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THE GENESIS OF THE FORMATION OF THE NEW ECONOMY

The article analyzes that in the conditions of globalization the world economy is
developing in the direction of increasing integrity, at the same time feeling the influence of
destructive processes, centrifugal, disintegrating forces. In opposition to these trends, the
main contradictions of the era are expressed, the traditional processes of interstate
integration are intensifying, the purpose of which is not so much the expansion and
liberalization of international markets, but primarily protectionist protection and common
customs regulation within global economic exchange. It is determined that the movement
towards integrity in the process of globalization is disharmonious and uneven in different
spheres of socio-economic life. The movement of goods, services, capital actually means the
creation of a global reproductive integrity with all its inherent features (cyclical, economic
gaps, etc.). At the same time, in the sphere of politics, intercivilizational and intercultural
interaction, the process is reversed from movement to integrity. It is substantiated that the key
role in understanding modern economic transformations is played by the creation of a
fundamentally new theory of economic and technological development, its value criteria and
indicators. It is analyzed that traditional ideas based on resource components of growth,
measured by incremental values of output, income, production and others, at the beginning of
the XXI century have exhausted themselves, because the qualitative transformation of the
structure and mechanism of social reproduction requires rethinking the system of factors and
sources of economic and technological development. The traditional scheme: labor, land and
capital - even with the mechanical addition of science and information to it is no longer able
to explain the changes taking place in the world at the beginning of the XXI century.

Key words: new economy, service economy, innovative economy, informative
economy,knowledge economy, network economy
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Formulation of the problem. The new ideology, the new economy must be based on a
methodological approach, taking into account two fundamentally different components
compared to the previous epistemological achievement. The first component is the
recognition in the cognitive object of an active conscious beginning, already possesses to
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some extent information and has a set of psychological properties adequate to modern
economic society, which allows the latter to respond to a changing competitive environment.
The second component (it should be noted that economists have ignored it until recently) is
the recognition in people of properties and goals that go beyond the narrow utilitarian
boundaries by which economists traditionally distinguish their analytical constructions, and
the inclusion of active reflective models first in cognitive activity and then and in
management decisions. The subject of work is information technology, and economics -
human consciousness, which is manifested in various manifestations. In the context of
globalization, it is extremely important to analyze the genesis of the new economy in order to
determine its main determinants and drivers.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The most important aspects of the
analysis of the peculiarities of domestic business were analyzed in the works of L. Antonyuk,
Y. Baskakova, B. Biloshapka, O. Bulatova, O. Butnik-Siversky, M. Gazizova, V. Geyts, I.
Gladunyak, L. Gonyukova, O. Grishnova, V. Goshovsky, V. Gurievskaya, L. Danylenko, L.
Edinger, K. Zhilenko, I. Kalenyuk, A. Kolota, K. Krutiy, O. Kuklina, N. Larina, V. LeVina,
E. Libanova, O. Lukasheva, D. Lukyanenko, M. Orliv, T. Orekhova, E. Panchenko, L.
Pashko, M. Piren, P. Senge, S. Sidenko, R. Storozheva, I. Surai, T. Fedoriv, S. Filonovych, A.
Chukhna, O. Shvydanenko and many others. However, today the issues of the peculiarities of
cooperation of domestic business with TNCs remain unresolved.

Formulation of the purpose of the article. The purpose of this article is to analyze the
peculiarities of the formation and development of the new economy.

Presenting main material. Deep technological changes in the structure of social
reproduction, increasing the importance of the information component of the economy,
technological development, environmental and social constraints imposed on it, call into
question the universality of labor theory of value in the context of explaining social processes.
This theory loses its absolute significance and becomes a "separate case", which is applied to
a certain stage of socio-economic progress and is characterized by relatively smooth
development with the predominant or exclusive use of traditional growth factors.

