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INSTITUTIONAL FRAMEWORKS OF MODERN
MACROECONOMIC REGULATION MODELS

The article examines the transformation of macroeconomic regulation theories as
a result of market economy evolution within the framework of the concepts of socio-
economic system. The dynamics of judgments already developed by scientists is reviewed
from the theoretical standpoint; practical assessment of the real results of macroeconomic
regulation is given. Special attention is given to the examination of the growth dynamics
of gross national product, changes in social factors of development. Modern models
of macroeconomic regulation and their engagement at global, regional, national and
local levels are described. After analyzing well-known theories and approaches to
macroeconomic regulation the author recommends to take institutional theory as a base
for the further study of Lebanese economy.
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Introduction. The majority of economic theories and research in this area,
which can easily be called the <«leading»> one, is related to macroeconomic
regulation. This partly reflects the fact that macroeconomics is in a way the
dominant part of economy. This statement can be confirmed by the fact that
professional scholars are prone to the analysis of the logical and epistemological
foundations of economic sciences for the following reasons.

Firstly, macroeconomics is an ideal environment for testing general
epistemological and metaphysical ideas about the conditions under which diverse
feasible cause-effect relationships manifest themselves through the abstract
constructions of economic theories.

Secondly, economic policy issues that directly affect the well-being of billions
of people are macroeconomic, not microeconomic. Macroeconomics includes the
actions of the state and various levers that it uses to regulate the situation.
Namely, how such levers are isolated and controlled.

Theories of macroeconomic regulation: evolution and brief description.
The history of the world economy development confirms that the state at all
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times was forced to intervene in economic processes to a varying degree. The
analysis of macroeconomic indicators is necessary to understand the functions
of economy. These indicators are statistically measurable, which facilitates the
analysis of their impact on the functioning of economic systems [5—7].

There are several stages in the development of the macroeconomic regulation
theory (see table).

Evolution and key features of the theories of macroeconomic regulation

Theories (stages)| Key features Exponents
Mercantilism Gold and silver are the main sources of wealth; W. Stafford,
(15th —17th the sphere of circulation (foreign trade) is the T. Man,
cent.) source of profit and wealth; G. Scarphy,

Population growth is the most effective way to J. B. Colbert.
maintain low wages and reduce production costs

Physiocrats The basic idea of «the power of natures; P. Boisguilbert ,
(17th—1gth agriculture is the main source of wealth, therefore, S. Vauban,
cent.) governments are recommended to develop precisely R. Cantillon,
this industry F. Quesnay.
Classical theory Economy is considered in terms of perfect A. Smith,
(second half of competition; D. Ricardo,
the 18th — market is a self-regulatory system that does not A. Marshall,
be%inning of the require state intervention; J. B. Say.
19t century)  supply creates its own demand
Marxism (from Leveling of private property and competition, K. Marx,
the middle of  replacement of spontaneous development by F. Engels,
the 19th cent. — conscious one; V. 1. Lenin,
20th cent.) purposeful influence of the state on socio-economic N. A. Berdyaev
processes with the help of a plan based on public
ownership
Keynesian Market economy is an unstable and imperfect J. Keynes,
Economics system; J. Hicks,
(1950—1970)  prices cannot balance supply and demand,; E. Hansen,
the state should implement macroeconomic P. Samuelson

regulation through taxes, loans and investments
Modern Theories

Supply Theory Effective fiscal policy is used in order to stimulate A. Laffer,
aggregate supply; R. Reagan,
high taxes stimulate inflation; M. Weidenbaum,
state regulation should be focused on stimulating M. Burns.
the supply of goods, capital and factors of

production
Rational Economy exists on the basis of market self- J. F. Moot,
Expectations regulation; T. Sargent,
Theory the presence of need is the only prerequisite for A. Lucas.
motivation;
future behavior of objects depends on their
expectations
Public Choice  Public sector is used by the individuals to achieve J. Buchanan and
Theory their own selfish interests; G. Tullock,
the concept of «economic man»; M. Olson,
public policy is an exchange process D. Muller
Institutionalism The state should control economy; T. Veblen,
people are the main agents of economic growth; J. M. Gerbright,
strong influence on the economy has a direct effect R. Coase, Stiglitz,
on the development of public administration Y. McNill
institutions

Note: author’s research based on [1—17].
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Let us reveal the features of each stage in more detail.

