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ASSESSMENT OF THE INTERNATIONAL
COMPETITIVENESS OF THE CORPORATE PROFIT TAX
IN UKRAINE

The article is devoted to assessing the international competitiveness
of the corporate profit tax system based on the approach of the US Tax
Foundation, which develops International Tax Competitiveness Index
of the corporate profit tax (ICI) and takes into account the level of profit
tax rates, cost recovery, tax incentives and complexity of tax law.

According to the analysis of the international ranking of OECD
countries, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and Hungary had the highest
ICIs in 2019-2020. The main factors that have had a positive effect on
their competitiveness are the low top marginal income tax rate,
unlimited loss carryback and carryforward, no restrictions on the list
of assets subject to depreciation, as well as the use of accelerated
depreciation, which allows companies to compensate for a larger share
of the initial value of assets, LIFO inventory or at least inventory by the
weighted average cost method, no Patent Box; no tax credit for R&D,
and low corporate profit tax complexity.

The calculation of the ICI for Ukraine, based on the approbation of
the methodological approach of the Tax Foundation, found that in
2019-2020 Ukraine with a total score of 55.07 took 24th place out of
35 OECD countries. The author characterizes the main components of
Ukrainian corporate profit taxation in terms of their impact on
international competitiveness; in addition, ways to increase ICI are
substantiated.

Keywords: international tax competitiveness, corporate profit tax,
Patent Box

One of the factors in the development of the fiscal space in Ukraine is to stimulate
the economic activity of enterprises by attracting new investments, including foreign
ones. Given the high demand for capital in terms of intensifying the processes of
international integration of countries, the priority of domestic tax policy is to increase
the level of international tax competitiveness of Ukraine. Its implementation will
create more favorable conditions for business taxation, which is a necessary

! Frolova, Nataliia Borysivna — PhD in Economics, Senior Researcher, SI "Institute for Economics
and Forecasting, NAS of Ukraine" (26, Panasa Myrnoho St., Kyiv, 01011, Ukraine), ORCID: 0000-
0002-7979-950X, e-mail: nata.frolova99@gmail.com

© Frolova N., 2021

116 ISSN 2663-6557. Economy and forecasting. 2021, Ne 1: 116-127


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7979-950X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7979-950X

Assessment of the international competitiveness ... @

prerequisite for improving the investment climate in the country. For many foreign
investors, the tax competitiveness rating of countries, which can be used to compare,
in particular, the conditions of corporate profit taxation in different jurisdictions,
serves as a guide for choosing the territorial location of investment. Assessing the
level of international tax competitiveness also allows us to identify existing
asymmetries in various aspects of the domestic tax system compared to other
countries. This is very important, because minimizing the asymmetry and bringing
the conditions of profit taxation in Ukraine in line with world practice helps to
remove additional barriers to attracting new investment in our country. This means
that assessing the level of international tax competitiveness can serve as an effective
tool for analyzing the effectiveness of domestic tax policy measures in terms of
evaluation of their impact on the investment attractiveness of our country
internationally.

The purpose of the article is to assess the system of corporate profit taxation in
Ukraine in terms of international tax competition.

Today, there are different approaches to determining the international
competitiveness of tax systems. Thus, according to the annual index of economic
freedom, calculated annually by the Wall Street Journal and the Heritage
Foundation for most countries, the degree of economic freedom is highest in
countries with relatively low marginal rates of taxes on personal income and on
corporate profits, as well as relatively low overall taxation (defined as the ratio
of total tax revenues to GDP). In 2020, the highest Tax Freedom Index (over 99
out of 100), according to Heritage Foundation experts, was in Qatar, Saudi
Arabia, Bahrain and the UAE, which, with the exception of Saudi Arabia, do not
apply personal income taxes and corporate profits, and have total tax revenues
lower than 10% of GDP. At the same time, among the lowest Tax Freedom
Indexes were those in Denmark, Sweden, Chad and Belgium, while marginal
personal income tax rate is over 50% and total tax revenues (excluding Chad)
exceed 44% of GDP [1].

