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An author definition of exchange control was given, functions of NBU as a 

currency market regulator were characterized, instruments for NBU exchange control 
were systematized, features of their usage in a post crisis period and reaction of 
Ukrainian currency market on them were determined.  

Key words: exchange control; market; instruments; post crisis period.  
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Determination of Ukraine’s place in the world global space, moving towards 

him is a complex and controversial process that is influenced by many, often conflicting, 
factors. In this paper, we use econometric techniques to analyze different aspects of the 
degree of involvement of Ukraine and its regions in the global economy, made an 
analysis of the implementation of the financial and economic policies, the state of the 


