation is reversal: at every moment of time, de-
velopment of technics and technologies depends on socio-economic relations (work
organization, education, economic mechanisms, incentives, etc.).

Digitalization as the core of the current stage of the technological progress re-
sults in pivotal changes in both the organization of production and daily life.
Smartphones, the Internet, the augmented reality, digital production, cryptocur-
rency, blockchain, automatization, machine learning, and artificial intelligence
become radical technologies of the daily life (Greenfield, 2017). The United Nations
Conference on Trade and Development stats that — for the first time —in 2018, more
than half of the world’s total population uses the Internet. It is generally accepted
that “digitalization has created a new wave of innovations, which will lead to im-
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mense consequences for the humankind, including transformations of relationships
between citizens, governments, and business organizations, as well as changes in
the structure of the society and economy. Paces of economic growth, labour pro-
ductivity, and development of the human potential will be, to a higher degree, af-
fected by a level of integration into the digital economy” (Digital development:
Opportunities and challenges, 2019).

Institutionalization of the digital economy — a process of drawing up, formaliza-
tion, and implementation of necessary rules and norms, which streamline interac-
tions between entities in the digital world, reconcile contradictions and conflicts
between them, and enforce them to perform particular obligations, into the eco-
nomic life. Institutions take on functions of regulation, coordination, stimulation,
and streamlining behaviour of economic entities. Institutions lead to the conscious
transformation of social relations based on formed social values, historical tradi-
tions, stereotypes, and customs. The institutionalization enables to form a necessary
institutional environment and institutional structure of the digital economy. Under
conditions of the digital economy, a human makes deals and concludes transactions
with other humans, organizations, and a government.

The institutional environment of the digital economy is characterized by anom-
ic development, i.e. the absence of necessary norms or their inconsistency with
existing real relations accompanied by institutional abnormalities, destructions, and
deformations.

Institutional destruction (disrupting the quality of institutions) leads to the dis-
turbance of a coordinating function due to the decrease of norms’ abilities to elimi-
nate uncertainty of the functioning of an economic system in general and its elements
in particular. The drastic inconformity between a demand for regulating the digital
implementations and a gradually increasing set of necessary institutions, which lead
to the growth of a degree of disturbance and escalation of social interactions under
contemporary technological, market, and value changes, stipulates the topicality of
problems related to revealing the content and factors of institutional destruction of
the digital economy. Nowadays, the society uses large opportunities of digital tech-
nologies with a low energy efficiency ratio. Such actions result in the emergence of
phenomena such as social polarization, the increase of role of grey mechanisms in
division of digital resources and outcomes, systematic infringement of a fundamen-
tal right to use the Internet, and intensification of offences.

Firstly, specialists should consider institutional abnormalities not only as a
deviation from existing standards but also as a regular process affected by trans-
formations of real economic phenomena. That is to say, tackling institutional ab-
normalities, which do not take into account their underlying roots, results in ob-
scured enormous social losses because such process may accidentally interfere in
functional and institutional mechanisms of the digital economy.
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Secondly, institutional abnormalities should be referred to as a method for social
adaptation being very important for more dynamic representation of demands of
new processes and changes of tools for governmental regulation of the economy.

Thirdly, institutional abnormalities play the role of drivers for innovative
changes. Taking into account this assumption offers possibilities for improving a
part of a government’s innovative policy concerned with selecting more effective
institutions for digitalization and choosing between positive and negative incentives.

The underdeveloped institutional content of the digital economy stipulates the
disproportionally significant role of economic power in the functioning and evolu-
tion of a country. This manifests itself in a high level of monopolization, insufficient
elasticity of market supply, suppression of positive effects of market competition,
discouraging the total demand for digital products.

The increase of transaction costs, which lead to the decrease of social trust,
foster institutional traps (formalization of ineffective norms) and expansion of cor-
ruptive practices, and deteriorate national opportunities of the economic growth,
becomes a consequence of institutional destructions and abnormalities. According
to such definition, the reduction of a zone of institutional destructions and abnor-
malities to safe scales is a primary goal of the society and government.

Digitalization creates an opportunity for saving transformational, organiza-
tional, and transaction costs of enterprises at the expense of using electronic trade.
This leads to enhancing the efficiency of production, creates new opportunities for
small and medium-sized businesses, enabling them to overcome obstacles on the
way to extending and establishing equitable collaboration in implementing the in-
novations, identifying alternative mechanisms for the financing such as crowdfund-
ing. It allows using cloud technologies, big data, machine learning, algorithmic
decision-making, and artificial intelligence for solving technological, economic,
and social problems. Digitalization is also directly connected with government
support of innovations, the transformation of public administration, and building a
digital government (Akatkin, & Yasinovskaya, 2019, p.14).

Simultaneously, not only does the implementation of digital technologies open
additional opportunities for business organizations, governments, and humans, but
also it causes considerable problems, challenges, and risks. Various opportunities
of access to digital technologies may lead to unfair distribution of goods and rein-
force inequality. Especially, it may refer to urban citizens, poorly educated persons,
and disabled persons (Information Economy Report 2017: Digitalization, Trade
and Development, 2017; Technology and Innovation Report 2018: Harnessing
Frontier Technologies for Sustainable Development, 2018). The wide use of digi-
tal technologies and automatization will result in the reduction of workplaces, the
increase in inequality, concentration of wealth, and forming the deviant behaviour
of economic entities (Digital development: Opportunities and challenges, 2019).
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There are researches interpreting big data as a threat to democracy and a weapon
of' mass destruction (Technology and Innovation Report 2018: Harnessing Frontier
Technologies for Sustainable Development, 2018).

