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Abstract. Nowadays about 80 % of international trade is realized within global value chains
coordinated by multinational companies, which simultaneously generate the main part of value
added flows in the world. This determines the relevance of the research and the purpose of the
article that is to reveal the directions of global value chains influence on the international trade
and the countries’ international production specialization, to identify opportunities and risks
for integrating countries in the context of their foreign trade development. As a result of the
research, the directions of the global value chains influence on the countries’” international
production specialization are identified, the opportunities and risks for integrating countries
from the standpoint of their foreign trade and specialization development are determined. Many
distortions of the international trade development indicators and the role of certain groups of
countries in the international trade, resulting from the defining influence of global value chains
on its development, are revealed. It is proved that global value chains create a new reality of
international trade and international labor division, lead to changes in the trade dynamics,
its commodity and geographical structure, as well as significant modification of the countries’
international production specialization.
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notable changes in the international division of
labor. The trade flows within GVCs, estimated
in terms of value added, describe real processes

chains (GVCs),

created on the base of foreign direct investment
(FDI), technologies, goods and services flows
regulated by multinational enterprises (MNCs),
have a dominant effect on the international
trade development. Currently, about 80% of
international trade is realized within GVCs [15],
which simultaneously generate the most of value
added flows in the world. The international
production fragmentation within the framework
of GVCs, largely based on FDI, contributes to

taking place in modern international trade and
allow giving an adequate assessment of the
competitiveness, their
attractiveness and their international production
specialization.

countries’ investment

The above determines the relevance of the
research and the purpose of the article that
is to reveal the directions of GVCs influence
on the international trade and the countries>
production

international specialization, to
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identify opportunities and risks for integrating
countries in the context of their foreign trade
development.

Methodology

General scientific methods,
approach, economic-statistical methods were

systematic

used in the research. The information basis of
the study are the databases of UNCTAD, WTO,
Eurostat and Central statistical offices of the
Visegrad Group countries. In particular, the
approach of international trade evaluation in
terms of value added that is implemented in
the database «Trade in Value Added» (TiVA),
created in 2013 by WTO and OECD, is used in the
article. The TiVA latest version (2016) [7] includes
information on 63 countries and 34 sectors of the
world economy for the period 1995-2011.

The methodological basis of the research
is presented by the works of such scientists as
B. Kogut, E. Penrose, O. E. Williamson, C. H.
Fine, R. N. Langlois, P. Robertson, J. C. Jarillo, E.
Lorenz, W. Powell, H. B. Thorelli, M. Porter, who
studied the value chains functioning. At present,
two large theoretical schools of GVCs researchers
exist: internationalism, which representatives (G.
Gereffi, R. Kaplinsky, P. Gibbon) carry out research
mainly at the macro level, and industrialism
(J. Humphrey, H. Schmitz), which adherents
prefer analysis at the micro level, studying the
experience of industries and clusters.

Among Russian scientists studying GVCs and
network economy are V.Idrisova, S. Kadochnikov,
V. Kondratiev, Yu. Kukushkina, S. Lukyanov,
E. Meshkova, V. Sokolov; among Belarusian
scientists are A.A. Bykov, E.L. Davydenko, A.V.
Danilchenko, D.S. Kalinin, G.A. Shmarlouskaya.

Nowadays the GVCs development led to the
integration of GVCs theories into the theories
of international trade. So, to define a new type
of trade, G. Grossman and E. Rossi-Hansberg
proposed the “trade in tasks” concept instead
of the “trade in goods” concept [4]. R. Baldwin
and A. S. Blinder also concluded that the trade
in finished goods was largely replaced by trade
in intermediate goods and services, which was
also associated with the GVCs development, but

as before, was explained by the Ricardian trade
theory. Later R. Baldwin and F. Robert-Nicoud
introduced a model in which both trade in goods
and trade in tasks arise [1].

Discussion

Globalization of production and trade,
which is one of the defining features of today’s
world economy, has led to creating and rapid
development of GVCs. That s, that the production
process is broken down into several stages which
are located across different parts of the world.
Many other terms have been used to describe
this phenomenon, including fragmentation,
fractionalization, dispersion, disintegration,
unbundling, outsourcing, etc.

