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ASSESSING PROSPECTS FOR INDUSTRIAL AGGLOMERATION DEVELOPMENT:
CASE OF CENTRAL & EAST EUROPE COUNTRIES

The paper systemizes existing studies devoted to agglomeration formation and functioning and exploring the peculiarities of
agglomerations' development in CEE countries. The research is based on a comparison of indicators for industrial agglomeration
development in 51 region of CEE countries. The assessing prospects for industrial agglomeration development were conducted
using the following groups of indicators: localization level, availability of resources, the demand for the products of the
agglomeration area. The study used methods of analysis and synthesis of scientific generalization, comparison, induction and
deduction. Results of the research shows that an important feature for agglomeration development in Central and Eastern
Europe were foreign investment resources in the region, which is associated with the emergence of clusters in these regions,
although this investment was not the only determinant of success. The success of agglomeration origination with foreign
investment was driven by the presence of industrial agglomerations in key areas and related supporting industries. It builds up a
competitive advantage in the region and specialization in international supply chains, supply of resources (labor, production,
logistical), unmet demand in the domestic markets of these countries. As the prerequisite of agglomeration development was
availability of resources (natural; capital; technological). Primary lack of capital; technological resources was compensated
because of the transfer of activities from abroad due to other competitive advantages of the regions. Availability of market
opportunities and demand for agglomerations' products was an important aspect of determining the potential due to unsatisfied
demand in national markets of the countries and proximity to customers in West European markets.
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Introduction. Main feature of the current stage of world
economy development is establishment of a new model of
its functioning based on the new stage of the science and
technology revolution. Agglomeration forms of economic
activity are considered ones of the most successfully in
implementation of new technologies. The experience of
Central and Eastern Europe (CEE), which in recent
decades have made quality and systemic transformation of
national economies, prove the effectiveness of such forms
in achieving the highest outcomes of economic activity.
However, agglomerations are very dynamic and changing.
Some of them, disregarding previous success, ceased its
functioning, other endured transformations.

This actualizes the need for assessing the
development of such structures and determining their
further prospects for growth. Exploiting the experience of
CEE countries is extremely urgent for economic
development of Ukraine due to the need to determine the
prospects of Ukraine agglomerations development,
exploring successful experiences and determining potential
omissions in development strategies to avoid them.

For that reason, the purpose of the research is to
systemize existing studies into the agglomeration formation
and exploring the peculiarites of agglomerations'
development in CEE countries.

Literature review. Theoretical aspects of the concept
of agglomeration itself, its effects and advantages of
functioning were dicsovered in the studies of M. Porter,
B. Price, S. Kamath, E. Feser. M. Enright, M. Porter and
others. The main principles of innovative structures
formation based on practical experience explored in
studies of P. Fischer, M. Feldman, Schumpeter and others.
There are studies dedicated to the problem of
agglomeration development in CEE countries conducted by
such authors as: A. Kovalski, P. Zamborski, R. Rebelotti,
as well as in the works of Ukrainian authors such as
|. Bakushevych, Z. Varnaliy, M. Voinarenko, V. Novytskii.

These studies are devoted to the identification and
evaluation of agglomerations. Porter offers a model that
takes into account the following elements [1]: inputs,
demand conditions, related and supporting industries, firm
strategy and competition. notes that M. Porter's model may
be incomplete interpretation of the identification and
evaluation of agglomerations success; to overcome the
limitations of the model he offers its own assessment of the

identification and evaluation of agglomerations formation
prospects entitted GEMS (Global Economic Management
System — GEMS). This model along with elements of
M. Porter diamond offers such elements as [2]: business
climate, the anchor effect, industrial networks, the
concentration of firms, innovation potential, historical factors.
J. Nimen notes that the cluster success of the operation of
the effect following elements [3]: general economic
conditions, established for this industry; the potential for the
development of new productive capacity; availability of
qualified experienced entrepreneurs; availability of investors
willing to invest in new businesses. S. Sokolenko identified
such prerequisites for agglomeration formation as [4]: the
existence of competitive enterprises or those with potential
opportunities for development; geographical proximity of
enterprises, the existence of "critical mass" of companies or
potential for its creation; and the links between potential
participants of the clusters and the availability of competitive
advantages“in general.