At the current stage, digitalization is a leading process in forming the network
economy. Developing the network characteristics of social reality and correspond-
ing transformations lead to fragmentation of the society and human. A margin of
this fragmentation is decomposition to fragments. Plunging into various networks
(professional, family, leisure, club, etc.), a human behaves in conformity with rules
and norms of behaviour within these networks. Moving from one network to an-
other, a human changes his or her behaviour, incentives for actions, etc. At the same
time, there may be no logical connection between networks and corresponding
norms of behaviour. The situation with public relation networks existing relatively
separately in the same physical space is analogical. The intersection of networks
with significantly different values may be conflicting (e.g., the intersection of
criminal networks with networks combatting them).

Risks of fragmentation of the society and human related to forming the network
society and digitalization are not properly realized. Nevertheless, they create con-
siderable contradictions and form a sufficiently serious and growing threat to the
sustainable functioning of the society. It is worth mentioning destabilizing influ-
ences of synergetic effects of biological, technological, and social synthesis. Not
only did a human create but also permanently improves the technical complex
substituting numerous functions of a human, including logical transactions. Tech-
nics penetrates into a biological body of a human not only in the form of artificial
organs but also as a bearer of information and a key to an information system. In
turn, biological processes become components of technical and technological pro-
cesses of production. Artificial intelligence has already become subject not only to
examination for scientists but also to government programs. A human is becoming
a biological, technological, and social creature, which significantly changes param-
eters of vital activity, forming unprecedented opportunities for progress, creating
and strengthening risks of instability.

Within the combination of digital and socio-economic development, objective
contradictions, which have been created by a process of transformation of the in-
dustrial market system into the network one, may find ways for handling and
supplementing. That is why the combination of digital and socio-economic devel-
opment is one of key pillows for sustainable social dynamics. However, such goal
is not accomplished automatically. There is a need for practical purposeful actions
of the society relying on understanding of the essence and forms of this process.

Taking into consideration the above-mentioned assumptions and drawing on
the indicated structure of socio-economic relations, the author may generalize
contradictions between digital and socio-economic development:
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— between development of digital technologies and digital capabilities of a
human;

— between the influence of digital technologies on labour productivity alongside
the decrease of value of meeting the existing needs and the orientation of business
entities towards the increase of profitability;

— between dynamics of value stipulated by applying digital technologies and
pricing being significantly dependent on general monetization of demand;

— between activities of entities at the micro-level aimed at qualitative transfor-
mations through implementing digital technologies as a term for the profitability
growth and a macro-economic policy of the economic growth based on the change
of quantitative characteristics;

— between spatial and time localization of types of activities and productions
stipulated by digital technologies and conformity of workforce localization to
it being embodied in the escalation of problems of employment and unemploy-
ment;

— between dynamics of employees’ wages being dependent on terms of employ-
ment, as well as production and dynamics of incomes being necessary for ensuring
the decent life in the society;

— between formal institutional conditions of the functioning of the digital
economy and the informal influence on behaviour of economic entities under real
conditions of activity, which result in inadequacy and deviant behaviour.

These contradictions are objectively stipulated and will exist anyway. Never-
theless, forms for movement and reconciliation of them may be different. There
are two principally different ways of movement of contradictions. One leads to
escalation of contradictions and assuming an antagonistic form, and ends with
destruction of a phenomenon containing this contradiction. The other way for
movement of contradictions consists in searching for forms of handling. In such
case, a contradiction simultaneously appears and is reconciled. For instance, in
the economics, a contradiction between the use-value and exchange-value of a
commodity is reconciled owing to the emergence of a mediating link — money,
which represents the exchange-value (in contrast to a commodity, which represents
the use-value). However, each of them contains own opposite. Commodity turnover
is a form of movement and reconciliation of contradictions between the use-value
and exchange-value of a commodity.

As a result, there are obvious contradictions between digital and socio-eco-
nomic transformations. It is necessary to find forms for reconciliation of contradic-
tions, which allow parties of contradictions to move and supplement each other.
Searching for approaches to solving such problem, there is a need to rely on un-
derstanding of regularities being inherent to development of an integral socio-
economic system rather than its fragments.
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Digitalization and corresponding socio-economic transformations are compo-
nents of a comprehensive process of the transition from the industrial market to
network economic system. The industrial market system replaces the traditional
one. Nevertheless, the transition from one system to the other should not be defined
as a simple change. “The previous form of relations does not disappear; it ceases
to be dominant and turns into an element for implementing a more complicated
form. Hence, traditional relations between humans regarding the appropriation and
use of products of labour in the process of forming the industrial market economy
do not disappear because they are mediated by commodity-money relations. In the
process of the next transition from the industrial market to the network economic
system, commodity-money relations do not disappear because they move to a vir-
tual space” (Hrytsenko, A. A., 2018, p. 6-7).