The international production fragmentation
within the framework of GVCs, largely based
on FDI, contributes to notable changes in the
international division of labor and countries»
international production specialization. As noted
in the Asia-Pacific Trade and Investment Report
(2015), prepared by ESCAP specialists, as a result
of the increasing fragmentation of production
within the framework of the GVCs, countries do
not need to develop complex vertically integrated
industries to participate in international trade, the
development of capacities at certain production
stages, for certain tasks is sufficient.

It creates an opportunity for even small
developing countries with limited capital to
actively participate in international trade in goods
and services, create jobs and added value. As a
result, more countries are able to benefit from
trade, which contributes to the redistribution of
trade and specialization gains from developed to
developing countries.

At the same time, despite these opportunities,
from the perspective of developing comparative
advantages and trade, there are also negative
aspects of GVCs development for developing
countries. On the one hand, GVCs do indeed
reduce the entry barriers to the lower stages of
the value chain, making it easier for developing
countries to get access to the world markets.
On the other hand, the conditions that facilitate
access to GVCs can simultaneously serve as an
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obstacle for developing countries to reach a higher
technological level and industrialization. This
is explained by the fact that the most accessible
stages of GVCs are usually characterized by
limited links between MNEs with suppliers
and consumers, are associated with low added
value industries, a low level of development of
the institutional environment and absorption
capacity of the economy, which ultimately can
lead to the so-called «surface» industrialization
which reduces the perspectives for modernization
through technology transfer and innovation.
Thus, more than 85% of total exports of industrial
products from the least developed countries are
labor-intensive, resource-intensive and low-tech
industrial products that require low-skilled labor.
Moreover, the integration into GVCs can lead
to closure or reorganization for assemblies or
simple components production of an enterprises
purchased by foreign owners (examples of Polish
companies Zamech and Dolmel).

Moreover, participation in GVCs can lead to
a narrow specialization of developing countries
based on an equally narrow technological base
and, accordingly, to a high degree of dependence
of their economies on MNEs. An example
is the transformation of Mexico and Central
American countries into the centers of industrial
assembly. This also applies to the electronics
and automotive industries in Central and
Eastern Europe. Relatively narrow production
specialization of the Visegrad group countries,
formed in accordance with the interests of MNEs,
made their economies more vulnerable during
crisis.

There is a risk of formation of an enclave
economy of MNEs, weakly connected with the
domestic economy of the country. It happens
when creation of MNEs affiliates does not lead to
an increase in labor productivity in the national
economy or imitation activities of national
companies, partly due to the weak economic
relations of MNEs with local firms and the labor
market. So, in the Visegrad group countries
due to the EU legislation that did not allow a
selective approach to FDI there were cases of FDI
concentration at 100% foreign-owned enterprises,
poorly integrated into the national economy. For

example, in the Czech motor vehicle industry
the Czech-owned companies are totally absent
from the first tier suppliers and are only linked
by casual technological relationships to foreign-
owned multinational subsidiaries which has
limited vertical spillovers of foreign-owned
multinational subsidiaries on the indigenous
industry. India in electronics GVCs is well
presented in integrated circuit design, with most
of the top multinationals having an office in India,
but the design activities are carried out in foreign
multinationals branches with minimal spillover
effects to the domestic economy.

It should be noted that the creation of domestic
MNEs by developing countries creates the
prerequisites and opportunities for a significant
reduction in the risk of remaining at the lower
levels of GVCs, on the whole contributes to the
more effective integration into GVCs and the
capture of greater benefits from the processes of
capital transnationalization.

Thus, MNEs, through FDI production
fragmentation and GVCs creation, determine
and modify the production specialization of the
countries of the world. Countries in Northeast
Asia, Southeast Asia, and to some extent South
Asia, particularly China, are the primary
beneficiaries of GVCs participation and its
contributions to industrial development and
economic growth. So, among the 61 economies
in the OECD TiVA database 7 Asian economies
ranked among the top 20 economiesby importance
of GVCs participation for their manufactured
exports, among them are Cambodia, Singapore,
Republic of Korea, Taiwan Province of China,
Malaysia, Thailand and Viet Nam. As for China
or India, although the percentages are lower for
the larger Asian economies, the absolute values
of GVCs activity in China or India are higher [17].