The assessment of the international tax competitiveness of OECD member
countries, carried out by experts of the Tax Foundation?, takes into account five main
components of the taxation system, namely:

— corporate profit taxation, which includes the profit tax rate, the treatment of
corporate capital cost recovery, certain tax preferences and the ease of tax
compliance for doing business;

— personal income taxation, which takes into account the level and structure of
personal income tax, the complexity of the personal taxation system, as well as the
taxation of capital gains on assets (including dividends);

— consumption taxation, taking into account the rates and base of consumption
taxes, as well as their complexity in terms of compliance with tax legislation;

2 A leading independent non-profit research center on tax policy, founded in 1937 in the United States.
Developed a methodology for estimating the International Tax Competitiveness Index.
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— property taxation, which includes taxes on real estate and other property, as
well as taxes on capital and capital transfer;

— international taxation, including the taxation of capital gains on assets
(dividends) and other types of income, as well as the rules of international tax law.

Each of the indicators is credited with points, whose number determines the
country's rating (see, for example, Table 1). It is worth noting that the Tax
Foundation estimates the International Competitiveness Index for only 36 OECD
member countries. Ukraine and most emerging economies, including the former
Soviet republics (except the Baltic States), are not on their list. Therefore, it is
important to study the methodology of calculating the Index of International Tax
Competitiveness, including for the purpose of its testing to assess the international
competitiveness of the tax system of Ukraine. The solution of this problem will
allow, on the one hand, to make international comparisons of the tax system of
Ukraine in relation to other countries of the world and to determine the rating of our
state on the level of international tax competitiveness. Secondly, to identify the
features of the domestic tax system, the reform of which will increase its
international competitiveness.

Table 1
Top 10 countries according to the International Tax Index
competitiveness in 2020

Rating components
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Estonia 1 100,0 2 1 9 1 16
Latvia 2 84,4 1 5 26 6 19
New Zealand 3 82,4 24 4 6 2 20
Switzerland 4 77,1 14 14 1 34 3
Luxembourg 5 76,0 26 20 3 14 6
Lithuania 6 75,8 3 7 23 7 23
Sweden 7 74,0 8 19 16 5 11
Czech 8 731 | 7 3 34 9 10
Republic
Australia 9 71,4 30 17 7 4 31
Slovakia 10 69,9 18 2 33 4 31

Source: US Tax Foundation [2].

The ranking of OECD countries in terms of the level of international
competitiveness of the corporate profit tax system in 2020 was led by the Baltic
countries (Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania). The least competitive of all OECD
countries were the corporate profit tax systems of Japan, France, and Portugal.

In assessing the international tax competitiveness of OECD countries, the experts
of the Tax Foundation take into account various aspects of corporate profit taxation,
in particular:
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— corporate profit tax rates,

— tax treatment of the recovery of costs incurred by companies (such as loss
carryover provisions; methods of accounting for inventories; conditions for capital
cost recovery, as well as tax treatment of the retained earnings);

— tax preferences for companies engaged in certain economic activities;

— ease of tax compliance for doing business.

To calculate the Index of International Competitiveness in the system of corporate
profit tax, 13 indicators are used (Table 2).

Table 2

Indicators of the Index of International Competitiveness in the System of

Corporate Profit Tax

Ne Name Explanation
1. | Corporate tax rate Aggregate maximum marginal profit tax rate
2. | Loss carryback Period (years) f_or which the company may carry losses |r_10urred in
the current year in order to repay them from previously received profit
3. | Loss carryforward I_Derlod (years) d_urlng which t_he company may include losses incurred
in current year in future profit tax declaration
4 ggggjé;?ﬁ Share (percentage) of the initial cost of equipment that the company
Machines can write off during their depreciation period
Capital CF’St The share (percentage) of the initial cost of structures and buildings
5. | Recovery: - - . L -
S that the company can write off during their depreciation period
Buildings
6 ggggjércw The share (percentage) of the initial value of intangible assets that the
' ery- company can write off during their depreciation period
Intangibles
Provided for in the national legislation methods of accounting for
7. | Inventory inventories: the LIFO method, the weighted average cost method, the
FIFO method
8 Allowance for Deduction of the company’s retained profits used for reinvestment
" | corporate equity from its tax base
9. | Patent Box Preferential tax regime for profits from intellectual property
Implicit marginal rate of R&D tax benefits, which reflects the amount
10. | R&D tax credit (percentage) by which a company investing in R&D can reduce the
value of its investment by applying R&D tax benefits
Corporate . .
11. complexity: time Time (hours) spent by the company to comply with tax laws
Corporate
12.| complexity: yearly | The number of the company’s yearly profit tax payments
profit payments
Corporate
13.| complexity: other The number of the company’s other yearly tax payments
yearly payments

