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Ðîçâèòîê òîðãîâåëüíèõ â³äíîñèí ó ãëîáàëüí³é åêîíîì³ö³ òà 
¿õ âïëèâ íà ì³æíàðîäí³ åêîíîì³÷í³ ïðîöåñè

Ïðåäìåòîì äîñë³äæåííÿ º ì³æíàðîäí³ òîðãîâåëüí³ â³äíîñèíè ÿê ñêëàäîâà ãëîáàëüíî¿ åêîíî-
ì³÷íî¿ ñèñòåìè òà ìåõàí³çìè ¿õ âïëèâó íà òðàíñôîðìàö³þ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ ïðîöåñ³â â 
óìîâàõ ãëîáàë³çàö³¿ òà ñòðóêòóðíèõ çì³í ñâ³òîâîãî ãîñïîäàðñòâà.

Ìåòîþ äîñë³äæåííÿ º îá´ðóíòóâàííÿ òåîðåòèêî–ìåòîäè÷íèõ çàñàä ðîçâèòêó òîðãîâåëüíèõ 
â³äíîñèí ó ãëîáàëüí³é åêîíîì³ö³ òà âèçíà÷åííÿ ¿õ ðîë³ ó ôîðìóâàíí³ ñó÷àñíèõ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêî-
íîì³÷íèõ ïðîöåñ³â, çîêðåìà ó ïåðåðîçïîä³ë³ ðåñóðñ³â, òðàíñôîðìàö³¿ âèðîáíè÷èõ ëàíöþã³â ³ çì³í³ 
êîíêóðåíòíèõ ïîçèö³é êðà¿í.

Ìåòîäè äîñë³äæåííÿ. Ó ðîáîò³ âèêîðèñòàíî ìåòîäè àíàë³çó é ñèíòåçó äëÿ óçàãàëüíåííÿ òåî-
ðåòè÷íèõ ï³äõîä³â äî ì³æíàðîäíî¿ òîðã³âë³, ñèñòåìíèé ï³äõ³ä äëÿ äîñë³äæåííÿ âçàºìîçâ’ÿçêó òîð-
ãîâåëüíèõ â³äíîñèí ³ ãëîáàëüíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ ïðîöåñ³â, ³íñòèòóö³éíèé àíàë³ç äëÿ îö³íþâàííÿ ðîë³ 
ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ ³íñòèòóò³â, à òàêîæ ïîð³âíÿëüíèé àíàë³ç äëÿ ç³ñòàâëåííÿ òðàäèö³éíèõ ³ 
ñó÷àñíèõ ìîäåëåé ðîçâèòêó ñâ³òîâî¿ òîðã³âë³.

Ðåçóëüòàòè ðîáîòè. Äîâåäåíî, ùî ðîçâèòîê òîðãîâåëüíèõ â³äíîñèí ó ãëîáàëüí³é åêîíîì³ö³ º 
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îäíèì ³ç êëþ÷îâèõ ÷èííèê³â òðàíñôîðìàö³¿ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ ïðîöåñ³â, îñê³ëüêè âèçíà÷àº 
äèíàì³êó åêîíîì³÷íîãî çðîñòàííÿ, ñòðóêòóðí³ çðóøåííÿ ó âèðîáíèöòâ³ òà ð³âåíü ³íòåãðàö³¿ íàö³î-
íàëüíèõ åêîíîì³ê ó ñâ³òîâå ãîñïîäàðñòâî. Îá´ðóíòîâàíî, ùî ñó÷àñí³ òîðãîâåëüí³ â³äíîñèíè âèõî-
äÿòü çà ìåæ³ îáì³íó òîâàðàìè òà îõîïëþþòü ïîñëóãè, êàï³òàë, òåõíîëîã³¿ é äàí³, ùî ³ñòîòíî çì³íþº 
õàðàêòåð ì³æíàðîäíî¿ åêîíîì³÷íî¿ âçàºìîä³¿.