Asia’s integration into GVCs over the past two
decades is traditionally pronounced for backward
linkages, reflecting the region’s expanding role
in assembly stages of production. But for the
last years China has undergone a substantial
shift away from assembly to more complex
GVCs activities, especially since 2008. China has
changed its role in international trade through
rapid industrial upgrading, which is reflected
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in the large scale of its exports and imports of
intermediate goods and services via both simple
and complex GVCs trade networks. One striking
feature of China’s trade in the twenty-first century
is the increase in the domestic value-added
component of exports, across all manufacturing
industries, but the apparel and electronics GVCs
illustrate this phenomenon the best.

Trade theory predicts that trade patterns will
be influenced by relative factor endowments,
and that hypothesis carries over to prediction of
the location of activities within GVCs. China’s
experience supports the hypothesis, with
specialization in labour-intensive processing
activities in the 1980s and upgrading to more
skill-intensive activities as wages increased in
the 2000s. A corollary of this upgrading was
the shift of the most labour-intensive activities
to lower wage locations such as Cambodia or
Lao PDR. Among the case studies, Samsung’s
decision to locate its new mobile phone assembly
operations in Viet Nam rather than China is the
clearest example of factor cost determining GVCs
participation.

The development and outcomes of GVCs
participation vary significantly at the country
and sectoral levels.

Asia has become an important player in
manufacturing alongside North America and
Europe. Japan lost its lead role in the creation
of value added in Asia’s manufacturing sector.
China developed into a major source of value
added, and the role of China, the Republic
of Korea and Taiwan Province of China as
suppliers of intermediate inputs in medium
high-technology-intensive industries increased.
Although the specialization of Viet Nam and
India in low technology-intensive industries
increased, they recorded higher growth rates
in medium technology-intensive industries. So,
regional value chains presented a safe bet for
India and Viet Nam to increase participation in
low-tech industries, and in medium- to high-
tech industries for China. Global value chains
opened up growth opportunities for China and
Viet Nam in medium high-tech industries, while
India joined expanding GVCs in medium-tech
activities [17].

ASEAN countries and China have drastically
renewed a development strategy so as to
take advantage of production networks and
accelerate industrialisation. Now they know how
to jump-start industrialisation by participating
in production networks. Rather than raising an
entire industry by improving overall investment
climate in a country as a whole, better investment
climate local to specific industrial estates would
suffice to start inviting production blocks. This
makes the initiation of industrialisation much
easier. China, Malaysia, Thailand and others
established such a model, and now Cambodia
and Laos have started attracting machinery parts
producers. Malaysia, Thailand, and China, as
well as Indonesia, the Philippines, and Vietnam
to a lesser extent, are at the stage of constructing
efficient industrial agglomeration, in which local
firms and small medium enterprises have ample
opportunities to link with multinationals and
upgrade innovation [17].

Participation in GVCs changes a lot China’s
international production specialization. From
the perspective of global production networks,
the rise of China has dramatically changed the
whole topology of GVCs from both the demand
and supply sides. This clearly reflects the fact that
China is no longer just an “assembly factory”
exporting huge amounts of final goods to the
world. China has changed its role in international
trade through rapid industrial upgrading, which
is reflected in the large scale of its exports and
imports of intermediate goods and services via
both simple and complex GVC trade networks
[17]. More and more countries, especially in
Asia, have become highly dependent on China’s
supply of value-added and its demand for value-
added directly and indirectly via GVCs. So, from
the view of global production network topology,
China played an increasingly important role as
both a supply and demand hub in GVCs trade
activities.

Moreover, one striking feature of China’s
trade in the twenty-first century is the increase
in the domestic value-added component of
exports across all manufacturing industries.
The apparel and electronics GVCs illustrate well
this phenomenon. In electronics, Chinese firms
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have taken lead-firm status in many domestic
and global value chains. The large and booming
domestic market helped. From that springboard,
Chinese brands have moved into global markets;
21 % of mobile phones sold worldwide in 2015
were Chinese brands (up from 1 % in 2007) and
21 % of televisions (up from 11 % in 2007).

