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The purpose of the article is the development of the progressive experience of developed
countries regarding leveling the problem of overconcentration of capital and monopolization
of the economy in the period of post-industrial transformations. The theoretical and
methodological foundations of research in the field of antitrust regulation in the period of
post-industrial transformations are based on the fundamental scientific concepts of post-
industrialism, theoretical ideas of scientists about the mechanisms and instruments of
antimonopoly regulation of the economy. The methods of logical generalization, economic
and mathematical modeling, system analysis, and mathematical statistics are used. It was
determined that modern transformational processes of the socio-economic system force to
reconsider approaches to the study of the laws of the process of civilizational development
of society, to take into account and eliminate its contradictions. One of such contradictions
is the acceleration of the concentration of capital and the monopolization of the economy,
which is exacerbated in the period of the emergence of post-industrialism due to the total
informatization and globalization of society. It is noted that in countries with developed
market economies, antitrust regulation is one of the most important components of economic
policy, because the absence of monopolies, free development, and strengthening of small
and medium-sized businesses are necessary conditions for sustainable economic growth.
It is important to note that in the context of globalization, competition policy can no
longer remain the scope of national antitrust instruments alone, it becomes an object of
interstate coordination and interaction, as modern transnational and multinational
corporations are becoming virtually beyond the control of traditional global antitrust
management institutions. It is proved that effective antitrust regulation of the national
economy is the key to ensuring its progressive development; it is the most effective
mechanism for supporting free enterprise and competition, property rights, stimulating
employment as a source of economic growth. That is why in developed countries the state
initiates the development of organizational and legal support of the competitive environment
and prevention of monopolies. It regulates economic activity by registering trademarks,
defining general terms of agreements, control over profits and expenses, over the prices of
products of monopoly entities, transferring monopolies to state ownership, and implementing
administrative penalties for violations of antitrust law. The practical value lies in the fact
that the scientific research, the results of which are presented in the article, clearly and
consistently demonstrates the urgent need to use the progressive experience of developed
countries in the field of antitrust regulation. The obtained results can be further used to
develop recommendations for determining the directions and formation of mechanisms
and tools of the antitrust policy of Ukraine.
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Features of building a competitive environment of the national economy in the conditions

of post-industrialism

Introduction and problem statement

The modern era is a time of radical socio-
economic transformations. The rapid pace of
scientific and technological progress, the modern
computer and information revolution, the
globalization of social development has finally
changed the structure of the socio-economic system
of society and transformed the principles of
interaction of its elements. In such conditions, the
issue of ensuring the future progressive trend of social
development is relevant, which requires proper
theoretical justification. Since the end of the
twentieth century, scientists have been trying to
describe and explain the qualitative changes that are
taking place in various spheres of social development
— economic, political, social, socio-cultural, and so
on. From the whole array of modern scientific
concepts of development stood out the theory of
post-industrialism, which, in our view, most
accurately conveys the essence and nature of modern
socio-economic transformations.

Analysis and research of recent publications

The theory of post-industrialism or the concept
of post-industrial society arises and develops in the
second half of the XX century thanks to the work of
many famous scientists. Among foreign researchers
who have analyzed the sociological and economic
aspects of post-industrialism, we should mention
R. Aron, D. Bell, I. Wallerstein, J. Galbraith,
P. Drucker, M. Castells, L. Larush, W. Rostow,
J. Stiglitz, T. Stonier, E. Toffler, J Furastier and
others. Ukrainian researchers also pay considerable
attention to this issue, namely: V. Bazylevych,
O. Bilorus, A. Galchynsky, V. Geets, N. Grazhevska,
A. Filipenko, A. Chukhno, M. Zvieriakov,
D. Zavadska [1], H. Pylypenko [2], M. Sahaidak [3],
O. Yermoshkina [4], and other scientists who focus
on the peculiarities of the manifestations of post-
industrialism in transformational economies of the
post-Soviet space, especially in the context of the
need to accelerate the innovative development of
these countries.

