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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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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. Fil ipenko, 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 ¹ 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

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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Ìåòîþ ðîáîòè º îïðàöþâàííÿ ïðîãðåñèâíîãî äîñâ³äó ðîç-
âèíåíèõ êðà¿í ùîäî í³âåëþâàííÿ ïðîáëåìè íàäêîíöåíòðàö³¿ êà-
ï³òàëó òà ìîíîïîë³çàö³¿ åêîíîì³êè â ïåð³îä ïîñò³íäóñòð³àëü-
íèõ òðàíñôîðìàö³é. Òåîðåòèêî-ìåòîäîëîã³÷í³ îñíîâè äîñë³-
äæåííÿ â ãàëóç³ àíòèìîíîïîëüíîãî ðåãóëþâàííÿ â ïåð³îä ïîñò-
³íäóñòð³àëüíèõ òðàíñôîðìàö³é ́ ðóíòóþòüñÿ íà ôóíäàìåíòàëü-
íèõ íàóêîâèõ êîíöåïö³ÿõ ïîñò³íäóñòð³àë³çìó, òåîðåòè÷íèõ óÿâ-
ëåííÿõ ó÷åíèõ ùîäî ìåõàí³çì³â òà ³íñòðóìåíò³â àíòèìîíîïîëü-
íîãî ðåãóëþâàííÿ åêîíîì³êè. Âèêîðèñòîâóþòüñÿ ìåòîäè ëîã³-
÷íîãî óçàãàëüíåííÿ, åêîíîì³êî-ìàòåìàòè÷íîãî ìîäåëþâàííÿ, ñè-
ñòåìíîãî àíàë³çó òà ìàòåìàòè÷íî¿ ñòàòèñòèêè. Ç’ÿñîâàíî,
ùî ñó÷àñí³ òðàíñôîðìàö³éí³ ïðîöåñè ñîö³àëüíî-åêîíîì³÷íî¿ ñè-
ñòåìè çìóøóþòü ïåðåãëÿíóòè ï³äõîäè äî äîñë³äæåííÿ çàêîíî-
ì³ðíîñòåé ïðîöåñó öèâ³ë³çàö³éíîãî ðîçâèòêó ñóñï³ëüñòâà, âðà-
õóâàòè òà í³âåëþâàòè éîãî ïðîòèð³÷÷ÿ. Îäíèì ç òàêèõ ïðî-
òèð³÷ âèñòóïàº ïðèñêîðåííÿ êîíöåíòðàö³¿ êàï³òàëó òà ìîíî-
ïîë³çàö³¿ åêîíîì³êè, ùî çàãîñòðþºòüñÿ â ïåð³îä çàðîäæåííÿ
ïîñò³íäóñòð³àë³çìó çàâäÿêè òîòàëüí³é ³íôîðìàòèçàö³¿ òà ãëî-
áàë³çàö³¿ ñóñï³ëüñòâà. Çàçíà÷åíî, ùî ó êðà¿íàõ ç ðîçâèíåíîþ
ðèíêîâîþ åêîíîì³êîþ àíòèìîíîïîëüíå ðåãóëþâàííÿ º îäí³ºþ ³ç
íàéâàæëèâ³øèõ ñêëàäîâèõ åêîíîì³÷íî¿ ïîë³òèêè äåðæàâè, îñ-
ê³ëüêè â³äñóòí³ñòü äèêòàòó ìîíîïîë³é, â³ëüíèé ðîçâèòîê ³
çì³öíåííÿ ìàëîãî é ñåðåäíüîãî á³çíåñó º íåîáõ³äíèìè óìîâàìè