Results

The GVCs impact on the countries> international
production  specialization, as well as on the
international trade dynamics and structure, can
be traced through the main trends in the GVCs
development, among which are the following.

1) Developed countries, on average, are
more integrated into GVCs than developing
economies and economies in transition. So,
according to UNCTAD, the degree of developed
economies integration in GVCs is on average
60 %, of developing economies and economies
in transition — 56 and 57 % respectively [16].
However, these data vary significantly across
countries and industries (figure 1).

2) Developed countries, on average, are
also characterized by a higher dependence of
their exports on intermediate goods imports in
comparison with developing economies and
economies in transition. So, in 2017, the average
level of imported value added in the total
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exports of developed countries amounted to 32
%, of developing countries — 28 %, of economies
in transition — only 13 %. Moreover, as a rule,
large developed states are less dependent on
intermediate goods and services imports within
GVCs than small open economies due to less
diversified economies of the latter. So, in 2017, for
the United States, the share of foreign value added
in exports amounted to only 13 %, for Japan - 21
% (while the GVC participation index of these
countries was equal to 46 and 48 %, respectively)
[16]. However, the United Kingdom, China and
Germany are exceptions to this rule.

3) Countries that are major exporters of raw
materials and services in the world economy
participate in GVCs mainly on the export side.
So, the Russian Federation is inferior only to
Saudi Arabia in the share of national value
added in exports. At the same time, a high
share of national value added in exports is also
characteristic of countries specializing in trade in
services (USA, UK, Italy, France, India), as well as
of some offshore centers (Cyprus, Hong Kong).

Countries that specialize in production
or assembly of final products from imported
components (Republic of Korea, Mexico, the
Netherlands, Hong Kong, Singapore, etc.)
participate in GVCs mainly on the import side
[9]. The greatest dependence on imported
components is typical for developing countries

58 58 57
54 54
48 46 45 42 42 42 49

Switzerland_
Taiwan (China) |
Italy 1
Thailand |
Japan 1
USA:
Canada
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Mexico 1
Australia_
Brazil_

Figure 1 - GVC participation Index in 2017, %
Source: [16].
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Figure 2 — Average GVCs length in the world economy
Source: [5]

in East and Southeast Asia, Central America.

A high level of participation in GVCs, both
on the export and import side, is characteristic
of developed countries that produce high-tech
components (Germany, France) [9]. At the same
time, as noted, developed countries with large
domestic markets can be relatively closed, since
many value chains are entirely located on their
territory (USA, Japan).

4) The greatest degree of production
fragmentation within GVCs in observed in
the processing industry, in particular in the
production of telecommunication equipment,
automotive and electronic industries, metallurgy.
In these industries, the share of imported value
added in exports, as a rule, is significantly higher
than the national average. For example, in Japan
for the transport equipment industry it is equal
to 40 %, in Hungary for the electronic industry it
reaches 85 %, in China, South Korea and Mexico
in the electronic industry it is equal to 75 % [6].

Extractive industries and service sector are
characterized by a low share of foreign value
added in exports, and their involvement in the
GVCs, as a rule, occurs through the contribution
of value added to industrial goods.

5) The degree of participation of developing
countries in GVCs is growing up, at the same
time their integration in international production
is uneven and highly depends on the income

level. So, the share of developing countries in the
world trade within GVCs has increased from 20
% in 1990 to 30 % in 2000 and to more than 40
% today [3]. However, many poorer developing
countries are still little involved in GVCs, except
for the export of natural resources [15].

Among the
economies of East and Southeast Asia are the most
dependent on imports of parts and raw materials
(in 2017, in these countries the share of foreign
value added in exports amounted to 34 %). The
exports dependence on imports is significantly
less in Africa, West Asia (14%), South America
(14%) and West Asia (15%), where natural
resources and low value added goods dominate
exports. A low level of exports dependence
on imports is also observed in the countries of
South Asia (13%), largely due to the high share
of services in their exports (for example, India).

