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methodological and structural reform in the sphere of tourism, which takes into consideration the recommendations of leading tourist organizations of
the world is given the ground.
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Valuable conclusion about the impact of inward FDI also can be drowning from the research conducted about the entrepreneurship in transition
economies. Results of several researches about entrepreneurship show that foreign presence generates significant positive spillovers on the entry of
domestic firms (positive effect on entrepreneurship and domestic firm formation). The existence of entry spillovers varies greatly with the type of
industry. The service industries benefit from huge FDI spillover effects through both horizontal and vertical channels; manufacturing industries do not
experience any significant positive spillovers from FDI, suggesting a higher entry barrier effect in manufacturing. Thus, tourism sector in Georgia as
one of the services sector industries can benefit from FDI spillover effects through both horizontal and vertical channels. Scholars from a variety of
disciplines have examined the motivations to engage in FDI. Studies document the antecedents to foreign expansion. The earliest research
demonstrated that firms expand from a position of domestic strength, transferring advantages developed in their domestic market. Most recently
scholars have suggested that firms may expand abroad in an effort to access knowledge embedded in the host country market. Research has also
addressed the performance consequences of such expansion. Scholars have examined how the knowledge composition of firms impacts the
effectiveness of internationalization, how foreign expansion affects the profitability of firms, whether (and how) subsidiaries benefit from the transfer
of knowledge from the parent, how multinationals acquire knowledge that resides in host countries, and how multinationality impacts innovative
productivity.

Despite the extensive theoretical and empirical study of FDI, surprisingly, research in international strategy has centered almost exclusively on the
antecedents and consequences of FDI for the firms making the investments. Relatively little research (with a few notable exceptions) has been
directed at the impact of FDI on firms in the country receiving those investments. It generally addresses the impact of inward FDI on the productivity
of local firms. Previous researchers discuss relatively little about how inward FDI affects innovativeness, a measure of learning that is vital to
understanding the growth of economies. Because FDI is often viewed as a catalyst for economic development, and because countries increasingly
compete to attract FDI, it is important for managers and policymakers to understand the impact of inward FDI not just on productivity, but also on
innovation. Quite few recent studies have been done to examine the impact of inward FDI on the innovativeness of domestic firms (Robert Solomon,
Byungchae Jin, Francisco Garcia Perez, 2010). Resent research by Robert Solomon, Byungchae Jin, Francisco Garcia Perez highlights the deleterious
consequences to host country firms resulting from increased competition. It finds that FDI inflows at both the industry- and firm- levels negatively
influence innovation of local firms. They we use primary data from a yearly survey conducted by the Fundacion SEPI (—Sociedad Estatal de
Participaciones Industriales'| or National Bureau of Industrial Activity) with the support of the Spanish Ministry of Industry. The first survey was
conducted in 1990, and they were able to gain access to data gathered through 2002. The initial survey year (1990) included information on 2,188
firms from 20 industries. When a firm drops from the sample in any given year, the Fundacion replaces it with another of similar size from the same
industry. This led to an initial sample consisting of an unbalanced panel of 3,462 firms from 1990-2002. Conclusions of the paper are based also on
data with industry-level data on inward FDI flows from the OECD Foreign Direct Investment Statistics (FDIS) database. The FDIS publishes yearly
FDI inflows by industry for the 30 OECD member countries.

According the results of recent research by Robert Solomon, Byungchae Jin, Francisco Garcia Perez persistence in patent behavior exist. Firms
that applied for patents in the prior year are more likely to apply for patents in the current year. And these effects diminish with increasing lags.
Consistent with prior studies, firm size is positive and significantly associated with patent applications. Larger firms are more likely to file for patents.
Similarly, the effect of advertising intensity is positive and significant. However, recent research failed to find a positive and significant effect of
R&D intensity on patent applications. It also failed to find a significant effect of FDI into industry on subsequent firm patent productivity. However,
it does find a negative and significant effect of FDI into firm, suggesting that foreign ownership has deleterious consequences for the patent
productivity of foreign-owned Spanish firms. This suggests that foreign entrants into Spain concentrate their innovative efforts in, and shift innovative
activity to, the home country of the parent firm. The Spanish affiliates become implementers that execute strategies developed in the home country.
Robert Solomon, Byungchae Jin, Francisco Garcia Perez in the article “Does Inward Foreign Direct Investment Increase the Innovative Productivity
of Local Firms?” consider the same specifications using product innovations as an alternative to patent innovations. They do not find a statistically
significant relationship between FDI into firm and production innovation. But they do find a negative and significant effect of the two- and three- year
lags of FDI into firm on production innovation. The magnitude of the effect becomes larger as the lags increase. This result indicates that industry-
level FDI inflows negatively impact the innovations of Spanish firms, especially the purely domestic firms. Taken together, the results indicate that
industry- and firm- level inward FDI inflows decrease the ex post innovative productivity of local firms. Foreign investment into Spain crowds out
domestic innovation.