Source: Compiled by author based on data from US Tax Foundation [2].

The features that positively characterize the system of corporate profit tax in
terms of its competitiveness include the following:

— relatively low level of the combined top marginal profit tax rate;

— opportunities to deduct current year losses against future profits (carryforwards)
or deduct current year losses against past profits (carrybacks) for the maximum
allowable period;
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— absence of restrictions on the list of assets subject to depreciation, as well as
availability of accelerated depreciation, which allows companies to compensate for
a larger share of the initial value of assets;

— accounting for inventory at the cost of the latest receipts of inventories (LIFO
method), or at least by the method of weighted average cost;

—  preferential taxation of the company’s retained profits used for reinvestment;

— unavailability of preferential tax regime for profits from intellectual property
(so-called Patent Box);

— unavailability of tax benefits for R&D;

— relatively low amount of profit tax payments and the company’s other
mandatory payments, as well as the minimum number of hours that the company
spends on tax payment and compliance with other rules provided by tax legislation.

As the OECD experience shows, the system of corporate profit taxation in any
country does not meet all the above criteria. For example, the lowest level of the
combined top marginal rate of profit tax in 2020 was in Hungary (9%), and the best
conditions for cost recovery for companies were observed in Estonia and Latvia,
where companies are allowed to carry losses both to the past and to the future periods
for an indefinite period. In addition, companies in Estonia and Latvia have the
opportunity to compensate by depreciating almost 100% of the actual purchasing
cost of the equipment. The most favorable tax legislation for doing business was in
Finland.

First of all, this is due to the small number of tax payments paid by the company
(five, including profit tax), as well as the high efficiency of tax administration, due
to which Finnish companies spend on average only about 18 hours a year to comply
with tax laws. Estonian companies need even less time to comply with tax laws (five
hours a year), but the number of tax payments paid by an average company here is
eight.

The negative factors that reduce the competitiveness of profit tax systems include,
first of all, restrictions on carryover of the companies’ losses to other periods. Thus,
today only in two OECD countries (Estonia and Latvia) companies can use this
opportunity without any restrictions. In 23 OECD countries, companies cannot
compensate their losses by carrying them from the current year over to previous
years (loss carryback). However, even in 12 countries where this is allowed, losses
can only be deducted against past profit earned no more than five years ago (USA),
in Canada — no more than three years, and in other countries - no more than one
year (Ireland, Great Britain, the Netherlands). In addition, many countries limit the
share of losses that can be deducted against profits of other periods (for example,
50% of losses for five years in Poland and Slovakia) or stipulate a limit on the size
of the tax base within which such deduction can be made (for example, no more than
80% of taxable profit in Italy, 75% in Austria, 70% in Spain, and 50% - in Korea,
France, and Hungary).
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Deduction from the tax base of the share of a company’s retained profits,
according to experts, helps overcome such a widespread phenomenon as the
propensity of economic entities to debt (debt bias), as it allows to bring the tax
treatment of corporate equity to the terms of tax treatment of interest payments,
which, as a rule, are subject to deduction from the tax base. Thus, such a regime
minimizes the distortive impact of profit taxation on the company's choice between
financing from its own funds or borrowing. However, today the preferential tax
conditions for corporate equity are provided only in five OECD countries, in
particular in Belgium (introduced in 2006), Italy (effective since 2011), Poland
(effective since 2019), Portugal (effective since 2017) and Turkey (effective since
2015) [2]. Thus, the system of corporate profit tax in most OECD countries remains
rather distortive and therefore less competitive.