Thus, there are several approaches to determining the
prerequisites of potential for agglomeration development.
However, there are the need for further studies on evaluation
stages of agglomerations development, their peculiarities
and models of their formation in CEE countries.

Methodology. The research is based on a comparison
of indicators for industrial agglomeration development in
51 region of CEE countries based on statistical data of
Eurostat, observational data of European Cluster
Observatory in CEE, and case studies of domestic and
foreign experts, materials of World Bank, periodicals. The
assessing prospects for industrial agglomeration
development were conducted using the following groups of
indicators: localization level, availability of resources, the
demand for the products of the agglomeration area. The
study used methods of analysis and synthesis of scientific
generalization, comparison, induction and deduction.

For the purpose of the research, agglomeration is
considered as territorial concentration of enterprises and
other economic entities, belonging to one industry or
related industries with developed system of economic
relations between them. Assessment of agglomeration
functioning can be divided into general economic
conditions and specific microeconomic conditions that
reflect the peculiarities of economic entities functioning and
development within sectors and regions.
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Main findings. Agglomerations development can be
described using the following components: localization
level (volume of employment in the sector and basic
industries), availability of resources (volume of investment

resources, human resources, infrastructure, scientific and
technical resources), the demand for the products of the
agglomeration area (as the actual volume of demand), the
level of interactions between the parties (Tab. 1).

Table 1. Evaluation criteria of agglomeration potential in terms of international business environment

Group Criteria Sufficiency level

Localization | e spatial proximity of enterprises; the existence of "critical mass" or possibility for its creation;
e concentration of enterprises; the ability to create "anchor effect" for the formation and attraction
« specialization, complementarity of participants of new businesses

Recourses | e natural lack of natural resources can be compensated by international
e employment activity development;
e capital capital resources can be compensated in case of high yield
« technology and know-how planned activities; _
e infrastructure lack of material capital resources and infrastructure also can be
« _intangible non-profit resources compensated in the same case, but it needs time.

Demand ¢ domestic demand conditions (volume and dynamics) | The demand conditions for end products with the opportunities to
e external demand conditions meet demand; or potential for creating demand
e companies opportunities to meet demand

Source: developed by author.

1. Localization of economic activity

Localization of economic activity can be characterized
using the assessment of the following indicators: spatial
concentration of enterprises, specialization and focus
activities of participants, the presence of a balanced
composition of participants in agglomeration. S.Sokolenko
outlines geographic concentration of enterprises as the
prerequisites for cluster development. When key
participants are in high proximity to each other, it opens the
opportunities to activate interaction and increase the
number of contacts and relationships among them [4],
which generally can be described as spatial proximity.

There is an interconnection between the industry stage
and the geographical concentration, as the M. Menzel
outlines [5]. For industries that are at maturity stage, an
indicator of potential for cluster development is an
existence of such a "critical mass", which designates a
favorable base for entrepreneurship development in the

region. If the industry is at its maturity, and the
concentration of businesses and individual initiatives are
low, this designates low region or industry potential for
clusterization. For industries at the beginning of the life
cycle distinct spatial concentration is observed, except for
some small  agglomerations.  Enterprises  begin
agglomerate as the industry starts growing.

The first stage motor origin agglomerations in CEE
related to the opening of markets in these countries, but it
has not led to an entirely new trend in the automotive
industry, strengthening the market position of existing
capacity, but which were in the stage of decline. Foreign
Investment Projects in 1989 strengthened the three former
industrial structures that were created in socialist times, the
Czech Republic, Poland, Slovakia and led to their
development, creating new round of that decade led to the
formation of agglomerates.
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Fig. 1. Vehicle production in CEE countries, 1961-2014, units, in thousand

Source: compiled by author based on [6], [7].

