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The purpose of the research was to study the statistical trends of social inequality in

Ukrainian society. There are a lot of modern studies devoted to the methodology for

quantifying this problem, but almost all of them concern the identification and study of

the middle class. In Ukrainian society such a formulation of the problem seems to be

debatable due to the small number of these social groups. Therefore, the attention of the

authors was focused on the study of facts and dynamics in the distribution of the income

of society. For this purpose, official statistical information was used: intervals of distribution

of citizens by the level of total income. It is shown that these data do not allow to correctly

establishing the pattern of changes in social inequality in long-term dynamics, for example,

in the period 2012–2020. Also, for these purposes, it is problematic to use the «Gini’s

coefficient», since its quantitative values are quite dependent on the boundary values of

the extreme intervals of the income distribution series. And they give a controversially

dubious result. The study of issues of social inequality is also complicated by the fact of the

existence of illegal economic activity in Ukraine and officially unaccounted income of

citizens. To solve the problem, we have built a graphical profile of socio-economic

differentiation, as the dependence of the number of the «³-th» income group of society not

on the amount of income, but on the number of the corresponding ranked interval.

Revealing the middle interval (or decile group) makes it easy to identify the asymmetry in

the distribution of income. We see the advantage of this approach to the analysis of the set

task in two aspects: in the possibility of a reliable and objective assessment of the dynamics

of social stratification, and in a simpler method of calculation and visualization. The

revealed regularity of increasing asymmetry in the distribution of incomes of society in

2020 confirmed by the calculated values of the asymmetry coefficients: Àsµ(2012)=0.95

and Àsµ(2020)=1.20. So, in the science work substantiates an increase in socio-economic

differentiation and inequality in 2020 relative to the pre-crisis period of 2012. It is expected

that the revealed statistical trend of increasing social inequality can be affect in the

aggravation of socio-economic and political problems in society.
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Introduction

The concepts of socio-economic, income
differentiation, social inequality, and economic
stratification are often identified. All of them are
associated with the distribution of income between
middle class and groups of some socio-economic
system (most often some country). The level of
differentiation of citizens’ incomes is an actual social

issue. This problem can be studied from different
angles of social sciences: demography, economics,
applied social and political sciences. We consider
the socio-political perspective to be especially
important from the point of view of studying the
political preferences of the electorate, forming an
appropriate image and pre-election party slogans.

The economic aspect in the study of the socio-
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economic differentiation of society is directly related
to the assessment of the purchasing power of the
population, the forecast of consumer demand and
economic growth. If we objectively approach the
understanding of this problem, then socio-economic
differentiation and inequality is a normal and
economically explicable phenomenon. From another
point of view, the strong stratification of society in
terms of income increases the socio-economic and
political problems of the state. It is these aspects:
the balance of the economy, high consumer demand
and the socio-political stability of society that
determine the particular relevance of this study.

Analysis of scientific publications

The theoretical basis and fundamental works
in the field of studying socio-economic inequality
were created by famous scientists with a worldwide
reputation: K. Marx, S. Kuznets, V. Pareto, K. Gini,
M. Lorenz, P. Sorokin, B. Milanovich, T. Piketty,
A. Atkinson et al. It is shown that in the study of
socio-economic inequality, it is important not only
to assess the actual level of economic differentiation
of society, but also to identify features, tendencies
of such division.

At the present time the perspective of this
problem is shifting towards the identification of the
middle class in different types of social formation
(informational, post-totalitarian, transformational,
etc.). Special attention that devotion to the middle
class, explained by the fact that this stratum of society
differs significantly from others in terms of the level
of socio-political stability, high purchasing power,
new consumption standards and significant
investment in the development of human capital [1].
It is also substantiated [2] that representatives of the
middle class have mainly non-economic interests,
which fundamentally distinguishes them from both
the upper and lower social strata of society. A lot of
modern research is devoted to the methodology for
quantifying the middle class. For example, the
authors of [3] proposed a criterial approach,
according to which the middle classes are
distinguished according to objective and subjective
criteria. Objective criteria include professional status,
education, income, wealth, and private property; and
subjective criteria are the self-identification of
individuals. In [4], a comprehensive model was
developed to determine the share of the middle class
in the information economy according to a number
of criteria: well-known and widely used (such as
income level, education level and self-identification),
and relatively new ones. For example, the degree of
involvement in the information society. It is
substantiated that this criterion reveals the share of
the middle class in modern society and the dynamics
of its development. The dynamics of the development
of the middle class, as shown in [1], can also be