Against the background of global technological changes and structural restructuring of
the world economy, the creation of new models of economic development, characterized by
high growth rates and a share of intellectual capital, comes to the fore. The nature of the
causal relationship should be interpreted as follows: this global trend determines the paradigm
of the economy, and the paradigm of the economy - the nature, features of the era, social
paradigm, the nature of the post-industrial era. It is the paradigm of economics that is the
criterion for determining the nature of the historical epoch and the corresponding social
paradigm. In order to determine the peculiarities of the functioning of each type of economy,
it is advisable to analyze their formation and development.

1. Service economy. In the context of economic theory, the category of “services" was
first violated by A. Smith, who considered the service as "the result of human activity,
embodied in goods, which disappears after giving its useful effect.” The concept of "service"
is explored in the works of Zh.B. Seya ("Services as a special kind of goods capable of
bringing income to their owners"), K. Marx ("Service is nothing more than the beneficial
effect of a consumer value of goods and labor”) and in the works of famous economists (A.
Marshall , A. Fischer, etc.). Until the end of the XIX century, the category of "service" was
considered in the framework of production - without separating the independent sphere. It was
not until the end of the twentieth century that C. Clark and J. Furastier singled out a separate
service sector. In the scientific literature there are various definitions that reflect this state of
the economy. Thus, D. Bell uses the term "service economy", E. Toffler - the phrase "service
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economy”, V. Inozemtsev uses the term "service economy", F. Fukuyama uses the term
""service economy".

The service economy is formed and developed according to certain principles. The first
principle is the unity of a socially oriented economy and a socially oriented policy (focus on
the person - the worker and the person - the consumer of services.), The essence of which is to
interact people with each other, not with machines. The basis of this principle is human
capital, the purpose of the service economy - to meet human needs, primarily engaged in
socially useful work, and socially oriented policy must align its requirements with the existing
economic base. The second principle is the delimitation and integration of elements of a
socially oriented economy at all levels. The functioning of enterprises and households
requires the creation of optimal economic conditions at the macro and meso levels within the
subjects of socio-economic policy - federal, regional, local and municipal legislative and
executive authorities. At these levels, the regulation of economic parameters (tax rates,
interest rates on bank loans, wages, subsistence level, etc.) is regulated in view of their
differentiation, taking into account the priority of different areas of activity. This is achieved
through monitoring, which allows to identify the characteristics of the relationship between
economic and social actors. The third principle is a systematic analysis and use of sources and
factors of socio-economic growth. Sources of systems analysis are opportunities to expand the
volume of natural, material and human resources. Thus, the factors of socio-economic growth,
in particular technology and competence, are determined.

Unlike the industrial economy, based on machine technology, the service economy is
formed under the influence of intelligent technology. If in material production investments in
technology increase productivity, in the service sector the connection between investments in
technology, its productivity and profitability is not observed, ie there is a so-called "paradox
of information technology" (the reasons for which are costly and inefficient use of
information technology ; delay effect).

The service economy is characterized by the following features: the creation of value
goes beyond material production; the emergence of employment in the service sectors of the
economy; creating a useful effect that can be consumed only in the process of creating a
service; personalization of products and services; involvement of consumers in the process of
providing the service; service production is increasingly becoming a collective process,
generating network effects in the service economy; service as an intangible substance affects
the creation of many other intangible products - service promotes the emergence of "virtual
factories”, companies that do not have their own production, but focused on finding
customers, design and sale of the product [1].

2. Innovative economy. The next stage in the formation of post-industrial society is the
concept of innovative economy, which is due to the development of material production
through the active introduction of innovations. The preconditions for its formation emerged in
the late 1980s as a result of the acceleration of scientific and technological progress, which
led to the emergence of a single information space, increased capital mobility and
globalization of markets. The driving force of the innovative economy is man, and science is
transformed into a productive force.