There has been a great deal of other research examining whether foreign affiliates exhibit higher levels of productivity in general than local firms
(Aitken and Harrison, 1999). Empirical research supports the view that firms with foreign equity participation outperform firms that are entirely
locally-owned (Blomstrom and Kokko, 1998). Impact from FDI on the performance of host country industry is that the presence of TNCs generates
spillovers to other firms (Caves, 1974). These are known as productivity or technological spillovers (Kokko, 1996; Aitken and Harrison, 1999).
Studies in this vein investigate the extent to which the presence of technologically-advanced foreign affiliates stimulates growth in the performance of
local firms. To date, most studies find that spillovers benefit the productivity of local firms. However, little attention has been given to the
investigation of the conditions under which non-existent or indeed negative.

Recent study by Buckley, Peter J.; Clegg, Jeremy; Wang, Chengqi described in the article “ Inward FDI and Host Country Productivity: Evidence
from China's Electronics Industry” published in 2006 pursue the idea that the overall productivity effects of FDI may neither be as uniform, nor as
high, as many studies suggest. In examining the productivity impacts of foreign ownership in China's electronics industry. Research addressed two
questions. First, do the productivity spillover effects tend to diminish over time, following the establishment of foreign affiliates? Second, does FDI
affect all market segments within an industry, or only certain segments? The results of the research is based on existing studies that use China's data
for a number of industries taken as a whole. It examines the impact of inward FDI on overall productivity, that is the combined productivity of local
and foreign-owned firms, whilst explicitly controlling for industry specific effects. The previous literature typically focuses on either the impact of
FDI on GDP growth or on domestic firms alone. Recent study by Buckley, Peter J.; Clegg, Jeremy; Wang, Chengqi focuses on a single sub-sector to
investigate whether more robust findings can be discerned, and whether spillovers decline over time. Data for China's electronics industry for 41 sub-
sectors for the years 1996, 1998, 2000 and 2001 are employed. The key finding is evidence that spillover benefits to China's domestic industry decline
over the period. This suggests that host productivity gains via learning from FDI have a life cycle. However, there findings suggest that joint ventures
with foreign affiliates may be an effective long term route to embed local firms in the learning network of transnational corporations. This study also
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finds that transnational corporations are attracted to higher productivity sub-sectors, implying that a bias exists towards findings of positive spillover
effects.

Valuable conclusion about the impact of inward FDI can be drown from the research conducted about the entrepreneurship in transition economies.
Many studies have analyzed the impact of FDI presence on domestic firm productivity. Several examine how FDI presence affects domestic firm
formation in a transitional country. Meghana Ayyagari and Renata Kosova in the paper “Does FDI facilitate Domestic Entrepreneurship? Evidence
from the Czech Republic” in 2006 analyze the impact of FDI presence on domestic firm formation.