studied by the model of its investment behavior in
the consumption of paid intangible services in the
sphere of education and medicine.

At the same time, research aimed at deeply
studying the issues of quantitative measurement of
differentiation in society without highlighting the
middle class as such is limited. Separately, it is worth
noting the work of the authors [5], in which the
main sociological and economic emphasis is placed
on the essence of the concepts of classification and
grouping of social strata. It also identifies the
methodological nuances of quantitative approaches
to assessing the level of socio-economic
differentiation. So, the topic of socio-economic
differentiation is in the focus of world economic
science. The fundamental methodological problem
of studying inequality in the distribution of income
in society concerns approaches to the quantitative
assessment of this phenomenon.

The basis of the modern science of social
inequality is formed by the methodologies introduced
by V. Pareto, K. Gini, M. Lorentz, and the
measurement of the phenomenon of socio-economic
differentiation using the «Gini’s statistical indexes»
(the graphical illustration of the index is the Lorenz
curve), Atkinson and a number of others (for
example, [6]). The identification of the middle class
in Ukrainian society seems to be debatable [7-11]
due to the small size of this group. Therefore, we
consider it expedient to focus on identifying and
studying some income groups or the social profile of
Ukrainian society.

Purpose of the article

The purpose of the scientific work is to study
of statistical trends in the differentiation of Ukrainian
society by incomes of citizens using the numerical
characteristics of the statistical distribution of interval
samples.

Results and discussions

This study is based on the use of official
statistical information: on the intervals of income
distribution [12] and indicators of inequality in their
distribution. To study the uneven distribution of
citizens by the level of material well-being, the
grouping method was used. According to this method,
the population is distributed in ascending order of
income indicators by deciles (10% income intervals)
and quintiles (20% income intervals). The statistical
indicators of income distribution presented in [6]
are practically stable in dynamics and do not allow
identifying the patterns of the phenomenon under
study. For example, the quintile coefficient of income
differentiation of the population (calculated as the
ratio of the income level of the most well-off 20%
of the population to the income level of the least
well-off 20% of the population) over the past 10
years shows values of 3.1...3.5 without an obvious
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pattern of their change.
Therefore, to study the problem posed, we

analyzed the initial statistical series of the interval
distribution of income [12]. An important point was
the correct formation of the sample of these data: a
more accurate picture of the actual distribution of
income in society is displayed by the data for the
earliest periods of the samples presented in [12]. Thus,
two sets of interval data for 2020 and 2012 were
selected for statistical analysis. The corresponding
data of interval readings are given in the table. 1.
The range of intervals (Ði), median values of intervals
Ìå(Ði) and the share of the corresponding income
group in the total population (Yi) are indicated there.

The boundary intervals (1 and 11) of the scale
of differentiation presented in Table 1 and the
corresponding median values were established by
analogy with a similar assumption, as in [9]. These
data directly affect the calculation of the generalized
indicator of income concentration and socio-
economic differentiation – the «Gini’s coefficient».
Therefore, we present variants of its calculation for
different ranges of extreme intervals. Let’s use the
official method for calculating the «Gini’s coefficient»
– G-coefficient [6]:

11 11

i i i i

i 1 i 1

G 1 2 Y cum(r ) Y r ,
 

        (1)

where Yi – the share of the «i-th» group in the total
population (Table 1); ri – the share of income of
the «i-th» group of the population. Calculated
according to the equation (2) [9]:

i
i

max

P
r ,

P
   (2)

where Ði – incomes of the «i-th» group of the
population (Table 1); Ðmax – the maximum income
for the corresponding interval sample (Table 1); cum
(ri) – the cumulative share of the income of the «i-

th» group. It was determined by sequential
summation of the «ri» indicators in the intervals of
relative shares of income.