ñò³éêîãî åêîíîì³÷íîãî çðîñòàííÿ. Âàæëèâî â³äçíà÷èòè, ùî â
óìîâàõ ãëîáàë³çàö³¿ êîíêóðåíòíà ïîë³òèêà âæå íå ìîæå çàëè-
øàòèñÿ ñôåðîþ ä³¿ ëèøå íàö³îíàëüíèõ àíòèìîíîïîëüíèõ ³íñòðó-
ìåíò³â, âîíà ïåðåòâîðþºòüñÿ íà ïðåäìåò ì³æäåðæàâíî¿ êî-
îðäèíàö³¿ òà âçàºìîä³¿, àäæå ñó÷àñí³ òðàíñíàö³îíàëüí³ ³ áàãà-
òîíàö³îíàëüí³ êîðïîðàö³¿, ùî ôîðìóþòüñÿ, ñòàþòü ïðàêòè-
÷íî íåï³äêîíòðîëüíèìè òðàäèö³éíèì ³íñòèòóòàì ãëîáàëüíîãî
àíòèòðåñòîâîãî ìåíåäæìåíòó. Äîâåäåíî, ùî ä³ºâå àíòèìîíî-
ïîëüíå ðåãóëþâàííÿ íàö³îíàëüíî¿ åêîíîì³êè – öå çàïîðóêà çà-
áåçïå÷åííÿ ¿¿ ïðîãðåñèâíîãî ðîçâèòêó; âîíî âèñòóïàº íàéá³ëüø
åôåêòèâíèì ìåõàí³çìîì ï³äòðèìêè â³ëüíîãî ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà ³
êîíêóðåíö³¿, ïðàâ âëàñíîñò³, ñòèìóëþâàííÿ çàéíÿòîñò³ ÿê
äæåðåë åêîíî-ì³÷íîãî çðîñòàííÿ. Ñàìå òîìó â ðîçâèíåíèõ êðà-
¿íàõ äåðæàâà ³í³ö³þº ðîçáóäîâó ñèñòåì îðãàí³çàö³éíî-ïðàâîâî¿
ï³äòðèìêè êîíêóðåíòíîãî ñåðåäîâèùà òà çàïîá³ãàííÿ ïðîÿâàì
ìîíîïîë³çìó, çä³éñíþº ðåãóëþâàííÿ åêîíîì³÷íî¿ ä³ÿëüíîñò³ øëÿ-
õîì ðåºñòðàö³¿ òîâàðíèõ çíàê³â ³ ìàðîê, âèçíà÷åííÿ çàãàëüíèõ
óìîâ óãîä, êîíòðîëþ íàä ïðèáóòêàìè òà âèòðàòàìè ãîñïîäà-
ðþþ÷èõ ñóá’ºêò³â, íàä ö³íàìè íà ïðîäóêòè âèðîáíèöòâà ìîíî-
ïîëüíèõ óòâîðåíü, çä³éñíþº ïåðåâåäåííÿ ìîíîïîë³é ó äåðæàâíó
âëàñí³ñòü òà ðåàë³çóº àäì³í³ñòðàòèâíå ïîêàðàííÿ çà ïîðóøåí-
íÿ àíòèìîíîïîëüíîãî çàêîíîäàâñòâà. Ïðàêòè÷íà çíà÷óù³ñòü
ïîëÿãàº â òîìó, ùî íàóêîâå äîñë³äæåííÿ, ðåçóëüòàòè ÿêîãî
íàäàí³ â ñòàòò³, ÷³òêî é ïîñë³äîâíî äåìîíñòðóº íàãàëüíó íå-
îáõ³äí³ñòü âèêîðèñòàííÿ ïðîãðåñèâíîãî äîñâ³äó ðîçâèíåíèõ êðà¿í
â ñôåð³ àíòèìîíîïîëüíîãî ðåãóëþâàííÿ. Îòðèìàí³ ðåçóëüòàòè
â ïîäàëüøîìó ìîæóòü áóòè âèêîðèñòàí³ äëÿ ðîçðîáêè ðåêî-
ìåíäàö³é ç âèçíà÷åííÿ íàïðÿì³â òà ôîðìóâàííÿ ìåõàí³çì³â òà
³íñòðóìåíò³â àíòèìîíîïîëüíî¿ ïîë³òèêè Óêðà¿íè.
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Ôåäîðîâà Í.Å.