The theory of innovative economics originated in the early twentieth century. Its
founder is J. Schumpeter, who introduced into scientific circulation the concept of
"innovation" in the modern sense and noted it as a factor of economic growth. According to J.
Schumpeter, innovation is a new and effective combination of resources in the production of
goods and services, which is produced in the process of contact with the external
environment. The researcher connects into a holistic system, which is based on "creative
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destruction™, private enterprise and innovation. J. Schumpeter's theory of innovation is a self-
sufficient theoretical system, the main provisions of which are included in the concept of
"innovation society": the concept of "innovation™ is determined and classified with the
definition of the role of innovation in economic development; innovative activity is defined as
the most important function of entrepreneurs. The main source of innovative capital in this
economic model should be considered technological rent, in particular unique knowledge and
skills that help to produce innovative goods and services, to create conditions for innovative
transformations. The concept of innovative economy is particularly interesting because it pays
more attention to material production, given the trend of shifting the emphasis of economic
theories on intangible capital.

The innovation economy can be perceived ambiguously: on the one hand, as a
generating system, and on the other - as one that perceives innovation. In the first case, it is
said that in the economy, along with industry, agriculture, transport, science and education,
culture and sports, there is a developed innovation system comparable in scale and importance
of sectors. In particular, they mean innovation systems of different levels (global, national,
regional and local), in the area of responsibility of which is the implementation of the
innovation chain "science - practice”. In the second case, the economy is understood as such,
the main factor in the reproduction and development of which are innovations created on the
basis of scientific knowledge[2].

3. Informative economy. Despite the development of the service economy, already in
the early 1960s F. Mahlup and T. Umesao introduced into scientific circulation such a concept
as "information society". The very term "information economy" was analyzed in the works of
M. Porat, who considered it as the economy of information goods and information and
communication technologies. In this theory, such a factor as dominance in the socio-economic
space of the information sector related to the leading role of information comes to the fore.

Today there are three approaches to the interpretation of the term "information
economy". Thus, according to the first approach, the main factor determining the essence of
the economy is the increase in the economic value of the information sector in GDP growth
(F. Mahlup, M. Porat, D. Bell). Such changes in the structure of GDP can be justified by an
increase in the share of employment in the information sector. The second factor may be the
transition from the production of goods to the production of services, where there is an
increase in value added due to the properties of key factors in the production of the
information society - information and knowledge. That is, society becomes informational
when the information sector begins to dominate the economy. This socio-economic aspect
was studied in detail in the 1970s and 1980s by T. Stoneier, who considered information as a
factor of production that has, like capital, similar properties: it can be accumulated and stored.
Increasing the informatization of society, according to his theory, leads to the fact that
industry in terms of employment and its share in GDP gives way to the service sector, and the
service sector is mainly information processing.

According to the second approach, the information economy is formed in connection
with the increase in the amount of information in the public space - "information explosion”,
which contributes to the qualitative transformation of society (T. Umesao, Y. Hayashi, Y.
Ito). Thus, J. Masuda, studying the economy of the period 1940-1970, points to the
acceleration of the information revolution: information technology is developing 3 to 6 times
faster than energy use technology, and also tend to constantly accelerate in development.

The third approach is based on the dominance of information and communication
technologies in society (ES Duff, S. Nora, A. Minka). According to the concept of
information society Z. Brzezinski, as a result of the telecommunication revolution is the



82 Exonowmika i opranizauis ynpasmianas N 4 (44) 2021

formation of "technotronic society”, which is formed under the influence of technology and
electronics, especially in the field of computers and communications. Despite the fact that the
theories of the information society of the second and third approaches have a certain logic,
from the economic point of view it is the first direction of interpretation that is most important
for economic theory. The formation of the information economy is characterized by the
dominance of the "fourth sector" of the economy after agriculture, industry and services, and
the key factor of production is information. In the table. 1.3 shows a comparative description
of the pre-industrial, industrial and information society.

There are two main theoretical and methodological approaches to the study of
information economy: technocratic, in which information and communication technologies
(ICT) are considered a means of increasing productivity and their use is limited mainly to
production and management; humanitarian, in which information technology is seen as an
important part of human life, important not only for production and management, but also for
the development of consumer, social and cultural spheres.

In our opinion, the information economy is the economy of post-industrial development
of society, in which most of the gross domestic product is provided by activities for the
production, processing, storage and dissemination of information and knowledge.

Table 1. Comparative characteristics of pre-industrial, industrial and post-industrial society.