The values «ri», «cum (ri)» significantly depend
on the median values of the extreme intervals and
therefore affect the values of the G-coefficient. It is
shown in [8,9] the boundaries of the extreme intervals
can be two times larger and smaller than the
corresponding extreme boundaries of the interval.
Therefore, we calculated the G-coefficients, changing
the lower (in the 1st interval) and upper (in the 11th
interval) their boundaries by 30; 50; 70% relative to
the specified level of the extreme interval (Table 2).

Table  2

Dependence of the Gini coefficients on the boundaries of
the extreme intervals of the income differentiation scale

Upper (lower) boundary of the 
boundary interval 

2012 2020 

± 0 0.216 0.222 

± 0.3 0.234 0.256 

± 0.5 0.246 0.278 

± 0.7 0.257 0.300 

 

From the data in Table 2, it can be seen that
the values of the G-coefficients are in direct
relationship with the predicted value of the extreme
intervals. And at the same time, in 2020, all values
of the G-coefficient are higher than for 2012. This
indicates an increase in trends in socio-economic
differentiation. The calculated values of the G-
coefficients (Table 2) are identical to the data
of independent studies [9,13]. It is interesting that
with such values of the G-coefficients, Ukraine in
this rating is next to the EU countries: Austria,
Holland, Slovakia [13].

In other words, the absolute values of the G-
coefficient as a characteristic of socio-economic
differentiation in Ukraine may raise doubts. The most
real reason that the statistical series (Table 1) distort
the factual distribution of income, experts [7,8]
consider the presence of the illegal economy and

Table  1

Interval samples of initial data for 2012, 2020

* – the extreme boundaries of these intervals are indicated presumably

 № interval 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

Рi, UAH 
up to 

480 

480–

840 

840–

1200 

1200–

1560 

1560–

1920 

1920–

2280 

2280–

2640 

2640– 

3000 

3000– 

3360 

3360– 

3720 

over  

3720 

Ме(Рi), UAH 390* 660 1020 1380 1740 2100 2460 2820 3180 3540 3960* 2
0
1
2

 

Yi, % 0.1 2.3 9.1 21.3 22.1 16.6 1.4 6.7 4.3 2.0 5.1 

Рi, UAH 
up to 

3000 

3000–

4000 

4000–

5000 

5000–

6000 

6000–

7000 

7000–

8000 

8000–

9000 

9000–

10000 

10000–

11000 

11000– 

12000 

over 

12000 

Ме(Рi), UAH 2700* 3500 4500 5500 6500 7500 8500 9500 10500 11500 13000* 2
0
2
0

 

Yi, % 8.3 17.8 21.6 17.6 11.5 7.9 5.1 2.8 2.2 1.8 3.4 
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shadow (illegal) economic income of citizens. In
this regard, we consider it necessary to note the
scientific works of Y. Kharizishvili, in which the
schemes for obtaining illegal incomes by various
economic entities are disclosed.

In addition to the considered indicators of the
quintile distribution of income and the «Gini’s
coefficient», the median approach is used to analyze
socio economic differentiation, which allows
comparing the size of the income groups of society
in dynamics [5]. In this case, it is recommended to
take the analyzed interval of median income values
from 0.75–1.25 Me (Pi) to 0.5–2.0 Me (Pi). Since
the income boundaries of relatively wealthy social
strata of society (or the middle class) are not clearly
defined, and there is no consensus on this issue in
science, it is very difficult to draw an objective
conclusion regarding the increase or decrease of the
problem of social inequality during the analyzed
period.