Under Ukrainian conditions, it is also essential to take into account contradic-
tions deriving from peculiarities of historic milestones and the combination of an
inverse type of market transformation with globalization processes. On the account
of these processes, Ukraine has adjusted to various fragments of the external mar-
ket in the form of a raw-material appendage without creating own internal market.
This has led to the deformation of structure of the whole economy and to intensi-
fication of cyclical critical dynamics. Searching for a way out cannot draw on
classic market recommendations.

Taking into consideration the above-mentioned assertions, the author suggests
correcting requirements to a way of thinking in searching for replies to the ques-
tions raised. Obviously, it impossible to find an answer, drawing on only market
thinking being mainly taught at contemporary economic higher education institu-
tions. The reality goes far beyond market relations and rises above them. Non-
market approaches should be applied together with market ones in accordance with
procedure indicated by the new reality.

It is impossible to find a form for reconciling one contradiction, setting aside
another one. Otherwise, solving one problem creates other, maybe, even more
devastating ones. Therefore, it is essential to highlight the main pivotal and the
most considerable contradiction underlying others. Finding a form for movement
and reconciliation of such contradiction forms an opportunity for an adequate ap-
proach to settling other differences and, thus, ensures mutual supplementation of
all components of a solution for a complex problem.

The most significant contradiction between digital and socio-economic develop-
ment is a contradiction between the growth of labour productivity and profitability
of economic entities’ activities, which implement digital technologies at the micro-
level, on the one part, and the decrease of economic efficiency and the increase of
unemployment at the macro-level, on the other part. It is difficult to reveal this
contradiction because statistical data and quantitative parameters of new phenom-
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ena in the economy are not always issued on time. This significantly influences the
content of productivity and its measure in both certain industries and in the na-
tional economy. The rising number of variables, which affect productivity, stipulates
zig-zags in its trajectory (Porohovskiy, 2019, p.18). This problem is actively ex-
amined by the indicated specialists (Barefoot, Curtis, Jolliff, Nicholson, & Omo-
hundro, 2018; Barefoot, Curtis, Jolliff, Nicholson, & Omohundro, 2019; Byrne,
Corrado, & Sichel, 2018; Kelly, Papanikolaou, Seru, & Taddy, 2018; OECD, 2019,
January).

General logics of this process implies that implementing digital technologies
leads to the appearance of new products, which have no analogues in the past, and
to the reduction of expenses for meeting current needs. On the one hand, such
process cannot find adequate representation in the index of GDP. On the other hand,
this process leads to the slowdown in paces of its growth. These circumstances
explain that an anticipated pace of growth in productivity at the expense of univer-
sal implementation of digital technologies has turned out to be insufficient almost
in all the countries. However, digital industries demonstrate the sustainable high
growth (Porohovskiy, 2019, p.18).

In general, digitalization will be naturally reducing employment at a higher
pace, compared to the creation of new workplaces. This will result in the growth
of unemployment. Such process will be inevitably encouraging the society to re-
distribution of proportions between work, non-work, and leisure time. This has a
long history. For example, at the end of 18" century, in England, the length of a
workday was 10-16 hours. Only at the beginning of 20" century, in the large num-
ber of countries, the fight of the working class for own rights enabled to decrease
the length of a workday to 8 hours (Sydorzhevskyi, 2014, October 06). Nowadays,
governments usually implement the 40-hour workweek with two holidays but ex-
perts of the International Labour Organization recommend the transition to 4-day
workweek (Barefoot, Curtis, Jolliff, Nicholson, & Omohundro, 2018). Nevertheless,
such transition is not the simple redistribution of time. It should be accompanied
by significant changes in the content of leisure time as time for personal develop-
ment. It is possible in case of solving basic problems of the human’s vital activity.
Unfortunately, in Ukraine, they have not been solved yet. This is a precondition
for the escalation of contradictions.

The escalation of contradictions leads to instability which emerges from multi-
speed and multi-scaled dynamics of components of socio-economic development
(commodities have one speed of movement whereas workforce — another; money
and capital can change their spatial localization promptly) (Hrytsenko, 2019, p.
14). Hence, a key pillar of socio-economic stability is providing the complementar-
ity of development of its elements. Under the destabilization influence of the glo-
balization on weak open economies, the only way to solve such problem is to apply
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economic mechanisms, which are adequate to the situation and encompass market
and non-market methods for organizing economic activity.

Differences should be settled comprehensively and be subordinated. For in-
stance, one of primary problems in Ukraine is providing conditions for rational
nutrition of the population. There could be no question of effective work, high
quality of life, etc. without solving this problem. In Ukraine, there are material and
labour resources to provide the population with a sufficient amount of high-quali-
ty food. However, this problem cannot be solved because: a) a significant part of
the population has no money for this; b) there is no corresponding internal demand
for goods of manufacturers; c¢) existing market mechanisms for mobilization and
the use of financial resources do not enable to direct them towards development of
the real economy (banks have excessive liquidity but do not credit the real sector
to the necessary extent because it does not contain the sufficient number of reliable
borrowers; borrowers cannot be reliable and run own business at loan rates exceed-
ing the normal rate of profitability).