6) In recent years, there has been a slowdown
in the GVCs development, which is manifested
in a decrease in the GVCs average length (figure
2) and a decrease in the share of imported value
added in the world exports (figure 3).

It seems possible to explain this trend by
the following reasons. Firstly, the progressive
deindustrialization of developed countriesand the
prospect of their industrial competitiveness loss
put forward the question of reindustrialization
and re-shoring. So, in recent years, manufacturing

the developing economies,
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companies of OECD countries are increasingly
moving their production back to the territory of
investing countries (for example Apple, General
Electric, Ford Company, etc.) [8]. This trend
is clearly manifested in the Chinese economy
that in recent years faced large capital outflows
[14]' . Secondly, the GVCs shortening is affected
by the recent global financial crisis, increased
financing difficulties and transaction costs.
Thirdly, the growing military-political tension
in the world and natural disasters also affect the
GVCs functioning. So, after the tsunami in Japan
in 2011, a number of companies reduced their
value chains, especially in the automotive and
electronic industries.

7) Many MNCs value chains represent now
rather regional value chains, than global. They
are mainly concentrated in three centers: North
and Central America, Europe and the Asia-
Pacific region. So, already in 2010, the share
of intraregional flows of goods, services and
investments amounted in North and Central
America to 61 %, in Europe — 57%, in East and

! Another reason for the capital outflows from the
country is that China, as once a source of cheap labor,
is characterized by increasing production costs now
and is becoming less attractive for MNCs, giving way to
countries such as Bangladesh, Vietnam and Cambodia.

Southeast Asia — 42 % [10]. In economies in
transition, Latin America and Africa, regional
value chains are less developed. A key role in the
regional value chains development was played by
the increase in the amount of bilateral investment
agreements and regional trade agreements.

The GVCs development and their determining
influence on international trade create a number
of methodological problems in assessment of
global goods and services flows. Firstly, a double
counting problem arises. So, the gross value
of world exports repeatedly includes the cost
of intermediate products, which leads to an
overestimation of international trade volumes
due to double counting. As a result, the
role of countries-producers of final goods is
overestimated. Secondly, the countries’ trade
balances cease to reflect the real imbalances in
bilateral trade. So, the US trade deficit with China
in value added is 25 % less than in gross indicators
[11]. Thirdly, the problem of determining the
real exchange rate arises, as its calculation is
based on gross indicators. Fourthly, it leads to
distorted estimation of foreign trade on the basis
of indicators such as Balassa index, PRODY,
EXPY. Fifthly, gross exports no longer reflect the
country>s endowment with production factors.
As noted by R. Baldwin, country characteristics
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Table 1

Structure of international trade in goods and services calculated in gross indicators and

indicators in value added

Gross indicators Indicators in value added
2010 2017 2010 2017
trillion US % trillion US % trillion US % trillion US %
dollars dollars dollars dollars

Developed 10,969 57,2 12,958 56,1 7,569 54,8 8,811 54,4
economies
Developing 7,504 39,1 9,453 41,0 5,628 40,8 6,806 42,0
economies
Economies in 0,701 3,7 0,672 29 0,610 44 0,584 3,6
transition
All countries 19,168 100 23,082 100 13,807 100 16,157 100
Source: authoring based on UNCTAD data

no longer coincide with the characteristics of
exported goods [2].

The study revealed the following distortions in the
international trade assessment, that are caused by the
accounting of international trade on a gross basis in
the conditions of the GVCs dominant influence on its
development.

1) Distortion of the dynamics of international
trade in goods and services. So, in 2017, the gross
volume of international trade in goods and
services amounted to 23.08 trillion US dollars,
while accounted in value added — only to 16.16
trillion US dollars ? (figure 3).

2) Distortion of the geographical structure of
international trade. The calculations show that
in 2017 the share of developed countries in the
world gross exports amounted to 56.1 %, while
taking into account only trade in value added —to
54.4% 3 (table 1) [8]. It seems possible to explain
it by the fact that the exports dependence on
imports in developed economies (32 % in 2017)
exceeds this indicator in developing economies
and economies in transition (28 and 13 %,
respectively).