We presented the generalized analysis of the
data in Table 1 in a graphical form. Ranked interval
series (or decile groups of citizens’ incomes) are
plotted along the abscissa, as the number of the
corresponding income group. The indicator of the
relative size of these income groups is plotted on a
vertical scale (Yi). Since the initial statistical data
(Table 1) reflect the distribution of society in
ascending order of income indicators over equal
intervals of income, this form of presentation and
comparison of data, in our opinion, most objectively
reflects the situation with income differentiation in
society.

The ideal situation or desired socio-economic
equality would correspond to the law of a normal
distribution of income among all social groups. And
in this ideal case, the shape of the curves for 2012,
2020 would be another: symmetric about to the
income of the middle group of the variation series
or the 6th decile group (this is shown by the dotted
line in Figure). In fact, we observe something else:
the modal and median values of the curves of the
profile of socio-economic differentiation turn out to
be significantly shifted to the left. In statistics, this
corresponds to the state of right-sided asymmetry in

income distribution or a shift in the modal interval
of income groups towards lower incomes. Moreover,
a stronger leftward shift of the modal and median
values of the 2020 curve indicates an increase in
socio-economic differentiation.

So, abstracting from the numerical values of
the interval series of the statistical distribution of
income by decile groups and identifying these groups
only by ranked numbers make it possible to build a
graphical profile of the socio economic differentiation
of society for different time periods. We see the
advantage of this approach to the analysis of the set
task in the possibility of a reliable and objective
assessment of the dynamics, as well as in a simpler
calculation and visualization technique.

Table 3 shows the characteristics of the
statistical distribution of interval samples (Table 1):
sample mean (P*), median Me (P) and modal value
Mo (P), and the «Pearson asymmetry coefficients»
(Àsð) [14,36] and the asymmetry coefficients (Àsµ),
calculated from the central moments of the third
order [14,36].

Table  3

Numerical characteristics of the statistical distribution of
interval samples

Year Р*, UAH 
Ме(Р), 

UAH 

Мо(Р), 

UAH 
Аsр Аsµ 

2012 1877 1560 1840 0.413 0.95 

2020 5706 5130 5012 0.536 1.20 

 

The data in Table 3 and the positive values of
the asymmetry coefficients confirm the right-sided
asymmetry in the distribution of income in society
and its rather significant level (according to the value
of Àsp). A tendency has been revealed that social
groups that fall into the extreme left – low-income
intervals are becoming more numerous. That is, the
number of citizens with incomes less than the average
is increasing.

Of the two calculated values of the asymmetry
coefficients Àsð and Àsµ, we consider the Àsµ
indicator to be the most objective, which is less
dependent on the extreme members of the sampling
intervals and their boundaries. The statistical

Graphic profile of socio-economic differentiation of Ukrainian society
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significance of the Àsµ values, established by the
sample size [14,37], is high. Thus, the values Àsµ
(2012)=0.95 and Àsµ (2020)=1.20 confirm the
increasing asymmetry in the series of income
distribution in the entire general population – in
the whole society in 2020.

Conclusion

The most complete picture of socio-economic
inequality in society is provided by indicators of
differentiation of the total income of citizens, shown
in the official statistical information. But these
indicators do not allow to unambiguously establishing
the regularity of changes in social inequality in the
long-term dynamics of economic changes. We
consider the problem of measuring socio-economic
inequality to be very important from the point of
view of preventing social upheaval. To measure socio-
economic trends, the period was taken: from crisis
to crisis (2012–2020).

The Gini’s coefficient is quite applicable for
displaying the dynamics of socio-economic
differentiation, but its numerical indicators are quite
dependent on the boundary values of the extreme
intervals of the income distribution series. This gives
a contradictory and dubious result, which reduces
the informative value of the Gini’s coefficient in the
analysis of the problems of socio-economic inequality
in dynamics. The study of the issue is also
complicated by the fact of the existence of large-
scale illegal economic activity in Ukraine and the
unaccounted for income of citizens.

