npamoe  31,6% ykpaiHCbkuX (DiHTEX-KOMITaHild, KOMIaHil, M0 3alMarloThcs 1H(PPACTPYKTYpHUMHU
piteHHsIMH ckiaiaoTh 19,3%, y HanpsMKy KpeauTyBaHHs 3afisHo 14% xommaHiit [2].

Bapro BigMiTHTH, 0 PO3BUTKY YKpaiHchbkux fintech-koMmawii cripusie 1ijia HU3Ka JeprKaBHUAX
HIIATHB, HAPSKIAL MPUHHATTS “mudpoBoi crparerii Yipainun 2020”, 3anmpoBapKeHHST €IEKTPOH-
HOTO MIMKCY, BAKOPUCTAHHS HU(PPOBOrO JOKyMEHTOOOIry, BBe[eHHs y Bukopucranus Bank ID i
Mobile ID.

VYkpaiuceki fintech-kommanii GUTbIIO0 MipOIO 3aiiMArOTHCS 3/1iCHEHHSM TPOIIOBUX MEPEKa3iB
Ta KPEOUTYBAaHHSM, a TaKOX VIPaBIIHHAM (iHAHCAMH, MapKeTIvieicaMu, 1H(PacTpyKTyporo,
OJIOKYCITHOM, TEJIEKOMYHIKAI[ISIMHU, MeJlia Ta HIITUM.

1. Fintech — akryanbHi TeHaeHIil Ha HaWOmmKk4i 3 poku / Evris Law Firm LIC. URL: https://evris.law/uk/stattja-
fintech/ (mata 3Bepuenns 15.04.2019).

2. o Take Fintech ta ski #ioro mepcrmekTuBH Ha puHKY ¢iHmocayr Ykpainu / KonekriBHe mioBe Memia
“Biznec”. URL: https.//business.ualfinansy/item/4251-shcho-take-fintech-ta-i aki-ioho-perspektyvy-na-rynku-finpos uh-
ukrainy (mata 3pepuenns 15.04.2019).

Makcumenko A.O.
K.COILH.
AV «luctutyt perioHanbHUX pocmimkensb iMm. M.1. Jomimasoro HAH Ykpaiau»

AHAJII3 ITIOKA3HUKIB KOHKYPEHTOCIHTPOMOXKHOCTI
TA MMO3UIIII YKPATHH Y CBITOBUX PEUTHHTAX

VY CBITI ICHYIOTH PI3HI IHJAEKCH Ta PEUTHUHIH, 110 BUMIPIOIOTH CTYIIHb PO3BUTKY KpaiH 3a
pIBHEM iX KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXHOCTI Ta IHBECTHIIMHOI mpuBabmuBocTi. HalOuibn BimomMum €
Iunexce rinobanbHOT KOoHKypeHTOocnpomoxuocti (Global Competitiveness Index) [4], CsiroBwuii
peiitunr mudpodoi koukypenrocmnpomoxrocti (The IMD World Digital Competitiveness Ranking)
[2], Bcecpithili iHaekc koHkypeHTocmpomoxkHocTi 3Hanb (World Knowledge Competitiveness
Index) [4], Innekc ekonomiunoi cBo6ou (The Index of Economic Freedom) [5], Iuaekc aerkocti
BesieHHs Oi3necy (Doing business) [1].

VYci BumeBKa3aHi 1HACKCH CKJIQJAIOThCSA 3 YMCIECHHUX IMOKA3HUKIB, K1, CBOECID YEproio, y
3arajlbHOMY BUTJISA1 MOXKHA 3TPYIYyBaTH Yy Takl OJOKU:

[HcTUTYIIfiHE  cepeloBHINE Ta 3aKOHOJaBue 3abe3meucHHS  (MOKA3HUKH  OIIHKH
3aKOHOJABYOT0 3a0e3neueHHs, €(QEeKTUBHICTh MISUIBHOCTI IPAaBOOXOPOHHUX OpraHiB, piBEHb
KOPYIIIil, IPO30pPIiCTh IEPKABHOTO YIPABIIHHS Ta PETY/ISTOPHOT MOITHKH TOIIO).

IudpactpykrypHi mokazHuKH (MOKPUTTS JOPOTaMH, CJICKTPOIOCTAYaHHS, TPAHCIIOPTHE
CIIOJTyYCHHS Ta 3B'130K, JOCTYIHICTh PI3HUX BUJIIB TPAHCIIOPTY).

Makpoekonomiuni iHauKaTopu (piBeHb iHGIALID, IepKaBHUI Oopr, piBeHb 0€3poOITTH,
00CSITY BHYTPIIIHLOTO BAJIOBOTO MPOAYKTY iH.)