Another component of profit tax systems, which, according to OECD experts and
the Tax Foundation, has a distortive effect on the company’s investment decisions,
is the provision of tax preferences to companies engaged in certain economic
activities. This is a special tax regime of profits earned from intellectual property
(patents protected by copyright, software, as well as other intellectual property that
can be patented), also known as "Patent Box".

As of 2020, the "Patent Box" regime is applied in 17 EU member states.
Preferential rates on profits for IT companies vary from 0% (Hungary) to 13.95%
(Italy). It should be noted that in Hungary there are currently two preferential rates
of the Patent Box: the 0% rate is applied only to the increase in the capital value of
qualified objects of intellectual value; and profit in the form of royalties is taxed at
the rate of 4.5%.

In most countries (exception for the United Kingdom), preferential tax regime
can be applied not only to patents but also to software. In Spain and France, the
"Patent Box" allows the use of a preferential tax regime, under which the rate of
profit tax on intellectual property products is only 10%, despite the fact that the base
rate of this tax in the above-mentioned countries is 25 and 34.4%, respectively. The
largest gap between the preferential and base tax rates is observed in Belgium (4.4%
vs. 29.5%) and Luxembourg (5.2% vs. 26.01%).

In Switzerland, in 2019, the "Patent Box" regime was applied only at the regional
level (in the canton of Nidwalden). There, patent profit was taxed at a reduced rate
of 8.8-12.6%. However, starting from 2020, this regime has been extended to this
country’s entire territory. The preferential regime allows companies to exempt from
taxation 90% of profits from intellectual property.

However, the most attractive country in terms of the use of "Patent Box™ among
OECD member countries is Ireland. There, the profit tax rate of 6.25% applies to
profits from any intellectual property, including patents and software, as well as
other IP-equivalent sources. It is worth noting that it was in Ireland in the 1970s that
the "Patent Box™ regime was first introduced. The country is now known for tax
minimization schemes of large American companies (such as Google, Amazon, and
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IBM), which involve use both resident and non-resident Irish companies to earn
profits in the European Union in the form of royalties and subsequent redistribution
of its part between US parent companies. When applying such a scheme, most of the
profit remains in the accounts of Irish offshore companies. In order to use this
scheme, many international corporations placed their headquarters directly in Ireland
[3]. It should be noted that the availability of the Patent Box and other R&D tax
exemptions largely determine the fact that in the ranking of competitiveness in terms
of tax preferences for certain economic activities and in terms of ease of tax compliance
for doing business, Ireland despite having one of the lowest profit tax rates (12.5%), is
only in 22nd place among 36 OECD countries. Only in four OECD countries, namely
Denmark, Estonia, Latvia and Finland, there are no tax exemptions for R&D, and there
is no Patent Box, which, according to experts, promotes more efficient distribution of
investment and accelerates economic growth [2, p. 12], and thus has a positive effect on
the competitiveness of these countries’ tax systems. Thus, in the ranking of the
competitiveness of profit tax systems, Latvia and Estonia are on the 1st and 2nd places.
At the same time, Finland is in 6th place, and Denmark in 16th place. Such a relatively
low rating of Denmark and Finland, especially compared to Estonia and Latvia, is due
to the low rank of the terms of cost recovery in these countries. This was primarily due
to the fact that in order account for inventories, both countries use the method of the cost
of first-in-time inventories (first in-First out, FIFO), which, according to experts, leads
to understated real costs of the company’s expenditures. Besides, companies in these
countries are only allowed to carry losses forward (to future periods), and no more than
10 years forward in Finland and no more than five years forward in Denmark. As a result,
Denmark and Finland, in terms of cost recovery conditions, are in 27th and 31st places
respectfully.

Overall, among the OECD countries, the worst rating of international
competitiveness of profit tax systems is observed in Japan. With a profit tax rate of
29.7%, the country ranks 31st in terms of this indicator, 34th place in terms of cost
recovery (the capital allowance in buildings here is only 27.5% compared to 48.3% on
average in OECD) and 35th place in terms of tax preferences for certain economic
activities and ease of tax compliance for doing business (Japanese companies have about
16 types of annual tax payments, which is twice the OECD average).

