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PROVIDING FINANCIAL AND ECONOMIC SECURITY OF THE ENTERPRISE
IN THE CONDITIONS OF DEVELOPMENT OF THE DIGITAL ECONOMY

The article clarifies the essence and features of the digital economy. It was found (according to the European
Commission) that Denmark, Sweden and Finland have taken the lead in the digital economy over the last three years;
the lowest level of digitization is in Bulgaria, Romania and Greece. The necessity of development and introduction of
the system of financial and economic security of the enterprise in the conditions of development of digital economy is
substantiated. The essence of the concept of financial and economic security of the enterprise in the conditions of
digitalization as protection of activity of the enterprise from external and internal negative factors and introduction of
innovative information technologies and software for the purpose of its stable and dynamic development is defined.
The priority directions of ensuring the financial and economic security of enterprises in the new realities of
digitalization of economic activity are given.
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OBECINEYEHUE ®PUHAHCOBO-3KOHOMHYECKOMN BE3OIMACHOCTH
NPEANPUSATHS B YCJOBUSX PA3SBUTUA IU®POBOM SKOHOMUKH

B crarbe BBISICHWIN CYIIHOCTB M 0cOOeHHOCTH (hopMHpoBaHus HU(YPOBOH SIKOHOMHKH. Y CTAHOBIIIM (IO JJAHHBIM
EBporneiickoit komuccun), 4To JUAEpCKHE MO3UIMU 10 YPOBHIO IU(PPOBOI IKOHOMHUKH 3a ITOCIIEJHAE TPH I'OJa 3aHITH
Hanus, Beuns n OuHISHIMA; HU3KMH ypoBeHb IudpoBusaunu B bonrapuu, Pymbeianm u I'perun. O6ocHOBaHa
HEOOXOAMMOCTh Pa3padOTKH W BHEIPEHHS CHCTEMBbl (PMHAHCOBO-3KOHOMHMYECKOW O€30MacHOCTH MpPEANpUATHS B
YCIOBHSX pa3BUTUS 1H(ppoBoil skoHOMuku. OrmpeneneHa CYIIHOCTE MOHATHS (PHHAHCOBO-3KOHOMHYECKOM
0€30IacHOCTH IPEATIPHSTHS B YCIOBUAX IU(POBU3AIIH KaK 3alIUIICHHOCTD AESITeIbHOCTH NPEANPHATHS OT BHEIITHUX
1 BHYTPEHHUX HETATHUBHBIX (DAaKTOPOB M BHEJPEHHE HHHOBAIMOHHBIX HH)OPMAIIMOHHBIX TEXHOJOTHHA U MPOTPaMMHBIX
CPEJICTB C LENbI0 €ro CTAOMIBHOTO U JMHAMUYHOTO pa3BUTHA. [IprBeIeHBI MPHOPHUTETHRIE HAIIPABICHNS 00ECIICYeHHUS
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(MHAHCOBO-3KOHOMUYECKOH O€30IacCHOCTH MPEANPHUATHH B HOBBIX pealuiaX IUIKATAIN3AINHA XO3SHCTBEHHOM
JIeSITeTTbHOCTH.

KaroueBble ci1oBa: nn@poBble TEXHONOTHH, IH(POBas YKOHOMHUKA, (PUHAHCOBO-3KOHOMHYECKasi 0€3011acCHOCTb,
nHpopmannoHHas 6e30macHOCTh, HH(popManus.
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3ABE3NEYEHHS ®IHAHCOBO-EKOHOMIYHOI BE3NEKH HIJINIPUEMCTBA
B YMOBAX PO3BUTKY IU®POBOI EKOHOMIKHA

VY crarti 3’sCOBaHO, MO 3HAYHY POJIb Yy PO3BHTKY Bcix cdep cycmiibeTBa Bigirpamote iHHOBaumiiii
iHpopManiiiHi Ta KOMII’IOTepHi TeXHOJIOTIi, sIKi € 0cHOBOIO HU(PoBOi ekoHOMikH. Oco0/1MBO Barommii BIJIUB
3aiiicHIOITH npouecH HudpoBizalii HA rocnoAaApCcLKY AiISVIBHICTH Cy0’€KTIiB rocnoJaplOBaHHA, a, OT:Ke, il Ha
3a0e3ne4yeHHs IXHbOI (PIHAHCOBO-eKOHOMIYHOI Oe311eKu.