Mercantilism was the first economic school in Europe (15th—17th cent.),
which considered gold and silver (later — an excess of products exchanged
on the external market) as sources of wealth and developed recommendations
for government officials on the development of international trade. The main
economic rationale for mercantilism in the 16thcentury was the consolidation
of the regional centers of feudal power by large, competitive national states.
Other contributing to the development factors were: the creation of colonies
outside Europe; the growth of European trade and industry; the increase in
foreign trade; the increase in the use of metal monetary systems, in particular,
gold and silver, in relation to barter transactions [13, p. 32]. Further, in calmer
periods, the views of mercantilists underwent certain changes, and the dynamics
of international economic processes gave rise to new conceptual views.

The Physiocrats were a «union of people, a community of ideas, and a
recognized authority and combination for purposes that were then united into
society separately». They held the general idea that all things are part of an
interconnected system that is rational and understandable to the human mind.
There were several authors who began to question the mercantilist policy in
the early 1700s (Pierre Boisguillebert [1646 —1714], Richard Cantillon [1680—
1734]), however, Francois Quesnay [1694 —1774] provided the basic structure of
the physiocratic system in the late 1750s. [17, p. 868].

As G. Vaggi notes, the Greek word physis means nature, and kratos means
force, which conveniently reflects the core of the system based on the natural
order of things which was described by the physiocrats. A group of writers with
similar views (Vincent de Gournay [1712—1759] and Anne Robert Jacques Turgot
[1727 —1781]) developed many ideas that were supported by the physiocrats and
were further applied to practice [12, p. 869]. They believed that the natural
system, free from the improper invasion of man, created by law, would lead to
harmony.

The Classical Theory of Regulation (Self-Regulation).

The ideas of the physiocrats were the prerequisites for A. Smith’s theory
and the classical direction of macroeconomic regulation. Classical economists
provided the intellectual map and the justification for capitalism and market
economy. According to this theory, the main regulator of economic processes
is a market mechanism that effectively regulates the distribution of resources,
establishes an economic equilibrium (between supply and demand) and denies
the need for state intervention in the economy.

The «classics» represented the processes occurring in the economy in the
most aggregated form: 1) as a system of interrelated laws and categories; 2) as a
coherent system of relations [14; 16].

A. Smith and D. Ricardo showed that the source of wealth is actually foreign
trade (as the mercantilists believed), and not nature as such (as the physiocrats
believed) and employment in its various forms. The theory of labor costs, which
does not disprove the final utility of the product, was one of the main assumptions
of the political economy of the classics [16].

Classical school, as noted by many of our contemporaries [5; 8], is not just
a set of principles and postulates. Such an assessment would be too general and
formal. The classical theory is the fundamental basis of economics, which is
open to the development, clarifying and expanding the scope of improving the
methodology, justifying new views and conditions.

Marxism.

Marxist theory is both a critical approach, which calls into question the main
political approaches to the theory of macroeconomic regulation, and the classical
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approach, considered through the philosophical and sociological paradigm of
Karl Marx (1818—1883). Together with F. Engels, he developed a revolutionary
approach and outlined a number of concepts that were widely disseminated,
and also gave practical advice on how to build a transnational movement of
people. Factory workers of the whole world — the proletariat — had to unite
into a political revolutionary movement in order to counter the exploitative
and unequal consequences of capitalism, which were generated by the industrial
revolution [7].

