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Ilyonikayito npucesaueHo BupiueHHI0 HAYKOBOI npodieMu  BUMIDIOBAHHS  eheKMUBHOCMI
npoexmie oepoicasno-npueamnoz2o napmuepcmea ([IIl) y coyianvuiti cgepi nayionanvhoi
eKOHOMIKU YKpainu. Y3aeanoneno MiscHapoOHUti 00c8i0 301UCHEeHHs OYIHHUX NpoYedyp, 3MiCm
AKUX NONACAE Y NOPIGHAHHI 8UMPAmM 0OMENCeHUX 00CsA2I8 KOUlmie IHCMumyyitiHux azenmis 3
CYMApHUM KOMEepYItiHUM ma coyianbHum egekmom y cgepi 0epicasHo20 YnpaeiHHs
CoyianbHUM pO3BUMKOM 2pomaou. Memoio nybaikayii 6usHaueHo y3azalbHeHHs 00C8ioy
BUKOPUCMANHS THCMpYyMenmapiio 3abesneuenns epexmusnocmi JIIII y coyianvromy cexmopi
HAaYioHANbHOI eKOHOMIKU, a MAK0JC pPO3POONIeHHs NPONO3UYil w000 U020 3ACMOCYBAHHA Y
BIMUU3HAHIU npakmuyi. /[ocnioxncyromvcs o0coonueocmi npoeedeHHsr 8i000py KOHKYPEHMHUX
NPOeKmieé 3a Kpumepiamu OOCASHEHHsI OYIiKY8AHUX 6U2i0, pe3ylbmamieé ma KOpUcCHOCmeu y
2POuL0BOMY Ma HeMamepiaibHOMY eupasax. Bupizneno npobremu 3acmocy8anHs RPUHYUNOBUX
nioxodie 00 eusHauenHs pieHs epexmusrocmi npoexmis /I, a maxosc Hamiveno winaxu ix
nooonants. OKpemMo OYIHIOEMbCA OOYIIbHICb  UKOPUCTNAHHA NOKA3HUKIE a2pe2y8anHs.
CcyKynHocmi egekmie napmuepcmea y cghepi oxopoHu 300poe’s. OKpecieHO NpUHYunosi
Hanpsamu YOOCKOHANEHHs IHCMPYMeHmMapito nioxooie 00 po3paxyHKy epexmusHocmi npoexmie
HIIIT, namiveno winsaxu ix KOMNIEKCHO20 Op2aHi3ayiino2o ma iHgopmayilino2o 3a0e3neuents y
simuusHAHiu npaxmuyi. L{innicms Oocniodxcenus nonsieac y po3pooyi pekomeHOayitl uooo
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ModCIusocmerl ma nepecmopic Npo8edeHHs PO3PAXVHKIE 3 8PAXYBAHHAM 00CBI0Y e8oNtYii
OKpemMux nokasHukie. Pe3yremam 60ayaemvcs 8 YOOCKOHANEHHI NPAKMUYHUX Npoyeoyp
8I00Upanusa  Haubitbw eekmusHux Gopm ma Mexawizmie napmuepcmea Oepicasu ma
NpUBAMHO20 Oi3HeCy y PO36UMKY GIMUYUHAHOI coyianbHOI cghepu.

The publication is devoted to solving the scientific problem of measuring the effectiveness of
public-private partnership (PPP) projects in the social sphere of the national economy of
Ukraine. The international experience of evaluating procedures, the content of which is to
compare expenditures of limited amounts of institutional agents with a total commercial and
social effect in the field of public administration of social development of the community, is
summarized. The purpose of the publication is to summarize the experience of using tools for
ensuring the effectiveness of PPP in the social sphere of the national economy, as well as
developing proposals for its application in domestic practice. The peculiarities of selection of
competitive projects according to criteria of achievement of expected benefits, results and
benefits in monetary and intangible terms are investigated. The problems of applying principle
approaches to determining the level of effectiveness of PPP projects are identified, and ways of
overcoming them are outlined. The expediency of using indicators of aggregation of the effects
of partnership in the healthcare sector is separately assessed. The principal directions of
improvement of the tools for implementation of approaches to calculating the effectiveness of
PPP projects are outlined, ways of their complex organizational and informational support are
outlined in the national practice. The value of the study is to develop recommendations on the
possibilities and re-scheduling of calculations taking into account the experience of the
evolution of individual indicators. The result is seen in improving the practical procedures for
selecting the most effective forms and mechanisms of PPP between the state and private

business in the development of the domestic social sphere.