Given the intensification of Ukraine's international integration, of particular
scientific and practical interest is the assessment of international competitiveness
of Ukrainian profit tax system. For this purpose, we consider the components of
the system of corporate profit tax, including the profit tax rates, provisions of
corporate cost recovery (in particular, capital investment allowances for equipment,
buildings and intangible assets, losses carryover, and methods of accounting for
inventories), tax preferences, as well as the number of tax payments to be paid by
companies and the time to be on compliance with tax legislation, which, according
to the methodology of estimating the Index of International Tax Competitiveness,
are estimated in points (0 to 100). The results obtained are presented in Table 3.
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Table 3
International competitiveness rating of Ukrainian profit tax system in
2020, points
. Profit Cost Tax exemptions and Overall
Indicator L - .
tax rate | recovery | conditions for doing business | assessment
Ukraine 68.08 49.15 7.29 55.07
OECD average 49.39 49.60 64.84 61.05
18.36 24.16 37.37 33.47
OECD worst France Chile Korea Japan
100
100 - 100 100
OECD best Hungary EsLtonl_a, Finland Latvia
atvia

Source: Ukraine — author’s calculations, OECD — calculated by author based on data from US Tax
Foundation [2].

According to our calculations, the index of international competitiveness of
Ukraine’s system of corporate profit tax system, in terms of tax rate, provisions for
corporate cost recovery, tax preferences, as well as the ease of tax compliance for
doing business, equals 55.07 (out of 100 points). With this score, Ukraine’s profit
tax system is inferior to the OECD average and occupies 24th place in the ranking
of international competitiveness.

One of the important advantages of Ukraine’s system of corporate profit tax in
terms of the impact on its international competitiveness is the relatively low profit
tax rate of 18%. By this indicator, Ukraine ranks occupies the high 4th place, ahead
not only of the OECD average (23.8%), but also of most OECD countries (except
for Hungary, Ireland and Lithuania).

Besides, Ukrainian companies have the opportunity to carry forward losses for an
indefinite period. In contrast, 20 OECD countries have restrictions in this aspect. On the
other hand, Ukraine’s companies are deprived of the opportunity to deduct current losses
against past profits, while this provision applies in 11 OECD countries.

Thirdly, the absence of preferential taxation regime of profits earned from
intellectual property (“Patent Box”). As to R&D tax exemptions, although neither
R&D tax credit nor increased deductions of current R&D expenses from the
company’s taxable profit are stipulated in Ukraine’s legislation, there is an
exemption for aircraft industry. Thus, according to paragraph 5 of the Procedure for
monitoring the use of released funds of aircraft building companies, which are
subject to the provisions of Article 2 of the Law of Ukraine "On the development of
the aircraft industry™ (No 476 of June 7, 2017) [4] it is stipulated that the funds
released due to the application of profit tax exemption, which, accordingly, are not
paid to the state budget of Ukraine, remain at the disposal of the taxpayer under the
obligation to use them, in particular, on R&D purposes. Therefore, R&D tax
incentives in Ukraine are applied (at least partly).

Fourthly, the relatively small number of tax payments made by Ukrainian
companies, which, in addition to profit tax, also pay to the budget a single social
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contribution withheld from the payroll, as well as land fees, pollution charges and
VAT (as a tax agent).

At the same time, Ukraine’s system of corporate profit taxation has a number of
shortcomings that significantly worsen the level of its international competitiveness,
having a negative impact on this country’s investment attractiveness. The most
urgent problem is that Ukrainian enterprises, unlike the foreign ones, are given much
less opportunities to offset their losses. The biggest threat is the high cost of capital
investment. Thus, in real terms, according to our calculations, Ukraininan businesses
can write off only 23.8 percent of the cost of buildings, compared to the average
share of 48.3% in the OECD. Such a significant lag is due, on the one hand, to high
inflation in Ukraine, and on the other a fairly long depreciation period of buildings
(20 years) and structures (15 years) [5].