In the 1920s—1990s, the Russian school of macroeconomic regulation
was formed. Some bright representatives of this school were G.A. Feldman,
N. D. Kondratiev, A. I. Notkin, Y.A. Kronrod, A.I. Anchishkin, Y. V. Yaremenko
and others. Their research concerned mainly structural policy of the state. For
example, in the 1920s, Russian economist G.A. Feldman developed the foundations of
the theory of economic growth based on the practice of the Soviet planned economy.
The Feldman model was based on K. Marx’s hypothesis of the reproduction.
Transforming the Marxist theory of reproduction, G. A. Feldman formed a complex
system of equations based on a number of coefficients characterizing the efficiency
of the economy and its growth factors [9, p. 747]. The author investigated the
interdependence between investments, capital fund and economic growth.

By the end of the 1970s, several Marxist scholars concluded that classical
Marxism was in crisis, and it was difficult for them to use it as a tool for analyzing
modern society. This led to the development of two new approaches within
the framework of the Marxist tradition: Neograshanskaya theory or discursive
analysis, and analytical Marxism [3, p. 47]. These two approaches developed at
the same time and share the goal of updating Marxist theory by penetrating into
the essence of other traditions.

Keynesian Economics rose to prominence in the 1930s as a response to
the challenges of the Great Depression. In the theoretical aspect, the ideas of
J. Keynes contributed to the emergence of a new aspect of economic theory —
macroeconomics — and the first attempts to apply aggregated economic values.
Keynesian Economics opened the <«first page» in the econometric analysis of
national economy, introducing to the world the most important mathematical
tools and techniques for analyzing macroeconomic indicators [4].

The analysis of J. Keynes laid the foundation for the development of
macroeconomy, which views the economy as a whole and focuses on the use of
state fiscal policy (government spending, deficits and taxes). These tools can be
used to manage aggregate demand and, therefore, to ensure full employment.
As a result, governments reduced their spending during times of restoring and
expanding social production [12].

The ideas of J. Keynes were further developed in the works of the
representatives of «orthodox» Keynesian Economics (J. Hicks, E. Hansen,
P. Samuelson, and others), and left Keynesians (J. Robinson, P. Sraffa, etc.)
[4]. The head of the American followers of J. Keynes E. Hansen developed the
Keynesian multiplier coefficient in the theory of the economic cycle. He concluded
that by increasing expenditures during periods of crisis decline in production and
reducing them during periods of «overheating of the economy», the state is able
to smooth out cyclical fluctuations in production and employment. The most
popular and simple neo-Keynesian theories are considered to be the factor models
proposed by the English economist R. Harrod, the Americans E. Domar and
E. Hansen. The research of these scientists confirmed the relationship between
the growth of national income and the accumulation of capital. At the same
time, according to these scientists, the capital intensity affects only the technical
conditions of production [10, p. 7106].
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The founders of the first truly scientific schools tried to determine the
measure of labor. The relationship of the main factors of production was shown;
the problems that did not fit into the strict framework of the classical theory of
macroeconomic regulation were covered. This period was the final stage of the
transition from the «old economic schools» to the new ones.

The theory of the <economy of supply» is a neoliberal economic theory,
which, unlike Keynesian Economics, advocates the need to stimulate supply, as
well as an increase in production efficiency based on cost reduction, reduction of
income taxes, stimulation of innovative entrepreneurship, and reduction of social
spending.

Proponents of this theory (A. Laffer, M. Feldstein) argue that by reducing
«taxes on the rich», an increase in the inflow of new investments is possible,
which will lead to economic improvements. The development of the shadow
economy, according to this theory, has an inverse relationship with the tax
system, that is, an increase in taxes provokes legal and illegal concealment of
income [3].

This theory of macroeconomic regulation begins with the generally accepted
economic understanding that tax policy can influence the growth of the private
sector by changing incentives to work and invest. However, supporters of this
idea bring this relatively objective observation to the extreme. They argue that
tax cuts for people, especially for those who have a lot of money to invest,
will always produce better economic results, and, moreover, lower taxes are the
single most important intervention that the state can take to stimulate growth.
Ideas like these are not always supported by practice. Thus, the governments of
a number of European countries apply a differential rate for taxation, since this
allows for social balance.