Under such conditions, it is necessary to change the paradigm of economic
thinking. It should not be simultaneous rather than abstract and should include
understanding of internally interconnected market, non-market, traditional, and
other relations. This change immediately gives an opportunity to build monetary
(inadequacy of contemporary mechanisms of the monetary policy has been proven
(Terner, 2016; Unkovska, 2019), fiscal, and economic policies another way. Such
approach ensures complementarity of solving the existing contradictions and
stipulates necessity for:

— drawing on the evaluation of real needs (rather than demand) of the popula-
tion, business entities, and the government, on the one hand, and material and labour
resources, on the other hand;

— ensuring the corresponding monetization of these needs (formation of de-
mand) and the movement of resources used to meet them (formation of supply),
which contemplates the change in the paradigm and mechanisms of monetary and
fiscal policies;

— being oriented towards accomplishing three prior goals:

a) solving basic problems of reproduction of vital activity (nutrition, shelter,
and health);

b) development of infrastructure (roads, transport, and communication);

¢) creating the conditions for innovative development (education, science, and
innovations).

A mechanism for accomplishing the aforementioned goals contemplates creat-
ing the public-private non-profitable institutions of development (e.g., the Ukrai-
nian Financial Institution). Using the refinancing of the Central Bank and, if neces-
sary, funds of the state budget, they could provide the coordinated financing of
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mobilization of tangible resources and monetization of basic needs. For example,
such institutions could lend to citizens, who need enhancing their living conditions,
connecting the use of these loans with construction organizations and ensuring
transparency of procedures and public control over the whole process.

In such case, a financial institution receives funds from the National Bank at
a rate covering only expenses for the functioning of this non-profitable institution.
In turn, this non-profitable institution lends to borrowers through commercial
banks, which receive only the normal interest covering expenses related to loan
servicing rather than to a sum of loan. A borrower, a bank, which acts as an op-
erator of a financial institution, and a building organization conclude a trilateral
agreement. This agreement contemplates that money goes into a building organi-
zation’s account whereas a borrower obtains a right to housing built according to
this agreement, paying off a loan at a low rate during an indicated period. This
period is calculated in such a way that an amount of payments does not exceed 15
percent of income. Housing, which is being built, may serve as collateral until a
loan is paid.

This loan debt may be frozen as long as it takes. Such postponement of pay-
ment will not harm the economy or lead to the inflation because currency is issued
for providing a real process of the creation and movement of value. This enables
to differentiate terms of loan reimbursement, depending on borrower’s incomes.
In such case, the government performs its own function of regulating the monetary
flows in favour of meeting needs of members of the society and business organi-
zations. At the same time, housing construction is that sector, which may become
a driving force for development of other sectors and, above all, an internal market
of the country. Open public control over the whole process could be an effective
anti-corruption measure.

Such approach can be partially applied to solving other socio-economic prob-
lems. For instance, the financial institution could be used to monetize needs of
citizens, who do not possess sufficient funds for normal nutrition due to objective
circumstances. This monetization may be connected with delivery of products to
indicated trade networks. To accomplish this goal, the author proposes to use
experience of the USA regarding implementing programs for nutrition assistance
of the population (Ekonomichnyi dyskusiinyi klub, 2017, August 28).

Ensuring the complementarity in settling differences also contemplates solving
basic problems at the modern technological level. For example, applying cutting-
edge technologies, construction of clever houses, taking into consideration eco-
logical requirements, etc. allow undertaking a program for providing housing. This
raises the prise of production. Nevertheless, in the process of monetization of needs,
these requirements are taken into account. The same measures are applied to pro-
viding the population with food and solving other problems. The use of internal
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resources and products of national manufacturers is an essential requirement. Import
should be mainly used to satisfy demand for setting up own production.

One more important condition, which may guarantee reconciling contradictions
between digital and socio-economic development, is the complementary accom-
plishment of three goals: a) comprehension of own interests of Ukraine as a spe-
cific socio-economic unit grounded in awareness of its historical milestones and
adjustment of economic processes to their implementation being referred to as
introversion; b) creating mechanisms for innovative development; ¢) inclusion into
global relations for using theses relations to achieve internal objectives of provid-
ing sustainable development, enhancing the welfare and standard of living rather
than for membership in international organizations as an end in itself (Heiets, 2016).

Conclusions. Thus, the complementary approach to reconciling contradictions
between digitalization and socio-economic development under an inverse type of
market transformations and global instability is based on: a) understanding of tra-
ditional dependences between needs and resources; b) orientation of monetary and
financial mechanisms towards monetization of real needs and their transformation
into market demand and providing channels for connecting this demand with con-
suming resources (formation of supply); ¢) orientation of management of the
economy towards the formation of total demand and meeting this demand in con-
formity with rational real social needs rather than adjustment to existing total de-
mand distorted by a previous trajectory of destructive development.
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UHCTUTYHUOHAJIU3ALIUSA HU®POBOU DKOHOMUKMU:
INPOTUBOPEYUSA U HAITPABJIEHUS UX PASPEIHEHUSA

