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Boris Glotov, Lilia Kalytiuk. Transformation of state sovereignty in globalization:
ukrainian context

Impact of globalization of state sovereignty of Ukraine is investigated.
Key words: state sovereignty, globalization, national state, nation, international

relations.
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Igor Pysmenny. Evolutionary scenarios for the dynamic development of the
state in the post-bifurcation period

Evolutionary scenarios for the dynamic development of the state in the post-
bifurcation period that can be used depending on the level of the variety of management
subjects and objects are analyzed.

Key words: evolutionary scenarios, bifurcation, post-bifurcation period, diversity
of society, synergetic management, public relations, self-organization.
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