Characteristics of Pre-industrial Industrial society Post-industrial

the society society society

Leading sector of the | Agriculture Industry Service

national

economics

Professional Peasants, artisans | Workers, service | The growth of the

structure personnel, managers | intelligensy and the

"technical class"
Structure of | Mining economic | Traditional capital- | Science-intensive,
economy activities intensive and labor- | information,
predominate intensive industries | innovation industries

The main factor of | Land Capital Information,

the development knowledge

Managing social | Landowners Financial and | Owners of information

group industrial groups and knowledge

Source: created by authors based on [3]

The main feature of this model of economy is the presence of the main drivers of
development of the following industries: R&D, information and communication, automated
production, support for software development and more. As a result of the development of
ICT and the spread of the Internet, the process of transmitting and exchanging information
becomes less costly both in time and in cost. Gradually, information becomes an independent
factor of production.

The main source of capital creation in such an economic model is the information rent
generated by the owner through the distribution and sale of information capital. With the
development of the information economy is the development of the information society. It
should be noted that the introduction of the term "information society" is often attributed not
to American experts, but to the Japanese scientist Yu. Hayashi. The main characteristics of the
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knowledge society (the stage of development of which is the information economy) were
identified in the reports submitted to the Japanese government by a number of organizations:
the Economic Planning Agency, the Institute for Computer Development, the Industry
Structure Council. Among the most famous such reports are: "Japanese Information Society:
Themes and Approaches™ (1969), "Outlines of policies to promote the informatization of
Japanese society"” (1969), "Information Society Plan™ (1971).

The philosophical interpretation of the essence and vectors of development of the
information society was introduced by the Japanese scientist I. Masuda, presenting it in the
monograph "Information society as a post-industrial society"”, published in the USA in 1983.
Even then I. Masuda noted Art. will be computer technology, which will lead to the
replacement of manual labor by mental.

4. Network economy. The development of information and innovation economy resulted
in the formation of a network economy, one of the conditions of which was the displacement
in the late 1990s of the fourth technological system of the fifth, in which the leading positions
are occupied by the latest computer and information technologies, space communications.
fiber optics, biotechnology. Network economy arose at the junction of traditional economy
and information and communication technologies. It should be noted that until 2000, the
network economy was called mainly "Internet economy" or "digital economy", but since 2001
in the international research environment began to use the term "network economy"
(sometimes - "electronic economy").

The cost structure of network goods differs from the cost structure of ordinary goods,
the main part of which falls on the initial period of their production (for example, writing a
book and subsequent distribution of the product electronically). At the same time, network
benefits are not subject to the law of diminishing returns, demonstrating increasing
profitability in the very long run. Accordingly, the industries engaged in the production of
network goods have enormous opportunities to exploit the effect of scale. The most important
patterns of these benefits are as follows: in a network economy, the value of labor products is
related to their multiplicity, not rarity; low fixed costs and rapid distribution of products
reduce the time interval to the beginning of rapid growth; increasing the return on the results
of work performed is provided by the entire network and distributed in it among all
participants in the process; in the network economy, all objects that can be copied become
cheaper as they improve, and this contributes to the growth of innovation; network economy
creates the preconditions for constant change in the organization of the system[4].

The emergence of the network economy was facilitated by large-scale changes in
economic processes due to the use of ICT, the ability to transmit huge amounts of
information, audio and video materials in the global market. In addition, the widespread use
of ICT has led to economic and social changes at the international, macro and micro levels. In
particular, it allowed: to reduce transaction costs of companies; increase market transparency -
both buyers and sellers can compare the offered prices with the prices of competitors; reduce
barriers to market entry and reduce the importance of spatial and temporal factors for doing
business; strengthen the global nature of the economy. It is these factors that distinguish the
network economy from the industrial one.

It should be noted that Kelly, in New Rules for a New Economy: Twelve Interconnected
Principles of Survival in a Turbulent World, argued that every business would ultimately
submit to the logic and economics of networks. At the beginning of the XXI century, the
processes of displacement of hierarchies by network structures are becoming massive and
irreversible, manifesting itself through the active formation of a new model of production - at
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the level of companies, markets, national economies, integrated communities and the world
economy .