As shown in Fig. 1 production volumes in Romania
were small, remaining stable from 1981 to 2002, but
automotive sector upgrading caused attraction of foreign
manufacturers to Romania, which next led to a new step in

the industry development and contributed to the
emergence of agglomerations.
Agglomeration, starting from a small number of

companies, develops to a large scale, involving a large
number of new businesses. Deployment of TNCs
automotive production capacity in the CEE region just
reflect such trends. The territory of these countries was
quite attractive due to the proximity to Western European

countries, the availability of relatively cheap highly qualified
labor force, own car industry and unsatisfied domestic
demand, which was the impetus for the emergence of
automobile agglomerations in these countries.

From a global perspective the Czech Republic,
Hungary and Poland is part of the Central European
automotive agglomeration. Which originated in the Central
Bohemia region by German manufacturers investments
(since 1991 when Volksvagen gained control of Skoda
Auto in Mlada Boleslav). Another foreign manufacturer, that
successful entered the territory of Central Bohemia is an
Toyota Peugeot Citroén Automobile (TPCA). The company
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invested in the construction of car plant in Kolin, which from
establishing production of small cars like the Toyota Aygo,
Peugeot 107 and Citroen C1 in 2005, the annual capacity

of 300 ths. cars, later becoming one of the biggest
exporters in the Czech Republic.

Table 2. Activities leading automotive multinationals in the region Central and Eastern Europe

Results 2016
Region Trade mark Year Production | % of the total | % of the 'fotal
volume, world production
in unit production of the EU

PSA 2002 130449 5,17% 8,19%

Czech CZ02 — Czech average TOYOTA 2002 72492 0,82% 15,41%
Republic VOLKSWAGEN 1991 655748 6,71% 13,93%
CZ08 — Moravia-Silesia HYUNDAI 2008 30745 0,40% 48,71%

HU22 — Western Transdanubia | AUDI 1997 135232 1,38% 2,87%

. SUZUKI 1992 146365 5,76% 100,00%

Hungary | HU21 - Central Transdanubia I FjAT 5 7uki production fadiliies) - 2182 0,11% 0,33%
HU33 — Southern Great Plain MERCEDES 2008 15029 0,83% 1,09%

Poland PL22 — Silesian FIAT (including Ford-K) 1992 259431 13,62% 39,56%
PL41 — Wielkopolska VOLKSWAGEN 1996 154272 1,58% 3,28%

Romania RO31 — Northwest DACIA 1999 338882 14,13% 30,40%
RO41 — Southwest FORD 2008 52829 1,64% 4,88%

SKO01 — Bratislava Region AUDI 1991 60990 0,62% 1,30%

Slovakia SK02 — West PSA 2003 240019 9,52% 15,07%
SKO3 — Central KIA 2004 32372 0,42% 51,29%
VOLKSWAGEN 2000 26234 0,27% 0,56%

Slovenia S101 — Eastern Slovenia RENAULT 1988 118533 4.94% 10,63%
MERCEDES - 11998 0,66% 0,87%

Source: compiled by author based on [6], [7].

Decision of Korean automobile manufacturer Hyundai to
invest in the East region of the Czech Republic, increased
automotive localization in Central and Eastern Europe and
potential for neighboring region of Slovakia agglomeration
development. Later the region attracts VW, Kia and
Peugeot. Such an anchor effect can also be seen in the
automotive industry in Poland, where the inflow of foreign
direct investment to the automotive industry caused dynamic
development of subcontractors, prompting other participants
to enter the country and the deployment of its assembly
plants there. These were Toyota, Isuzu, Volkswagen, MAN,
Volvo, Michelin and General Motors [8]. Investments in the
automotive industry (or reinvestment companies that already
operate in Poland) stimulate the development of regular
companies and creation of new jobs. There are many sub-
suppliers in the automotive industry currently in Poland, and
engines production becomes Polish specialty. Its production
is concentrated around four agglomerations: Katowice,
Wroclaw, Poznan and Warsaw.