Mera crarti — BH3HaueHHs ocoOnuBOCTel 3abe3nedyeHHs (iHAHCOBO-EKOHOMIYHOI O€3MeKH BITYM3HSIHHX
MIANPUEMCTB B YMOBaX PO3BHUTKY IHU(DPOBOi €KOHOMIKH. [[Jisl TOCATHEHHS MOCTaBJIEHOI METH Nepe0aueHO BUKOHATH
Taki 3aBIaHHs: 3’SICyBaTH CYTHICTb MOHATTA «UH(POBA €KOHOMIKa», PO3INISIHYTH BIUIMB IHU(GPOBOI €KOHOMIKH Ha
JUSUTBHICTh  TIJIPUEMCTB Ta BU3HAYMTH OCOONMBOCTI iX (YHKIIOHYBaHHS; BHUOKPEMHUTH 3arpos3u (hiHaHCOBO-
€KOHOMIUHIH Oe3rmerni MmiAmpHeEMCTBA i BILTHBOM HU(POBI3allii Ta BU3HAYUTH IPIOPUTETHI HAIPSAMH 3a0€3IICUCHHS
(hiHAHCOBO-CKOHOMIYHOI OE3MEKH MiATNPHEMCTB B YMOBaX PO3BUTKY IH(POBOT €EKOHOMIKH.

3’sicoBaHO, 10 €IMHOTO IAXOAY /10 BU3HAUEHHS CYTHOCTI MOHATTA “IHU(poBa €KOHOMIKa» HE ICHYE, SIK cepen
3apyODKHMX HAayKOBIIiB, TaK 1 cepei BITUYM3HSIHMX yYCHUX. BUHUKHEHHS Ta PO3BUTOK IIHOTO MOHSTTS IIOB’s3aHE 3
YIIPOBAIHKEHHAM B Pi3HI chepH IKUTTEAISIIBHOCTI CYCIUILCTBA U(POBUX TEXHOJIOTIH.

BcranoeneHo (3a ranuMu €Bponenchkoi KOMIcIT), 0 JiepchKi MO3UIIiT CTOCOBHO PiBHS HU(PPOBOT €EKOHOMIKH 32
ocranHi Tpu poku nocinu anis, [eenis ta dinnsHuais; HaiiHWK4YMi piBeHb nudposizanii y bosrapii, PymyHii ta
I'pertii.

BusHaueHO OCHOBHI 3arpo3d MisIIBHOCTI IJOPUEMCTB 32 yYMOB IH(POBOI exoHOMIKH. OOIpyHTOBaHO
HEOOXITHICTE PO3POOKH Ta BIPOBAHKECHHS CHCTEMH (DiHAHCOBO-€KOHOMIYHOI OE3IMEeKH IiIIpHEMCTBA B YMOBAax
po3BUTKY mu(ppoBOi €KOHOMIKH. BHU3HA4YeHO CYTHICTH MOHATTS (DiHAHCOBO-EKOHOMIWHOI OE3MEeKH MiATPHEMCTBA B
yMoBax [HUQpOBI3allii Ta HaBEACHO MPIOPUTETHI HampsMu 3abe3nedeHHsS (PiHAHCOBO-CKOHOMIYHOI Oe3IeKH
MATPHEMCTB Y HOBUX PeaisiX AiPKUATAI3aIll TOCTIONapPChKOi AisTTBHOCTI.

OTtxe, mudpoBizalis cTajga HEBiI €MHOI0 CKIaJ0BOIO (YHKIIOHYBAaHHS BITYM3HSHUX IiJNPUEMCTB. Tomy
BaXXJIUBO MIBH/IIIE aIalITOBYBATH HaMKpaIli MpakTUKX IU(PoBOi TpaHchHopMaIllii 10 pO3BUTKY BITUHM3HIHOTO Oi3HECY.

Karouosi cnoBa: mmdposi texHomorii, nudpoBa ekoHOMiKa, (iHAHCOBO-eKOHOMiUHa Oe3meka, iHpopmamiiiHa
Oesneka, iHdopmaris.