In addition, Ukraine does not have a preferential tax treatment of corporate equity
and does not provide for the losses carryover to previous periods, at least for 1-2
years, as is the case, for example, in the Netherlands, Ireland or New Zealand.

At the same time, the administrative burden associated with the payment of taxes
in Ukraine is one of the largest in the world. Thus, according to the World Bank,
Ukrainian companies spend annually an average of about 328 hours to comply with
tax laws [6]. For comparison, the OECD average is 42 hours, which is almost eight
times less.

In general, the following deviations from the OECD average (for the worse) toke
place in the following indicators of Ukraine's profit tax system:

— the time spent on tax payment: the standardized value of this indicator is 11.40
(according to our calculations). This means that Ukrainian companies spend on tax
compliance a number of hours, which is 11.4 times higher than the standard deviation
from the OECD average (the standard deviation is 25.08 hours);

— capital allowances for buildings: the standardized value is -1.43. This means that
companies can write off 1.43 times less (based on standard deviation) than the OECD
average.

Also worse than the OECD average are such indicators as the losses carryover of
Ukraine’s companies, accounting for inventories, as well as the regime of taxation
of corporate equity. However, as our calculations show, these indicators differ from
the OECD average by less than 0.5 of standard deviation.

Given the above, it can be argued that Ukrainian system of profit taxation has a
significant potential to improve its international competitiveness. First of all, the
system of tax administration needs to be improved in terms of simplifying the
procedures for compliance with tax legislation, primarily those related to the
payment of VAT.

As our study shows, in the OECD ranking by the depreciation criterion, which
reflects the international competitiveness of a country’s tax systems, the dominant
position is occupied by countries where the weighted average capital investment
allowance exceeds 68%. Such countries are characterized by high (in terms of
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international standards) capital investment allowances for equipment and intangible
assets (over 82%).

Unfortunately, in the ranking of tax competitiveness, Ukraine with a rate of 54.8% is
significantly inferior to most OECD countries. Therefore, the task of increasing the
competitiveness of Ukraine’s corporate profit tax system requires improving Ukraine's
depreciation policy and bringing it into line with both modern Ukrainian socio-economic
realities and the standards generally accepted in the OECD.

Besides, our analysis shows that capital investments in equipment and intangible
assets in Ukraine enjoy more favorable depreciation conditions compared to
buildings and structures. The share of depreciation on capital investment in buildings
is almost half that on capital investment in equipment and intangible assets. In
conditions of high inflation in Ukraine, the long depreciation period of buildings (20
years) and structures (15 years) deprives companies the ability to deduct the full
present value of their investment, especially given the large amount of capital
investment in this type of fixed assets. Therefore, the situation leads to increased tax
burden on the profits of Ukraine’s companies, even despite the relatively low (by
international standards) tax rate. This indicates that the task of increasing the
competitiveness of this country’s corporate profit tax system requires improvement
of Ukraine's depreciation policy and its harmonization with both economic realities
and generally accepted OECD standards.
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Hamanis Pponoeas

OLIHKA MI)KHAPOJHOI
KOHKYPEHTOCHPOMOXKHOCTI CACTEMHA
ONOJATKYBAHHS TIPUBYTKY NIJIIIPUEMCTB
YKPATHHU

Cmamms npucesiueHa OUWIHYL MIDKHAPOOHOI KOHKYpeHmo-
CNPOMOIKHOCMI CUCMEMU 0NOo0amKY8aHHsT npubymrKy nionpuemcma
HQ OCHO8L memoouuHoz20 nidxody Ilooamxoeoi ¢yHOoauii CILIA, wo
nepeobauae 8usHaueHHst I[HOeKcy MIDKHAPOOHOI KOHKYpEeHMmMO-
CNPOMOIKHOCMI CUCMEMU 0NO0aAMKY8AHHSL NpubymrKy nionpuemcma
(IK) i epaxosye pigeHb cmagok nodamkKy HA NpPubymor, ymoe Oss
8I0UWKO0YBAHHSL NOHECeHUX NIONpUEMCM8aMU 8umMpam, nooamrKo8ux
npegeperyii 01 nionpuemcms, wo 3alimMaromsbes NeHUMU 8UOAMU
EKOHOMIUHOI OiAlbHOCMI, A MAKOX IHWUX HOPM nooamrKoeozo
3aKoHO00a8CcmMada, 3 MouKu 30pYy ix cnpusmaugocmi eedeHHro bizHecy.