The theory of rational expectations is a neoclassical theory that claims that
the state’s measures to stabilize the economy are ineffective. This is due to the fact
that business entities (entrepreneurs, consumers, wage workers), comprehending
all the information about objects of monetary interest for them, understanding
the possible consequences of the state’s economic policy, behave rationally: make
the best (best for them) decisions, that maximize their well-being.

The theory of rational expectations was first proposed by J. F. Moot from
Indiana University in the early 1960s. He used this term to describe many
economic situations in which the result is partially dependent on what people
expect. The use of expectations in economic theory is not new. Many economists,
including A. K. Pigou, J. Keynes and J. R. Hicks, assigned a central role in
determining the business cycle to people’s expectations of the future. J. Keynes
called it «waves of optimism and pessimism», which helped determine the level of
economic activity. But supporters of the theory of rational expectations analyze
expectations more thoroughly [5].

Rational expectations, in their opinion, are a building block for the theory
of the price of securities for «<random walk» or «efficient markets», the theory of
hyperinflation dynamics, theories of consumption with «constant income» and
«life cycle», and also for the development of economic model policy stabilization
[5].

The theory of public choice was developed by J. Buchanan and G. Tallock.
It explains how public decisions are made and includes an analysis of the system
of relations between the public, politicians, bureaucracy and government bodies.
There are several segments of this theory [2].

According to this theory, the following tools are used in the system of
macroeconomic regulation: lobbyism (activity aimed at ensuring public decision-
making in the interests of a group of people), logrolling (mutual support for
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decisions by certain groups: «you for me — me for you»), vote trading (vote
buying). The goal is to obtain privileges, preferences, government loans,
information, restriction of competition, and the like [2].

The proponents of the theory of public choice come to the conclusion that
there is political inequality, the possibility of making decisions that are not
rational from a social point of view. Therefore, without denying the role of the
state, they still see the solution to the problem in the free development of market
relations on a civilized legal basis. According to these views, this theory can be
ascribed to the neoliberal direction.

The theory of neoclassical synthesis is an economic school that combined the
virtues of neo-Keynesianism and neoliberalism and became the theoretical basis
for a mixed system of regulation of the market economy.

The American economist R. Solow, who won the Nobel Prize in economics,
and the British economist J. E. Mead are two well-known figures in neoclassical
theory. This neoclassical growth theory emphasizes capital accumulation and
the associated savings decision as an important factor in economic growth. The
neoclassical growth model considered two factor production functions with
capital and labor as the determining factors of production. In addition, it added
an exogenously defined factor, technology, to the production function [15].

Popularin the 1950s-1970s, this economic school uses Keynesian macroeconomic
theories and neoclassical microbases (laws of demand, theoretical equilibrium). A
fundamental consequence of this synthesis is the distinction between Keynesian
and classical models of unemployment. This double understanding justifies fiscal
and monetary policy of the state in an attempt to trigger demand for goods
and pull the economy out of unemployment. This explains the complexity of
perception and understanding of this concept.

Institutionalism is close in ideology to the theory of neoclassical synthesis.
The proponents of this theory believe that economic relations in society are formed
not only under the influence of economic, but also socio-psychological, political
and other factors («institutions»). Under the latter they understand trade unions,
corporations, the state, as well as legal, moral, ethical, psychological phenomena
(customs, norms of behavior, habits, national traditions, religion, mentality,
etc.) [1, p. 65].

Formally, the boundaries of institutionalization depend on the universality
of relevant structures. If many or most of the relevant structures are universally
shared by members of society, the boundaries of institutionalization will be
wide. If only some relevant structures are universally shared, the boundaries of
institutionalization will be narrow. In the latter case, there is a possibility that
the institutional order will be very fragmented, since certain relevant structures
are used by separate groups, and not by society as a whole [1, p. 55].

Macroeconomic regulation in Lebanon. After analyzing the main theories
and approaches to macroeconomic regulation applying today and in the past, we
could evaluate and classify the Lebanese economic system.