Formulation of the scientific problem and its significance. Nowadays, innovative information and
computer technologies, which are the basis of the digital economy, play a significant role in the
development of all aspects of society. The processes of digitalization have a particularly significant impact
on the economic activities of economic entities, and consequently, on ensuring their financial and economic
security. Therefore, the study of the peculiarities on the functioning of enterprises and ensuring their
financial and economic security in the introduction of digital technologies is relevant.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The formation and development of the digital economy
and its impact on socio-economic processes have been studied by such scientists as I. Ansoff, R. Ackoff,
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S. N. Bruskin, S. M. Veretyuk, V. Heyets, O.YE.Hudz, O.V.Kitova, A.M.Kozyryev, N. Lane,
L. Gh. Lipych, T. Mesenbourg, D. Tapscott and others. Some aspects of financial and economic security of
enterprises under the influence of digitalization of the economy were considered in the works of
0. V. Arefyev, K. S. Horyachev, S. M. llyashenko, I.V. Sadchykova, S. M. Shkarlet etc. Despite a
significant amount of work in the field of formation and development of the digital economy, further
research of theoretical, methodological and applied aspect are neeeded to ensure financial and economic
security of the enterprise in the context of digitalization.

The purpose and objectives of the article. The purpose of the article is to determine the features of
financial and economic security of domestic enterprises in the growing digital economy. To achieve this
goal it is planned to solve the following tasks: to clarify the essence of the concept of «digital economy», to
consider the impact of the digital economy on the activities of enterprises and to determine the features of
their functioning; to identify threats to the financial and economic security of the enterprise under the
influence of digitalization and to identify priority areas for financial and economic security of enterprises in
the conditions of developing digital economy.

Presentation of the main material and substantiation of the results of the research. The concept of
digital economy was first proposed by Canadian economist and business consultant Don Tapscott in his
work «Digital Economy: Promise and Peril in the Age of Networked Intelligence» [1]. The manuscript of
the book was prepared in 1994, but the book itself was published later. However, the date of publication of
the book as well as the term "digital economy" is considered to be 1994. Unfortunately, the author does not
give a definition of «digital economy» in his work, but uses the concept of «Age of Networked Intelligence»
and explains the changes in business in accordance with changes in digital technology. In 2014, a new
edition of D. Tapscott [2] was published on the twentieth anniversary of writing the original version (1994)
and the emergence of the term «digital economy». Many scholars still consider Don Tapscott to be one of
the world’s greatest «cyber gurusy.

N. Lane in his work «Advancing the Digital Economy into the 21st Century» defines the digital
economy as the convergence of computer and communication technologies on the Internet, which stimulate
the development of e-commerce and large-scale changes in organizational structure [3], i.e. the author
focuses on e-commerce. The term «e-commerce» is also used by Thomas Mesenbourg [4]. The author
explains that the digital economy consists of the following components:

—e-business infrastructure (equipment; software; telecommunications; networks; buildings where
digital economy items are created; support services, etc.) used for e-transactions and e-commerce;

— e-business, i.e any process that the company carries out using computer networks;

— e-commerce, the sale of goods through computer networks.

Thus, the most common definition of the digital economy is that it is a type of commercial activity
related to the sale of goods and services through e-commerce. According to this understanding, the digital
economy is an activity directly related to e-commerce, which includes: services related to online services,
online stores, information sites that earn on advertising, and other activities.

Russian scientists understand the «digital economy» as any economic activity based on the use of
digital technologies [5, p.13].

On the other hand, the «digital economy» is an economy based on new methods of generating,
processing, storing, transmitting data, and digital computer technology. The core technologies of the digital
economy are big data (the data itself and methods of working with them), artificial intelligence, blockchain
technology, cloud computing, quantum technology, robotics, virtual reality, and others.

Among Ukrainian scientists, there are also different interpretations of the concept of «digital
economyy. In particular, S. M. Veretjuk and V. V. Pilinsjkyj defined the digital economy as an unrealized
transformation of all spheres of the economy due to the transfer of all information resources and knowledge
to a computer platform [6, p. 51]. S. V. Koljadenko considers the digital economy as one based on the
production of electronic goods and services by high-tech business structures and the distribution of these
products through e-commerce [7, p.106]. A. A. Apaljkova notes that the digital economy is the most
important engine of innovation, competitiveness and economic development [8, p. 13].

Gh. Gh. Chmeruk notes that the digital economy is a separate sector of the economy in which economic
activity is carried out by economic entities through the use of information and communication and digital
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technologies, where the main means (factors) of production are digital (electronic, virtual) data ( both
numerical and textual) [9, p. 95].