[Toka3HUKK OCBITH, HABYAHHS, IMIIBUIINCHHS KBaidikaii (3MIHHI 11070 SKOCTI MOYaTKOBOI,
CepeHbOI OCBITH; HABYAaHHS MPALIBHUKIB, KUIbKICTb BUITYCKHHUKIB; CIIBBIIHOIIEHHS YYHIB Ta
BUUTEIIIB; HAsSBHICTh CHEIlalI30BaHUX HAyKOBUX Ta HaBUaJIbHUX CEpBICIB, BUJATKU Ha OCBITY;
KUTbKICTh HAYKOBUX MPAI[IBHUKIB TOIIIO).

[Toka3HUKH OXOpPOHH 370POB’'sl (3aXBOPIOBAHICTH Ha TYOEpKyJb03, AUTSIYA CMEPTHICTB,
OYIKyBaHa TPUBAIICTh )KUTTSI TOIIIO).

[HIMKATOPU TEXHOJIOTIYHOCTI a00 iHPOPMAIIHHO-TEXHOJIOTTYHOT IHTErPOBAHOCTI (MMOKA3HUKH
BIIPOBA/IPKEHHS €JIEKTPOHHOTO BPSIyBaHHS, KUIbKICTh KOPUCTYBayiB IUIaHIIETaMH, cMapThOHAMH,
MOOUILHUM 3B’SI3KOM, MOKPUTTS Mepexero IHtepHer, 6e3apoToBuil [HTEpHET-3B'SI130K, MPOTHUIA
mipaTcTBY Ta Kidep 3aXKcT).

[Moka3Huku iHHOBAIIH (KUIBKICTh HayKOBHUX PO3pPOOOK, BHTPATH HA HAYKOBO-IOCIIIAHY JisIb-
HICTb, KUTBKICTh CTApTaIliB, IHBECTHUIIT B TEJIEKOMYHIKaIIli, KOOTIEpaIlisi MbK HAyKOBUMHU YCTaHOBAMHU Ta
oizaecom y chepi HJIP, 3apeecTpoBaHi maTeHTH, TPaHTH HA BUKOKOTEXHOJIOTIYHI pO3POOKH Ta iH.)
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Punok mpari (moka3HUKM 3aiiHATOCTI y pi3HHX cdepax. Tyr BapTo 3a3HAYUTH, IO €
MMOKA3HUKH, [0 CTOCYIOTHCS T€HJIEPHOT PIBHOCTI, a caMe: YacTKa >KIHOK y poOoUiid Cuili, KUTbKICTh
KIHOK 13 BHIIIOIO OCBITOI0, KUIbKICTh JKIHOK-HAYKOBIIIB).

Po3Butox ¢inancoBoro puHKy (IHBECTHIliiiHI pU3MKH, OAHKIBChKI Ta (piHAHCOBI MOCIYTH,
BEHUYPHHUH Karritall TOIIO).

[Toxa3HuKM QYHKIIIOHYBaHHS pUHKY TOBapiB, PO3MIP PUHKY.

3pinicte Oi3Hec cepenosuina (Business sophistication). Bumiproerbcesi piBHEM 3aiydeHOCTI
Majoro i cepeAHboro Oi3HeCy y IHHOBAILIMHY KOONIEpalil0 Yy HaWOUIbLI PO3BUHYTUX Taly3sX.
BiamoBinHo m0 wmertoposorii IHmekcy T1i100anbHOT KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXKHOCTI 3pUTICTh OI3HEC
cepeoBUINa/piBEHh PO3BUTKY OI3HECY BH3HAUYAETHCS dYEpe3 JIBA B3AEMOIIOB'SI3AHMX CIIEMEHTH:
AKICTh 3arajibHOi OI3Hec-MepeXl B KpaiHl Ta sSIKICThb omepariid Ta crparerii okpemux ¢ipm. Lli
YMHHUKA Baromi JUIsl KpaiH SKi 3HAXOJIThCS Ha BUIIMX MAOISAX PO3BHTKY. TakoXX 1O IOTO
komroHeHTy Hanexuth Value chain breadth (ITommpenicts nanimtora Baprocti). | BU3HAYaeTHCS
1[el TOKa3HUK OIIHKOIO Ha CKUIbKM KpaiHa IpeCTaBiIeHa y JaHIIorax BapToCTI.