The emergence of anchor effect in Romania can be
observed in the 2000s in the textiles, clothing and footwear
industries, when many enterprises of this sector have

= Manufacture of electrical equipment

started outsourcing its clothing production. For example,
cluster Montebelluna in Italy began to move their
production facilities to Timisoara in the early 2000s due to
the need to develop their own competitive advantages of
Italian industry comparing with Chinese competitors. This
formed the satellite agglomeration with high concentration
of textile industry enterprises that has been developed only
due to foreign investment.

We explore the relationship between the localization of
business activity in some regions of these countries and the
state of cluster development in them to assess the level of
agglomerations in CEE. Because cluster can be considered
as an advanced form of agglomeration with established
economic ties between the parties. Not all regions where
there is a presence of a large company's concentration have
developed agglomerations. That is became obvious when
studying the example of the automotive industry functioning
in CEE region given in Fig. 2., which shows the number of
employed in the automotive industry, other transport
manufacturing and engineering in general and are compared
with the state of clusters (Fig. 2).

mManufacture of machinery and equipment n.e.c.

=Manufacture of motor vehicles, trailers and semidrailers #Manufacture of other transport equipment
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Fig. 2. The relationship between the level of employment in the CEE regions and the state of cluster development in 2016

Source: compiled by author based on [6], [9].
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Fig. 2 shows that relation between the amount of
employment in the region and the presence of clusters is
not always true. For example, the Western Romania
region's auto industry employs more than 45 thousand
persons has no developed cluster. Although there is cluster
under formation in the Central region of Romania, where
the level of employment in the industry consists of 25
thousand persons. Thus, the high volume of employment
does not always mean cluster existence and does not
necessarily lead to its appearance. The high level of
employment indicators does not always characterize
developed agglomeration.

2. Availability of resources.

Availability of natural resources, labor, capital,
technology is considered the prerequisite for the
development of business activity in the region and
attraction of business entities in it. The Central and Eastern
Europe region evidence the trend to agglomerate in the
sectors of major specialization in the region. However, at
the beginning of 1990, by the time of foreign companies'
first entry into the region, such industries were not
developed, and in fact were more in a stage of the
resource base, potentially attractive for the formation of
agglomerations. Such resource base was represented by
the cheap labor force, natural resources, industrial
infrastructure and the presence of specific knowledge,
potentially attractive for the formation of industrial regions.
For example, Romanian textile industry development
started due to specific traditions and technologies in the
region. It goes back at least to the 15th century when the
first cloth guilds were created and the first textile factory
were opened in 1867. But the crucial factor was the foreign
direct investment of Italian companies to the regions with
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textile industry specialization. Most of the clusters in
Romania were developed in Arad, Timisoara and
Bucharest areas. The success of the automotive industry
cluster development, emerging as a part of international
clusters from Western Europe, was also due to similar
factors, especially to significant production infrastructure
remained after soviet period [10].

Availability of technological resources, as a factor of
agglomeration success, includes formal and implied
technological resources. Formal technological recourses can
be evaluated in terms of patents and intellectual property
rights, licensing statistics, expenditures on research and
development. Implicit technological resources can be
characterized as availability of specialized knowledge or
traditions in the manufacture of certain products.

The availability of capital resources both in physical and
monetary terms is an important prerequisite to for the
agglomeration formation. Although their absence can be
compensated by involving in international activities.
However, as noted by Porter, a source of competitive
advantage and thus a prerequisite for the clusters
formation is not about the problem to access investment
resources, but the ability of companies to use these
investments in the most efficient manner [11]. The
presence of physical capital is most important from the
point of time. Modern production facilities and research
laboratories, the availability of infrastructure: physical,
logistics, innovation builds up a competitive advantage of a
higher level, but require significant time and cost for their
creation and development.

An important aspect of agglomerations development
process of CEE region was attraction of FDI (Fig. 3).
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Fig. 3. Net FDI inflows in some CEE countries, 1995-2014, bin. USD

Source: compiled by author based on [13].