3) Distortion of the sectoral structure of
international trade. Assessing international trade
in gross indicators results in underestimating

? Calculated by the author on the basis of UNCTAD data.
? Calculated by the author on the basis of UNCTAD data

of the services share in international trade. It
can be explained by the fact that the data on
international trade do not reflect the value added
of services included in the value of goods. At the
same time, many services participate in trade
indirectly, as production and trade in agriculture
and manufacturing are increasingly dependent
on services. For example, in the clothing
manufacturing, physical components, including
labor and fabric, make up only 9 % of a t-short
price, and 91 % are formed by a wide range
of services, such as retail, logistics, banking,
marketing, etc. [12]. As a result, the share of
services in value added exports is significantly
higher than in gross exports. So, the share of
services in global gross exports is about 20 %,
while almost half (46 %) of the value added of
world exports is created in the tertiary sector [13].

The results of the calculations, presented in
the table 2, show that the share of services in
the total exported value added is equal to 59 %
in developed countries and 43 % in developing
economies and economies in transition 4 which
exceeds significantly the share of services in their
exports calculated in gross indicators.

Thus, the analysis of international trade on
the basis of gross indicators leads to a distortion

* Calculated by the author on the basis of UNCTAD
data.
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Table 2

Share of services in the world exports calculated in gross indicators and
indicators in value added, %

economies in transition

Countries Gross indicators Indicators in value added
All countries 19,5 46
Developed economies 241 59
Developing economies and 13,7 43

Source: authoring based on UNCTAD and WTO data

in the estimates of its dynamics, geographical
and sectoral structure, and accordingly, its
development trends. And as a result it leads to
inadequate assessments of the competitiveness
investment attractiveness of industries,
countries and regions. Thus, in order to clarify
the extent of countries> involvement in the global
economy, it seems useful to assess in indicators
in value added not only the GVCs development
trends, but also the international trade trends
(including foreign trade of EAEU countries).

and

Conclusion

The research made it possible to substantiate the
following conclusions.

1) The GVCs development creates a new
reality of international trade, leads to changes
not only in dynamics, but also in the architecture
of international trade, its commodity and
geographical structure. Currently, it is trade
flows within GVCs, estimated in terms of
value added, that describe the real processes
taking place in modern international trade and
allow to give an adequate assessment to the
countries’ competitiveness and their investment
attractiveness. At the same time the GVCs
development modifies significantly the countries’
international production specialization, creates
additional opportunities and risks for integrating
countries from the standpoint of their foreign
trade and specialization development.

2) The international division of production
process that is carried out by MNEs in different
countries has become a defining feature of
the modern global

economy. Increasingly,

international production, trade and investment
are inextricably being tied within the framework
of GVCs that in its turn significantly change the
international production specialization of the
integrating countries and made industrialization
easier in some ways, and more challenging
in others. So, countries can industrialize by
producing intermediate goods or by performing
specific activities during a particular stage of
production, instead of having to possess all
necessary industries to produce and export final
products. However, the technology requirements
for entering into GVCs are more demanding
than ever. At the same time, concerns abound
regarding the depth of industrialization in the
long run if countries remain trapped in lower
value-added activities along the GVCs. On the
one hand, GVC-related trade can lead to “narrow
industrialization,” in which a country specializes
in low-skill, low-productivity activities that are
less proper tolong-term sustainable development.
On the other hand, MNEs can help diversify the
economies of the countries, especially dependent
on raw material or primary agricultural product
exports.

3) The international trade assessment on the
basis of gross indicators in conditions of the
decisive GVCs influence on its development
leads to distorted results, namely: it distorts the
dynamics, geographical and sectoral structure
of international flows of goods and services,
overestimatesinternational trade volumes and the
role of developed countries in it, underestimates
the share of services in international trade flows.
In this regard, in order to clarify the extent of
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countries> involvement in the global economy,
it seems useful to investigate not only the GVCs
development, but also international trade trends
(including foreign trade of EAEU countries) on
the base of indicators in value added.