Researchers were seeking answers to the following questions: Does FDI generate positive entry spillovers that stimulate domestic entry or does it
raise the barriers to entry for domestic firms? What is the nature of FDI entry spillovers? Are these spillovers primarily “horizontal” (intra-industry)
or “vertical” (inter-industry)? Does the extent of FDI entry spillovers vary across industries? To answer the questions above, they use an extensive
firm-level panel dataset of 9979 domestic and foreign firms in the Czech Republic, during 1994-2000. The Czech Republic serves as a natural
experiment environment because unlike other transition countries (e.g. Hungary and Poland), it was virtually closed to foreign competition until the
very beginning of transition in 1989. Presence of foreign firms in an industry can have a negative impact on the entry of domestic firms by raising the
technological barriers to entry (the entry barrier effect). Alternatively, foreign presence can generate demand for local products and services, bring
new or higher quality inputs, and generate new business opportunities in the local market, thus encouraging the entry of domestic firms ( the demand
creation effect). While multinational firms might want to prevent loss of proprietary technology to potential competitors within the same industry and
therefore raise the barriers to entry, they might also want to encourage the entry of new suppliers and customers in vertically related industries. Thus it
is important to analyze both the intra-industry impact of FDI as well as the inter-industry impact of FDI via vertical linkages between industries. It is
important to analyze the existence of vertical entry spillovers, to distinguish between backward (i.e. when domestic firms supply their output to
foreign firms) and forward linkages (i.e. when domestic firms buy inputs from foreign suppliers).

Results of research done by Meghana Ayyagari and Renata Kosova show that foreign presence generates significant positive spillovers on the entry of
domestic firms (positive effect on entrepreneurship and domestic firm formation). 10% increase in foreign market share increases the horizontal entry
rates of Czech firms on average by 1.6%. However, FDI spillovers via vertical linkages (both forward and backward) are of a much higher magnitude
than horizontal spillovers. A 10% increase in foreign presence across all downstream industries increases the average domestic entry rate in the
supplying industry by 9.4%. An even stronger impact is registered through forward linkages. A 10% increase in foreign presence across upstream
industries increases the entry rate on average by 13.1%. The existence of entry spillovers varies greatly with the type of industry. The service
industries benefit from huge FDI spillover effects through both horizontal and vertical channels, manufacturing industries do not experience any
significant positive spillovers from FDI, suggesting a higher entry barrier effect in manufacturing.
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PE3IOME

V crarTi aHami3yeThest ceKTop TypusMy B I'py3ii sik OUH i3 BHIIB HOCIYT SIKHI MOXKE OTPUMATHU OUTBIITY KOPHCTD BiJl 3ayUeHHS NPSIMUX iHO3EMHHX
1HBECTHIIH, HI’K TPOMHUCIIOBUI CEKTOP Yepe3 TOPU30HTANIBHI 1 BEPTUKAIbHI KaHau. J{Jsi nepeBipKu TiloTe3u aBTOP HABOAUTh apTyMEHTH i eMITipUyHi
JIOKa3H 3 HEABHIX JIOCIIPKEeHb, SIKi IIPOBOJIIINCS B PI3HHUX KpaiHax.

Ki11040Bi c110Ba: CEKTOp TypU3My, MpsiMi iHO3eMH1 IHBECTHILIT, TPOMHCIIOBHI CEKTOP, TOPH30HTANIBHI 1 BEpTUKAIbHI KaHAIH.

PE3IOME

B craThe aHANTH3UPYETCs CEKTOP Typu3Ma B I py3uu Kak OMH U3 BUAOB yCIyT KOTOPBIH MOXKET IIOTY4UTh OONBIIYIO [OJIb3Y OT IPUBICUCHHUS IIPSMBIX
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MHOCTPAHHBIX MHBECTHIIHIl, YeM IIPOMBIIIICHHBIH CEKTOP 4Yepe3 FOpPU30OHTAlbHbIC M BEPTHKAJbHbIC KaHaibl. J[Isi MPOBEPKM TMIIOTE3BI aBTOP
HPUBOHUT apTyMEHTBI U SMIIMPUYCCKHE 0KA3aTEIbCTBA U3 HEAABHUX HCCIICI0BAHHIA, KOTOPBIE IPOBO/IMINCH B PA3HBIX CTPaHaX.

KitroueBble clioBa: CEKTOp TypH3Ma, IPsIMble HHOCTPAHHBIE HHBECTHIMH, IPOMBILUICHHBIA CEKTOP, TOPH30HTAIIBHBIC M BEPTHKAIIbHbBIC KaHAJIBI.
SUMMARY

The paper states the hypothesis that tourism sector in Georgia as a type of service industry can benefit more than industrial sector from inward
Foreign Direct Investment spillover effects through both horizontal and vertical channels. To test the hypothesis author brings supportive arguments
and empirical evidences from the recent researches that were done in different countries.