An interesting solution to the problem posed
in the study, we consider the construction of a
graphical profile of socio-economic differentiation,
as the dependence of the number of the «i-th» income
group of society not on the amount of income, but
on the number of the corresponding ranked interval.
Revealing of the median interval (or the «i-th» decile
group) makes it easy to identify the asymmetry in
the distribution of income. We see the advantage of
this approach to the analysis of the set task in the
possibility of a reliable and objective assessment of
the dynamics of social stratification, as well as in a
simpler calculation and visualization technique. The
revealed regularity of increasing asymmetry in the
distribution of incomes of society in 2020 is confirmed
by the calculated values of the asymmetry coefficients:
Àsµ (2012)=0.95 and Àsµ (2020)=1.20.

So, in the science work substantiates an increase
in socio-economic differentiation and inequality in
2020 relative to the pre-crisis period of 2012. Despite
the possible statistical inaccuracies in the formation
of the sample of the initial data (officially
unaccounted or illegal incomes, assumptions about
the boundaries of the extreme intervals of decile
groups), we consider this conclusion to be quite
reasonable. It is expected that the revealed statistical

trend of increasing social inequality can be affect in
the aggravation of socio-economic and political
problems in society.
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ÑÓÑÏ²ËÜÑÒÂÀ: CÒÀÒÈÑÒÈ×Í² ÒÅÍÄÅÍÖ²¯

²âàíîâà Ì.Â., ²âàíîâ À.Â.