PaccMoTpeHbl 0cO0EHHOCTH HHCTUTYIMOHATU3ALUHN HU(PPOBOI S KOHOMUKH, KOTOPast
HarpaBJieHa Ha yNopsAoYeHUe TpaHC(HOPMALMOHHBIX Tpeodpa3oBaHuii. PacKpbIThl mpo-
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TUBOPEYHS MEXIYy MU(PPOBBIMH U CONHAIBHO-I)KOHOMUYECKUMH MTPE0OpPa30BaHUSMU:
pa3BUTHEM TUPPOBBIX TEXHOJOTUH U IHUPPOBBIMU CIIOCOOHOCTSIMH JIFOJICH; BIHSTHHEM
IU(POBBIX TEXHOJOTHI Ha MPOU3BOAUTEILHOCTh TPY/Ia M HAIEICHHOCTHIO CyOBEKTOB
XO3SHCTBOBAHMS HA YBEIMYCHHE TPUOBUTLHOCTH; TMHAMUKON CTOMMOCTH, 00YCIIOBIICHHON
WCTIOJIb30BaHUEM ITU(PPOBBIX TEXHOJOTHH, M IIeHO0OPa30BaHUEM, CYIIIECTBCHHO 3aBHCH-
MBIM OT OOIIei MOHETH3AINH CIIpoca; POPMaTLHBIMU HHCTHTYIIHOHALHBIMHU YCIIOBUSMHE
(YHKIMOHUPOBaHUS IU(PPOBOI YKOHOMHUKH U HEOPMATBHBIM BIMSHUEM Ha TIOBE/ICHUE
HKOHOMHYECKUX CYOBEKTOB PEATBHBIX YCIOBUH )KU3HECATCIBHOCTH, UTO POXKIACT HEeaIeK-
BaTHOCTH U JICBHAIMIO TIoBeIeHUs. [IpeioxeHpl HapaBiIeHUs PEICHHsI IIPOTUBOPCUHIA
nudpoBu3amu 00IIECTBRA.

Kawuesble cioBa: nuppoBusanus, (UPpoBas SJKOHOMHUKA, HHCTUTYIIUOHATU3AIHS,
WHCTUTYIIUOHAIBHBIC aHOMAJIUH, WH(OPMAIIHOHHO-CETEBOE OOIIECTBO.
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HayK YKpaiHW, 3aCTYITHHK JUPEKTOpa [HCTUTYTYy €KOHOMIKH Ta MporHo3yBaHHs Hartio-
HaJbpHOI AKaseMii HayK Ykpainu, Ykpaina, M. Kuis
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THCTUTYHIOHAJIZALIS HUP®POBOI EKOHOMIKH:
CYNEPEYHOCTI TA HATIPSIMU iX BUPIIIEHHS

IMocTranoBka mpodJjemu. Ha cygacHoMy eTarni CeplieBHHO0 TEXHIKO-TEXHOJIOTTUHIX
3MiH € HuQpoBi3alis, Ka TOPKAETHCA YCiX chep PO3BUTKY CYCIINIbCTBA 1 BUKIMKAE BaK-
nmuBi TparcdopMmarii Beiei cUCTEMH CyCHUIBHO-eKOHOMIYHHX BifHOCHH. ChOTOIHI CIO-
CTEPIraeThCs BiICTaBaHHS 00’ EKTHBHOTO MpoIiecy mudposizarii Ta ii HamOBHEHHS HE00-
X1THUMH THCTUTYTaMH, [0 BOOPSIKOBYIOTh MOBEIIHKY JIIONIEH.

AHaJii3 ocTaHHIX JOCTiIKeHb i myoaikaniii. [{udppoBa ekoHOMIKAa CHOTO/IHI CTasa
HallaKTyaJ bHINION c(heporo HAyKOBHX JOCIIKEHb, AKi CIIPSIMOBAHI Ha BUSBJICHHS TIPUYMH,
00’ €eKTMBHHX 3aKOHOMIpPHOCTEH BUHUKHEHHS iHQOpMALiifHUX TEXHOJIOTIH, 3’ ICyBaHHS
TeHACHIIT IM(POBOro po3BUTKY B YKpaiHi, aHalli3 BILTUBY IU(PPOBUX TEXHOJOTIH Ha
CTaHOBJICHHS 1HPOPMaIiHHO-MepekeBoi eKOHOMIKH. HayKoBIli Mano yBaru mpuIissiOTh
PO3KPHUTTIO BHYTPILIHIX CyHepeyHOCTeH HUPPOBOTO PO3BUTKY, 1X 3arOCTPEHHIO Ta MeXa-
Hi3MaM iX pO3B’sI3aHHS.