Keywords: tourism, foreign direct investment, the industrial sector, the horizontal and vertical channels.

METOOJOITYHI OCHOBH JTOCJIJKEHHS IHTETPAIIT YKPATHM 3 KPATHAMHA €C HA PETTOHAJIHOMY PIBHI
Baoeus L.I., x.e.H., JokTOpaHT, HarlioHanbHU IHCTHTYT CTpATEriyHUX JOCIIKEHb

AxTyaJbHicTh aocaipkenns. [TornmubneHHs eBponeiichkoi iHTerpamii cympOBOMKY€ETECS MOJSPHi3aNi€clo perioHansHoi nomituku €C, 1mo
BIUIMBA€E HE JIMIIE HA COLIaTbHO-€KOHOMIYHHII PO3BHTOK i CHIBPOOITHHITBO PEriOHIB KpaiH-y4acHHUIb 00’ €HAHHS, a i BU3HAYae YMOBH iX CHiBIpaIli
i3 CycimHiMM KpaiHaMu Ha perioHanbHOMY piBHi. TOMy OCHOBOIO aKTHBi3auii CriBpoOITHHITBA YKpaiHM Ta €BPONEHCHKMX KpaiH MOBHHHI CTAaTH
cydacHi hopMH MiXKHApOJHOI MiXKperiOHaNbHOI CIIiBIIpali, IO JO3BOJIUTH BUKOPUCTATH HOTEHI[iaN PETiOHIB IK CAaMOCTIHHUX Cy0’€KTiB MIKHAPOIHHX
BigHocuH. He3Baxkaroun Ha 3atBepmkeHHs Crparerii interpauii Ykpainu 1o €Bponeiicskoro Coro3y, Ykpaina i Hamaii nepedyBae B epeniky KpaiH-
cyciniB €C, a TepMiH OfiepXKaHHs CTaTyCy KpaiHU-KaHJu1aTa Ha BCTYI A0 CIiBTOBApUCTBA 3aJIMIIAETHCS HEBU3HAUCHUM.

OnHi€ero 3 mpuYuH Hee()eKTHUBHOCTI iHCTUTYLIHHOTO 3a0e3ledueHHs] Hpollecy €Bpomelchkoi iHTerpamii YkpaiHH MO)KHa BBaXKaTH IEBHY
HEBIAMOBIIHICTh OKPEMHX IiJIeil 1 MPIOPUTETIB BKA3aHHX MPOrPAMHHUX JOKYMEHTIB OCHOBHUM IIOJIOKEHHSM TeOpii MDKHApOJHOI iHTerpaii, I1o
MIPU3BOJUTH JI0 HEOAHO3HAUYHOTO TPAKTYBAHHS YKPAaiHCHKOIO CTOPOHOMO iHiniaTuB €C mono nornubienHs cniBpobiTHunrBa. Hanpuknan, «Ilnaun niit
VYxpaina - €C» 3ampoBamxyBaBcss €BporneiicbkuM Cor030M SIK iHCTPYMEHT 3allydeHHs YKpaiHHM IO ydacTi B €BpoIeHCHKill HmomiTumi cycincrsa
(€TIC), wio € anbrepHaTUBOO BeTymy B €C, HaTOMiCTh, B YKpaini [lnan aiif cipuiiMaBcs sk IMiAroTOBYMI eTamn A0 eKOHOMIYHOI iHTerpalii B Mexax
«HOBOT MOCWJIEHOI yroaw» MiK Hamowo kpaiHoro Ta €C [1]. 3rimHo Crpaterii iHterpauii Ykpainu no €Bpomneiicbkoro Coro3y «perioHaibHa
iHTerpamnis nepeadavac BCTAHOBICHHS 1 IIOTIHOIECHHS IPSMUX KOHTAKTIB MiXK OKPEMUMH peTioHaMH YKpaiHU Ta JiepiKaBaMU-WICHAMH 1 KaHIUJaTaMH
y wiesn €C» [2]. Tobto cy6’ekTamu CHiBpOOGITHHITBA BHCTYNAIOTh 3 OJHOTO OOKY pErioHH, 3 iHIIOro GOKYy — KpaiHH, IO HE JO3BOJISE YiTKO
BHU3HAYMTH DPiBEHb 1 MEPCHEKTUBHI (GOpMH iHTerpauii, a TaKoX OLIHUTH €(PEKTUBHICTb MIXHAPOJHOTO MIXPETiOHATBHOTO CHiBpoOiTHUITBA. [{um
3yMOBJICHA aKTYyalIbHICTh JOCIIKCHHS TEOPETHIHUX 3acajl IHTerpaniifHOro Ipolecy Ha perioHaIbHOMY DiBHI, (OpM i METOXIB iHTerpamii, a Takox
0OTpyHTYBaHHsI HOBUX OpraHi3auifiHO-eKOHOMIYHHX iHCTPYMEHTIB perioHalIbHOI iHTerpauii Ykpainu 3 kpainamu €C.