K nokasas aHaniz MUDKHapoOHoz2o petimuHey kpain OECP,
Hatisuwull IK e 2019-2020 pp. manu Ecmonis, Aameis, Aumea ma
Yeopwuna. [lo ocHosHUX haKkmopis, U0 NO3UMUBHO NO3HAUUNUCL HA
X KOHKYpEeHMOCNPOMONKHOCMI, BIOHOCAMBCSL HU3LKA 2PAHUUHA
cmaska nodamky HA NPubYmMoK;, MOXKAUBICMb NepeHeCceHHs
NnoHeceHuUx nionpuemcmeamu 36umkie — K HA MUHYAL, MAK 1 HA
Mmatibymui nepiodu HA MAKCUMANLHO OONYCcmMuMuil Ccmpok;
gl0cymHicmsb 0bMmerKeHb U000 nepesiKy axKkmuegis, sIKi nioasiearomo
amopmu3auyii, a MakKoXX HASIBHICMb NPUCKOPEHOI amopmusauii, uio
dozgosisle  KomneHcyeamu — nionpuemcmsam — 6uibuy — uacmky
nepeuHHOi 8apmocmi aKmueis; OuiHKa eubymmsi mo8apHO-
MmamepianbHux 3anacie 3a cobisgapmicmio OCMAHHIX 34 UACOM
Hao0xo0>KkeHb moeapHo-mamepianvHux 3anacie (memod LIFO), abo,
NPUHATUMHI, 30 MemMOOOM cepedHbO38aIKEHOI cobisgapmocmi; Ni/lb20sl
YMo8U 0NO0aMKY8AHHSL HEepo3nooileHo20 npubymky nionpuemcms,
wo euKkopucmosyemvcst OAsl  peiHBeCmy8aHHs;  8l0CYmMHicmb
Nib208020 peXKumy onodamrKyeaHHss npubymrky ei0 o06'exmis
iHmenexkmyanvHoi enacHocmi (max 38anozo IlamenmHozo 60Kcy);
giocymHicms nodamkosux ninee Ha H/I/KP;, Heobmskaueicmo
nepeobaueHux no0amrKo8uMm 3aKOHO0ABCMEOM HOPM.
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3 ®ponosa, Haranis BopuciBHa — KaHJI. €KOH. HayK, CTapInii HayKoBHIl criBpoGiTHHK, J[Y
«lHCcTHTYT exoHoMiku Ta mporHo3dyBanHsi HAH Vkpainu» (Byn. I1.Mwupnoro, 26, Kuis, 01011,
Vkpaina), ORCID: 0000-0002-7979-950X, e-mail: nata.frolova99@gmail.com

126 ISSN 2663-6557. Economy and forecasting. 2021, No 2


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7979-950X

Assessment of the international competitiveness ... @

MmemoouuHozo nioxody ITooamkoesoi ¢pyroauii, sussus, wo 8 2020 p.
Yrpaina i3 3azanvHoro cymor y 55,07 bana nocina 24-me micye
nopigHaHo 3 35 wpainamu OECP. Oxapaxmepu3o8aHO OCHOBHI
cKknadosl cucmemu 0nooamKyeaHHss npubymrky hnionpuemcmae
Ykpainu 3 mouku 30opy ix enauBy HA  MUDKHAPOOHY
KOHKYPEHMOCNPOMOIKHICMb, A MAKONK OOIPYHMOBAHO WAAXU ii
NIOBUUWEHHSL.

Knrouoei cnoea: MUOKHAPOOHA  no0amkKog8a KOHKYpeHmMo-
CNPOMOIKHICMBb, nodamok HA hpubymor nionpuemcms, IlameHmHuil
6oxkc
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