Ãàëóçü çàñòîñóâàííÿ ðåçóëüòàò³â. Ðåçóëüòàòè äîñë³äæåííÿ ìîæóòü áóòè âèêîðèñòàí³ ó ôîðìó-
âàíí³ çîâí³øíüîåêîíîì³÷íî¿ ïîë³òèêè äåðæàâ, ä³ÿëüíîñò³ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ îðãàí³çàö³é, à òà-
êîæ ó íàóêîâî–îñâ³òíüîìó ïðîöåñ³ ïðè âèâ÷åíí³ ïðîáëåì ãëîáàëüíî¿ åêîíîì³êè òà ì³æíàðîäíî¿ òîðã³âë³.

Âèñíîâêè. Ðîçâèòîê òîðãîâåëüíèõ â³äíîñèí ó ãëîáàëüí³é åêîíîì³ö³ ìàº ñèñòåìîóòâîðþþ÷èé 
âïëèâ íà ì³æíàðîäí³ åêîíîì³÷í³ ïðîöåñè, âèçíà÷àþ÷è íàïðÿìè òà òåìïè òðàíñôîðìàö³¿ ñâ³òîâîãî 
ãîñïîäàðñòâà.

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: ì³æíàðîäíà òîðã³âëÿ, ãëîáàëüíà åêîíîì³êà, òîðãîâåëüí³ â³äíîñèíè, ì³æíàðîäí³ 
åêîíîì³÷í³ ïðîöåñè, ãëîáàë³çàö³ÿ, åêîíîì³÷íà ³íòåãðàö³ÿ.
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The development of trade relations in the global economy 
and their impact on international economic processes

The subject of the study is international trade relations as a component of the global economic 
system and the mechanisms of their influence on the transformation of international economic 
processes in the context of globalization and structural changes in the world economy.

The purpose of the study is to substantiate the theoretical and methodological principles of 
the development of trade relations in the global economy and determine their role in the formation 
of modern international economic processes, in particular in the redistribution of resources, the 
transformation of production chains and the change in the competitive positions of countries.

Research methods. The work uses methods of analysis and synthesis to generalize theoretical 
approaches to international trade, a systemic approach to study the relationship between trade 
relations and global economic processes, institutional analysis to assess the role of international 
economic institutions, as well as comparative analysis to compare traditional and modern models of 
world trade development.

Results of the work. It is proven that the development of trade relations in the global economy is 
one of the key factors in the transformation of international economic processes, as it determines the 
dynamics of economic growth, structural shifts in production and the level of integration of national 
economies into the world economy. It is substantiated that modern trade relations go beyond the 
exchange of goods and cover services, capital, technologies and data, which significantly changes the 
nature of international economic interaction.

Field of application of the results. The results of the study can be used in the formation of foreign 
economic policy of states, the activities of international economic organizations, as well as in the scientific 
and educational process when studying the problems of the global economy and international trade.

Conclusions. The development of trade relations in the global economy has a system–forming 
impact on international economic processes, determining the directions and rates of transformation 
of the world economy.

Keywords: international trade, global economy, trade relations, international economic processes, 
globalization, economic integration.

Problem statement. In the current conditions 
of deepening globalization and increasing interde-
pendence of national economies, trade relations are 

becoming crucial for the development of the world 
economy. International trade is not only a chan-
nel for the movement of goods and services, but al-
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so a mechanism for the transfer of technologies, 
management practices and economic institutions 
between countries. At the same time, increased 
geoeconomic competition, instability of world mar-
kets and transformation of global value chains are 
changing the nature of trade relations and their im-
pact on international economic processes.

Under such conditions, the problem of scientif-
ic understanding of the development of trade rela-
tions in the global economy and determining their 
role in shaping the modern architecture of inter-
national economic relations is becoming more rel-
evant. Insufficient consideration of the system-
ic impact of trade on international processes can 
lead to fragmentation of economic policy and a de-
crease in the effectiveness of countries’ integration 
into the world economy.

Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. Modern scientific research focuses on the 
analysis of international trade as a driving force of 
global economic development. A significant part 
of the works is devoted to studying the impact of 
trade liberalization on economic growth, employ-
ment and structural changes in national econo-
mies. Other studies focus on the transformation 
of world trade under the influence of technological 
progress, digitalization and the growth of the role of 
services and intangible assets (Korenyuk P., Zos–
Kior M., Posokhov I., Pokhvalitova D., etc.) [1–6]. 
At the same time, the scientific literature does not 
sufficiently comprehensively consider the impact of 
the development of trade relations on international 
economic processes as an interconnected system 
that encompasses production, investment, finan-
cial flows and institutional changes [1–16]. This 
necessitates the need for a systemic approach 
to the analysis of global trade as a key element of 
modern economic dynamics.