Knwuogi cnosa: coyianvha cghepa; oepircasHo-npusamue napmuepcmeo, Memoo NOpi6HAHHS
sumpam ma 6ucio; Memoo NOPIGHAHHA GUMPAM MA Pe3VIbMAMUEHOCMI; Memoo NOPIGHAHHSL

sumpam ma KOPpUCHOCMI.

Key words: social sphere; public-private partnership; cost-benefit analysis; cost-effectiveness
analysis; cost-utility analysis.

AKTyaabHicTh npodiaemu. [lomupenHs pisHOMaHITHUX (OPM CHIBIpalli HEHTPaJIbHUX Ta MICHEBHX OpraHiB BUKOHAaBYOI
BIaIM Ta TpHUBaTHOro Oi3Hecy y Qopmi aepxaBHO-puBaTHOrO maptHepctBa ([IIII) € HEBix €MHOIO CYTTEBOIO O3HAKOIO i
CTpaTeriyHUM HampsSIMOM PO3BHUTKY HAIlOHAJIbHOI eKOHOMIKM Ykpainu [1]. BimHocHO HOBOIO ceporo BHKOpPHCTaHHS BapiaTUBHHUX
dbopM peaizarlii 3MIIIAHUX OFOPKETHO-NPUBATHUX 1HBECTHUIIIN 3a KJIIFOYOBUMH BEKTOPAMH PO3BHUTKY, OC3MEKH, BIAMOBIAAIBHOCTI,
HAITIOHABHOI TOPOCTI BUCTYIAE COLIANBHNIN HAMIPSIM CTAHOBJICHHS Ta PO3BUTKY YKPATHCHKOI JepKaBH B LIIOMY, a TAKOK KOHKPETHI
CEKTOpH JICP’)KaBHOTO YHPABIIiHHS COILIaJIbHOTO CHPSIMYBaHHS — PEKOHCTPYKIIiSl Ta yTPUMaHHS 00’ €KTiB 1HQPACTPYKTYpH CIUIBHOTO
BUKOPUCTAHHS, JXHTIOBO-KOMYHAJIbHE TOCIONAPCTBO, KOHTPONb BOJHUX PECypCiB, HPUOUpAHHS TEPUTOpiil, OCBITa, OXOpOHa
3mopoB’st. CydacHi JiepKaBHI iHCTHTYI, SKi MParHyTh ONTUMI3yBaTH y4acTh B YIOPSAAKYBaHHI IEpeiueHNX HaIpsIMiB JTisSUTBHOCTI,
BCE K HE B 3MO3i MOBHICTIO BiIMOBHTHCH BiJl IIPHUCYTHOCTI Yy COLialibHIN cepi, BUMYIIEHO 30epiratodd KOHTPOJIb HaJ YaCTHHOIO
MaifHa ab0 MeBHUMH BHJIAMH €KOHOMIYHOI MisSUTBHOCTI. BayKmnBUM 3ac000M TaKOTO KOHTPOJIIO € Y4acTh y YaCTKOBOMY (piHaHCYBaHHI
BUTpAT Ha yTPUMaHHS COILIaJIbHOI C(epH 3a paxyHOK KOILITIB BiAMOBITHUX OIO/PKETIB. AJie SKIIO 11 MpU3HaYeHHs], 32 3aMOBIYBaHHSM,
nependavae TOMIHYBaHHS COLIaJIbHOTO Pe3yJbTaTy HaJl €KOHOMIUHOIO e(eKTHUBHICTIO, TO AJIS HEJEp:KaBHOI CTOPOHM MapTHEPCTBA
00cITyroByBaHHS HEMPO(ITFHIX aKTHBIB KOJEKTHBHO-TPOMAJCHKOI CIIPSIMOBAHOCTI OOTSKYE MPHOYTKOBY HisUTBHICTD i CTAaHOBUTH
3arpo3y JUIsl BEIEHHS EKOHOMIYHO edeKTHBHOro OizHecy. Och YoMy pO3pOOJeHHS HAIIHHOTO IHCTPYMEHTapil0 BHUKOPUCTAHHS
“MIKCTy” 0OMEXEHHX pecypciB IHCTHUTYLIHHMX arcHTIB HAlliOHANBbHOI €KOHOMIKM HaWOiIbII ONTHMAILHHM CIOCOOOM MOCTae y
TIepeiKy IepIIoueproBUX A0 BUpIMIeHHs 3aBnanb peanizamii JI1I1 sx HOBITHROI (OPMH pEryTOBaHHS PO3BHUTKY COIIaIBHOI ChepH.
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AHaJIi3 0CTaHHIX HAyKOBUX J0CJiIKeHb. CBITOBa TEOpis Ta MPakTHKa MPONOHYE 0 BUKOPUCTAHHS JOBOJI IPYHTOBHO
JOCTIKCHI IHCTPYMEHTH OIiHfoBaHHS piBHA edektuBHOcTi I y comianbHOMY CEKTOpi €KOHOMIKH. [HCTpyMEHTaMH TaKoTo
OLIIHIOBaHHS, y 3ayiexxHocTi Bia ramysi AIII1, ocobnmuBocteil Ta 00MeXeHb /10 3aCTOCYBAaHHSI KOKHOTO 3 HHMX, BUCTYNAIOTh METOIH
MTOpiBHSHHS BUTpAT Ta BUTiX (cost-benefit analysis — CBA), Butpar ta pe3ynsratuBHOCTI (cost-effectiveness analysis — CEA), Butpar
Ta KopucHocTi (cost-utility analysis — CUA). [Ipu mpoMy 3amumaroTbcs HEIOCTaTHBO MOCTIKCHHMH OKPEMi aCIeKTH MPOLEAYP
00JIiKy Ta MOPIBHAHHS PI3HOMOMEHTHHUX COIlIaJbHUX BUTPAT Ta BUTiJ, 3aCTOCYBaHHS METOAIB KOPEKTHOTO T'POIIOBOTO OILliHIOBAHHS
BHTiJI HEMaTepialbHOTO XapakTepy (Ui BUMAIKiB 3acTrocyBaHHS CBA), omiHIOBaHHS €KCTepPHANBHUX, 30BHIMHIX edekris AT ms
cycniybeTBa B nitoMy (y Bunanky ouiHroBaHHs CEA s mpoekTiB y cdepi 0CBITH/OXOPOHH 310POB’sT), ONTUMAJILHOTO PO3IOILTY
00MEeX)EeHUX OKETHUX PecypciB (3a MOKa3HHUKAMH JOCSITHEHHS Ta MOMXIJIMBOCTSIMHU KopuryBanHs kputepiiB CUA y cdepi oxoponu
3[IOPOB’sT) TOIIIO.