It is becoming increasingly clear that the global recession of 2007-2009 is not so much a
financial and economic crisis in its traditional sense as the beginning of a systemic adaptation
of states to the horizontal logic of development. This adaptation is accompanied by a sharp
slowdown in macroeconomic dynamics (the so-called "new normality"), the purpose of which
is to provide systems with time for organizational maneuver and enable them to gradually
move to a cluster-network structure. After all, at the beginning of the XXI century, all types of
economies, including the United States and developed EU countries, faced a crisis of
aggregate production, which is why the process of their post-crisis recovery is slower than
after similar recessions of the past. This is due to the fact that the latest optical and neural
(based on computer simulation of the human brain) information technology opens up new
opportunities in various fields of economic activity. The era of "factories without workers"
and "virtual companies” is coming. After all, the network economy not only integrates
branches of companies located in different territories, but also there is a globalization of the
world economy in a single space, and in this case the geographical location of network
companies does not play any role.

Network economy has significantly different characteristics in comparison with
command and market economies both from the standpoint of using a systemic approach, and
from the standpoint of the location of productive forces, turnover of goods and capital, and
others. For example, in a network economy, the location of productive forces acquires a
socio-economic character, which is most in the interests of the world community. According
to such patterns in the last third of the twentieth century. there was a transition to the fifth
information, technological system, the core of which were the electronics industry, computers,
software, telecommunications, global and regional information networks and information
banks, astronautics, robotics, gas industry.

5. Knowledge economy. In the knowledge economy, there is a significant increase in the
role of man, in which he becomes not just a subject of reproductive labor with elements of
creativity, but directly a subject of creative labor. The main source of capital creation of such
an economic model is the intellectual rent received as a result of the use of intellectual capital.
In addition to intellectual capital, the knowledge economy has structural capital, which differs
from human capital in that it is owned by the organization and can be in the form of brands,
business processes, ie elements that ensure employee productivity. From our point of view, it
is the knowledge economy that is the result of the development of all analyzed economies and
a transitional link to the formation and development of a new economy.

Thus, the new paradigm of economic theory, which aims to study the patterns of
formation and development of the knowledge economy, should integrate the conceptual
development of all theoretical areas of its study. The knowledge economy is aimed at
combining science, innovation and business processes, which ensures the leadership and
competitiveness of the economy while reducing resource consumption. In turn, the knowledge
economy is based on human capital and knowledge, high technology and high quality
services.

Based on the analysis, we propose the following system of correlation of these
categories: the basic concept is the theory of post-industrial society; all subsequent theories
are a concept of post-industrial economy with the use of one of the features as a key element
of the economy. The first concept is the theory of service economy, which was transformed
into the information economy. The theory of information economy, on the one hand, has
developed into an innovative economy through a synthesis of theories of human capital. On
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the other hand - in the digital economy as a result of the digital revolution. Network
economics contains all these theories. The fifth change in technology, based on the sixth
information revolution, prompted theorists and practitioners to search for a new ideology, a
paradigm for world civilization, which they began to interpret as the information society,
knowledge economy, postindustrial economy, infosphere, programmed society, and society of
professionals.

The term "new economy" has been widely used since the early 2000s. The first attempts
to explain the phenomenon of the new economy appeared in 1976 in the works of the
American Stanford Center M. Porat and M. Rubin, in which a significant and rapidly growing
sector of the information economy was identified and a system of basic concepts and
methodology for studying the impact of the information sector to other sectors of the
economy. According to the first approach, the "new economy" means a complex of
knowledge-intensive industries engaged in the production and provision of information and
communication equipment, creation and distribution of software products, development of
communication networks, and the entire system of formation, storage, dissemination and
retrieval of information on the Internet. According to this approach, the "new economy"
includes all business activities that use modern electronic information and communication
technologies.