MeTo10 Hi€i cTATTIi € PO3KPUTTS CyNepEeUHOCTEN MK IIU(PPOBUMH Ta COIiATHHO-EKO-
HOMIYHUMHM TICPETBOPEHHAMH, 3HAXOMKECHHS CIOCO0IB iX PO3B’s3aHHS 1 3a0e3MeueHHs
KOMILUTIMEHTAPHOCT]I PO3BHUTKY.
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Bukian ocuoBHoro martepiaiy. Lludposizamis sk cepiieBUHA Cy9acHOTO €TaIy
TEXHIKO-TEXHOJIOT1YHOTO MPOrPECyY Mae CBOIM HACIIIAKOM KOPiHHI 3MiHH sIK B OpraHizarii
BUPOOHUIITBA, TaK 1 B MMOBCAKIACHHOMY XHUTTI. [HCTHTYMiliHE cepenoBuine muppoBOi
EKOHOMIKHU XapaKTePHU3y€EThCsI aHOMIYHUM PO3BUTKOM, 1110 IPU3BOAMTH 10 IHCTUTYLIIHHUX
IecTpyKIiid Ta nedopmariif. ChOroaHI BEIMKI MOKINBOCTI MTU(PPOBUX TEXHOJOTIH BH-
KOPHCTOBYIOTBCSI CyCIUILCTBOM 13 HU3bKUM KOe(illieHTOM KOPUCHOT i1, IPOsIBOM 4OTO
MOXXYTb CITyTYBaTH SBHIIA COIIAIEHOT ITOJISIPH3allii, 3pOCTaHHS POJIi TIHLOBUX MEXaHi3MiB
y po3MoIi HU(POBHUX pecypciB Ta pe3ybTaTiB, MOpyIIeHHs GyHIaMEHTAIBHOTO TIpaBa
Ha KOPUCTYBAaHHA 1HTEpHETOM, aKTHBi3allisl 3T0YNHHUX MposBiB. Hu3bka iHCTHTYIIIITHA
rmouHa HUPPOBOI EKOHOMIKK 00YMOBIIIOE HEMPOTIOPLIHHO BETUKY POJIb €KOHOMIYHOT
BIaa¥ y GYHKITIOHYBaHHI Ta €BOJIOIT KpaiHH, IO MPOSBIAETHCSA Y BUCOKOMY PiBHI MO-
HOTIOJTi3allii, HeIOCTAaTHIH eNacTHYHOCTI PUHKOBOT POTIO3HUIIi1, IPUTHIYEHOCT] TO3UTHUB-
HUX e(eKTiB PHUHKOBOI KOHKYPEHIIil, IECTUMYITIOBAaHHI CYKYITHOTO TIOMUTY Ha U POBi
MPOAYKTH.

3anpoBaKeHHS [U(PPOBUX TEXHOJIOTi HE JUIIE BiAKPHUBAE TOATKOBI MOXKIMBOCTI
JUTst O13HECY, YPsIIIB 1 JTFOJICH, ajie i TOPOPKYE CYTTEBI MPOOJIEMH, CYIIEPEUHOCTI, BUKJIUKU
i pu3uku. Hait0inpIn BayKMMBUMH TS 1HCTUTYIIOHAI3aMIT IM(POBOT EKOHOMIKH € BUPi-
LIEHHS TaKUX CYNEPEUHOCTEN:

— MIDX PO3BUTKOM ITU(PPOBUX TEXHOJOTIH 1 TN(HPOBUMH 3A10HOCTSIMH JTFOIHH;

— MK BIUTUBOM IIU(PPOBUX TEXHOJIOT1H HA MPOYKTUBHICTD Mpalli, 3HHKECHHSI BAPTOC-
Ti 3aI0BOJICHHS ICHYIOYMX 1TOTPEO 1 HALICHICTIO CY0 €KTIB TOCIONAPIOBaHHs Ha 301J1b-
IIeHHS MPUOYTKOBOCTI;

— MDK AMHAMIKOIO BapTOCTi, 00YMOBJIEHOIO 3aCTOCYBAaHHAM HU(POBUX TEXHOJOTIH,
1 IIIHOYTBOPEHHSM, CyTTEBO 3aJIe)KHUM BiJl 3aTajIbHOI MOHETH3AIlii TIOTUTY;

— MIX AiSUIBHICTIO Cy0’ €KTiB MAKpOPiBHS, HALIJICHOIO HA SIKICHI IEPETBOPEHHS LIJISIXOM
3aMmpoBaHKEHHS UG POBUX TEXHOJIOTIH K YMOBH 301IBIIICHHSI TPHUOYTKOBOCTI, Ta MaKpO-
EKOHOMIYHOIO MOJIITHKOI0 EKOHOMIYHOTO 3pDOCTaHHs, 10 MA€ 32 CBOIO OCHOBY 3MiHY KiJb-
KICHUX XapaKTepUCTHK;

— MiX 00yMOBJIEHOIO HU(PPOBUMH TEXHOIOTIIMHI IPOCTOPOBO-YACOBOIO JIOKaITi3aIlI€10
BHIIB IisUTEHOCTI Ta BUPOOHUIITB 1 BIMMOBITHICTIO i JIOKaJi3amii pobodoi cuwm, 1o 3Ha-
XOJHTH YTiNIEHHS y 3ar0CTPEHHI Mpo0IeMu 3aifHATOCTI Ta 6e3p0o0iTTS;

— MIX JMHAMIKOIO 3ap00iTHOI IJIaTH pOOITHUKIB, 3aJIE)KHOIO BiJl yMOB 3alHATOCTI Ta
BUPOOHUIITBA, 1 TUHAMIKOIO JIOXO/IB, HEOOXIAHUX JIJIsl 320€3IeUeHHS JJOCTOMHOTO KUTTS
Y CYCHIJIBCTBI;

— MiX GopMaTbHUMHU IHCTUTYHIHHUMH YMOBaMH (DYHKLIOHYBaHHS HIU(PPOBOi EKOHO-
MiKH i HepOpMaTbHUM BIUIMBOM Ha TIOBEAIHKY €KOHOMIYHHX Cy0’€KTIB peallbHUX yMOB
KUTTEIISUTBHOCTI, 110 TIOPOJKY€E HEaICKBATHICTh Ta JCBIAaHTHICTh TIOBEIHKH.

