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ARCHITECTONICS ECONOMIC TRANSFORMATIONS OF SOUTH-
EASTERN  EUROPE IN THE CONTEXT OF EU ENLARGEMENT
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Donetsk National University, Vinnitsa

The article analyzes the dynamics of transformation processes in the economies of 
countries - new EU member states relating to the region of Southeast Europe. 
Particular attention is paid to the consequences of the 2008 crisis, which demonstrated 
the effects of the growth of an open economy and the convergence of these countries. 
Structural and sectoral transformation that occurred in the region since the accession of 
several countries to the European Union is deeply analyzed by the example of the 
Bulgarian economy. It is concluded that the structural changes that are taking place in 
the economy of Bulgaria and the other new EU members from the region of South-
Eastern Europe under the influence of their integration into the European Union and its 
investment market in general have a positive value. First of all, the most successful 
countries have achieved in the external sector, which is reflected in the growth sectors 
of the housekeeper, who firmly integrated into the European market.
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enlargement, convergence and openness of the economy, structural changes.
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