Presentation of the main material. The de-
velopment of trade relations in the global econo-
my occurs in conditions of constant complication 
of the structure of international economic rela-
tions. Modern trade is increasingly integrated in-
to global production chains, within which countries 
specialize in individual stages of value creation. This 
changes traditional ideas about the international 
division of labor and strengthens the interdepen-
dence of economies, making trade relations an im-
portant channel for the spread of economic shocks 
and structural changes.

The impact of trade relations on international eco-
nomic processes is manifested in changing the struc-
ture of world production and redistribution of eco-
nomic activity between regions. Countries integrated 
into global trade networks gain access to wider mar-
kets, technologies and investments, which stimulates 
economic growth and productivity. At the same time, 
increased competition in world markets exacerbates 
the problem of uneven distribution of benefits from 
trade between countries and social groups.

Modern trade relations increasingly depend on 
institutional factors, in particular international 
agreements, rules and standards that determine 
the conditions of access to markets and regulate 
economic interaction between states. The glob-
al economy operates within a multi–level system 
of trade regulation, combining multilateral, region-
al and bilateral mechanisms. This complicates the 
architecture of international economic process-
es and requires countries to be flexible in shaping 
their foreign economic policies.

Figure 1 summarizes the key areas of influence of 
the development of trade relations on international 
economic processes (Figure 1).

Further development of trade relations in the 
global economy is accompanied by the transfor-
mation of international economic processes in the 
direction of increasing the role of intangible factors. 
Trade in services, digital products and knowledge 
is becoming an increasingly important component 
of global exchange, changing the structure of com-
petitive advantages of countries. This increases the 
importance of human capital, innovation and insti-
tutional quality of the economic environment. At 
the same time, the development of trade relations 
in the global economy increases the vulnerabili-
ty of international economic processes to external 
shocks, in particular financial crises, trade conflicts 
and geopolitical instability. In such conditions, trade 
relations act as both a source of economic oppor-
tunities and a risk factor, which requires a balanced 
approach to regulating international trade.

Further analysis of the development of trade re-
lations in the global economy should be carried out 
taking into account the transformation of interna-
tional economic processes under the influence of 
structural shifts in the world economy. In modern 
conditions, international trade is increasingly play-
ing the role of an autonomous economic phenom-
enon and is increasingly integrated into the system 
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of global financial, investment and technologi-
cal flows. This leads to a change in the functional 
purpose of trade relations, which are beginning to 
act not only as an instrument of exchange, but al-
so as a mechanism for coordinating economic de-
velopment at the supranational level. An essential 
characteristic of the modern stage is the growth 
of the asymmetry of the influence of trade rela-
tions on international economic processes. Coun-
tries with a high level of technological development 
and a diversified export structure gain advantages 
from integration into global trade networks, while 
economies focused on narrow commodity special-
ization become more vulnerable to fluctuations in 
the world market. In this context, the development 
of trade relations enhances the structural differ-
entiation of the world economy, while creating in-
centives for revising national strategies for eco-
nomic development. An important aspect of the 
influence of trade relations on international eco-
nomic processes is the transformation of mech-
anisms of competitive interaction between coun-
tries. Modern competition is increasingly limited 
to the struggle for shares of commodity markets 
and is increasingly transferred to the plane of con-
trol over value chains, technologies and standards. 
Trade relations are becoming a channel for the 
dissemination of technical, environmental and so-
cial requirements that form new rules of participa-
tion in the world economy and affect the nature of 
international economic processes.