Thus, a review of the above approaches to defining the essence of the digital economy led to the
conclusion that the emergence and development of this concept is associated with the introduction of digital
technologies in various spheres of society.

The Concept of Development of the Digital Economy and Society of Ukraine for 2018-2020 states that
the digital economy means an activity in which the main means (factors) of production are digital
(electronic, virtual) data, both numerical and textual [10]. This definition is considered official in Ukraine.

Thus, there is no single approach to defining the essence of this concept, both among foreign scientists
and among Ukrainian scientists. Some talk about the digital economy in a narrow sense, identifying it
directly with the computer industry and e-business, such as the well-known AliExpress. Another group of
researchers identifies the digital economy with a separate area of scientific knowledge related to the
economic theory of the information society. The third group perceives the digital economy as a special way
of information society, the characteristic feature of which is the important role of intellectual creativity and
information products.

Today, the digital economy has developed most in the world’s leading countries. The McKinsey
Institute estimates the share of the digital economy in the GDP of the EU — 8.2%, the US and China — 10%,
Russia — 3.9%, believing that by 2025 the digital economy will triple and will add from 20% to 34% of the
contribution to GDP growth [11].

The digital economy in many countries is assessed using digital economy indices, which are used to
determine country ratings and the level of international digitization. Among such indices:

— Digital Economy and society index — DESI;

— World Digital Competitiveness Index — WDCI;

— ICT Development Index — IDI;

— Global Connectivity Index — GClI,

— Digital Evolution Index —DElI,;

— Networked Readiness Index — NRI;

— E-Government Development Index — EGDI;

— Global Innovation Index — GllI.

The index of digital economy and society is the most complex and modern. It assesses the global
achievements of European countries in the field of information technology development and monitors their
dynamics in five areas: communications, human capital, Internet use, digital integration, public digital
services, each of which, in turn, includes indicators with a certain specific weight in their direction (a total
of more than 40 indicators). Table. 1 shows the value of this index for 2017-2019 and the ratings of the
European Union.

Table 1
Digital Economy and Society Index for EU countries in 2017-2019
DESI DESI DESI
Country value Rank (2017) value Rank (2018) value Rank (2019)

(2017) (2018) (2019)
Austria 49,2 12 51,9 12 53,9 13
Belgium 55,2 7 56,6 9 59,4 9
Bulgaria 32,4 27 35,5 26 36,2 28
Greece 33,1 26 34,9 28 38,0 26
Denmark 65,6 1 66,1 4 68,8 4
Estonia 54,9 9 57,2 7 60,0 8
Ireland 52,8 10 57,0 8 61,4 7
Italy 36,5 24 38,9 24 43,9 24
Spain 49,1 13 53,2 11 56,1 11
Cyprus 40,5 22 43,2 22 45,8 22
Latvia 43,1 19 46,9 18 50,0 17
Lithuania 446 18 49,2 14 52,0 14
Luxemburg 56,4 5 59,5 5 61,8 6
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Malta 55,0 8 56,6 10 58,1 10
Netherlands 63,5 3 66,8 2 68,9 3
Germany 49,4 11 51,8 13 54,4 12
UK 55,6 6 58,8 6 61,9 5
Poland 36,1 25 38,8 25 41,6 25
Portugal 44,6 17 46,8 19 49,2 19
Romania 32,0 28 35,4 27 36,5 27
Slovakia 41,0 21 445 20 46,3 21
Slovenia 45,1 16 479 15 50,9 16
Hungary 40,1 23 43,2 23 45,4 23
Finland 63,7 2 66,3 3 69,9 1
France 45,6 14 47,7 16 51,0 15
Croatia 41,4 20 43,8 21 47,4 20
Czech 45,3 15 47,6 17 50,0 18
Sweden 63,2 4 66,9 1 69,5 2
EU 46,9 X 49,8 X 52,5 X

Source: formed by the authors on the basis of data from the European Commission [12]

According to the European Commission, which annually publishes the results of the Digital Economy
and Society Index (DESI) and tracks the overall digital performance of Europe, it is clear that during 2017-
2019, leadership positions among European countries have changed. Thus, the highest level of digitalization
in 2017 was achieved by Denmark, in 2018 — Sweden and in 2019 — Finland. The lowest levels of
digitization are in Bulgaria, Romania and Greece. For Ukraine, this indicator is not determined, as it is not a
member of the European Union and there is no mechanism for compiling statistical information to calculate
the index.