The global transformation processes of the
period of formation of the post-industrial economy
force to reconsider approaches to the study of the
laws of the process of civilizational development of
society, to take into account and eliminate its
contradictions. One of such contradictions is the
acceleration of the concentration of capital and the
monopolization of the economy, which is
exacerbated in the period of the emergence of post-
industrialism due to total informatization and
globalization. One of the directions of modern
structural changes is the consolidation of enterprises
and the concentration of markets, the formation of
global oligopolies as the most common market

structures, the expansion of transnational
corporations, and their transformation into
multinational ones. These companies acquire a new
status in the world and become virtually beyond the
control of traditional institutions of global antitrust
management. This is confirmed by the following facts:
if after the Second World War TNCs created about
100 foreign branches a year, now — almost 1000
times more [5]. UNCTAD estimates that during
1982—2007, the value of products produced by foreign
branches of TNCs increased from $ 0.7 to $ 6.0
trillion US dollars, their total assets — from $ 2.2 to
68.7 trillion, total sales — from $ 2.7 to 31.2 trillion,
the number of employees from 21.5 to 81.6 million
people, and export activities — from $ 0.7 to 5.7
trillion respectively [6].

It is important to note that the extremely high
level of market monopolization is inherent primarily
in the fields related to information technology. For
example, today the American company «Microsoft»
controls 90% of the global market of operating
systems for personal computers, and according to
McKinsey, more than 63% of the capitalization of
the US software market is accounted for by 2% of
the largest world companies [7]. Therefore, it is quite
natural that in the 1950s and 1960s there were 500
of the world’s largest monopolies, in the 1970s and
1980s there were 200, and today there is a
concentration of global economic power in the hands
of 100 and even 50 largest corporations. As a result,
modern TNCs control more than two-thirds of the
main flows of scientific and technological knowledge
(patents and licenses for new equipment, technology,
know-how). The key role of TNCs in the
monopolization of high-tech industries of global
production has increased especially in the fifth and
becomes dominant in the emergence of the sixth
technological mode when the cost of innovative
development doubles every 3—4 years [8]. All this
complicates the problem of ensuring a progressive
trend of development of both national and global
economy, because the overconcentration of capital
distorts the economic mechanisms of market self-
regulation, exacerbates the problems associated with
the use of new knowledge, and information in the
interests of society, negatively affecting its well-being.

All this raises the issue of studying the modern
experience of antitrust regulation, as well as the
introduction of an effective system of state regulation
of monopolies in all spheres of the national economy.

The purpose of the article

The aim of the article is to analyze the
progressive experience of developed countries in
leveling the problem of overconcentration of capital
and monopolization of the economy in the period
of post-industrial transformations.
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Presentation of the main research material

In countries with developed market economies,
antitrust regulation is one of the most important
components of economic policy, as the absence of
monopolies, free development, and strengthening of
small and medium-sized businesses are necessary
conditions for sustainable economic growth and
progressive development of the socio-economic
system as a whole. It is important to note that in the
context of globalization, competition policy can no
longer remain the scope of national antitrust
instruments alone; it becomes an object of interstate
coordination and interaction. That is why the
problems of maintaining and developing competition
in modern conditions are at the center of the attention
of international economic organizations. Thus, back
in 1980, the UN General Assembly adopted a set of
principles and rules on competition, enshrined in
Resolution Ne 35/63 of 05.12.1980 and in the Model
Law on Competition adopted by UNCTAD. Since
then, a rapid global process of developing
international competition law, as well as establishing
cooperation between the state and business in order
to effectively implement its rules. The main
components of these regulations are: the prohibition
of cartels, control over the merger of companies, if
because of the companies acquire a dominant
position, and so on. It is important that the UN
Code of Competition Principles and Rules allow
developing countries not to adhere to strict
competition rules in certain sectors of the economy,
which creates prospects for them to successfully enter
world markets.

In countries with developed market economies,
the guarantor of competition and the development
of the free enterprise is the state, which initiates the
development of a system of organizational and legal
support for the competitive environment and the
prevention of monopolies.

In this context, an important role belongs to
antitrust law, which is called differently in different
countries. In the United States and in Japan —
antitrust, in most EU member states — the fight
against limited business practices, in Germany,
Austria, Switzerland — cartel law. It was formed in
the late nineteenth century in the United States and
later became widespread in almost all developed
countries, forming several basic models. Today,
national antitrust law, despite its peculiarities in
different countries, can be attributed to one of two
main systems: prohibitive or regulatory.