4)  MNEs, through FDI, production
fragmentation and GVCs creation, determine
and modify
of the countries of the world. Countries in
Northeast Asia, Southeast Asia, and to some
extent South Asia, particularly China, are the

the production specialization

primary beneficiaries of GVCs participation
and its contributions to industrial development
and economic growth. Asia’s integration into
GVCs over the past two decades is particularly
pronounced for backward linkages, reflecting
the region’s expanding role in assembly stages
of production. By contrast, China has undergone
a substantial shift away from assembly to more
complex GVC activities, especially since 2008.
The shift is most evident in GVC trade in the
electronics industry.
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I'.A. Illmapaosckast’, H.C. Illaaymaesa®
'Geaapyco MemAeKemmix IKOHOMUKAAbIK YyHueepcumemi, Mutnck, beaapyco
*Qpanyuck Cxopuna amvindazol [omerb memaexemmix yrusepcumemi, F'omerv, beaapyco

’Kahanawik @HAipicTiK JXeaiaep, KOCbLAFaH KYH cayAachl JXoHe
eajepaiH xaabIKapaablK ©HAipicTik MaMaHAaHYBIH ©3TepTy

Annorams. Kasipri yakeitra XaabIKapaablK, caydaHblH mamMamen 80% - bI TPaHCYATTBHIK KOMIIaHMLAAp
yitaecripetin >xahaHABIK ©HAIpPICTIK JKeaizep asichblHAA JKY3eTre achIpbliagbl, oAap Oip yaksITTa aaeMJeri Ko-
CBIAFaH KYH aFbIHAApBLIHBIH HeTisri Oeairin Kypaiiasl. bya sepTreyaiH e3eKTidiri MeH MaKaJdaHBIH MaKCaTbIH
aHBIKTaliAbl, 01 >XahaHABIK ©HAIPICTIK KeaidepAiH XaabIKapaablK cayAara >KoHe elepaiH XaabIKapaAblK ©H-
AipicTik MaMaHAaHYyBIHa dcep eTy OaFbITTapbIH aHBIKTayAaH, MHTerpalisiAaHaThIH eAAePAiH CBIPTKBI cayAachlH
AaMBITY TYPFBICBIHAH MYMKiHAIKTepi MeH KayinTepiH aHBIKTayJaH TypaAbl. 3epTTey HaTVKeciHAe >KahaHABIK
OHAIPICTIK JKeaiaepai 4aMBITYAbIH eAJepAiH XaAblKapaablK OHAIPICTIK MaMaHAaHyBIHBIH O©3repyiHe acep eTy
GarpITTapBl, OAapABIH CRIPTKBI CayJachl MeH MaMaHJaHYbIHBIH 4aMYbl TY PFBICBIHAH MHTETpalysidaHaThIH eA4ep
YIIiH MYMKiHAIKTep MeH Toayekeadep aHBIKTaaAbl. XaablKapaablK caydaHbIH AaMy KopceTKilnTepiniy 6ipxaTtap
OypMaaaHybI )KoHe OHAAFEI eAAepAiH JKeKeleTeH TOITapbIHbIH poAi >KahaHABIK ©HAIpicTIK KeaidepAiH OHBIH
AaMyblIHa Iyl acepiHe OallaaHBICTHI aHBIKTaAAbL. JKahaHABIK ©HAipicTiK >Keaisep XxaabIKapaablK cayla MeH
XazapIKapaablK eHOeK 0eAiHiciHiH >KaHa IIBIHABIFBIH TYABIPATLIHEL, CayAa AMHAMMKACLIHBIH, TayapAbIK JKoHe Te-
orpadUsAABIK KYPBLABIMBIHBIH ©3repyiHe, COHAalI-aK, eA4epAiH XaAbIKapaAblK ©HAIpicTiKk MaMaHAaHYbIHBIH aii-
TapABIKTall ©3repyiHe aKeAeTiHi g494eaAeHAl.

Tyiiin ce3aep: >xahaHABIK ©HAIPiCTIK JKeai, KONy ATTHI KOMIIaHW, XaAbIKapaAblK cay4a, KOCBLAFaH KYH cay-
AAchl, XaAbIKapaAbIK OHAIPICTIK MaMaHAaHABIPY.