The values of individual components of the Digital Economy and Society Index in 2019 are shown in
Figure 1.

Digital Economy and Society Index (DESI) 2019 ranking
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Figure 1. Digital Economy and Society Index (DESI) in 2019 for EU countries
Source: formed by the authors on the basis of data from the European Commission [12]

The total Internet audience in Ukraine (excluding Crimea) has grown to 66.1% and is 21.8 million
users. These are the results of a study conducted by Factum Group Ukraine [13, p.102].

The central element on which the entire digital economy is built is information. And information is a
special commodity (economic good), which takes the form of information products and services. In a digital
economy, information, acting as the most valuable resource, is formed, stored, transmitted and processed
using information and communication technologies. The development of the digital economy is associated
with the development and implementation of new information and communication technologies in the
activities of enterprises.
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S. M. Shkarlet and I. V. Sadchykova identify the following main advantages for the operation of the
enterprise in the digital economy: the use of computer technology, software and hardware; introduction of
innovations in business processes; operation of large arrays of information data; ensuring information
protection; inflow of new investments; increase labor productivity; customer focus; speed and efficiency of
any operations, etc. [14, p. 267].

However, along with the benefits of operating in a digital economy, there are threats that negatively
affect the functioning of enterprises. Among such threats: violation of the confidentiality, integrity and
availability of electronic information resources processed in communication and technological systems;
unauthorized access to such resources; violation of the mode of operation of communication and
technological systems; temporary reduction of labor productivity due to the introduction of new
technologies; temporary growth of unevenness in the distribution of income for the period of advanced
training, etc.

The development of the digital economy in the future will become more widespread, so it is important
to quickly adapt the best practices of digital transformation to the development of Ukrainian business.
Digital transformation allows the company to gain a set of unique competitive advantages and become more
sustainable.

Active usage of the advantages of digitalization of economic activity requires the management of
enterprises to focus on improving the existing or creating an effective system of financial and economic
security, where special attention should be paid to ensuring its information component.

We consider financial and economic security of the enterprise in terms of digitalization as a protection
of the enterprise from external and internal negative factors and the introduction of innovative information
technologies and software for its stable and dynamic development.

The main directions of ensuring the financial and economic security of enterprises in the new realities
of digitalization of economic activity:

— use of new computer technologies;

— ensuring uninterrupted and correct operation of the software;

— use of effective means of information protection;

— taking into account the positive aspects of digitalization of economic activity;

— accurate analysis of potential threats that may arise in the process of digitalization;

— development and implementation of new information innovations in the work of the enterprise;

— qualified operation of a large array of information data;

— introduction of new mechanisms to prevent threats and create reliable protection against them.

Thus, the development of the digital economy has both positive and negative impact on the activities of
domestic enterprises. In the digital economy, companies widely used communication and information
technologies, use Internet services to sell products, implement new mechanisms to prevent threats that may
arise in the digitalization process, and create reliable protection against them, involving highly qualified
professionals.

Conclusions and prospects for further research. Digitalization has become an integral part of the
functioning of domestic enterprises. Therefore, it is important to quickly adapt the best practices of digital
transformation to the development of domestic business.

Enterprises in the context of digitalization need to focus on improving the existing or creating an
effective system of financial and economic security, where special attention should be paid to ensuring its
information component.

Sources and literature

1. Tapscott D. The Digital Economy: Promise and Peril in the Age of Networked Intelligence. McGraw-Hill,
1994. 368 p.

2. Tapscott D. The Digital Economy anniversary edition: Rethinking Promise and Peril in the Age of Networked
Intelligence. McGraw-Hill, 2014. 432 p.

3. Lane N. Advancing the Digital Economy into the 21st Century. Information Systems Frontiers. 1999. Vol. 1,
no. 3. P. 317-320. DOI : https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010010630396.