The prohibitive (American) model involves the
complete blocking of the monopoly as a structural
unit. This system was formed on the basis of
Sherman’s law (1890), which was later supplemented
by Clayton’s law (1914), the Federal Trade
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Commission law (1914), and others, which prohibit
not only various forms of monopolies, but also the
very attempt to monopolize trade through mergers.
Horizontal mergers are most severely punished by
these laws. As the antitrust instruments, these acts
introduce a high scale of taxation of monopoly profits,
control over the prices of monopolists, unbundling
of monopolies. In a situation where a firm
monopolizes more than 60% of any market, the firm
is liquidated.

To the prohibition model, we can also include
Japan’s antitrust law, modeled on US law. Monopoly
here defines a situation in which the share of one
entrepreneur exceeds 50% of the market turnover of
a product, or 75% — for two entrepreneurs together.
To implement the requirements of this law in Japan
created a special state body — the Committee on
Fair Agreements.

Antitrust laws of most European countries,
including Eastern European countries, tend to a
regulatory model that is not directed against the
monopoly as such but aimed at counteracting the
negative manifestations of its market power. For
example, cartels in some cases are considered useful
for economic development, so the main form of state
control over their activities is the system of
registration of cartels in special bodies (in Germany
— the Federal Cartel Administration). Only
agreements that restrict competition between its
members are subject to registration in the EU, as
the competition policy of this association aims to
develop a market-competitive environment both
within individual member states and to ensure an
appropriate level of interaction between its common
market participants. Competition policy is one of
the main prerequisites for the integration of individual
national markets into the common European market
with further entry into the world one; therefore,
improving the conditions of the competition is one
of the main criteria for EU membership. Most
antitrust laws in European countries prohibit such
types of monopoly agreements as market-sharing
agreements, the introduction of fixed prices, and so
on. Consumer protection plays an important role in
European antitrust law.

Quite a high efficiency on the competition
policy in European countries provides the so-called
cross-control, in which the process of its
implementation is divided between several bodies:
one of them in case of suspicion of a firm to exercise
monopoly power conducts an investigation, the
second makes decisions, the third (advisory) gives
an independent assessment of what is happening in
the field of competition [9].

Modern approaches to competition policy are
based on a new — more economic than legal —
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approach to the content of the competition and
competitive relations. Antitrust law should not be
seen solely as a means of counteracting the creation
of trusts and restricting their activities. At present, it
is one of the specific forms of state regulation of the
economy, an attempt to regulate market relations,
stabilize the level and scale of competition in order
to increase the efficiency of the economy. Specialized
courts have been set up to hear cases of abuse of
monopoly power in countries with antitrust laws.
Both government agencies (in the United States —
the Federal Trade Commission) and private firms
affected by monopolies can file lawsuits. However,
it is not always easy to determine whether there is a
violation; moreover, in the new economic
environment, mergers of companies that seemed
dangerous in terms of antitrust law in one era appear
less dangerous in another. Studies conducted by
scientists in some developed countries (USA, Japan,
Germany, Great Britain, Korea, Italy, Sweden, and
Switzerland) show that active competition in the
domestic market is associated with international
success. Empirical observations indicate that the most
effective form of market organization is the model
of 12+1 companies in major sectors of the economy
[10].

In developed countries, there is a constant
search for the optimal ratio of formal-legal and
economic-analytical methods and tools to protect
competition in terms of increasing the international
competitiveness of national economies. In addition
to measures aimed at preventing the formation of
monopolies in the markets, there are those designed
to combat existing firms that may be considered
monopolists. They are subject to high taxation of
monopoly profits, control over prices for products
of monopoly entities, transfer of monopolies to state
ownership, administrative penalties for violating
antitrust laws, etc. Experts believe that the greatest
impact on the effectiveness of state antitrust
regulation is the unity of proper legislation, the
effectiveness of feedback between the monopolist
and the state regulator, and the systemic nature of
state influence [11, p. 186]. In addition to legal
mechanisms for restricting monopoly and preventing
unfair competition in developed economies are
registration of trademarks and brands, definition, and
regulation by the state of general terms of agreements,
price analysis, and control over profits and expenses
of economic entities [10].

An effective mechanism of international
competition policy is the regulation of market
information support. Its need is due to the fact that
firms have incentives to distort information about
their sales and market share that they control. In
such situations, national regulators alone are not

enough to effectively regulate the behavior of a
monopoly firm.