AHani3 ny6aikaniii. Y npansx NpoBiJHUX BITYM3HSHHMX BYEHHX JIOCHIIKYIOTBCS NMpoOJIEeMH MDKHApPOAHOI iHTEerparii Ta BU3HAYalOThCA
HAIpsIMU 3aJIy9eHHs YKpaiHu 10 €BpoiHTerpamiiiHoro mpouecy. binopyc O. posrisaae mporec MiKHapOIHOI €KOHOMIYHOI iHTerpamnii Ha MiKpo- Ta
MaKpoOpiBHi i MOB’sI3ye MEPCIEKTUBH iHTerpamnii YKpaiHH 3 TpaHCHAIIOHATI3AMIEI0 BITYM3HIHOI €KOHOMIKHM Ta MPOBEICHHSIM BHUBA)XCHOI MOJITHKH
perioHanbHOI iHTerpanii i 0OMEKEHOro BXOJUKEHHS B €BPOpUHOK [3, ¢.360, 377]. B poborax ®imineHka A. po3pobiena OirpasitariiiHa Mozelb
€KOHOMIYHO]I iHTerparii, sika mepe0adae HaOMIDKEHHS Ta B3a€MHY aJalTalilo TOCIIOAapChKUX CTPYKTYp YKpainu Ta xpain €C [4]. O6rpyHTOBYIOUH
perioHanbHy MapaaurMy 30BHIIIHBOCKOHOMIYHUX BIZHOCHH YKpAaiHH B yMOBax iHTErpOBaHOr0 €BPOMEHCHKOro eKOHOMIYHOro mpoctopy, Imanii 1.
BUAUISE TPU HANPSMU Ta BIiINOBIJHI PiBHI CHIBpOOITHMITBA: MDKperioHadbHMH - 3 KpaiHamu CxigHoi €Bpomu, mixnepxkaBHuii — 3 Pociero,
MikHaponHuii — 3 kpaiamu €C [5, c.407]. UyxukoB B. oOIpyHTOBY€ NOLINBHICTH (pOPMYyBaHHS HOBOI MOCHIAHHUIBKOI MOJEN «TJI00aNbHOL
PEriOHATICTUKI | BU3HAYA€E HANPSIMU yIOCKOHAJIEHHS IHCTUTYIIIHHOrO 3a0e3IeueHHs CIIiBpOOITHHITBA BITYN3HIHUX PerioHiB 3 kpainamu €C [6].