The second approach includes the concept of "new economy" organizational and
institutional innovations in various (including traditional) sectors of the economy of
developed countries. This definition is presented in the concept of the Council of Economic
Advisers under the President of the United States, according to which the American economy
of the last decade of the twentieth century is generally characterized as a "new economy" due
to extraordinary growth, as a result of the combined effect of technology practice and
economic policy.

Proponents of the third approach pay attention to the financial component of the "new
economy". This approach defines the concept as one of the peaks of the international financial
economy, the financial model of management, which symbolizes the widespread use of tools
of information technology innovation in the monetary and financial system. Within the
framework of the listed approaches in the field of view of researchers there are important
elements of the new economic reality created by information technologies both at sectoral,
and national levels. However, these interpretations of the "new economy" do not sufficiently
reveal the dynamics of the current stage of social progress.

The fourth approach considers the "new economy™ as a set of industries characterized
by a larger share of human capital compared to material elements. In these areas, the
technological implementation of knowledge plays a crucial role, and the production of
knowledge is a source of economic growth. In this interpretation, the concept includes the
field of education, information and communication markets, innovation, the provision of
intellectual services (consulting, information mediation, analytics, marketing)[5].

In the new economy, there are two subspaces that define the different activities of
economic relations: material (includes the actual processes of creation, distribution and
consumption of resources) and information (is the result of information reflection of material
space, includes the formation of information model environment and composition) ), and on
its basis - a new way of material space).

It is expedient to single out the factors that led to the emergence and development of the
new economy, including the globalization of the economy, characterized by the development
of free trade and market liberalization, increased capital mobility, lower corporate income
taxes, easy movement of industries between countries to reduce labor and natural resources;
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creation and distribution of networks, general informatization; creation of new forms of
employment and remuneration, work through a system of remote offices; dissemination of
skilled and intellectual work; rapid development of technology and technology. The most
important factor in the existence of a new economy is knowledge, which becomes an
independent factor in production. The peculiarity of this factor is belonging to intangible,
inexhaustible and non-scarce resources.

Conclusions. Summarizing the above, it is worth emphasizing that the key role in
understanding modern problems is played by the creation of a fundamentally new theory of
economic and technological development, its value criteria and indicators. Traditional ideas
based on the resource components of growth and measuring its incremental values of
production, income, production have exhausted themselves. The main economic parameter of
the country is the productivity of industry as a total parameter of productive technologies.
Under such conditions, science truly becomes a productive force. Thus, the theory of labor
value passes into the theory of technological value and exchange. This calls for the creation of
political economy - the theory of economic and technological development. Taking into
account the diversity of the political system (modification of property relations, mixed type of
economic system, class structure of society) I do not deny the existence of common collective
characteristics for productive technologies associated with global trends of economic and
technological progress. In the structure of social reproduction, increasing the importance of
the information component of economic, technological development, environmental and
social constraints imposed on it, increasingly calls into question the universality of the labor
theory of value in the explanation of social processes. It loses its absolute significance and
becomes a "special case" applied to a certain stage of socio-economic progress, characterized
by relatively smooth development with the predominant or exclusive use of traditional growth
factors.
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T'EHE3UC CTAHOBJIEHHSI HOBOI EKOHOMIKH