Çàâäàííÿ äîñë³äæåííÿ ïîëÿãàëî ó âèâ÷åíí³ ñòàòèñòè-
÷íèõ òåíäåíö³é ñîö³àëüíî¿ íåð³âíîñò³ óêðà¿íñüêîãî ñóñï³ëüñòâà.
Ñó÷àñíèõ äîñë³äæåíü, ïðèñâÿ÷åíèõ ìåòîäîëîã³¿ ê³ëüê³ñíîãî îö³-
íþâàííÿ ö³º¿ ïðîáëåìè, äîñèòü áàãàòî, àëå ïðàêòè÷íî âñ³ âîíè
ñòîñóþòüñÿ ³äåíòèô³êàö³¿ òà âèâ÷åííÿ ñåðåäíüîãî êëàñó. Â
óêðà¿íñüêîìó ñóñï³ëüñòâ³ òàêà ïîñòàíîâêà ïðîáëåìè âèäàºòü-
ñÿ äèñêóñ³éíîþ ÷åðåç íåâåëèêó â³äíîñíó ÷èñåëüí³ñòü ö³º¿ ñîö³-
àëüíî¿ ãðóïè. Òîìó óâàãà àâòîð³â áóëà ñôîêóñîâàíà íà âèâ÷åíí³
ôàêò³â ³ äèíàì³êè ó ðîçïîä³ë³ äîõîä³â ñóñï³ëüñòâà. Ç ö³ºþ ìå-
òîþ áóëî âèêîðèñòàíî îô³ö³éíó ñòàòèñòè÷íó ³íôîðìàö³þ:
³íòåðâàëè ðîçïîä³ëó ãðîìàäÿí çà ð³âíåì çàãàëüíèõ äîõîä³â. Ïî-
êàçàíî, ùî ö³ äàí³ íå äîçâîëÿþòü êîðåêòíî âñòàíîâèòè çàêî-
íîì³ðí³ñòü çì³íè ñîö³àëüíî¿ íåð³âíîñò³ ó òðèâàë³é äèíàì³ö³,
íàïðèêëàä, ó ïåð³îä 2012–2020 ðîê³â. Òàêîæ ç ö³ºþ ìåòîþ
ïðîáëåìàòè÷íî çàñòîñóâàííÿ êîåô³ö³ºíòà Äæèí³, îñê³ëüêè éîãî
÷èñåëüí³ ïîêàçíèêè ñèëüíî çàëåæàòü â³ä ãðàíè÷íèõ çíà÷åíü
êðàéí³õ ³íòåðâàë³â ðÿä³â ðîçïîä³ëó äîõîä³â ³ äàþòü ñóïåðå÷ëè-
âî-ñóìí³âíèé ðåçóëüòàò. Âèâ÷åííÿ ïèòàíü ñîö³àëüíî¿ íåð³âíîñò³
òàêîæ óñêëàäíÿºòüñÿ ôàêòîì ³ñíóâàííÿ ìàñøòàáíî¿ ò³íüîâî¿
åêîíîì³÷íî¿ ä³ÿëüíîñò³ â Óêðà¿í³ òà íåâðàõîâàíèìè äîõîäàìè
ãðîìàäÿí. Äëÿ âèð³øåííÿ ïîñòàâëåíîãî çàâäàííÿ íàìè ïîáóäî-
âàíî ãðàô³÷íèé ïðîô³ëü ñîö³àëüíî-åêîíîì³÷íî¿ äèôåðåíö³àö³¿, ÿê
çàëåæí³ñòü ÷èñåëüíîñò³ ³-î¿ äîõîäíî¿ ãðóïè ñîö³óìó, àëå íå â³ä
ðîçì³ðó äîõîäó, à â³ä íîìåðà â³äïîâ³äíîãî ðàíæîâàíîãî ³íòåð-
âàëó. Âèä³ëåííÿ ìåä³àííîãî ³íòåðâàëó (àáî äåöèëüíî¿ ãðóïè)
äîçâîëÿº äîñèòü ëåãêî âèÿâèòè àñèìåòð³þ ðîçïîä³ëó äîõîä³â.
Ïåðåâàãà òàêîãî ï³äõîäó äî àíàë³çó ïîñòàâëåíîãî çàâäàííÿ ìè
áà÷èìî ó ìîæëèâîñò³ äîñòîâ³ðíîãî òà îá’ºêòèâíîãî îö³íþâàí-
íÿ äèíàì³êè ñîö³àëüíîãî ðîçøàðóâàííÿ, à òàêîæ ó ïðîñò³ø³é
ìåòîäèö³ ðîçðàõóíê³â òà â³çóàë³çàö³¿. Âèÿâëåíà çàêîíîì³ðí³ñòü
ïîñèëåííÿ àñèìåòðè÷íîñò³ ó ðÿä³ ðîçïîä³ëó äîõîä³â ñóñï³ëüñòâà
ó 2020 ð. ï³äòâåðäæåíà ðîçðàõóíêîâèìè çíà÷åííÿìè êîåô³ö³ºíò³â
àñèìåòðè÷íîñò³: Àsµ (2012)=0,95 òà Àsµ (2020)=1,20. Òàêèì
÷èíîì, îá´ðóíòîâàíî çá³ëüøåííÿ ñîö³àëüíî-åêîíîì³÷íî¿ äèôå-
ðåíö³àö³¿ òà íåð³âíîñò³ ó 2020 ð. â³äíîñíî äîêðèçîâîãî ïåð³îäó
2012 ð. Î÷³êóºòüñÿ, ùî âèÿâëåíà ñòàòèñòè÷íà òåíäåíö³ÿ ïî-
ñèëåííÿ ñîö³àëüíî¿ íåð³âíîñò³ ìîæå çíàéòè ñâîº â³äîáðàæåííÿ
ó çàãîñòðåíí³ ñîö³àëüíî-åêîíîì³÷íèõ ³ ïîë³òè÷íèõ ïðîáëåì ó
ñóñï³ëüñòâ³.