Ipote, y cydacHHUX IOCHI/UKEHHSX peTiOHajbHA IHTErpallis PO3rISNAEThCs, SIK MPABWIO, HA MaKpOpiBHI, 0 nepenbavae HaONMKEHHS
€KOHOMIK KpaiH IIeBHOTO reorpaiyHoro perioHy, a JOCIiUKeHHS IHTerpaliifHoro Iponecy Ha piBHI TEPUTOPialIbHUX OJHHHIb CTOCYETHCS BUBUCHHS
nocsiny kpain €C. HenoctatHbo yBaru, Ha Hally JyMKY, HPHIUISETECS OOTPYHTYBaHHIO TEOPETHYHHX 3acajl perioHalbHOI iHTerpanii Ha Me30piBH,
JOCTI/DKEHHIO MOJKIIMBOCTEH ydacTi perioHiB YKpalHH y €BpoOiHTerpamiiiHoMy mpoueci Ta po3poOui HOBHX (opM i MeToAiB Takoi iHTerpamii.
BinmoBiTHO MeTOI0 CTAaTTi € BU3HAUCHHS MICII MIKPETiOHAIBHOTO CHiBpOOITHUITBAa YKpaiHu Ta kpaiH €C B cucTeMi MiXKHApPOJHOI €KOHOMIUHOL
iHTerpanii Ta 00rpyHTYBaHHS HOBUX ()OPM €BpOIHTErpallii BITYN3HIHNX PETiOHIB.

PesyabTaTn pociimikeHHs. MiKHApoJHa EKOHOMIYHA IHTErpaiis TPAaKTyeTbCs BYEHHMH SK «BIIHOCHHH, WIO XapaKTEePU3YIOThCS
BIZICYTHICTIO Oy 1b-51K01 (QOpMH AUCKpUMiHAI] IHO3eMHUX ITApTHEPIB B KOXKHIl HalliOHANBHI €KOHOMIIII», 1 K «IpOIlec CTUPAHHS BiAMIHHOCTEH Mik
E€KOHOMIYHHMH Cy0’€KTaMH-IIpeJICTABHUKAaMHU pi3HUX nepxas» [3, ¢.359]. Ilpu 1poMy BinCyTHIM €IMHUH IiIXix 1O BU3HAYEHHS MiXKHAPOIHOL
perioHanbHOT iHTErparii, ikuid 01 BioOpa)xaB CyTHICTh MDKPETiOHAIBHOI B3a€MO/IIT aJMiHICTPaTUBHO-TEPUTOPIAIBHUX OAMHHIL PI3HUX KPaiH.

3 mo3uwiii Teopii MDKHAPOJHHUX BiJHOCHH PETriOHalbHA IHTErpalis PO3MIISNAEThCS SK HpOLEC 30JIKSHHS HAIlOHAIBHHX T'OCIONApPCTB 1
BIANIOBITHAX MEXaHI3MIB PEry/IIOBaHHS €KOHOMIKH, COL[IaTbHUX 1 MOJITHYHUX BiTHOCHH KpaiH KOHKPETHOTO PErioHy, IPU YOMY BUIUISIOTH OKpeMi
cexTopu iHTerpauii (cdepa BUpOOHMITBA 1 MOCIHYyr, TOBapHi Ta (iHAHCOBI PUHKM KpalH-WIEHIB, COIliajbHa W EKOHOMIiYHA IOJITHKA), SKi
BIZIPI3HAIOTHCS MDK COO0I0 TeMIIaMH, TIIMOMHOIO 1 TEPUTOPI€I0 PO3BUTKY iHTerpariinoro npouecy [7]. JlocmimKyoun poib MONITHIHOT KOMIOHEHTH
y PO3BUTKY pETiOHAIBHUX TOPTrOBENBHO-EKOHOMIYHHX YIpyIlyBaHb B yMoBax riobaiizauii, [llumkoB 1O. posrisigae perioHanbHy iHTErpariioo sk
IPOMDKHY JIAHKY Mi’K HallilOHAJIbHUM TOCIIOIAPCTBOM 1 II00aJIbHUM €KOHOMIYHUM mpocTtopom» [8, c. 11]. IHmmii pociiicbkuit Buenuid, 3aramsiii B.,
BU3HAYA€ CYyTHICTH PETiOHANBHOI iHTerpamii yepe3 IMOHATTS iHTepHAIIOHATI3allii TOCIOIapCHKOTO XKUTTS: «B MacIITabl MIaHeTH iHTepHAI[lOHAI3aIlis
sBJIs€ cO00K0 robanizamiro, B MaciTadi perioHy — perioHajbHy IHTErpamiro, sfKa «...CYNpPOBOKYEThCS CTBOPEHHSM TOPrOBEIbHHX OJIOKIB» [9,
c.45]. TakuMm 4MHOM, B 3a3HAYCHUX IpaLsiX MDKHAPOHA periOHalbHA IHTEerpallis pO3IIiJacThesl Ha PiBHI 3B’SI3KIB MiX KpailHaMH, a y4acTh OKPEMHX
TEPUTOPIaIbHO-aAMIHICTPATHBHUX OJMHUIb PI3HHUX JIepXKaB B IHTErpaliiiHOMY IpoLeci He JOCITiKYEThCS, 110 HE IPABUIBHO 3 OTJISITY Ha MOCHIICHHS
poJii CyOHaI[iOHAIBHUX TPOMaJl y MiXKHAPOIHHX BiJHOCHHAX.