VY crarTi mpoaHaizoBaHoO, 10 B yMOBax rio0aizaiii cBiToBa €eKOHOMIKa PO3BUBAETHCS
B HANpsSMKy BCE OUIBLIOI LIUTICHOCTI, OJHOYACHO BiAYYBalOYM BIUIMB JECTPYKTUBHUX
MPOIIECIB, BIAIEHTPOBHUX, JE3IHTEIPYIOUHMX CHJI. Y TPOTHCTOSHHI [HMX TEHACHIIN
BUPAXKAETHCS  OCHOBHE MPOTHPIYYUS  €MOXHM, MOCWIIOITHCA  TPAJUIliifHI  MpoIecH
MDKIEp)KaBHOI 1HTeTpallii, IIJIb0BOK0 (YHKIIEK SKUX CTa€ HE CTUIBKH PO3IIUPEHHS Ta
nibepaizalisi MbKHAI[IOHATBHUAX PUHKIB, a MIEPeIyCiM MPOTEKI[IOHICTCHKUI 3aXHCT 1 CHIbHE
MUTHO-Tapu(HE PEryINIOBAaHHS B MeXaX I100aJIbHOTO EKOHOMIYHOTO 00MiHy. BusHaueHo, 110
pPyX 10 LITICHOCTI B mporieci riofamizamii BiIOyBa€eTbCsl AUCTAPMOHIHHO Ta HEPIBHOMIPHO B
pi3HUX cdepax ColLiaTbHO-eKOHOMIUYHOTO XHUTTA. PyX ToBapiB, mociyr, kamiTauiB (GakTUYHO
03HAaya€ CTBOPEHHS TJ00aNbHOI BiATBOPIOBAIBHOI IUTICHOCTI 3 yCiMa NpUTaAMaHHUMH i
0COOJIMBOCTSIMU  (IIUKJIIYHICTIO, €KOHOMIYHMMHU po3puBaMH ToImio). BomHouac y cdepi
MOJIITHKH, MDKIMBUTI3AIIIHIA 1 MUKKYIBTYPHINA B3a€MOJIi1 MPOTiKae 3BOPOTHUHN BiJ PyXy A0
izicHocTi nporec. OGIPyHTOBAHO, 110 KIIFOUOBY POJIb B OCMUCIICHHI CYy4aCHUX EKOHOMIYHUX
Tparcopmarliii Bigirpae CTBOPEHHs NMPHUHIIAIIOBO HOBOI TEOPii €KOHOMIKO-TEXHOJOTIIHOTO
pPO3BUTKY, 1i MIHHICHUX KpHUTEpiiB Ta moka3HukiB. [IpoaHamizoBaHO, IO TpaguIliiiHi
ySIBIIGHHS, 3aCHOBaHI Ha PECYPCHUX CKJIAJJOBUX 3POCTaHHS, IO BUMIPIOIOTHCS MTPUPOCTHUMHU
BEJIMUYMHAMU BUTOTOBIIEHOT MPOJYKIIil, JOXOJaMH, oOcsAraMy BUPOOHUIITBA Ta 1HIIMMH, Ha
nouatky XXI cromiTTs Buuepnanu cede, a/pke sIKiCHE MePETBOPCHHS CTPYKTYPHU 1 MEXaHi3My
CYCHUIBHOTO BiATBOPEHHA NOTpPeOye TEPEOCMHUCICHHS CHUCTeMH (aKTOpiB Ta JOKepel
€KOHOMIKO-TE€XHOJIOTTYHOTO PO3BUTKY. TpanuiiiiiHa cxema: mparis, 3eMJisl 1 Karitain — HaBiTh 3
MEXaHIYHUM JI0JaBaHHIM JI0 HEi HayKH Ta iHopMalii Bke He B 3M031 NOSICHUTH 3MIHH, 1110
BiZIOyBatOThCA y CBITI Ha moyaTky XXI CTOMITTS.

KirouoBi ciioBa: HOBa €KOHOMIKA, €KOHOMIKa TMOCIYT, 1HHOBAIlIiHA EKOHOMIKa,
iH(OopMaTUBHA EKOHOMIKa, EKOHOMIKa 3HaHb, MEPEXKEBA EKOHOMIKA

IIBuganenko O.A., bBycapesa T.I'.