111


https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010010630396

Exonomiunuii uaconuc Cxiono€sponeiicobko2o Hayionanvnozo ynieepcumemy imeni Jleci Yxpainku

4. Mesenbourg T. L. Measuring the Digital Economy. U.S. Bureau of the Census, Suitland, MD. 2001. URL :
https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/working- papers/2001/econ/umdigital.pdf

5. YnpaBnenue OuzHecoM B LU(PPOBOH HSKOHOMHKE: BBI3OBBI W peIICHMs : MoHorpadus / mon. pen.
U. A. Apenxosa, .T. A. Jlesunoii, M. K. llenxapuk, E. I". Yepnoroii. CII6. : U3n-Bo C.-Iletep6. yu-Ta. 2019. 360 c.

6. Bepettok C. M., Ilininchkuii B. B. BusHaueHHs NPIOPUTETHUX HANpsIMKIB PO3BUTKY HU(POBOI EKOHOMIKH B
VYxpaini. Haykosi sanucku Yrkpaincekozo Hayko8o-00ciionozo incmumymy 36 s3ky. 2016. Ne 2. C. 51-58.

7. Komspenko C. B. LluppoBa exoHOMIKA: TIEPEIyMOBH Ta €TAlld CTAHOBJICHHS B YKpaiHi i y CBiTi. ExoHOMIKA.
Dinancu. Meneodoscmenm. 2016. Ne 6. C. 106-107.

8. AmanskoBa B. B. Konnenmist po3BUTKy uU(pPOBOi EKOHOMIKH B €BpPOCOIO3i Ta MEPCIIEKTUBU Y KpaiHu. BicHux
Juinponemposcovroeo ynieepcumemy. Cepisa : Meneosxcmenm innosayii. 2015. Bun. 4. C. 9-18.

9. Umepyk I'. I'. LludpoBa exoHOMIKA SIK OKpEeMHH CEKTOp HAliOHAJIHHOI €KOHOMIKHU IepKaBH. Haykosuil 8icHUK
Vowczopoocvkoeo  nayionanvhozo  yuisepcumemy. Cepis: MidjcHapoOHi eKOHOMIuHI GIOHOCUHU MA  CEimoge
eocnooapcmeo. 2019, Bum. 27, 4. 2. C. 92-97.

10. IIpo cxBanenns Konnenuii po3BUTKY HU(POBOI EKOHOMIKHM Ta cycmiibcTBa YKpainu Ha 2018-2020 poku ta
3aTBEP/UKCHHS IUIaHY 3axXoMdiB Imoao ii peamisarii. Posmopsmxenns KMY Bim 17.01.2018 p. Ne67-3. URL:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/67-2018-%D1%80.

11. Anrekman A., Kanabun B., Kmunuos B. u ap. Ludposas Poccust: HoBas peansHocth. Mocksa : Digital
McKinsey, 2017. 133 ¢. URL : https://www.mckinsey.com.

12. Digital Economy and Society Index 2019 — Country Reporting. URL : https://ec.europa.eu/digital-single-
market/en/news/digital-economy-and-society-index-desi-2019

13. Jlimpa JI. T'. 3MiHA TiAXOIIB IO YIPAaBIiHHS B €MOXY 0AaraTOBEKTOPHOTO MOCTIHIYCTPiaJbHOTO CYCIHIJIBCTBA.
ITumenexm XXI.2017. Ne 4. C. 99-103.

14. Hlkapner C., Camuukosa I. Tpancdopmanis cucremu (iHAHCOBO-EKOHOMIYHOT O€3MeKH MiANpUEMCTBA B
yMoBax 1U(ppoBoi ekoHOMIKH. [Ipobnemu i nepcnexmusu exonomixu i ynpaeninus. 2019. Ne 3(19). C. 264-276.

References

1. Tapscott D. (1994). The Digital Economy: Promise and Peril in the Age of Networked Intelligence. McGraw-
Hill. — 368 p. [in English].

2. Tapscott D. (2014). The Digital Economy anniversary edition: Rethinking Promise and Peril in the Age of
Networked Intelligence. McGraw-Hill. — 432 p. [in English].

3. Lane N. (1999). Advancing the Digital Economy into the 21st Century. Information Systems Frontiers. Vol. 1,
no. 3. — P. 317-320. DOI : https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010010630396 [in English].