The World Factbook of US CIA describes Lebanese economy as «a free-market
economy with a strong laissez-faire commercial tradition, where the government
does not restrict foreign investment» [18]. The Lebanese economy is characterized
by a relatively low tax burden, which is conducive to doing business. The overall
tax burden equals 13,8 percent of total domestic income [19]. Based on these
assessments, we could classify macroeconomic policies in Lebanon as grounded
on neoclassical theories of rational expectations and public choice.

Despite the perception by the expert community of the Lebanese economy
as a market with a low degree of government regulation, the Index of Economic
Freedom for Lebanon is rather low. Lebanon is ranked 154th in the world and
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12th among 14 countries in the Middle East and North Africa region, and its
overall score is below the regional and world averages [19]. The Lebanese economy
received especially low rank for such parameters as «judicial effectiveness» and
«government integrity». The country was not ranked by the «fiscal health» factor.

For comparison, Belarus is ranked 104th in this index, Ukraine is 147th,
Russia is 98, Poland is 460 in 2019. Hong Kong, Singapore and New Zealand
are on the top of this ranking.

Thus, the macroeconomic regulation of the Lebanese economy needs to be
improved, at least from the point of view of Western experts. To continue
research in this field by understanding whether this view is correct, what aspects
of government regulation need to be improved, what are the national and regional
features of macroeconomic policy, we recommend using the ideas and tools of
institutional economics. This theory, according to the author, is most suitable
for researching the characteristics of the national economies of the Middle East.

Conclusion. In the context of constantly increasing globalization processes, a
special situation arises in which all macroeconomic models developed over decades
are only partially applicable and do not give a stable effect for overcoming crisis
phenomena in the world economy. Most developed and developing countries face
simultaneously a reduction in production, rising unemployment, a debt crisis, a
decline in the purchasing power of the population, etc. Under these conditions,
the development of the economic models that allow optimizing the structural
policy of the country on a regional scale and promoting economic integration
through the development of high technologies and innovative re-industrialization
becomes most relevant. After analyzing well-known theories and approaches to
macroeconomic regulation we recommend to take institutional theory as a base
for the further study of Lebanese economy.
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NAMEJIA ®YAQ MAXYJ1b

UHCTUTYIIMOHAJILHBIE OCHOBBI MOJIEJIEU
COBPEMEHHOI'O MAKPOSKOHOMMWYECKOI'O
PETVJIMPOBAHMA

06 asrope. [Tanera @yad MAXYJIb (pmakhoul02@gmail.com), acnupanmka xa-
phedpvl akonomuxu u ynpasienus bBeaopycckozo 20cydapcmeennozo IKOHOMUUECKOZ0
yHnusepcumema (2. Munck, Berapycy).

Pesiome. B cratbe paccmarpuBaercs TpaHcdopManms Teopuit MaKpOIKOHOMUYECKOTO
PETyJIMPOBAaHUS B Pe3yJIbTaTe 3BOJIOIUN PBIHOYHONW SKOHOMUKH B paMKaX KOHIIENIUH COo-
IUATHHO-9KOHOMIUYECKOI cucteMbl. /lmHaMuKka cyskJeHMi, yke pa3pa0OTaHHBIX yUYEHBIMH,
paccMaTpuBaeTcs ¢ TeOPeTUYeCKOl TOUKM 3peHUs; JaHa IIPAKTUYecKas OlleHKa peasbHbIX
Pe3yabTaTOB MAaKPOIKOHOMUYECKOTO peryanpoBanusi. Oco6oe BHUMaHUE Y/IEeJIeHO PACCMOT-
penuto quHamuku pocra BBII, maMenenust commanbHbiXx (akTopoB pazputnsg. OrmmcaHb
COBpPEMEHHBIE MOJIE/IN MaKPOIKOHOMHUYECKOTO PETYJIUPOBAHMS W WX B3aMMOJEHCTBUS Ha
r100abHOM, PErHOHATBHOM, HAIMOHATBHOM M MeCTHOM ypoBHsX. IIpoanamusupoBaB us-
BECTHBIE TEOPUU M MOJIXO/IbI K MAKPOIKOHOMUYECKOMY PEryJUPOBAHUIO, ABTOP PEKOMEH/IYeT
B3ATb MHCTUTYLUOHAJIBHYIO TEOPHUIO 3a OCHOBY /IS JajbHEHIIero M3ydyeHUus JMBAHCKOM
9KOHOMUKH.