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: ñîö³àëüíî-åêîíîì³÷íà íåð³âí³ñòü,
äèôåðåíö³àö³ÿ äîõîä³â, äîõîäí³ ãðóïè, ñòàòèñòè÷í³ òåíäåíö³¿,
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Çàäà÷à èññëåäîâàíèÿ ñîñòîÿëà â èçó÷åíèè ñòàòèñòè÷åñ-
êèõ òåíäåíöèé ñîöèàëüíîãî íåðàâåíñòâà óêðàèíñêîãî îáùåñòâà.
Ñîâðåìåííûõ èññëåäîâàíèé, ïîñâÿùåííûõ ìåòîäîëîãèè êîëè÷å-
ñòâåííîé îöåíêè ýòîé ïðîáëåìû äîâîëüíî ìíîãî, íî ïðàêòè-
÷åñêè âñå îíè êàñàþòñÿ èäåíòèôèêàöèè è èçó÷åíèÿ ñðåäíåãî
êëàññà. Â óêðàèíñêîì îáùåñòâå òàêàÿ ïîñòàíîâêà ïðîáëåìû
ïðåäñòàâëÿåòñÿ äèñêóññèîííîé ïî ïðè÷èíå ìàëî÷èñëåííîñòè
ýòîé ñîöèàëüíîé ãðóïïû. Ïîýòîìó âíèìàíèå àâòîðîâ áûëî ñôî-
êóñèðîâàíî íà èçó÷åíèè ôàêòîâ è äèíàìèêè â ðàñïðåäåëåíèè
äîõîäîâ îáùåñòâà. Äëÿ ýòîé öåëè áûëà èñïîëüçîâàíà îôèöè-
àëüíàÿ ñòàòèñòè÷åñêàÿ èíôîðìàöèÿ: èíòåðâàëû ðàñïðåäåëå-
íèÿ ãðàæäàí ïî óðîâíþ îáùèõ äîõîäîâ. Ïîêàçàíî, ÷òî ýòè äàí-
íûå íå ïîçâîëÿþò îäíîçíà÷íî óñòàíîâèòü çàêîíîìåðíîñòü èç-
ìåíåíèÿ ñîöèàëüíîãî íåðàâåíñòâà â äëèòåëüíîé äèíàìèêå, íà-
ïðèìåð, â ïåðèîä 2012–2020 ãã. Òàêæå äëÿ ýòèõ öåëåé ïðîáëå-
ìàòè÷íî ïðèìåíåíèå êîýôôèöèåíòà Äæèíè, òàê êàê åãî ÷èñ-
ëåííûå ïîêàçàòåëè äîâîëüíî ñèëüíî çàâèñÿò îò ãðàíè÷íûõ çíà-
÷åíèé êðàéíèõ èíòåðâàëîâ ðÿäîâ ðàñïðåäåëåíèÿ äîõîäîâ. È äàþò
ïðîòèâîðå÷èâî-ñîìíèòåëüíûé ðåçóëüòàò. Èçó÷åíèå âîïðîñîâ
ñîöèàëüíîãî íåðàâåíñòâà òàêæå îñëîæíÿåòñÿ ôàêòîì ñóùå-
ñòâîâàíèÿ ìàñøòàáíîé òåíåâîé ýêîíîìè÷åñêîé äåÿòåëüíîñòè
â Óêðàèíå è íåó÷òåííûìè äîõîäàìè ãðàæäàí. Äëÿ ðåøåíèÿ ïî-
ñòàâëåííîé çàäà÷è íàìè ïîñòðîåí ãðàôè÷åñêèé ïðîôèëü ñîöè-
àëüíî-ýêîíîìè÷åñêîé äèôôåðåíöèàöèè, êàê çàâèñèìîñòü ÷èñ-
ëåííîñòè ³-îé äîõîäíîé ãðóïïû ñîöèóìà íå îò ðàçìåðà äîõîäà,
à îò íîìåðà ñîîòâåòñòâóþùåãî ðàíæèðîâàííîãî èíòåðâàëà.
Âûäåëåíèå ìåäèàííîãî èíòåðâàëà (èäè äåöèëüíîé ãðóïïû) ïî-
çâîëÿåò äîñòàòî÷íî ïðîñòî âûÿâèòü àñèììåòðèþ ðàñïðåäå-
ëåíèÿ äîõîäîâ. Ïðåèìóùåñòâî òàêîãî ïîäõîäà ê àíàëèçó ïî-
ñòàâëåííîé çàäà÷è ìû âèäèì â âîçìîæíîñòè äîñòîâåðíîé è
îáúåêòèâíîé îöåíêè äèíàìèêè ñîöèàëüíîãî ðàññëîåíèÿ, à òàê-
æå â áîëåå ïðîñòîé ìåòîäèêå ðàñ÷åòîâ è âèçóàëèçàöèè. Âûÿâ-
ëåííàÿ çàêîíîìåðíîñòü óñèëåíèÿ àñèììåòðè÷íîñòè â ðÿäó ðàñ-
ïðåäåëåíèÿ äîõîäîâ îáùåñòâà â 2020 ã. ïîäòâåðæäåíà ðàñ÷åò-
íûìè çíà÷åíèÿìè êîýôôèöèåíòîâ àñèììåòðè÷íîñòè: Àsµ
(2012)=0,95 è Àsµ (2020)=1,20. Òàêèì îáðàçîì, îáîñíîâàíî óâå-
ëè÷åíèå ñîöèàëüíî-ýêîíîìè÷åñêîé äèôôåðåíöèàöèè è íåðàâåí-
ñòâà â 2020 ã. îòíîñèòåëüíî äîêðèçèñíîãî ïåðèîäà 2012 ã.
Îæèäàåìî, ÷òî âûÿâëåííàÿ ñòàòèñòè÷åñêàÿ òåíäåíöèÿ óñè-
ëåíèÿ ñîöèàëüíîãî íåðàâåíñòâà ìîæåò íàéòè ñâîå îòðàæåíèå
â îáîñòðåíèè ñîöèàëüíî-ýêîíîìè÷åñêèõ è ïîëèòè÷åñêèõ ïðî-
áëåì â îáùåñòâå.