IMocranoBka 3aBaaHHs. MeTOI0 JaHOTO JIOCHDKEHHS € Yy3aralbHEHHS 3apyOiKHOTO JIOCBILy BHKOPHUCTaHHS
iHCTpyMeHTapito 3abe3nedeHHs edexrtuBHOcTi HIIIl y comianbHOMYy CEKTOpi HAIllOHAIBHOI EKOHOMIKH, a TaKOX PpO3pOOIeHHS
TIPOTIO3MIIIH 1010 HOTO 3aCTOCYBAaHHS y BITUN3HSIHINA MPAKTHUII.

BukJjiageHHs 0CHOBHOTO MaTepiayy mociimkenns. Ciif 3a3Ha4nTH, 110 mounHaodw 3 30-x pp. XX cropiuusi, BUBUCHHIO
npuitomiB CBA TpHCBSYE€HO 3HAYHY KiNBKICTh MOHOTPapigHMX TEOPETHYHUX MOCHiKeHb [2-5], pexoMeHmariii MiKHapOTHIX
¢inancoBux opranisaniit — BeecpiTHiM 6ankom [6-8], UNCTAD [9], €C [10, 11], y Tomy 4Yucii aias po3BHHYTHX KpaiH [12-14] Ta
KpaiH, siki po3BuBatOThCs [15], mpUKIagHUX MyOMiKalii 3 yrnopsaKyBaHHS HPOLENYp BUKOPUCTAHHS 3a3HAUYEHOTO METOMY y PI3HHX
chepax comiambHOI AiITBHOCTI nepxkas [ 16-18].