4. Mesenbourg T. L. (2001). Measuring the Digital Economy. U.S. Bureau of the Census, Suitland, MD. URL :
https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/working- papers/2001/econ/umdigital.pdf

5. Upravlenye byznesom v cyfrovoj skonomyke: vyzovy y reshenyja (2019) [Business Management in the Digital
Economy: Challenges and Solutions] : monoghrafyja / pod. red. Y. A. Arenkova, T. A. Lezynoj, M. K. Cenzharyk,
E. Gh. Chernovoj. SPb. : Yzd-vo S.-Peterb. un-ta. — 360 s. [in Russian].

6. Veretjuk C. M., Pilinsjkyj V. V. (2016). Vyznachennja priorytetnykh naprjamkiv rozvytku cyfrovoji
ekonomiky v Ukrajini [Identification of priority areas of digital economy development in Ukraine]. Naukovi zapysky
Ukrajinsjkogho naukovo-doslidnogho instytutu zv'jazku, (2). — P. 51-58 [in Ukrainian].

7. Koljadenko S. V. (2016). Cyfrova ekonomika: peredumovy ta etapy stanovlennja v Ukrajini i u sviti [Digital
economy: preconditions and stages of formation in Ukraine and in the world]. Ekonomika. Finansy. Menedzhment, (6).
—P. 106-107 [in Ukrainian].

8. Apaljkova V. V. (2015). Koncepcija rozvytku cyfrovoji ekonomiky v Jevrosojuzi ta perspektyvy Ukrajiny [The
concept of digital economy development in the European Union and prospects of Ukraine]. Visnyk
Dnipropetrovsjkogho universytetu. Serija : Menedzhment innovacij, (4). — P. 9-18 [in Ukrainian].

9. Chmeruk Gh. Gh. (2019). Cyfrova ekonomika jak okremyj sektor nacionaljnoji ekonomiky derzhavy [Digital
economy as a separate sector of the national economy]. Naukovyj visnyk Uzhghorodsjkogho nacionaljnogho
universytetu. Serija : Mizhnarodni ekonomichni vidnosyny ta svitove ghospodarstvo, (27), (2). — P.92-97 [in
Ukrainian].

10. Pro skhvalennja Koncepciji rozvytku cyfrovoji ekonomiky ta suspiljstva Ukrajiny na 2018-2020 roky ta
zatverdzhennja planu zakhodiv shhodo jiji realizaciji [On approval of the Concept of development of the digital
economy and society of Ukraine for 2018-2020 and approval of the action plan for its implementation].
Rozporjadzhennja KMU vid 17.01.2018 r. Ne 67-z. URL : https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/67-2018-%D1%80 [in
Ukrainian].

112


https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/67-2018-%D1%80
https://www.mckinsey.com/
https://ec.europa.eu/digital-single-market/en/news/digital-economy-and-society-index-desi-2019
https://ec.europa.eu/digital-single-market/en/news/digital-economy-and-society-index-desi-2019
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010010630396
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/67-2018-%D1%80

PO3 LI III. Exonomika Ta ynpasJinns mignpuemcreamu 3, 2020

11. Aptekman A., Kalabyn V., Klyncov V. y dr. (2017). Cyfrovaja Rossyja: novaja realjnostj [Digital Russia: a
new reality]. Moskva : Digital McKinsey, — 133. URL.: https://www.mckinsey.com.

12. Digital Economy and Society Index 2019 — Country Reporting. URL : https://ec.europa.eu/digital-single-
market/en/news/digital-economy-and-society-index-desi-2019 [in English].

13. Lipych L. Gh. (2017). Zmina pidkhodiv do upravlinnja v epokhu baghatovektornogho postindustrialjnogho
suspiljstva [Changing approaches to governance in the era of multi-vector post-industrial society]. Intelekt XXI, (4). —
P. 99-103 [in Ukrainian].

14. Shkarlet S., Sadchykova l. Transformacija systemy finansovo-ekonomichnoji bezpeky pidpryjemstva v
umovakh cyfrovoji ekonomiky [Transformation of the system of financial and economic security of the enterprise in
the digital economy]. Problemy i perspektyvy ekonomiky i upravlinnja, (3(19)). — P. 264-276 [in Ukrainian].

Crarts Haniinuia o penakuii 20.08.2020 p.

113


https://www.mckinsey.com/
https://ec.europa.eu/digital-single-market/en/news/digital-economy-and-society-index-desi-2019
https://ec.europa.eu/digital-single-market/en/news/digital-economy-and-society-index-desi-2019