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The purpose of the research was to study the statistical trends
of social inequality in Ukrainian society. There are a lot of modern
studies devoted to the methodology for quantifying this problem, but
almost all of them concern the identification and study of the middle
class. In Ukrainian society such a formulation of the problem seems
to be debatable due to the small number of these social groups.
Therefore, the attention of the authors was focused on the study of
facts and dynamics in the distribution of the income of society. For
this purpose, official statistical information was used: intervals of
distribution of citizens by the level of total income. It is shown that
these data do not allow to correctly establishing the pattern of changes
in social inequality in long-term dynamics, for example, in the period
2012–2020. Also, for these purposes, it is problematic to use the
«Gini’s coefficient», since its quantitative values are quite dependent
on the boundary values of the extreme intervals of the income
distribution series. And they give a controversially dubious result.
The study of issues of social inequality is also complicated by the
fact of the existence of illegal economic activity in Ukraine and
officially unaccounted income of citizens. To solve the problem, we
have built a graphical profile of socio-economic differentiation, as
the dependence of the number of the «³-th» income group of society
not on the amount of income, but on the number of the corresponding
ranked interval. Revealing the middle interval (or decile group) makes
it easy to identify the asymmetry in the distribution of income. We
see the advantage of this approach to the analysis of the set task in
two aspects: in the possibility of a reliable and objective assessment
of the dynamics of social stratification, and in a simpler method of
calculation and visualization. The revealed regularity of increasing
asymmetry in the distribution of incomes of society in 2020 confirmed
by the calculated values of the asymmetry coefficients: Àsµ(2012)=0.95
and Àsµ(2020)=1.20. So, in the science work substantiates an increase
in socio-economic differentiation and inequality in 2020 relative to
the pre-crisis period of 2012. It is expected that the revealed statistical
trend of increasing social inequality can be affect in the aggravation
of socio-economic and political problems in society.

Keywords: socio-economic inequality, income differentia-
tion, income groups, statistical trends, Gini’s coefficient, asym-
metry.
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