It is also important to note that competition,
despite all its advantages, can be a negative
phenomenon, because in some cases, mergers can
be seen as a favorable factor for success in foreign
markets. This approach became recently dominated
the United States and Europe in response to potential
trade liberalization within the European Union. The
rationale for this idea is that a stronger share of the
domestic market creates a critical mass and allows
companies to generate revenue related to the scale
of production [12], which helps to reduce production
costs and reduce prices.

Conclusions

Operating antitrust regulation of the national
economy is a guarantee of ensuring the efficiency of
its functioning; it is the most strength mechanism
for supporting free enterprise and competition,
property rights, stimulating employment as a source
of economic growth. It’s important especially in the
period of post-industrialism when the consolidation
of enterprises and market concentration are
happening, the formation of global oligopolies is
observing as the most common market structures,
the expansion of transnational corporations is
increasing. That is why in developed countries the
state initiates the development of systems of
organizational and legal support of the competitive
environment and prevention of monopolies, regulates
economic activity by registering trademarks and
brands, defining general terms of agreements, control
over profits, and expenses of economic entities,
product prices of production of monopolies, transfers
monopolies to state ownership and implements
administrative penalties for violating antitrust laws.
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OCOBJINBOCTI PO3BYIOBU KOHKYPEHTHOI'O
CEPEJIOBUIIIA HAIIIOHAJIbHOT EKOHOMIKU B
YMOBAX ITIOCTIHAYCTPIAJII3MY

Dedoposa H. €.