VHiBepcanbHUMHK BupazoM Metoanku CBA € po3paxyHOK CIIBBiJHOIIEHHs IPOLIOBHUX BUTpAT Ha peaji3amlilo MPOEKTY IO
TPOIIOBHX BHTIZ Bix #oro peaizarii. HeoOXigHICTh 3aCTOCYBaHHS TPOIIOBOTO OIIHIOBAHHS ITOB’SI3YETHCA 3 TIEBHUMH TPYIHOIIAMH,
apke y Bumaaky CBA HeoOXigHO BUPIMINTH IPaKTHYHI IIPOOIEMH, HAHOIIBII BaXKIIMBI 3 SIKMX TOJSITAlOTh Y HEOOX1THOCTI:

- 3MIHCHUTH aHami3 OOCATIB YHCTOTO BHITYCKY, BiINOBITHMX HOMY BHTpaT Ta BHTiA. 3rigHO pekoMeHpariin Bimmimy
€KOHOMIYHOTO OIliHIOBaHHS HamioHampHOTO IHCTHUTYTY CTaHHApTiB Ta TexHomoriit [11, 19], mpuBaTHEe OIiHIOBaHHA MOJATAE Y
BUMIpIOBaHHI IEPBICHOTO BIUIMBY BUTpPAT KOIITIB, SIKE TOPIBHIOE KOMEPLIHHINA CKJIaJ0Biil OTpUMyBa4a JOXO/IB, a CyCIiJIbHA Bijgada
BUMIPIOETHCS TIO3UTHBHUMH YHCTHMH €KOHOMIYHUMHU BUTOJIAMHU, SIKI BUXOJSTDH 38 MEXI MPSIMUX HAJIXO/PKEHb HA PaXYHKH YYaCHHKIB
MIPOEKTY BHACIIIOK peaizamii edekry mommpenas [7];

- KOPEKTHO BUKOPUCTAaTH METOAM BU3HAYCHHS ‘‘TIHBOBUX IliH’. He3Bakaroum Ha mMIMpOKe momupeHHs mertoay [20],
BH3HAUCHHS TiHHOBUX IIiH TOBAapiB BHMarae OoOIPYHTYBaHHS TiHBOBOTO BaJIOTHOTO Kypcy (3 BpaxyBaHHSM IIONPABOK Ha iMIIOpTHE
MHUTO Ta EKCIIOPTHI CyOCHIii ) y SKOCTI TPaHUYHOI CYCIIBHOI BapTOCTi JONATKOBOI ONWMHUIN IHO3EMHOI BaJIOTH, SIKa HAIXOIAThH
3aBJISIKHU 3/[IHCHCHHIO TPOMAJICHKOTO 1HBECTHUIIFTHOTO MTPOCKTY;

- IPOBECTH BU3HAYCHHS BEJIMYMHHU COIIaNbHOI (TPOMaAChKoi a00 “TiHBOBOI) CTaBKHM AMCKOHTYBAaHHS 3 METOIO BpaxXyBaHHSI
YacOBOTO JIary Mi>)K MOMEHTOM 3/[IICHEHHSI BUTPAT Ta OTPUMAaHHS pe3ylbTarTiB, y T.4. 3 HOIPABKOIO Ha PiBeHb PU3MKY 31iHCHEHHS
npoektiB 1. Taky cTaBKy AOIIBHO PO3PAaXOBYBAaTH y SKOCTI aJbTEPHATUBHOTO OI[IHHOTO MOKA3HHUKA HAMKPAIIOr0 BUKOPUCTAHHS
pecypciB MpUBAaTHOTO ab0 T'pOMAaJICHKOTO ceKkTopa. IlapanenpHe iCHyBaHHS IBOX TEOPETHYHMX IOKUT — “COIlialbHOI HOpMH~ Ta
“comianbHOT AILTEPHATUBHOI BAPTOCTI KamiTamy” — TSArHE 3a CO00I0 HEOOXIAHICTh 3IMCHIOBATH MMiJXiJ] IO OLIHIOBAHHS CTABKH SIK JIO
pO3Mipy KOMIIEHCaIlii Ha KOPUCTh MaiOyTHhOro cnokmBaHHS (social rate of time preferences — SRTP) abo sk mo craBku
JIBTEPHATUBHOTO OIIIHIOBAaHHS KalliTaJTy 32 MEXKaMH KOHKPETHOTO IpoeKTy (social opportunity cost of capital — SOC) [21, 22];