3 poKy B pIK MO3MLIA YKpaiHU y CBITOBUX PEHTHHIaX KOJIMBAETbCS, MPOTE CTPIMKUX 3MIH Y
CTOpPOHY TOKpAIICHHS YW TMOTIPIIEHHS HE CIOCTEpIraeThcs. 30Kpema, 3a [Hmekcom Tio0aibHOT
KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOCTI 1mo3uitisi Ykpainu kommBanacs Mix 85 Ta 83 miciysamu 13 137 kpain (puc. 1).
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Puc. 1. TTo3uttist Ykpainu y cBiToBuX peiituarax y 2016-2018 pp. [1-5]

Haiiripmi nokasnuku Oynu 3a MakpoekoHOMIYHE cepenoBulle, Po3BUTOK (iHAaHCOBOTO
punky Ta Inctutyii (110 micue i Hmk4ue). CBOEK Yepror 3a KOMIOHEHTAMH OLIIHKH JIFOJACHEKOTO
Karitalry YKpaiHa Mana BHCOKI OILIHKH, 30KpeMa 3a MoKa3HUK «OcCBiTa Ta HABHYKW» Iocinana 46
Micre. 3a [Haexcom serkocTi BeeHHs Oi3Hecy Ykpaina mocigana 76 micie i3 190 xpain y 2018 p.
HaiiripiiumMu peTHHrOBMMHU TMOKAa3HUKAMH € BHUPILICHHS MpoOieM HeraarocnpoMoxxHocTi (149
micue 3-momik 190 kpain) Ta mibkHapomHa TopriBis (119 micie). 3a TakuMHu MOKa3HUKaMH, SIK
«OtpuMaHHs [103Boity Ha OyniBHHITBO» (35 mosumis) Ta «Crulata monatkiB» (43 mosuilis)
BIIOY/IMCST CYTTEBI HMOKpALEHHS. Y CBITOBOMY PEUTHMHIY IU(GPOBOi KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOKHOCTI
VYxpaina mocinana 58-60 micue i3 63 kpain. A 3a [Hnexcom ekoHoMigHOT cBoOo M y 2016-2017 pp.
Vkpaina Hanexana no rpynu «represed», npore y 2018-2019 pp. BinOyiocs MOKpallieHHS Ta
nepMimends go rpynu «mostly unfree». Xoua B mitomy y 2018 pomi Vkpaina Oyma maibke
OCTaHHBOO 13 44 kpain €Bpomnu (3a Hero TUTbKU butopycis, Pocis).

1. Doing busness 2018 A \World Bank Group Flagship Report. 312 P. URL:
http://www.doi ngbusi ness.org/content/dam/doi ngBusiness/medi a/ Annual - Reports/English/DB2018-Full - Report.pdf.
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3. Huggins R., lzushi H., Davies W., Shougui L. World Knowledge Competitiveness Index 2008 Centre for
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https://research.aston.ac.uk/portal /files/3601627/World_knowledge competitiveness index_2008.pdf.

4. The Global Competitiveness Report 2018. URL: http://reports.weforum.org/global -competitiveness-report-
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PARENTAL GENDER PREFERENCE IN EUROPE:
GENDER BIASOR DIFFERENTIAL COSTS?

This paper aims to test between alternative explanations of the preference for the gender of
children at birth. We measure the preference for the gender of children at birth as the difference in
parity-three progression ratios between families with first-born daughters and sons (this procedure
is called the parity-three progression test). If families with first-born daughters in a given country
are less likely to have three children than families with first-born sons, we conclude that there is the
daughter preference in this country because parents with daughters do not want to progress to
higher parities for having sons. Seen in this way, the gender preference might have negative socio-
economic consequences as has been argued in the literature in the context of developing [6; 8] and
advanced economies [2; 4]. The right policy needed to mitigate these negative consequences
depends on the causes behind the observed parental behavior. In our paper we, first, elicit the
gender preferences across European countries and, then, test for alternative hypothesis on causes
behind the observed preferences.

At start, we find that the population of 32 considered European countries on average exhibits
the daughter preference. But, the extent of this preference differs across countries. The two possible
causes of the gender preference, as Dahl and Moretti [3], Lundberg [7] or Ben-Porath and Welch [1]
argue, are the parental gender bias and different costs of raising sons and daughters. The parental
gender bias towards some gender is defined as higher utility received by parents from children of
that gender or possessing characteristics exclusive to that gender. In this case, bearing a child of a
preferred gender decreases the chance of having the next child because parents are already content
with that child. In the case when costs of raising sons and daughters differ, bearing a child of a
“more costly” gender decreases the chance of having the next child because parents lack resources
for that. If the parental gender bias holds, parents having children of a preferred gender should
spend more on household public goods. That is because their marriage is more stable since with a
more preferred child it generates higher surplus. If the differential cost hypothesis holds, parents
having children of a more costly gender should buy more children goods and less on household
public goods and personal consumption. The association between the firstborn’s gender effect on
the number of children and on the availability of different categories of goods in the household
supportsthe cos difference explanation.

In our analysis we used the EU-SILC data from years 2004-2015. Our OLS estimates of
the parity-three progression ratios and gender gaps in children’s material conditions are based
on the gender of the first-born which renders them causal estimates because the gender of the
firstborn is arguably random [7]. Also, we instrument (2SLS) the number of children in the
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