[pore, icHYIOTH MiJXOAW 10 BU3HAYEHHS MOHATTA «MDXHApPOJHA PErioOHANbHA IHTErpawis», 10 BPaxOBYIOTh Pi3Hi PiBHI CHiBPOOITHUITBA
Cy0’€KTiB MKHAPOJHHUX BiTHOCHH, y TOMY YHCII H TEpUTOpianbHO-aAMIHICTPATUBHUX OAMHULL. YpOaH O. IpONOHY€e BUKOPUCTOBYBATH TPHPIBHEBY
MOJIeJIb 3 HACTYITHUMH PiBHSAMH (popMaMu) Mi>KHApOJHOI eKOHOMIUHOI iHTerparii: MakpoperioHanbHui (00’ €XHAHHS JepxkKaB); Me30periOHaIbHUH
(criBpoGITHHLTBO OKPEMHX PErioHIB); MikpoperioHanbHH (CHiibHI cremianbHi (BinbHI) ekoHomivHi 30oHH (CE3)). [10]. Taka kinacudikamis e
HETIOBHOIO, OCKUIBKHM HE BPaXOBYEThCS IHTErpalist AEKiUTbKOX 00 €JHaHb KpaiH Ha MErapiBHi, IO € aKTyadbHHM 3 OIIAy Ha «()opMyBaHHS
CyIIeppErioHiB Ta CTBOPEHHS IHTErpiit», siki, 32 HikomaeBum €., SABISAIOTh «HATHAI[IOHATBHI TOJITHYHI 00 €JHAHHS 31 CBOEI0 BAIOTOI, MOACISIMHU
€KOHOMIYHOTO PEryJIFOBaHHSI, IPABOBHUMH IHCTUTYTaMH i cucremMamu 6e3nexn» [11].

Haii6inpmn neranbHUI MO perioHaNbHUX piBHIB mpoBeaeHuil UyxukoBuM B. y Teopermuniii Momeni perionamizamii cBity [6, ¢.20], ne
BHOKPEMITIOIOTBCSI: METAaperioHn (CBITOBE TOCHONAPCTBO UM OKpeMi HOTO YacTHHM); MeraperioHn (MDKHapoIHi yrpymnoBaHHs, Hanpukiax, €C,
HA®TA); wmakpoperioHd (TOCIOAApChbKHII KOMIUIEKC —KpaiHHM); ME30perioHH (TepUTOPiaJIbHO-BUPOOHHYI 00 €[HAHHS); MIKpPOPEriOHH
(MikpoperioHanbHI 00 €IHAHHS); JIOKAIbHI perioHanbHi yTBOpeHHs (koMOiHaTH, 00 exHanHs). [IpoTe, 3rifHO TakOro MmiAXOy ME30PEriOHH MOXKHA
BBQXATH YKPYIHEHUMU €KOHOMIYHHMH PETiOHAMH, MEXI SIKHX HE 3aBXAU CIIBIANAI0Th 3 MEXKaMU TePHTOPiaIbHO-aIMiHICTPATHBHUX OJAWHULL, TOMY
BUHUKATHMYTh [IEBHI OpraHi3awiiiHi TpyAHOLI y 3aJy4eHH] [IUX PETiOHIB 0 MKHAPOAHOTO CHIBPOOITHHUITBA, HATIPUKIIA]], B MEKaX TPAHCKOPJIOHHHX
Iporpam, sIKi peanizyloThCs 3a MATPUMKHI MiCIIEBUX OpraHiB BIIaIH.
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