- PO3MEXKYBaTH MPUBATHY Ta CyCHUIbHY BijJjady y BUIIAJKy HPOBEICHHS YaCTKOBOTO (DiHAHCYBaHHS MPOEKTIB 32 paxyHOK
KOIITIB iHBECTOPIB Ta JEP’KaBHOTO OIOMKETy. 3 BpaxyBaHHAM ocobmmBocteit 3nificaenus I ams kpain 6e3 po3BHHYTOTO PHHKY
KariTanry, po3paxyHKH Biiaadi CyTT€BO CIIPOIIYIOTHCS 1 MOXKYTh OOMEKYBaTMCh BHKOPHCTaHHSIM €MHOI CTaBKM JUIS OIIHIOBAHHS
MPOEKTIB y NPHBAaTHOMY i rpoMaichbkoMy cektopax [23]. V 1poMy BHOAIKy MOXIHMBHM J0 3aCTOCYBaHHS € BH3HA4YCHHs 3a
CIIEIIaTFHOI0 PO3PaxXyHKOBOK METOIHMKOI0 “TOTOBHOCTI cycminbeTBa mmmatutu’ (willingness to pay — WTP) 3a kpamry sKicTh
KOHKPETHOTO TOBapy abo MOCIyTH;

- 3MIACHUTH OI[iHIOBAaHHS CKOJIOTIYHMX 30BHINIHIX e(]eKTiB. 3MiHCHIOETBCS y TPOIECi BUSABICHHS MOXIIMBUX (i3WIHUX
30MTKIB BiJi BUKOPHUCTAHHS IIKIJTMBUX PEYOBHH, a TAKOXK T'POIIOBOTO iX BUMiproBaHHA [24];

- peaizyBaTH HpOLENYPY BH3HAUCHHS TPOIIOBOTO €KBIBAJCHTY BUTPAT Ta BHTiJ 3 BpaxyBaHHSM IX TPaHUYHOI CYyCHiJIBHOL
OIIiHKH, STKa 3IIHCHIOETHCS 13 3aITy9eHHIM METOIUKN PO3PaxyHKy MOTEHIiHOI edexTruBHOCTI [1apero.

Merton Butpar ta pesynsratuBHocTi CEA, sk paBHiI0, BUKOPUCTOBY€EThCS, ModnHaroun 3 50-x pp. XX cropiuus, y cdepi
OCBITH Ta OXOPOHH 3[J0POB’Sl y BUNIAJIKY, KOJIM BU3HAYECHHS COLIAIbHUX BUTIJl y TPOLIOBOMY €KBIBAJICHTI HE BUIAETHCSI MOXKIUBUM. Y
FOMY pa3i BUTOOIO BiJI peai3allil MpoeKTy € OTPUMAaHHs OyIb-sIKOI0 TPYIOI0 HACEICHHS TO3UTUBHOTO COIIaIEHOTO €(EKTy.

Po3paxyHOK CITIBBiTHOIIICHHS BUTpAT HA peai3ailiio J0 COIalbHOro eeKTy Bia peaiizallii OJHOTHIIHOTO MPOEKTY(iB) €
MiZICTaBOIO JUISA OIIHIOBaHHS YCHOTO IXHBOTO MEPETiKy i 00paHHs 3a MiHIMAJIFHIM 3HaYE€HHIM HalO1IbII e )eKTHBHOTO. 3aCTOCYBAaHHS
IIXOY YCKIIaHEHO Y TOMY BUIAJKY, sIKIIo peaiizaris npoekty JAIII1 nependayae BHHUKHEHHS Pi3HHUX 32 XapaKTepOM COIaIbHAX
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e(eKTiB, sKi, 10 TOTO X, MPU3BOIATH JO OTPUMAHHS pe3yJbTarTy 3a PI3HOWMEHHHUMH OAWHHISIMH BUMIpDIOBaHHS. TakuM UYHUHOM,
BHKOPHCTaHHS METOLY OOMEXKYEThCS HOTO HE3MAaTHICTIO Y TTIOBHOMY 00Cs31 BpaXyBaTH 30BHIIIHI, €KCTEpHANBHI e(peKTH, TOOTO 3MiHa
CYCITBHOTO J0OPOOYTY B IJIOMY Y PE3YIBTATI peatizallii IPOSKTy He BU3HAYAETHCS.