Memoro pobomu € onpayto8aHHs NPoOSPecu8Ho2o 00csidy po3-
BUHEHUX KPaiH w000 HiGeAHBAHHS NPobAeMU HAOKOHUeHmpauii ka-
nimany ma MOHOnoAi3ayii eKOHOMIKU 6 nepiod NOCMIHOYCmpiansb-
Hux mparncgopmayii. Teopemuko-memodonoeiuHi ocHo8u 00cAi-
0IceHtst 6 2any3i AHMUMOHONOABHOR0 Pe2yAl08anHts 8 nepiod nocm-
iHOycmpianvHux mpancgopmayiv IpyHmyromscs Ha hyHoameHmans-
HUX HAYKOBUX KOHUEeNUiax NoCmiHOyCmpianiamy, meopemutHux yse-
ANEHHSIX YHeHUX U000 MeXaHi3Mie ma iHCmpyMeHmie aHmumMoHONONb-
HO20 pecyntoganHs eKOHOMIKU. Bukopucmosyromucs memodu noei-
YHO20 Y3A2ANbHEHHS, eKOHOMIKO-MAMeMamu4H020 MOOeAIOBAHHS, ClU-
CMeMH020 aHani3y ma mMamemMamu4Hoi cmamucmuku. 3’9c08aHo,
wo cy4acHi mpancghopmayiiini npoyecu coyianbHo-eKOHOMIMHOI cu-
cmemu 3MYuyoms nepeasiHymu nioxoou 0o 00caioiceHHs 3aK0HO-
MipHOCIel npoyecy Yusinizayitino2o po3eumkry cychiltbecmea, epa-
Xxyeamu ma Higearoeamu ioeo npomupiuus. OOHUM 3 makux npo-
mupiv eUCmynae NPUCKOPeHH:A KOHYeHmpauyii kanimany ma MOHO-
noaizayii eKoHOMIKU, W0 3a20CMPHEMbC 6 Nepiod 3apo0NCeHHs
nocmindycmpianizmy 3a609Ku momanvHitl inghopmamusayii ma eno-
banizayii cycninbcmea. 3azHaueHo, w0 y KpaiHax 3 po36UHEHON
DUHKOBOI) eKOHOMIKOI0 GHMUMOHONOAbHE Pe2YNI0BAHHS € 0OHIEIO i3
HaUaNCAUBIUUX CKAAD0BUX eKOHOMIMHOI noaimuku depicasu, oc-
KinbKu idcymHicms OUKmMamy MOHONOAL, GIAbHUU PO36UMOK i
3MIUHEHHS. Man020 Ui cepedHboeo Oi3Hecy € HeoOXIOHUMU YMOBamu
CMiliK020 eKOHOMIUHO20 3pocmanns. Bajcaueo eioznauumu, wo 6
yMogax enobanizauii KOHKypeHmHa noAimuKa edice He Modice 3aau-
wamucs cgheporo Oii auuie HAYIOHANBHUX AHMUMOHONOALHUX IHCIMPY-
MeHmie, 60HA NePemBOPIOEMbCA HA npedmem MidcoepicagHoi Ko-
opournauii ma e3aemodii, adxyce cy4acHi mpaHcHayionanvhi i 6aea-
MOHAYIOHANbHI KOPROpauii, wo opmyromscs, cmaromos npaKmu-
YHO HeniOKOHMPOALHUMU MPAOUUILIHUM IHCMUMYMAM 2100a16H020
aHmumpecmosoeo meredxcmenmy. Jloeedeno, ujo dicge aHMuUMOHO-
NOAbHE pecyNto8aHHA HAUIOHAAbHOI eKOHOMIKU — ye 3anopyKa 3a-
be3neueHHs ii npoepecusHO20 Po3BUMKY; 60HO GUCIYNAE HAUOINbI
eheKMUBHUM MEXAHIZMOM NIOMPUMKU BIAbHO20 RIONPUEMHULMEA §
KOHKYpeHUii, npas 6aacHocmi, cmumyao8aHHs 3aUHAMOCMI AK
docepen ekoHo-miuHo20 3pocmants. Came MOMY 6 PO36UHEHUX Kpa-
inax depocasa iniyiroe po36y0o8y cucmem 0peaHizauiliHo-npasosoi
niOmpuMKU KOHKYPeHMHO20 cepedoguuia ma 3anobieanis nposieam
MOHONONI3MY, 30[lICHIOE Pe2yat8aHHs eKOHOMIYHOI QisnbHOCII WS-
XOM peecmpauii MOBApHUX 3HAKIG | MAPOK, BU3HAYEHHA 3A2AAbHUX
VM08 Y200, KOHMPOAIO HA0 NPUOYMKAMU MA 8UMPAMAamMu 20CH00a-
prorouux cy6’ekmie, Ha0 yiHamu Ha NPOOYKMU GUPOOHUUMEBA MOHO-
NOALHUX YMBOPEeHb, 30IlICHIOE nepesederHsi MOHONOAIU Y 0epicaghy
8AacHicMb ma peanizye aOMiHICMpamueHe NOKAPaHHs 3a NOPYULeH-
HA GHMUMOHONOAbHORO 3aKOHoOaecmea. [Ipakmuuna 3nayyuwicmo
noaseac 6 momy, w0 Haykoge 00CAIONCeHHs, Pe3yAbmamu sAK020
Hadaui 6 cmammi, 4imKo U nOcAi006HO OeMOHCMPYE HA2ANbHY He-
00XiOHICMb BUKOPUCMAHHS NPOPECUBHO20 00CEIOY PO3BUHEHUX KPAiH
6 cihepi GHMUMOHONOABHO20 pe2yatoeants. Ompumani pe3ysbmamu
8 NO0ANbLUIOMY MOJCYMb OYMU BUKOPUCMAHI 0451 PO3POOKU peKo-
MeHOauyill 3 BU3HAYEHHs HANPAMI6 ma QOPMYBAHHS MeXaHi3mMie ma
iHCmMpyMeHmie aHMUMOHONOAbHOI noaAimuKku Ykpainu.

Kuniouosi cioBa: noctiHaycrpiaiisM, KOHUEHTIpaLlis
KariTajxy, MOHOITONi3allis €eKOHOMiKM, aHTUMOHOIOJbHE
peryJIoBaHHSI, KOHKYPEHTHE CepeIOBUIIIE.
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OCOBEHHOCTH ®OPMUPOBAHUA KOHKYPEHTHOM
CPEJbI HAIITMOHAJIBHOU D KOHOMMUMKU B
YCIOBUAX IIOCTUHAYCTPUAIIU3MA

Dedoposa H.E.

