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²íñòèòóö³éí³ çàñàäè ðîçâèòêó òîðã³âë³ â êîíòåêñò³ 
ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ â³äíîñèí

Ïðåäìåòîì äîñë³äæåííÿ º ³íñòèòóö³éí³ ìåõàí³çìè ðåãóëþâàííÿ òà ðîçâèòêó òîðã³âë³ â ñèñòåì³ 
ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ â³äíîñèí, à òàêîæ ¿õ âïëèâ íà ôóíêö³îíóâàííÿ òà òðàíñôîðìàö³þ ãëî-
áàëüíîãî òîðãîâåëüíîãî ñåðåäîâèùà.

Ìåòîþ äîñë³äæåííÿ º îá´ðóíòóâàííÿ òåîðåòèêî–ìåòîäè÷íèõ çàñàä ³íñòèòóö³éíîãî çàáåçïå-
÷åííÿ ðîçâèòêó òîðã³âë³ òà âèçíà÷åííÿ ðîë³ ôîðìàëüíèõ ³ íåôîðìàëüíèõ ³íñòèòóò³â ó ôîðìóâàíí³ 
ñó÷àñíèõ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ â³äíîñèí.

Ìåòîäè äîñë³äæåííÿ. Ó ðîáîò³ âèêîðèñòàíî ìåòîäè àíàë³çó é ñèíòåçó äëÿ óçàãàëüíåííÿ òåî-
ðåòè÷íèõ ï³äõîä³â äî ³íñòèòóö³éíî¿ òåîð³¿ òà ì³æíàðîäíî¿ òîðã³âë³, ñèñòåìíèé ï³äõ³ä äëÿ äîñë³äæåííÿ 
âçàºìîçâ’ÿçêó òîðãîâåëüíèõ ïðîöåñ³â ³ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ ³íñòèòóò³â, ³íñòèòóö³éíèé àíàë³ç 
äëÿ îö³íþâàííÿ ðîë³ ïðàâèë, íîðì ³ îðãàí³çàö³é ó ðîçâèòêó òîðã³âë³, à òàêîæ ïîð³âíÿëüíèé àíàë³ç 
äëÿ ç³ñòàâëåííÿ ð³çíèõ ìîäåëåé ³íñòèòóö³éíîãî ðåãóëþâàííÿ òîðãîâåëüíèõ â³äíîñèí.

Ðåçóëüòàòè ðîáîòè. Äîâåäåíî, ùî ³íñòèòóö³éí³ çàñàäè º âèçíà÷àëüíèì ÷èííèêîì ðîçâèòêó òîðã³â-
ë³ â êîíòåêñò³ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ â³äíîñèí, îñê³ëüêè ñàìå âîíè ôîðìóþòü ïðàâèëà äîñòóïó äî 
ðèíê³â, óìîâè êîíêóðåíö³¿ òà ìåõàí³çìè âèð³øåííÿ òîðãîâåëüíèõ ñóïåðå÷îê. Îá´ðóíòîâàíî, ùî åôåê-
òèâí³ñòü ì³æíàðîäíî¿ òîðã³âë³ áåçïîñåðåäíüî çàëåæèòü â³ä ÿêîñò³ ³íñòèòóö³éíîãî ñåðåäîâèùà, ð³âíÿ 
ïðàâîâî¿ âèçíà÷åíîñò³ òà óçãîäæåíîñò³ íàö³îíàëüíèõ ³ íàäíàö³îíàëüíèõ ðåãóëÿòîðíèõ ìåõàí³çì³â.

Ãàëóçü çàñòîñóâàííÿ ðåçóëüòàò³â. Ðåçóëüòàòè äîñë³äæåííÿ ìîæóòü áóòè âèêîðèñòàí³ ïðè 
ôîðìóâàíí³ òîðãîâåëüíî¿ òà çîâí³øíüîåêîíîì³÷íî¿ ïîë³òèêè äåðæàâ, ó ä³ÿëüíîñò³ ì³æíàðîäíèõ 
åêîíîì³÷íèõ îðãàí³çàö³é, à òàêîæ ó íàóêîâî–îñâ³òíüîìó ïðîöåñ³ ïðè âèâ÷åíí³ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíî-
ì³÷íèõ â³äíîñèí.

Âèñíîâêè. ²íñòèòóö³éíå çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ðîçâèòêó òîðã³âë³ â óìîâàõ ãëîáàëüíî¿ åêîíîì³êè âèñòóïàº 
ñèñòåìîóòâîðþþ÷îþ îñíîâîþ ñòàá³ëüíîñò³ òà ïåðåäáà÷óâàíîñò³ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åêîíîì³÷íèõ â³äíîñèí.