KioueBbie cjioBa: 9KOHOMHIYECKAs TEeOopud; ]II/IBaH; MaKPOSKOHOMUYECKOE PEryJnpo-
BaHUeE; MUPOBadA 9KOHOMUKA; CTPYKTYpPHaA MOJUTUKA; TOCYAapPCTBEHHOE PETYJ/JINPOBaHUE.

YK 338.22.01
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IIpaBuna odopmienus crateii JAjsi moAaYn B KypPHAT
«BecHik Benapyckara a3sipskayHara skanamiyHara yHiBepciTaTa»

Kypnan npunumaem x usdanuro cmamou Ha pycckom, Geaopycckom u
AH2AUTICKOM A3bIKAX.

ABTOpPBI HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 HAIPABJIEHNE B PEJAKIINIO YiKe paHee OIy6-
JINKOBAHHBIX CTATEll WMJIM CTaTell, IPUHATBHIX K TI€YaTH APYTUMU U3/IAHUSIMI.

Pepakius He B3uMaer 1aary 3a omy6IMKOBAHIE HAYYHBIX CTATel.

CraTbu, Ipe/CTaBJIeHHbIE JUIIAMHU, OCYIIECTBJSIONUMU TOCIEBY30BCKOe 00Y-
yenne (acmupanTypa, AOKTOPAHTYPA, COMCKATENbCTBO), B IOJ| 3aBeplieHns o6yue-
HUsT, TyOJUKYIOTCS TIEPBOOYEPE/THO.

O0beM Hay4HOI CTATbH, YYUThIBAeMOl B KadecTBe MyOIHKAI[IHI O TeMe JINC-
cepranmn, JOJUKEH cocTaBasaTh He Meree 00,35 aBropckoro Jmcra (14 Tbic. mevar-
HBIX 3HAKOB, BKJIIOYasi MPOGENbl MEKIY CJIOBAMHU, 3HAKH MPENUHAHUsS, U(PbI
W T. . — Kak npaBujio, He Menee 8-Mu crpanui Tekcra (Ho ne Gosee 12-Tn),
HarevyaTaHuoro mpudTomMm pasmepoM 14 1myHKTOB uYepe3 1,5 mHTEpBaIa MEXKIY
crpokamu). CTpaHUIbI JOJKHBI GBITh TPOHYMEPOBAHBI.

HayuHnast craTbs [oJKHA BKJIIOYATH CJIEAYIONINE 2JIEMEHTDI:

BBEJIEHIIE;

OCHOBHYIO 4acTb ¢ TabuiamMu, rpadukaMu U IPyruM WTIOCTPATUBHBIM MaTe-
puaaoM (IIpy UX HaIM4INN);

3aKJI0vYeHne, 3aBeplraeMoe 9eTKO cpOpMyTMPOBAHHBIME BbIBOIAMH;

CITMCOK IUTUPOBAHHBIX UCTOYHUKOB.

HasBanme crathil JODKHO OTpaykaTh OCHOBHYIO HIEI0 €e COAep:KaHusi, ObITh
uH(GOPMATUBHBIM U TI0 BO3MOKHOCTH KPATKUM. B 3ariaBusx MOKHO HCIIOJIb30BATh
TOJIBKO OOIIENPUHSTBIE COKPAIIEHUST.

Bo BBegenun crarbu jgosskHa ObITh cdopMy/mpoBaHa ee 1enb (mocrapjaeHa
3a71a4a).

O6s3aTeIbHbI CCBIIKM HAa PAGOTHI, HE SBJIIONIMECcS My6IMKAIUSIMU aBTOpa.
CcpLnkn Ha HeonmyOJIMKOBAaHHBIE PAOOTBI HE JTOMYCKAIOTCS.