Llenvio pabomui seasemcs: paspabomka nPOePeccuHO20 ONbi-
ma pazeumsix cmpau no no600y HUSLAUPOGAHUS NPOOAEMbL CEepX-
KOHYeHmpayuu Kanumana u MOHONOAU3AUUY IKOHOMUKU @ Nepuod
nocmundycmpuanvrvlx mpancgopmayuil. Teopemuro-memodonoeu-
YecKue 0CHOBb! UCCAe008AHUS 6 001aCMU AHMUMOHONOABHORO pe2y-
AUPOBAHUSL 8 NEPUOO NOCMUHOYCMPUANbHBIX MPAHCHOpMayui oc-
HOBbIBAIOMCSl HA (YYHOAMEHM ANbHBIX HAYHHBIX KOHUYENUUSX NOCIUH-
0ycmpuaiuma, meopemu4eckux npeocmasaeHusIx Y4eHbixX 0 Mexa-
HUBMAX U UHCMPYMEHMAaX aHmMUMOHONOAbHO0 PecyAUpPOBAHUsl KO-
Homuku. Hcnoav3ytomes memo0dst a02uueckoeo 0000ueHus, IKOHO-
MUKO-MAMEMAMU4ecK020 MOOCAUPOBAHUS, CUCIEMHO20 AHAAU3A U
Mamemamueckot Cmamucmuky. YcmanoeaeHo, 4mo co8peMeHHble
MPanCcHOPMAayUOHHbIE NPOUECCh! COUUANBHO-IKOHOMUMECKOL cucme-
Mbl 3aCIMABASI0M NepecMompems no0Xo0bl K UCCAe008aAHUI 3AK0-
HOMepHOCmell npoyecca YUeUAU3AUUOHHO20 pa3eumus oduecmsea,
yuecms U HUGeaupoeams e2o npomugopeyusi. OOHUM U3 MaKux npo-
mueopeuull gvicmynaem YCKOpeHue KOHUEHmpayuu Kanumaia u
MOHOROAU3AUUU IKOHOMUKU, MO 000cmpsemcs 6 nepuod 3apodic-
deHus nocmunoycmpuaausma 61a200apsi MOManvHou UHGopmamu-
3ayuu u erobaruzayuu odbuwecmea. OmmeueHo, umo 6 CMpaHax ¢
DA36UMOU PbIHOYHOU SKOHOMUKOU GHMUMOHONOALHOE Pe2yaupoea-
HUe A6AAeMCcsi 00HOU U3 6ANCHEUWUX COCMABASIOUUX IKOHOMU-
YeCcKoU NOAUMUKU 20CY0apcmed, NOCKOAbKY omcymcemeue OuKma-
ma MoHONoAUlL, c60000HOe pasgumue U yKpenieHue maioeo u cpeo-
Heeo Ou3Heca S6ASI0MCS HeOOX0OUMbIMU YCAOBUAMU YCIMOUYUB020
IKOHOMUUECK020 pocma. Badcho ommemumy, ymo 6 ycaoeusx eno-
banu3ayuu KOHKYPeHMHAs NOAUMUKA Yice He MOJCem 0CIAagambCsl
cghepoii deticmeuss MOAbKO HAUUOHANLHBIX AHMUMOHONOAbHBIX UH-
CIMPYMEHMO08, OHA NPespauaencs 6 npeoMem Mexnceocy0apCcmeeH-
HOU Koopounayuu u e3aumodeiicmeus, edv gopmupyroujuecs co-
6peMeHHble MPAHCHAUUOHAAbHbIE U MHOSOHAUUOHANbHbIE KOPHOPA-
Yuu CManoesmcest NPAKMuU4ecKy HenoOKOHMPOAbHLIMU MPAOUUUOH-
HbIM UHCIMUMYMAM 2100aAbH020 GHMUMPECM 08020 MEHEONCMEHMA.
Jlokazano, umo deticmeeHHOe aHMUMOHONOABHOE DecyAUPOSaHUe
HAYUOHAABHOU SKOHOMUKU — MO 3a102 00ecneyeHus ee npoepec-
CUBHO20 pA36UMUS; OHO ebicniynaem 6onee IQgeKmueHbviM Mexa-
HU3BMOM NO00epICcKU c80000H020 NPEONPUHUMAMENbCIMEA U KOHKY -
DeHYUU, NPas NPUHAONEHCHOCIU, CIUMYAUPOBAHUS 3AHAMOCMU KAK
UCMOYHUKO08 IKOHOMUUECK020 pocma. HmenHo nosmomy 6 paszeu-
MbIX CMPAHAX 20CYOapCme0 UHUYUUPYem pa3eumue CUcmem opea-
HU3AUUOHHO-NPAB0BOLI NOO0ePICKU KOHKYPeHMHOI cpedbl U npedom-
epaujerue nPosGAeHUN MOHONOAUIMA, OCYULECMEASem DecyAUupo6a-
HUe SKOHOMUUECKOU OessimeAbHOCMU HymeM pecucmpauyuy mogap-
HbIX 3HAKO0G U MAPOK, OnpedeeHus: 00Uux ycao8uii cOenok, Koun-
POAsL HAO doxo0amu U pacxo0amu Xo3stcmeyouux cyoseKmos, yeH
Ha npoOyKmbl. NPOU3600CMEa MOHONOAbHBIX 00PA308aHUU, OCYlle-
cmensem nepeeod MOHONOAUL 6 20CYOapCMEEHHYH COOCMEEHHOCHb
U peaausyem aOMUHUCMPAMUGHOE HAKA3AHUE 3 HAPYUWeHUe AHMU-
MOHONOAbHO20 3aKoHOOamenscmea. Ilpakmuueckas 3nHauumocmo
COCMOUMm 6 MOM, 4MO HAYYHOe UCCAe008aHUe, Pe3yAbmamyl KOmo-
D020 npedcmagaeHsvl  cmambve, 4emKo U nocAe008amenbHO 0eMOH-
Cmpupyem HeOMAONCHYIH) He0OX00UMOCHb UCHOAb308AHUSL NPO2PeC-
CUBHO20 ONBIMA PA3GUMBIX CMPAH 6 chepe aHMUMOHONOABHO20 pe-
eyauposarus. [lonyuennvie pesyrvmamot 6 OanvbHetiuiem Mo2ym uc-
noav306amucsi 045 paspabomKu peKomeHoayuli no onpedeseHuro
HANpaeAeHutl u GopMUPOBaAHU) MEXAHUIMOB U UHCIMPYMEHMO8 GH-
MUMOHONOALHOU NOAUMUKY YKPauHbL.