Mopnepunit metoq CUA, SKnil MIAPOKO 3aCTOCOBYETHCS Y MIKHAPOIHIN MPAKTHUII OI[IHIOBAHHS MPOEKTIB Y cdepi OXOpOHU
37I0pOB’sl, MOYKNHAIO4X 3 70-X pp. MUHYJIOTO CTOpiuds, 0a3y€eThcsl HA 33aJJOBOJICHHS MOTPEOM aHANITHKIB y OIIHIOBAaHHI OTPUMYBaHOL
CYCHIILCTBOM Bijiaui Bij 3arnpoBapkenns npoekty AT y kinbKicHUX Ta SIKICHMX TepMiHaX KOpPUCHOCTI [25-29].

Po3paxyHOK TOKa3HWKa € TpagWMiiHUM, KOJIH BUTPaTH Ha peai3alil0 MPOEKTY IIOPIiBHIOIOTHCS 3 KOPUCHICTIO, sKa
(dopmyeTbes y miacyMKy peanizanii nmpoekty JIII1. HaliMeHrie cIiBBiTHOIICHHS BKa3ye Ha MPOCKT, KU 3a0e3medye HarOLIbIry
KOPHCHICTB JUIsl CyCITUIbCTBA.

Be3symoBHUM Ham0aHHAM METOAWKH € MOXJIMBICTH TPOBEACHHS EKOHOMIYHOTO OIIiHIOBAaHHS IHBECTHIIMHHX IHII[IaTHB 3
TOYKH 30py ““iHU BUTpamy’ y 370poB’i B TepMiHaX [IHHOCTI PECypciB, sIKi BAKOPHCTOBYIOThCS” (HAIPHKIIA[], HE JINIIE 301IbIICHHS
TPUBAJIOCTI JKUTTS 1HAWBIAIB, aje il MOKpameHHs Horo skocTi). 3actocyBanHs mimxoniB Metomuku CUA y cdepi oCBiTH, Ha HaII
MOIVISA, € HENOLUIBHUM, a/DKE JI0ci He BHPOOJIEHO NPAaKTUYHUX PEKOMEHJaNiid mono (OpMYNIOBaHHS NMPUHHATHUX METOIIB
BHUMIPIOBaHHS KOPUCHOCTI y 3a3HaueHiit cdepi [30].

CBO€pITHUME TIPOKCi-TIOKA3HUKAMH, SIKi JO3BOJIAIOTH arperyBaTH BCIO CYKYIHICTh e€(eKTiB y BUMAJAKY peati3amii MpoeKTy
AT y cdepi oxoponu 3m0pos’s, €: QALY (quality adjusted life years) — KiTbKicTh POKIB JKUTTS, SIKi CKOPHUTOBaHO Ha sKicTh; LY (life
years) — KUIBKICTh TTOJIOBXKEHHX POKIB KUTTS 0e3 kopekuii Ha skicts xkuttsi; HYE (healthy year equivalents) — TpuBaicts pokiB
XKUTTS Y TOBHOMY 3710p0OB’T; COPY — KUTBKiCTh pOKIB 30€peKeHHS pe3yabTaTiB mpoekty [31].

EBomoniito metony CUA, sika mpoiinuia Bei crafii — BiJl BU3HaHHS MeTody y sikocti moaudikanii CEA [28], ix pimrydoro
po3MexyBaHHS [26], moBHOi inmeHTH(ikamii [25], koMOiHyBaHHA 3 BUKOPHCTAaHHAM MAaTEMaTHYHUX METOMIB BH3HAUYCHHS
ONTHUMAJBHOTO TOPT(ENs 1HBECTHIIIHUX NPOEKTIB TI'POMAJCHKOTO CEKTOpYy, BHM3HAHHA OAWHHIL QALY HEKOpeKTHUMH st
BUKopucTaHHs [31] — ciif po3yMiTH JIMIIE K THMYacOBY BIJICYTHICTH KOHCEHCYCY Cepel] MepeBa)KHOI OUIBIIOCTI TEOPETHKIB Ta
MPAaKTHKIB y TMUTAaHHI MO0 NMPHUAATHOCTI 3aCTOCYBaHHS METOAY Ui BuMiptoBaHHS piBHS edekruBHOcTi Il y iHmmMX mapuHax
COLIIAJIFHOTO CEKTOpY HalllOHaJIbHOI ekoHOMikH [27, 31, 32].