Assessment of human resources potential is usually
focused on internal human resources in the region. Central
European countries has highly skilled workers, engineers and
managers. That makes possible not only to create complex
industries in the region, but also conduct experimentation with
new systems of production (as an example, the development
of module production at Skoda) [3].

Natural resources, climate, geographical location, which
are the main factors, and those which country receives as an
inheritance or with small investments, are the most important
in the extractive industries and in industries associated with
agriculture. For the development of other sectors, such
advantages are not particularly important.

3. A demand for products

The first critical factor for agglomeration development is
the availability of market opportunities. Sometimes a
market niche is already present, sometimes is potential,

attracting the interest of companies in these areas. If there
is a sizeable market opportunity, then there are prospects
for growth. An important aspect of determining the potential
for agglomeration development is to determine the final
product demand. Thus, it is necessary to separate
domestic demand and demand in foreign markets.
Launching automotive clusters in CEE countries was
due to the growing demand in the global market for
automotive production, prompting companies from Western
Europe to launch production in Eastern Europe to optimize
production processes for sales in existing markets. An
important role also played a domestic demand in the CEE
countries. There was a shortage of passenger cars in
1990. And it was a good opportunity for automotive TNCs
to enter these markets. So the leader on the Polish
automotive market became the ltalian "Fiat" (in 1996 Poles
bought 109,000 cars of this group), in the Czech Republic



ISSN 1728-2667

EKOHOMIKA. 6(195)/2017

~47 ~

in terms of sales was leading the German "Volkswagen"
and its sister group "Damage"”, in Romania — the South
Korean company "Daewoo", in Slovenia — French "Reno"
and Hungarian — Japanese "Suzuki". Moreover, the share
of Russian "AvtoVAZ", which once held a prominent place
in CEE, had less than 1 % of sales. Total sales in CEE in
1996 was about 900 thousand cars (in 1994 the figure was
461,483) [8; 9; 11]. In fact, the largest market share in
sales was owned by the companies, which had the largest
share in industry production in country. In addition, almost
the same trend we can see nowadays (Table 2).

Changing of demand conditions for the final products
affects the demand for companies' suppliers and the
demand for products throughout the value chain. This

example shows Hungary. Since the early 90's there were
many car assembly plants in neighboring countries in
Eastern Europe — Slovakia, the Czech Republic and
Romania. New markets development was very favorable for
Hungarian suppliers. In 1992-2000, production of the
automotive industry in Hungary has increased by 810%. This
is almost 4 times more than average industry increase [12].

The relationship between the demand for final products
and intermediate demand was characteristic not only of
inter-firm linkages within the region of Central and Eastern
Europe, but also in conjunction with major countries —
partners in CEE countries (Germany, France, Italy), who
placed production capacity in the CEE countries, but the
final assembly and sales remained for them (Fig. 4).
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Source: compiled by author based on [13].

Fig. 4 shows that export dynamics of CEE is similar to
the export dynamics of Germany, France, Italy, which is
particularly evident in 2003, 2005, 2008-2010 and 2013
and there is some interconnections. These trends shows
drop in CEE export of machinery parts and components
due to decreasing need for such products by leading
countries in certain periods and respectively the increase of
automotive industry products of Germany, France and Italy
caused increase in exports of CEE countries. That is why,
in the most general terms, we can specify some connection
between demand for final products for Western Europe
countries and derived demand for CEE countries products.

Conclusions.

Results of the research shows that an important feature
for agglomeration development in Central and Eastern
Europe were foreign investment resources in the region,
which is associated with the emergence of clusters in these
regions, although this investment was not the only
determinant of success. The success of agglomeration
origination with foreign investment was driven by the
presence of industrial agglomerations in key areas and
related supporting industries. It builds up a competitive
advantage in the region and specialization in international
supply chains, supply of resources (labor, production,
logistical), unmet demand in the domestic markets of these
countries. As the prerequisite of agglomeration
development was availability of resources (natural; capital;
technological). Primary lack of capital; technological
resources was compensated because of the transfer of

activities from abroad due to other competitive advantages
of the regions. Availability of market opportunities and
demand for agglomerations' products was an important
aspect of determining the potential due to unsatisfied
demand in national markets of the countries and proximity
to customers in West European markets.