Wnmoctparuu, GopMyJIbl I CHOCKH CJielyeT IPOHYMePOBATh B COOTBETCTBHUHU C
HOPSIIKOM IIUTHPOBAHUST B TEKCTE.

CHucok NUTHPOBAHHBIX HCTOYHUKOB PACIIOJIATAETCS B KOHI[E TEKCTA, CCHLIKU
HYMEPYIOTCSI COTJIACHO MOPSIIKY IMUTHPOBaHUsI B TekcTe. HoMepa CCBLIOK TOJIK-
HBI GbITH HATIMCAHBI BHYTPU KBagpaTHbIX cKo6ok (nanpumep [1], [2] u T. 1.). Bee
nyGaMKauKl Ha PyCcCKoM si3bike (KpoMe HOPMAaTHBHBIX JOKYMEHTOB, apXHMBHBIX
MaTepHUajIoB, CTATUCTHYECKUX COOPHUKOB, Ta3€THBIX cTaTell 6e3 yKazaHust aBTopa,
CCBIJIOK Ha CalThl 6e3 yKaszaHMs KOHKPETHOrO MaTepHasa) AOJKHBI COMPOBOIK-
JIaThCsl TI€PEBOJIOM HA36AHUS Ha aHTJIMHACKUN A3bIK (IIPUBOAUTCS B KBaJPaTHBIX
CKOOKax).




Coasas cmamvio 6 pedakuuio, aémopvl nPeoCcmasasiiom:

1) pacnewamxy cmamou u ee snexkmponnviii eapuanm. K crarbe K0JKHBI ObITH
MPUJIOKEHBI JIONOJHUTEIbHbIE cBejeHust: undexc Y /K B coorBercTBuu ¢ Kjaccudu-
KatopoM, kJouesvie c106d (5—10 cI0B Wi KOPOTKUX KJII0YEBBbIX (ppas) Ha PyCCKOM
U aHTJIMICKOM S3bIKaX;

2) cnpasxy o6 asmope:

a) (paMu/Ms, MMsI, OTYECTBO, YUeHasl CTENEHb, YUYEHOe 3BaHUe, JO0JKHOCTh, MECTO
pa6otbl (yue6bl) Ha PyCCKOM SI3bIKE;

6) uMs n daMuIMs aBropa TpaHcauTepanueil B poManckoM andasute (B3ATb 13
Macrnopra);

B) JIEKTPOHHAsA 110UTa;

I') KOHTaKTHbIE Tene(OHbI;

3) svinucky u3 npomoxoaa 3acedanus Kageopvl, BKIOUYAIONLYIO PEKOMEHIAINIO
06 ormy6JIMKOBaHU;

4) pis asropos apyrux Bysos (HUU) — pekomendamenvioe nucvMo pyKOBOI-
CTBa CBOEll OpraHu3aIniy;

5) pesiome cmamvu Ha PYCCKOM s3bIKe (ot 100 o 250 cioB). B HeM 10JIKHO
OBITh OTPAXKEHO KPATKOe COJIePsKaHKe CTaThU: IeJIM U 3aaul, MEeTObl UCCIIe[0BAHMUSI,
Kpatkuil BbiBoja. OO6s3aTeIbHO CIEAYET MPECTaBUTh Ha aHTJINHCKOM SI3bIKE Ha3BaHUe
CTaThH, TEKCT pe3ioMe U o(uInaIbHOE Ha3BaHUE OPraHNU3aIuN, B KOTOPOIl YUUTCS UJTH
paboTaeT aBTOp;

6) xeumanyuio o noonucxe na xypnan (6o ee KOMUIO);

7) pesyvmamor nposepKu MeKcma na npeoMem OPUzUHAIGHOCU TIPU TTOMOIIN
HHCTPYMEHTa <« AHTHUILIArHaTs.

JKypras BrIIOUEH B HAYKOMETPUUYECKYIO 6a3y JaHHBbIX PoccuilcKumii HHIeKe
HayuHoro nuruposanust (PYTHIL)

WNnpexc xypHaua
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