Öåëüþ ðàáîòû ÿâëÿåòñÿ ðàçðàáîòêà ïðîãðåññèâíîãî îïû-
òà ðàçâèòûõ ñòðàí ïî ïîâîäó íèâåëèðîâàíèÿ ïðîáëåìû ñâåðõ-
êîíöåíòðàöèè êàïèòàëà è ìîíîïîëèçàöèè ýêîíîìèêè â ïåðèîä
ïîñòèíäóñòðèàëüíûõ òðàíñôîðìàöèé. Òåîðåòèêî-ìåòîäîëîãè-
÷åñêèå îñíîâû èññëåäîâàíèÿ â îáëàñòè àíòèìîíîïîëüíîãî ðåãó-
ëèðîâàíèÿ â ïåðèîä ïîñòèíäóñòðèàëüíûõ òðàíñôîðìàöèé îñ-
íîâûâàþòñÿ íà ôóíäàìåíòàëüíûõ íàó÷íûõ êîíöåïöèÿõ ïîñòèí-
äóñòðèàëèçìà, òåîðåòè÷åñêèõ ïðåäñòàâëåíèÿõ ó÷åíûõ î ìåõà-
íèçìàõ è èíñòðóìåíòàõ àíòèìîíîïîëüíîãî ðåãóëèðîâàíèÿ ýêî-
íîìèêè. Èñïîëüçóþòñÿ ìåòîäû ëîãè÷åñêîãî îáîáùåíèÿ, ýêîíî-
ìèêî-ìàòåìàòè÷åñêîãî ìîäåëèðîâàíèÿ, ñèñòåìíîãî àíàëèçà è
ìàòåìàòè÷åñêîé ñòàòèñòèêè. Óñòàíîâëåíî, ÷òî ñîâðåìåííûå
òðàíñôîðìàöèîííûå ïðîöåññû ñîöèàëüíî-ýêîíîìè÷åñêîé ñèñòå-
ìû çàñòàâëÿþò ïåðåñìîòðåòü ïîäõîäû ê èññëåäîâàíèþ çàêî-
íîìåðíîñòåé ïðîöåññà öèâèëèçàöèîííîãî ðàçâèòèÿ îáùåñòâà,
ó÷åñòü è íèâåëèðîâàòü åãî ïðîòèâîðå÷èÿ. Îäíèì èç òàêèõ ïðî-
òèâîðå÷èé âûñòóïàåò óñêîðåíèå êîíöåíòðàöèè êàïèòàëà è
ìîíîïîëèçàöèè ýêîíîìèêè, ÷òî îáîñòðÿåòñÿ â ïåðèîä çàðîæ-
äåíèÿ ïîñòèíäóñòðèàëèçìà áëàãîäàðÿ òîòàëüíîé èíôîðìàòè-
çàöèè è ãëîáàëèçàöèè îáùåñòâà. Îòìå÷åíî, ÷òî â ñòðàíàõ ñ
ðàçâèòîé ðûíî÷íîé ýêîíîìèêîé àíòèìîíîïîëüíîå ðåãóëèðîâà-
íèå ÿâëÿåòñÿ îäíîé èç âàæíåéøèõ ñîñòàâëÿþùèõ ýêîíîìè-
÷åñêîé ïîëèòèêè ãîñóäàðñòâà, ïîñêîëüêó îòñóòñòâèå äèêòà-
òà ìîíîïîëèé, ñâîáîäíîå ðàçâèòèå è óêðåïëåíèå ìàëîãî è ñðåä-
íåãî áèçíåñà ÿâëÿþòñÿ íåîáõîäèìûìè óñëîâèÿìè óñòîé÷èâîãî
ýêîíîìè÷åñêîãî ðîñòà. Âàæíî îòìåòèòü, ÷òî â óñëîâèÿõ ãëî-
áàëèçàöèè êîíêóðåíòíàÿ ïîëèòèêà óæå íå ìîæåò îñòàâàòüñÿ
ñôåðîé äåéñòâèÿ òîëüêî íàöèîíàëüíûõ àíòèìîíîïîëüíûõ èí-
ñòðóìåíòîâ, îíà ïðåâðàùàåòñÿ â ïðåäìåò ìåæãîñóäàðñòâåí-
íîé êîîðäèíàöèè è âçàèìîäåéñòâèÿ, âåäü ôîðìèðóþùèåñÿ ñî-
âðåìåííûå òðàíñíàöèîíàëüíûå è ìíîãîíàöèîíàëüíûå êîðïîðà-
öèè ñòàíîâÿòñÿ ïðàêòè÷åñêè íåïîäêîíòðîëüíûìè òðàäèöèîí-
íûì èíñòèòóòàì ãëîáàëüíîãî àíòèòðåñòîâîãî ìåíåäæìåíòà.