Discussion. Further studies should be devoted for
modeling and estimation of cluster growth types in CEE
region and ascertainment the economic interest of
agglomeration participants' and mechanisms of their
conciliation in the context of agglomeration growth
strategies. The issue of innovation activity growth
peculiarities and mechanisms of implementation of CEE
regions agglomeration best development practice for
Ukraine also should be further explored.
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OUIHIOBAHHS MEPCMEKTUB PO3BUTKY NPOMUCNOBUX ATNMOMEPALIN:
KPAIHU LEHTPAJIbHOI TA CXIAQHOI €EBPOINU

Po3kpusarombcsi ocobnueocmi po3sumky aznomepauill y kpaiHax LJCE. JocnidxeHHs 6a3yembcsi Ha NOPi8HSAHHI MOKa3HUKie po3eumkKy npo-
mucrnoeoi aznomepadyii e 51 pezioHi kpaiH LJCE. lMepcnekmueu oyiHKU po3eumky npomucsiogoi aznomepayii 6ynu npoeedeHi 3 sUKOPUCMAHHAM
makux epyn nokasHukie: pieeHb siokanisayil, HasieHicmb pecypcie, monum Ha NPodyKmu 30HU aariomepauii. Y docnidxeHHi aukopucmaHo Memoou
aHanisy ma cuHme3sy HayKoeo20 y3a2alsibHeHHsl, NoPieHsIHHS, iIHOYKuii U dedykuyil. Pesynbmamu docnidxeHHs1 MOKa3yromb, W0 8aX/1U8OH ocobu-
sicmto po3eumky aznomepayii 8 LlenmpanbHili ma CxioHili €Eeponi 6yno 3any4eHHs1 iH03eMHO20 iHeecmuyiliHo20 pecypcy 8 pe2ioHu, wo rnoe‘s3a-
HO 3 N1os1I80I0 KJ1acmepie y yux pezioHax, xoya Usi iHeecmuyisi He 6yna €OUHUM 8U3Ha4YaslbHUM (haKmMopPOM ycrixy. Ycnix eUHUKHEeHHs1 azriomepayil
3 iHO3eMHUMU iHeecmuyissMu 3yMO8J1l08a8Cs1 Hasi8HICMIO NMPOMUCIIO8UX az2sioMepayili y Kio4yoeux 2any3six i CyMikHuUx 2any3six nidmpumku. Le
Ccmeoproe KOHKypeHmHy rnepeeazy e pezioHi ma cneuianizayiro 8 MiXXHapoOHUX NTaHYIOXKKax MmocmayaHHs, nocmavaHHsi pecypcie (po6oyoi cunu,
8uUpobHuUYymMea, MamepianbHO-MexHiYHO20 3abe3nevyeHHs)), He3a0080/IeHO20 Nonumy Ha eHympiWHiIX puHKax yux KpaiH. OckinbKku nepedyMoeoro
po3sumky a2nomepauii 6yso HasieHicmb pecypcie (MpupodHux, KanimanabHUX, mexHoso2iyHux). lMepeuHHuili 6pak kanimany; TexHoso2i4Hi pecypcu
6ynu KomneHcoeaHi 8 pesynbmami nepedayi disnbHOCcMI 3-3a KOPOOHY Yepe3 iHWIi KOHKypPeHMHi nepeeazu pezioHie. HasseHicmb puHKO8UX MOXIU-
eocmeli ma nonumy Ha npodyKuito azriomepayili € 8aXXIUBUM acrieKmom eU3Ha4eHHs1 MomeHuyiany Yepe3 HeeadogosieHUli MONUM Ha HayioHanbHUX
PUHKax KpaiH i 6n1u3bkicmb Ao crnoxueayie Ha puHkax 3axidHoi €eponu.