BucnHoBku. He BUKIIMKae OMHOTO CyMHIBY MOTpe0a y NMPOBENEHHI KiJIbKICHOTO Ta SIKICHOTO OLIHIOBaHHS €(eKTUBHOCTI
BHUTpaYaHHS KOINTIB MPUBATHOTO Oi3HECy Ta OIOIKETIB, sKI MPHAMAIOTh ydacTh y peamizamii mpoekrtis JIIII. Ha »xanp, icHyrodi
METOJM BUMIpIOBaHHS €(EKTUBHOCTI HE Yy TMOBHIH Mipi 3aJ0BOJIBHAIOTH IMOTpPe0aM aHANITHUKIB Yy BUKOPUCTaHHI €IMHOTO
METOMOJIOTIYHOTO TiAXOAy A0 OIIHIOBAaHHS HACHIAKIB Takoi CIIBIpaIli 3 TOYKHA 30pYy AOCATHEHHS KOMEPUIHHOTO pe3yisTary y
MO€IHaHHI 3 e(eKTaMH IT03aKOMEPIIHHUMH, COIiadbHUMH. [IpakTHYHI METONM OIIHIOBAHHS, SKi ITMPOKO BHKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS Y
3apyOiKHIM mpakTuili Bxe NpoTsroM Maibke 100 pokiB, 0e3 CYTTEBUX KOPHUTYBaHb HE MOXYTh OyTH 3aCTOCOBAHUMH Y TNPAKTHIII
BiTUm3HsHIA. KpiM TOTO, IIepexia 10 MOBCIOMHOTO, y COLIaTHbHOMY CEKTOpi HAIllOHAIBHOI eKOHOMIKH, KOMOiHYBaHHS KOIITIB CTOPIiH
JIIIT Bumarae cyTTeBOTO MOJIMIIEHHS iHpOpMamiifHOTO 3a0e3MeYeHHs PO3paxyHKOBUX IMPOIEciB, (opMyBaHHS PO3BUHYTOTO PHHKY
KammiTauiB, PO3MIMPCHHS MEPETiKy MPUOATHUX 10 BHUKOPHCTAaHHS (OpPM, AKTHBHOTO BHKOPUCTAHHS BCi€l TaMH MEXaHi3MiB
MApTHEPCTBA, AaKTWBI3allii MiSUTBHOCTI OPTaHIB BHKOHABYOI BIAgM YCiX pIBHIB 3a KIFOYOBHUMH (ITOJITHKO-aIMiHICTPATHBHHUM,
HOPMaTUBHO-IIPABOBUM, EKOHOMIYHHMM, MapKeTHHroBMM) HampsiMamu po3Butky Il y comianbHiil cdepi, BUpIMIEHHS pPsIy
JNOCTITHUIBKUX 3amad (PO3paxyHKYy COIialbHUX CTaBOK IFCKOHTYBaHHS, aJbTEPHATHBHUX IliH, peaji3alii TOYHHX METOIIB
KOHBEpPTYBAaHHS PHUHKOBHX IIiH y TIOTOKM E€KOHOMIYHHMX pPECypciB Ha PiBHI Makpo- Ta ME30€KOHOMIKH, 3aCTOCYBaHHS KITIOYOBHX
MOJIOKEHb Teopii HekoomeparuBHUX irop k. Hermra, peanmizamii 9iTKOi MOCTITOBHOCTI MIATOTOBKH JO OpraHi3aiii mapTHEpPCTBa Y

comianbHiH cepi, METOIMIHIX TiIXOIB 10 KOHKypcHOro oriHfoBaHHA poekTiB I y comianbHii chepi perioHiB) Tomo.
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