Äîêàçàíî, ÷òî äåéñòâåííîå àíòèìîíîïîëüíîå ðåãóëèðîâàíèå
íàöèîíàëüíîé ýêîíîìèêè – ýòî çàëîã îáåñïå÷åíèÿ åå ïðîãðåñ-
ñèâíîãî ðàçâèòèÿ; îíî âûñòóïàåò áîëåå ýôôåêòèâíûì ìåõà-
íèçìîì ïîääåðæêè ñâîáîäíîãî ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâà è êîíêó-
ðåíöèè, ïðàâ ïðèíàäëåæíîñòè, ñòèìóëèðîâàíèÿ çàíÿòîñòè êàê
èñòî÷íèêîâ ýêîíîìè÷åñêîãî ðîñòà. Èìåííî ïîýòîìó â ðàçâè-
òûõ ñòðàíàõ ãîñóäàðñòâî èíèöèèðóåò ðàçâèòèå ñèñòåì îðãà-
íèçàöèîííî-ïðàâîâîé ïîääåðæêè êîíêóðåíòíîé ñðåäû è ïðåäîò-
âðàùåíèå ïðîÿâëåíèé ìîíîïîëèçìà, îñóùåñòâëÿåò ðåãóëèðîâà-
íèå ýêîíîìè÷åñêîé äåÿòåëüíîñòè ïóòåì ðåãèñòðàöèè òîâàð-
íûõ çíàêîâ è ìàðîê, îïðåäåëåíèÿ îáùèõ óñëîâèé ñäåëîê, êîíò-
ðîëÿ íàä äîõîäàìè è ðàñõîäàìè õîçÿéñòâóþùèõ ñóáúåêòîâ, öåí
íà ïðîäóêòû. ïðîèçâîäñòâà ìîíîïîëüíûõ îáðàçîâàíèé, îñóùå-
ñòâëÿåò ïåðåâîä ìîíîïîëèé â ãîñóäàðñòâåííóþ ñîáñòâåííîñòü
è ðåàëèçóåò àäìèíèñòðàòèâíîå íàêàçàíèå çà íàðóøåíèå àíòè-
ìîíîïîëüíîãî çàêîíîäàòåëüñòâà. Ïðàêòè÷åñêàÿ çíà÷èìîñòü
ñîñòîèò â òîì, ÷òî íàó÷íîå èññëåäîâàíèå, ðåçóëüòàòû êîòî-
ðîãî ïðåäñòàâëåíû â ñòàòüå, ÷åòêî è ïîñëåäîâàòåëüíî äåìîí-
ñòðèðóåò íåîòëîæíóþ íåîáõîäèìîñòü èñïîëüçîâàíèÿ ïðîãðåñ-
ñèâíîãî îïûòà ðàçâèòûõ ñòðàí â ñôåðå àíòèìîíîïîëüíîãî ðå-
ãóëèðîâàíèÿ. Ïîëó÷åííûå ðåçóëüòàòû â äàëüíåéøåì ìîãóò èñ-
ïîëüçîâàòüñÿ äëÿ ðàçðàáîòêè ðåêîìåíäàöèé ïî îïðåäåëåíèþ
íàïðàâëåíèé è ôîðìèðîâàíèþ ìåõàíèçìîâ è èíñòðóìåíòîâ àí-
òèìîíîïîëüíîé ïîëèòèêè Óêðàèíû.
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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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