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: ³íñòèòóö³éí³ çàñàäè, òîðã³âëÿ, ì³æíàðîäí³ åêîíîì³÷í³ â³äíîñèíè, åêîíîì³÷í³ ³í-
ñòèòóòè, ãëîáàëüíà åêîíîì³êà, òîðãîâåëüíå ðåãóëþâàííÿ.
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Institutional foundations of trade development in the 
context of international economic relations

The subject of the study is the institutional mechanisms of trade regulation and development 
in the system of international economic relations, as well as their impact on the functioning and 
transformation of the global trade environment.

The purpose of the study is to substantiate the theoretical and methodological principles of 
institutional support for trade development and determine the role of formal and informal institutions 
in the formation of modern international economic relations.

Research methods. The work uses methods of analysis and synthesis to generalize theoretical 
approaches to institutional theory and international trade, a systemic approach to study the 
relationship between trade processes and international economic institutions, institutional analysis 
to assess the role of rules, norms and organizations in trade development, as well as comparative 
analysis to compare different models of institutional regulation of trade relations.

Results of the work. It is proven that institutional principles are a determining factor in the development 
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Problem statement. In the current conditions of 
globalization and the growing interdependence of na-
tional economies, the development of trade increas-
ingly depends not only on economic factors, but also 
on the institutional environment within which inter-
national economic relations are carried out. Formal 
rules, international agreements, trade standards and 
informal norms of behavior determine the nature of 
access to markets, the level of trust between eco-
nomic entities and the effectiveness of the function-
ing of the global trading system. At the same time, 
increasing geo–economic tensions, fragmentation 
of the world trade space and the transformation of 
multilateral institutions necessitate a rethinking of 
the role of institutional principles in the development 
of trade. Insufficient adaptation of institutional regu-
lation to modern challenges can lead to a decrease in 
the effectiveness of international economic relations 
and an increase in trade risks.

Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. Modern scientific research focuses on the 
analysis of the role of institutions in the develop-
ment of international trade and the formation of the 
global economic order. Works on institutional eco-
nomics emphasize the importance of formal rules 
and informal norms for reducing transaction costs 
and ensuring the stability of economic interaction 
between countries. Research in the field of inter-
national economic relations focuses on the role of 
international organizations and trade agreements 
in the coordination of economic policy [1–16].

At the same time, the scientific literature does 
not sufficiently comprehensively consider the in-
teraction of different levels of institutional regula-
tion – national, regional and global – in the context 
of trade development. This necessitates the need 
for a systematic analysis of the institutional foun-
dations of international trade processes.

Presentation of the main material. The devel-
opment of trade in the system of international eco-
nomic relations is largely determined by the quality of 
the institutional environment, which forms the rules 
of economic interaction between the entities of the 
world economy. Institutions perform the function of 
coordinating the interests of countries, ensuring the 
predictability of trade processes and reducing the 
level of uncertainty. In this context, trade is not only an 
economic activity, but also an institutionally mediated 
process that depends on the consistency of norms, 
standards and control mechanisms.

Formal institutions, in particular international 
treaties, trade regimes and legal norms, determine 
the basic conditions for the functioning of interna-
tional trade. They regulate access to markets, pro-
tection of property rights, mechanisms for settling 
trade disputes and competition rules. The effec-
tiveness of these institutions directly affects the in-
tensity of trade flows and the level of trust between 
participants in international economic relations.

Informal institutions, such as business culture, 
business traditions and established interaction 
practices, complement formal rules and play an 
important role in the development of trade. They 
contribute to the formation of stable partnerships 
and the reduction of information asymmetry, which 
is especially important in a global economy with a 
high level of diversity of economic systems.

The impact of institutional principles on the de-
velopment of trade is also manifested in the abil-
ity of international economic relations to adapt to 
structural changes in the world economy. Techno-
logical progress, digitalization and changing nature 
of global competition require constant updating 
of institutional regulation, which should take into 
account new forms of trade, in particular the ex-
change of services, data and intellectual products.

of trade in the context of international economic relations, since they form the rules of access to markets, 
conditions of competition and mechanisms for resolving trade disputes. It is substantiated that the 
effectiveness of international trade directly depends on the quality of the institutional environment, the 
level of legal certainty and the coherence of national and supranational regulatory mechanisms.

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

Conclusions. Institutional support for the development of trade in the conditions of the global economy 
serves as a system–forming basis for the stability and predictability of international economic relations.

Keywords: institutional principles, trade, international economic relations, economic institutions, 
global economy, trade regulation.
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Table 1 summarizes the main components of the 
institutional principles of trade development in the 
context of international economic relations (Table 1).