I'.A. lImapaosckast’, H.C. [llaaymaesa”
'Beaopycckuil zocydapcmeerblii akoHoMuHeckuil ynusepcumem, Mutck, beaapyco
2Tomervcikuil zocydapcmeentviii yrusepcumen umernu Pparyucia Cxopunol, Fomerv, beaapyco

I'ar06aapHBIE HPOM3BOACTBEHHBIE CETH, TOPTOBAS 400aBA€HHOVI CTOMMOCTBIO M1
MO AMQpUKaIT MeXAYHapOAHON IIPOM3BOACTBEHHOM CIleaAn3aliuy CTpaH

Annporamyst. B Hacrosmee BpeMst 0k0410 80% MeXXAYHapOAHON TOPrOBAYU OCYIIECTBASIETCS B paMKax L0-
0aAbHBIX ITIPOM3BOACTBEHHBIX CeTell, KOOPAMHMPYEMBIX TPaHCHAITMOHAABHBIMI KOMITAHMAMM, KOTOPBIe OAHO-
BpeMeHHO IeHepVpPYIOT OCHOBHYIO 4acTh IIOTOKOB 400aBAe€HHOI CTOMMOCTH B MIpe. DTO oIpeeasieT aKTyalb-
HOCTB IICCAeAO0BaHNA 1 11eAb CTaThl, KOTOpasl 3aKAI0YaeTCs B OIIpeJeeHNN HallpaBAeHUI BAVITHIS T100aAbHBIX
IIPOM3BOACTBEHHEBIX CeTell Ha MeXXAYHapOAHYIO TOPrOBAIO ¥ MeXAYHapOAHYIO IIPOU3BOACTBEHHYIO CIlelaAl-
3allMIO CTPaH, BBIABAEHUN BO3MOXKHOCTEN M PUCKOB A4Sl MHTETPUPYIOMINXCs CTpaH B KOHTEKCTe Pa3BUTI MX
BHeIITHell TOProBAl. B pesyaprarte mccaeaoBaHms opeAeAeHbl HallpaBAeHs BAVSTHIS PasBUTIA T100aAbHBIX
IIPOM3BOACTBEHHEBIX CeTell Ha M3MeHeHMe Me>XXAyHapOJHOJ IPOM3BOACTBEHHON cHelMalu3alyy CTpaH, BO3-
MO>KHOCTM M PUCKU A4Sl MHTETPUPYIOIIUXCS CTpaH C HMO3UITUM Pa3BUTU MX BHeIIHell TOPIOBAM M CIIeliya-
An3alnuu. BreisBaeH psig MCKa>KeHMII MOKasaTeAell PasBUTUS MeXXAYHapOAHONM TOPIOBAU M POAU OTAEABHBIX
IPYIII CTpaH B Hewl, 00yCAO0BAEHHBIX OIIpeAeAsIONUM BAMSHIEM I100aAbHBIX IIPOM3BOACTBEHHBIX CeTell Ha ee
passutne. JokasaHo, 4TO ra00aabHbIe IIPOU3BOACTBEHHBIE CEeTH CO34al0T HOBYIO peaabHOCTh MeXKAyHapOAHOI]
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TOPIOBAU M MEXAYHAPOAHOTO pa3jeAeHus TPy4a, MPUBOAAT K M3MEHEHUIO AMHAMMKI, TOBapHON 1 Ieorpa-
(prraeckoit CTPyKTypBI TOPTOBAY, a TAKKe CYIIeCTBEeHHON MOAN(UKAIIUN MeKAYHapOAHON IIPOU3BOACTBEHHOM
crienaAusauyui CTpaH.

Karouesnie caoBa: r106aabHasi IPOU3BOACTBEHHAsI C€Th, MHOTOHAIIMOHAAbHAsA KOMIIAaHUS, MeXAYHapOA-
Hasl TOPTrOBAsl, TOPTOBAS 400aBAEHHOI CTOMMOCTBIO, MeXAYHapOAHas IPOU3BOACTBEHHAs CIIelaAn3alsl.
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