The growing role of regional trade agreements 
and economic blocs is another sign of the modern 
transformation of global trade. The regionalization 
of trade relations changes the balance between 
multilateral and bilateral regulatory mechanisms, 
affecting the structure of international econom-
ic processes. Such agreements contribute to the 

deepening of integration between participating 
countries, while at the same time increasing the 
fragmentation of the world trade space and com-
plicating access to markets for third countries. The 
relationship between the development of trade re-
lations and global financial processes deserves 
special attention. The growth of international trade 
is accompanied by increased capital flows, the for-
mation of complex financial instruments, and the 
increasing role of transnational corporations in the 
world economy. Trade relations in this context are 
an important factor in the formation of global finan-
cial flows that affect currency markets, balances of 
payments, and macroeconomic stability of coun-
tries. At the same time, the increasing interdepen-
dence of trade and financial processes increases 
the sensitivity of the world economy to crisis phe-
nomena. Disruption of trade chains, the introduc-
tion of restrictive measures or sharp changes in 
the trade policy of individual countries can have a 
multiplier effect, spreading to financial markets, in-
vestment activity and economic growth rates on a 
global scale. This makes it necessary to consider 
the development of trade relations as a systemic 
risk factor for international economic processes.

In the current conditions of digitalization of the 
world economy, trade relations are undergoing 
an additional transformation, which is manifested 
in the growth of digital trade, services and intan-
gible assets. The exchange of data, software and 
digital services is becoming an important compo-
nent of international trade, changing the struc-
ture of world exports and imports. This affects in-
ternational economic processes by redistributing 
competitive advantages in favor of countries with 
developed digital infrastructure and a high lev-
el of human capital. Table 1 summarizes the main 
channels of influence of the development of trade 

Figure 1. The impact of trade relations on international economic processes
Source: author’s development
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relations on international economic processes in 
the modern global economy.

Thus, the development of trade relations in the glob-
al economy forms a multidimensional impact on inter-
national economic processes, covering production, fi-
nancial, institutional and technological components. 
Trade is not only a tool for economic growth, but al-
so a mechanism for transforming the world econo-
my, which determines the directions of countries’ in-
tegration into the global economic system. In the long 
term, the effectiveness of the development of trade 
relations will depend on the ability of international eco-
nomic institutions to ensure a balance between mar-
ket openness and the protection of national economic 
interests. Harmonization of trade policy with the goals 
of sustainable development, digital transformation 
and economic security is becoming a key condition for 
the stability of international economic processes. It is 
in this context that trade relations should be consid-
ered as a strategic factor in the formation of a new 
model of global economic development.

Conclusions
The conducted research allows us to conclude 

that the development of trade relations in the glob-
al economy is a determining factor in the transfor-
mation of international economic processes. Mod-
ern international trade shapes the structure of 
world production, influences the distribution of re-
sources and determines the competitive positions 
of countries in the global economic system. It is 
substantiated that the impact of trade relations on 
international economic processes is complex and 
covers production, investment and institutional 
aspects. Effective integration into global trade net-
works requires countries to coordinate trade poli-
cy with long–term goals of economic development 
and increase resilience to external challenges.

Therefore, the development of trade relations 
in the global economy should be considered as a 

strategic factor in the formation of a modern sys-
tem of international economic processes, the ef-
fectiveness of which determines the dynamics of 
the world economy and the possibilities of sustain-
able development of national economies.
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Ìåõàí³çìè äåðæàâíîãî ãàðàíòóâàííÿ ³íîçåìíèõ ³íâåñòèö³é 
ó ìàøèíîáóä³âí³é ãàëóç³ â óìîâàõ ï³äâèùåíèõ ðèçèê³â
Ïðåäìåòîì äîñë³äæåííÿ º ìåõàí³çìè äåðæàâíîãî ãàðàíòóâàííÿ ³íîçåìíèõ ³íâåñòèö³é ó ìàøè-

íîáóä³âí³é ãàëóç³ òà ¿õ âïëèâ íà ³íâåñòèö³éíó àêòèâí³ñòü â óìîâàõ ï³äâèùåíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ, ïîë³òè÷-
íèõ ³ áåçïåêîâèõ ðèçèê³â.

Ìåòîþ äîñë³äæåííÿ º îá´ðóíòóâàííÿ òåîðåòèêî–ìåòîäè÷íèõ çàñàä ôîðìóâàííÿ òà ðåàë³çàö³¿ 
ìåõàí³çì³â äåðæàâíîãî ãàðàíòóâàííÿ ³íîçåìíèõ ³íâåñòèö³é ó ìàøèíîáóäóâàíí³ òà âèçíà÷åííÿ ¿õ 
ðîë³ ó çíèæåíí³ ³íâåñòèö³éíèõ ðèçèê³â ³ ñòèìóëþâàíí³ ãàëóçåâîãî ðîçâèòêó.
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