Institutional principles of trade development are 
crucial for ensuring a balance between nation-
al economic interests and the requirements of the 
global economy. In the current conditions of in-
creasing trade conflicts and protectionist tenden-
cies, institutional regulation acts as a tool for re-
ducing tensions and maintaining the openness of 
international economic relations. Thus, the de-
velopment of trade in the context of internation-
al economic relations should be considered as an 
institutionally determined process in which the ef-
fectiveness of economic interaction depends on 
the coherence of formal and informal institutions, 
the ability of international organizations to adapt 
trade rules to modern challenges and ensure the 
stability of the global economic system. The further 
development of trade in the context of internation-
al economic relations largely depends on the ability 
of the institutional environment to ensure the co-
herence of the economic interests of states, busi-
ness and supranational structures. In the glob-
al economy, institutions act not only as regulators 
of trade flows, but also as mechanisms for building 
trust between subjects of international exchange. 
It is trust, enshrined in stable rules and predictable 
procedures, that determines the stability of trade 
relations and reduces the risks of opportunistic 
behavior in world markets.

The institutional transformation of internation-
al trade is manifested in a change in the role of the 
state in regulating foreign economic processes. If 
earlier state intervention focused mainly on tariff 
regulation, then in modern conditions it is increas-
ingly aimed at forming comprehensive rules for ac-
cess to markets, protecting competition, intellectual 
property and ensuring compliance with international 
standards. This changes the nature of internation-
al economic relations, transferring them from the 
plane of purely economic interaction to the sphere of 
institutional coordination. Of particular importance 

is the harmonization of national institutional sys-
tems with international norms and rules. The par-
ticipation of countries in international trade agree-
ments and organizations requires the adaptation of 
domestic legislation, administrative procedures and 
regulatory practices. Such adaptation contributes 
to the integration of national economies into the 
world trade system, but at the same time requires 
taking into account the specifics of domestic devel-
opment and national economic priorities.

Institutional foundations for trade development 
play a key role in shaping the competitive environ-
ment in international markets. Common rules of 
the game, transparent dispute settlement mech-
anisms, and non–discriminatory access to mar-
kets create conditions for fair competition be-
tween economic entities of different countries. At 
the same time, the asymmetry of institutional de-
velopment of states leads to unequal starting con-
ditions, which can exacerbate imbalances in inter-
national economic relations.

In this context, the impact of institutional frame-
works on the structure and dynamics of trade 
flows is important. Countries with a developed in-
stitutional system usually demonstrate a higher 
level of involvement in international trade, a diver-
sified export structure and more stable positions 
in global value chains. In contrast, the weakness of 
institutions limits the potential for trade, increases 
transaction costs and reduces the attractiveness 
of the economy for international partners. Table 2 
summarizes the impact of the quality of the insti-
tutional environment on the development of trade 
in the system of international economic relations.

The institutional framework for trade develop-
ment also determines the ability of internation-
al economic relations to respond to crisis phe-
nomena. Pandemics, financial shocks, geopolitical 
conflicts and disruptions in supply chains have re-
vealed the critical role of institutions in maintaining 
the continuity of trade processes. The flexibility of 
regulatory mechanisms, the effectiveness of coor-
dination between states and the availability of in-

Table 1. Institutional principles of trade development in international economic relations
Institutional Level Nature of Regulation Impact on trade development
National Trade Law and Policy Formation of market access conditions
Regional Integration Agreements and Free Trade Areas Deepening economic integration
Global International Trade Institutions Stability and predictability of trade

Source: proposed by the authors
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stitutional channels of cooperation allow minimiz-
ing the negative consequences of global shocks for 
international trade.

In the context of the digitalization of the world 
economy, the institutional framework for trade de-
velopment is undergoing further evolution. New ar-
eas of regulation related to e–commerce, cross–
border data flow, digital services and cybersecurity 
are emerging. The institutional capacity of states 
and international organizations to adapt trade 
rules to digital realities is becoming one of the key 
factors of competitiveness in the global economy.

Table 3 shows the transformation of the institu-
tional framework for trade development under the 
influence of modern global challenges.

Thus, the institutional foundations of trade devel-
opment are a key factor in the formation of modern 
international economic relations. They determine 
not only the scale and direction of trade flows, but 
also the ability of the world economy to adapt, co-
operate and develop in the long term. In this sense, 
the institutional dimension of trade is the basis of 
the stability of the global economic system and an 
important tool for reducing uncertainty in interna-
tional economic processes.

Conclusions
The study shows that the institutional foundations 

of trade development are a key factor in the forma-
tion and transformation of international economic re-
lations. The quality of the institutional environment de-
termines the efficiency of trade processes, the level of 
trust between economic entities and the ability of the 
global economy to respond to structural changes.

It is substantiated that the harmonization of na-
tional, regional and global institutions creates the 
prerequisites for the sustainable development of 
international trade and reducing the risks of eco-
nomic fragmentation. Institutional support for 
trade should be considered as a strategic element 
of international economic policy.

Therefore, the development of trade in the con-
text of international economic relations is impos-
sible without effective institutional foundations that 
ensure predictability, stability, and fairness of glob-
al economic interaction in the context of modern 
transformations of the world economy.
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