Li cynepeuHocTi 00’ €KTHBHO 00YMOBIIEHi 1 OyAyTh iCHYBaTH B Oy/b-SIKOMY BHITAJIKY.
Ane Gpopmu pyxy i po3B’si3aHHS IX MOKYTh OyTH Pi3HHUMH. 3BaKalOuu Ha Te, IO CyIie-
pedHOoCTI Mik IU(POBUMHU 1 COMIANEHO-EKOHOMIYHUMH TIEPETBOPEHHSIMH iICHYIOTh 00’ €K-

26



Exonomiuna teopist

THUBHO, HEOOXiIHO 3HAWTH (OpMU TX pO3B’A3aHHS, y AKUX OM CTOPOHHU CYyINEpEedyHOCTEH
pyxayiucsi, B3a€MOAONOBHIOOUN oHa oaHy. [1ig yac momryky miaxoaiB 10 BUpPIIIEHHS
TaKOTO 3aBIAHHS HEOOXiTHO CITUPATHCS HA PO3YMIHHS 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH PO3BUTKY ITiTiC-
HO1 coLliaTbHO-€KOHOMIUHOI CHCTeMH, a He 11 (hparMeHTiB.

B ymoBax Ykpaiau HeoOXiJHO TaKOXK BpaxyBaTH CYIIEPEIHOCTI, SIKi BUTIKAIOTh 13 0C00-
JUBOCTEH 1CTOPUYHO MPOUICHOTO LUISIXY 1 HOE€JHAHHS 1HBEPCITHOTO THIY PHUHKOBOT
Tpanchopmarii i3 Io0aizamifHIMe TTPoIlecaMu, BHACTIAOK 4oro YKpaiHa, He BUOYIY-
BaBILY BHYTPILIHBOTO PUHKY, IPUCTOCYBAJIACS B SIKOCTI CHPOBUHHOT'O MPHIATKY J10 Pi3HUX
(hparmeHTiB 30BHIIIHKOTO pUHKY. Lle mpu3Beo 1o gedopmariiii CTpyKTypH BCi€l eKOHOMI-
KM 1 ODIUOJICHHS UKIIIYHO-KPU30BO1 JquHaMiku. [lomyku BUXOMy i3 Takoi CUTyallii He
MOXYTh CITUPATHCS HA KIACUYHI PUHKOBI PEKOMEH/IAITI].

VY Takux ymMoBax HeOOXiJIHOIO € 3MiHA CaMOi MapajurMyu SKOHOMIYHOTO MUCJICHHS.
Bono noBuHHO OyTH He aOCTPaKTHO-PUHKOBHUM, a CUMYJIBTAaHHUM, BKJIIOYATH B cebe po-
3yMiHHS SIK pPUHKOBHX, TaK i HOPHHKOBUX, HATYPAIbHO-TOCIIO/IAPCHKUX Ta HIIHX 3B SI3KIB
y ixHill BHYTpilIHINA B3aemo3anexxHocTi. Takuil miaxin 3abe3neuye KOMILTIMEHTapHICTh
PO3B’sI3aHHS HASIBHUX CYIEPEUYHOCTEH 1 3yMOBIIFOE HEOOXITHICTh:

a) BUXOJIUTH 3 OI[IHKHU peaNbHUX MOTPed (He MOMUTY) HaceNeHHs, Cy0’ €KTiB TOCIOAa-
PIOBaHHS 1 JIep>KaBH, 3 OTHOTO OOKY, i MaTepialbHUX, TPYIOBUX PECYPCIB — 3 IPYTOro;

0) 3a0e3MeunTH BiATIOBITHY MOHETH3AIIII0 ITUX MOTPed ((hopMyBaHHS MOMUTY) 1 pyXy
pecypciB uist ix 3a0BoseHHs (popMyBaHHS MPOMO3HIIIT), IO Mepeadadae 3MiHy Mapajur-
MU 1 MEXaHi3MiB I'POIIOBO-KPEIUTHO] 1 (hiCKaIbHOI MO THKH;

B) OyTH HAIlIICHUMH Ha BUPIMIEHHS TPHOX MPIOPUTETHUX 3aB/IaHb:

— BHUpimeHHs 0a30BUX Mpo0JIeM BiATBOPEHHS KUTTEIISUILHOCTI JIFOACH (XapuyBaHHS,
JKUTIIO, 37I0POB’51);

— PO3BUTOK iHPPACTPYKTYPH (IOPOTH, TPAHCIIOPT, 3B S30K);

— CTBOPEHHS YMOB ISl IHHOBAIIIITHOTO PO3BUTKY (OCBiTa, HayKa, IHHOBAITI1).