T'EHE3UC CTAHOBJIEHUSI HOBO EKOHOMUKHU

B crathe mpoaHanM3uWpOBaHbI, YTO B YCJIOBUAX TJI00ATH3AIMM MUPOBas SKOHOMHKA
paSBI/IBaeTCH B HaHpaBJ'IeHI/II/I BCEC 6OJ'II>HI€I\/'I OEJIO0CTHOCTH, OI[HOBpeMeHHO HUCIIBIThIBAA
BIUSHUE JECTPYKTUBHBIX TPOIECCOB, IEHTPOOEKHBIX, JAE3UHTETPUPYIOIIMX Cul. B
HpOTI/IBOCTOﬂHI/II/I 9TUX TCH}ICHHI/Iﬁ BI)Ipa)KaeTCSI OCHOBHOC HpOTHBOpC'—II/IC OIIOXH,
YCWJIMBAIOTCS TPaJWLHUOHHBIE TIPOLECCHl MEXIOCYAapCTBEHHOW MHTErpaluu, LeJIeBOil
(GyHKIMEH  KOTOPBIX CTAHOBUTCA HE CTOJIBKO  pacliupeHre W JimOepanu3aius
MEXHAIMOHAIBHBIX PHIHKOB, & MPEXAE BCEro MPOTEKIIMOHHCTCKUN 3alIMTy U COBMECTHOE
TaMOXEHHO-Tapu(PHOE PETYIMPOBAHUE B TMpejenax II00aTbHOTO IKOHOMHYECKOTO OOMEHa.
OmpeneneHo, 4YTo ABW)KEHHE K IIEJIOCTHOCTH B TMpolecce TII00amu3aluu MPOUCXOTUT
JUCTapMOHUYHO U HEPAaBHOMEPHO B Pa3NIMYHBIX cepax COLMaTbHO-3KOHOMHUYECKOM JKU3HH.
JIBuKeHHE TOBApoOB, YCIYr, KamUTaIOB (AKTUYECKH O3HAuYaeT Co3JaHue TI00anbHON
BOCITPOM3BEICHHOM 11€TIOCTHOCTH CO BCEMH MPUCYITUMHU €l 0COOCHHOCTAMH (IIUKINYHOCTHIO,
PKOHOMHUYECKUMHU pa3pblBaMd W T.J.). B To ke Bpems B cdepe TOTUTHKH,
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MEXLUUBUIM3ALUOHHOTO M MEKKYJIbTYPHOM B3aMMOJEHCTBUM IPOTEKAeT OOpaTHBIA OT
JABWXKEHUS K LENOCTHOCTH mporecc. OOOCHOBAaHO, YTO KIIOUEBYIO POJIb B OCMBICICHUU
COBPEMEHHBIX SKOHOMHYECKUX TpaHchopMalMi UrpaeT co3JaHue MPUHIMIINAIBHO HOBOM
TEOPUHU IKOHOMHUKO-TEXHOJIOTUYECKOIO Pa3BUTHS, €€ LIEHHOCTHBIX KPUTEPUEB U IIOKA3aTEIICH.
IIpoananu3upoBaHO, YTO TPAaJULUOHHBIC IIPEACTABICHUS, OCHOBAHHBIE HAa PECYpPCHBIX
COCTABJISIIOLIUX POCTa, U3MEPSEMbIEC IPUPOCTHBIMUA BEITMYMHAMU U3TOTOBJICHHOM IIPOJYKLIHH,
J0X0JaMu, o0beMaM MPOU3BOACTBA U Apyrumu, B Havase XXI Beka ucuepnanu cedsi, Belb
Ka4eCTBEHHOE NPeoOpa3oBaHUe CTPYKTYPbl U MEXaHM3Ma OOLIECTBEHHOIO BOCIPOM3BOJICTBA
TpeOyeT MepeoCMbICICHHS CUCTEMBI (DPAKTOPOB U UCTOYHUKOB 3KOHOMHUKO-TEXHOJIOTHYECKOTO
pazButusA. TpaguIUOHHAs cCXema: TpyHd, 3€MIA M KaluTal - JaKEe C MEXaHUYECKUM
no0aBieHHEM K Hell HayKU U MH(POPMALIUU yXKe HE B COCTOSIHUM OOBACHUTH IIPOUCXOJIAIINE B
mupe B Hagasie XXI Bek.

KiroueBblie ciioBa: HOBasi )KOHOMHKA, SKOHOMHKA yCIIyT, NTHHOBAl[MOHHAsl YKOHOMHUKA,
nH(pOpPMAIMOHHAs YKOHOMUKA, S)KOHOMHKA 3HAHUH, CETeBasi SKOHOMHKA.