Knro4oei cnoea: aznomepauisi; nokanisayisi; nepedyMmosu po3eumky a2riomepayii; kpaiHu LlenmpanbHoi ma CxidHoi €eponu.
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OLIEHKA NEPCMEKTUBbLI PA3BUTUSA NPOMBILLNEHHbIX ATTIOMEPALIUNA:
CTPAHbI LEHTPAJIbHON U BOCTOYHOWU EBPOINbI

Packpbieatomcesi ocob6eHHOcmu pa3zeumusi aznomepayuli 8 cmpaHax UBE. UccnedoeaHue 6a3upyemcsi Ha cpagHeHuUuU rnokasamesnel passumusi
npombiwseHHol aznomepayuu e 51 pecuoHe cmpaH LUBE. OueHku nepcriekmue pa3eumusi NPoMbiWieHHOU az2iomMepayuu 6binu npoeedeHbl ¢
ucnonb3o8aHUeM makux 2pynn fnokasamernel: ypogeHb JIOKau3ayuu, Haau4yue pecypcos, crpoc Ha npodykmbl 30HbI azrnomepayuu. B uccnedo-
8aHuu ucnonb3oeaHbl MemoOdbl aHanu3a u cuHme3a, Hay4yHo20 o6o6uieHusi, cpagHeHusi, UHOyKkyuu u Aedykyuu. Pesynsmamsbl uccrnedoeaHusi
rnokasbiearom, Ymo eaxxHoli o0cO6eHHOCMbIO pa3eumus aznomepayuu e LjenmpanbHoii u BocmoyHolii Eeporne 6b110 npusnieyeHue UHOCMpPaHHO20
UHBECMUUUOHHO20 pecypca 8 pea2uoHhbl, YMo Cesi3aHO C MosieJIeHUeM K/lacmepos 8 3mux pe2uoHax, Xomsi UHeecmuyuu He s18J1s1lomcsi eOuUHcm-
8EeHHbIM onpedensrowum hakmopom ycnexa. Ycrnex 803HUKHOBEHUST azsloMepayuu ¢ UHOCMPaHHbIMU UH8eCMuyusiMu obycriaenueanochb Hau-
queM NpoMbIWIEeHHbIX az/ioMepayull 8 KiloYyeeblX OMpPacsisiXx U CMeXHbIX noddepkusarouwjux ompacsisix. Amo cozdaem KOHKypPeHMmMHoe npeumy-
wecmeo 8 peauoHe U crieyuanusayuro 8 MexxdyHapoOHbIX Uerno4ykax rnocmasok (nocmasok pecypcos, paboyel cusbi, npousgodcmea, Mmamepua-
JIbHO-MexHU4YecKko20 obecrneveHusy), HeydoesIemeopPeHHO20 Crpoca Ha 8HYMPEHHUX pbiHKax amux cmpaH. [lockonbKy npednocbiikol pazeumus
aznomepauyuu 6b1/10 Hasluyue pecypcoe (MpupodHbIX, KanumarsbHbIX, mexHosiozudeckux). lepeu4Hbili Hedocmamok Kanumasna u mexHosioau4de-
CcKue pecypcbl 6bl1U KOMIIEeHCUPO8aHbI 8 pe3ysibmame fnepeHeceHus desimesibHOCMU u3-3a pybexa 6nazodapsi Opy2uM KOHKYPeHMHbIM rpeumy-
wecmeam pea2uoHos. Hanu4ue pbIHOYHBIX 803MOXHOCMeEU U crpoca Ha MPOJYKYUI azriomepayuli s18/Isi/I0Ch 8a)XKHbLIM acriekmom onpedeseHust
nomeHyuana 4Yepe3 Hey0o8/1eME8OPEHHbIl CMPOC Ha HaUUOHasIbHbIX PbIHKax 3Mux cmpaH u 2eozpaguyeckyro 65u3ocmb K nompebumensim Ha
pbiHkax 3anadHol Eeponbl.

Kniodeenbie cniosa: aznomepayusi; 1okanusayusi; npednochkliku pazeumusi aznomepayuu; cmpaHbl LlenmpaneHotli u BocmoyHol Eeponbl.