KimoueBbie €j10Ba: TTOCTUHIYCTPUATN3M, KOHIEHTPALIMS
KaluTajaa, MOHOITOJN3ALNS SKOHOMUKHM, aHTHMOHOITOJLHOE
perynmpoBaHie, KOHKYPEHTHas cpejia.
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The purpose of the article is the development of the progressive
experience of developed countries regarding leveling the problem of
overconcentration of capital and monopolization of the economy in
the period of post-industrial transformations. The theoretical and
methodological foundations of research in the field of antitrust
regulation in the period of post-industrial transformations are based
on the fundamental scientific concepts of post-industrialism, theoretical
ideas of scientists about the mechanisms and instruments of
antimonopoly regulation of the economy. The methods of logical
generalization, economic and mathematical modeling, system analysis,
and mathematical statistics are used. It was determined that modern
transformational processes of the socio-economic system force to
reconsider approaches to the study of the laws of the process of
civilizational development of society, to take into account and eliminate
its contradictions. One of such contradictions is the acceleration of
the concentration of capital and the monopolization of the economy,
which is exacerbated in the period of the emergence of post-
industrialism due to the total informatization and globalization of
society. It is noted that in countries with developed market economies,
antitrust regulation is one of the most important components of
economic policy, because the absence of monopolies, free development,
and strengthening of small and medium-sized businesses are necessary
conditions for sustainable economic growth. It is important to note
that in the context of globalization, competition policy can no longer
remain the scope of national antitrust instruments alone, it becomes
an object of interstate coordination and interaction, as modern
transnational and multinational corporations are becoming virtually
beyond the control of traditional global antitrust management
institutions. It is proved that effective antitrust regulation of the
national economy is the key to ensuring its progressive development;
it is the most effective mechanism for supporting free enterprise and
competition, property rights, stimulating employment as a source of
economic growth. That is why in developed countries the state initiates
the development of organizational and legal support of the competitive
environment and prevention of monopolies. It regulates economic
activity by registering trademarks, defining general terms of
agreements, control over profits and expenses, over the prices of
products of monopoly entities, transferring monopolies to state
ownership, and implementing administrative penalties for violations
of antitrust law. The practical value lies in the fact that the scientific
research, the results of which are presented in the article, clearly
and consistently demonstrates the urgent need to use the progressive
experience of developed countries in the field of antitrust regulation.
The obtained results can be further used to develop recommendations
for determining the directions and formation of mechanisms and
tools of the antitrust policy of Ukraine.

Keywords: post-industrialism, the concentration of capi-
tal, monopolization of economy, antitrust regulation, competi-
tive environment.
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