OnHi€ro 3 BaXJIMBUX YMOB 3a0e3IeueHHs PO3B’sI3aHHS CYNIEPEYHOCTEH UPPOBOro
1 COIiaIbHO-EKOHOMITHOTO PO3BHUTKY € KOMILIEMEHTAapHE BUPIMICHHS TPHOX 3aBIAHB:
1) ycBigomiieHHsI BIaCHUX iHTepeciB YKpaiHU SIK 0COOIMBOTO COLIOEKOHOMIYHOTO YTBO-
pEHHS 3 YpaxXyBaHHIM HOTO iCTOPUIHO MPONACHOTO MUISIXY 1 MiITamTyBaHHS TOCIIOAap-
CHKHUX TMPOLECIB Mif iX peanizaiilo, 0 MOJKHA Ha3BaTH iHTPOBEPTHICTIO; 2) CTBOPEHHS
MeXaHi3MiB iIHHOBAIiHHOTO PO3BUTKY i 3) BKIIIOUEHHSI Y CBITOTOCIIONAPCHKI 3B’ SI3KU HE [T
BXO/DKEHHS B MIKHAPO/IHI CTPYKTYPH SIK CAMOIILNI, & 3 METOI0 BUKOPUCTAHHS LIUX 3B’ A3KiB
JUTSL BUPINIEHHST BHYTPIIIHIX 3aBaHb: 3a0e3MeueHHs] CTIHKOTO PO3BUTKY, ITiIBUIICHHS
J00POOYTY 1 IKOCTI KUTTS TPOMA/ISH.

BucHoBku. B 0CHOBI KOMIUIEMEHTAPHOTO MiAXOLY A0 PO3B’S3aHHS CYNEPEUHOCTEH
nudpoBizalii Ta comiaaTbHO-eKOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY B YMOBAaX 1HBEpPCIMHOTO TUITY PHH-
KOBHX TpaHC(opMalliil i modaabHOT HeCTaOlIBHOCTI 3HAXOMATHCS: 1) pO3yMiHHS peaibHUX
HaTypaJIbHO-TOCIIOJIAPChKUX 3aJISKHOCTEH MOTpeO i pecypciB; 2) HaJlallTyBaHHS [POILIOBO-
KpeauTHUX 1 (PiHAHCOBMX MEXaHi3MiB Ha MOHETH3AIIIF0 PeaTbHUX MOTPeO i TepETBOPEHHS

27



ISSN 2411-5584. ExonomiuHa Teopis Ta mpaso. Ne 1 (44) 2021

X y pMHKOBHH MONHT Ta 3a0€3MeYEeHHS KaHAJIB 3’ €THAHHA IIHOTO MOTHUTY 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM
pecypciB ((hopMyBaHHS MPOMO3UIIi); 3) CIpsIMyBaHHS yIPAaBIiHHA €KOHOMIKOIO HE HA
I JUTAIITYBaHHS 1Ti]] HAssBHUH, CIIOTBOPEHHH MONIEPEAHBOIO TPAEKTOPI€I0 TECTPYKTHBHOTO
PO3BUTKY, CYyKYyITHHH ITOTINT, a Ha Horo (hopMyBaHHS Ta 3aJ0BOJICHH BIAIOBIIHO 10 parlio-
HAJBHAX PEANbHUX CYCIIIBHUX IOTPEO.

KopoTtka anorauis crarri

Po3rsHyTO 0COOMMBOCTI IHCTUTYIIIOHATI3AITT TIPPOBOT EKOHOMIKH, KA CTIPSMOBaHA
Ha YIIOPSAKYBaHHS TpaHC(HOPMAIIHHIX TIEpeTBOPEHB. PO3KpUTO CymepedHocTi Mixk mud-
POBUMH Ta COIIAIbHO-CKOHOMIYHUMH ITEPETBOPESHHSIMHI: MK PO3BUTKOM MH(PPOBUX TEX-
HOJIOTi# 1 MUPPOBUMHU 3MIOHOCTIMU JTIOAWHU; MiXK BIUTHBOM IU(POBUX TEXHOJOTIN Ha
MPOAYKTUBHICTH TIpalli i HAIJICHICTIO Cy0’€KTiB TOCMOJapIOBaHHS Ha 301IbIICHHS MPH-
OyTKOBOCTI; Mi>K JMHAMIKOIO BapTOCTi, OOYMOBJICHOIO 3aCTOCYBAaHHIM U (PPOBUX TEXHO-
JIoTiH, 1 LIHOYTBOPEHHM, CYTTEBO 3aJICKHUM BiJl 3arajibHOI MOHETH3ALI] MOMUTY; MIXK
(hopMaTbHUMHU IHCTUTYLIHHUMHE YyMOBaMHU (pyHKIIOHYBaHHS 1M(PPOBOT EKOHOMIKHU 1 He-
(hopMarbHUM BIUIMBOM Ha MOBEIIHKY EKOHOMIYHUX CyO’€KTiB pealbHUX YMOB KHUTTEIi-
SUTBHOCTI, 10 TIOPOJKYE HEaJICKBAaTHICTh Ta JCBIaHTHICTh TIOBE/IHKH, Ta iH. 3alPOIIOHO-
BaHO CIOCOOM BUPILIEHHS CylepedHOCcTel 1 poBizallii CycnibCTBa.

Kurouogi ciioBa: mudpogizaitis, iudpoBa eKOHOMIKa, IHCTUTYI[IOHATI3aIlisl, IHCTUTY-
LiliiHi aHOMaUTii, iIHhopMallifHO-MepeKeBe CYCIIBLCTBO.
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