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The given article examines the theoretical and practical aspects of the issue of 
countries participation in international cooperation ties systems. The aim of the 
research is the systematization of approaches to assess the integration level of 
countries in international cooperation relations and development of their potential 
application to calculate the resulting indicators of open economies participation in 
international contractual relations. It was argued that despite the modernization of 
strategic approaches to their participation in the system of global production and 
distribution in several countries - global leaders, reinforced the discourse on the 
practice of expansion of the international networks rejection represented by intra- and 
extracorporate (out of corporate) bonds and, therefore, there is a risk of the key centers 
transformation, in particular global investment, intermediate consumption and final 
production. Systematization of the common methods of evaluating countries’ 
integration levels in the system of international contracting founds that differentiation 
is determined by its criterial measuring characteristics: those that appeal to the share of 
imported intermediate consumption in total consumption; those that allow to estimate 
vertical specialization in global production and distribution value added chains; those 
based on the share index of imported intermediate consumption in gross output. On the 
basis of one of the methodological approaches, the intensity indicator of participation 
in international contractual relations was estimated. Calculations have proved that 
among the 40 countries that were tested, the most integrated in the system of 
international cooperation in the contractual relations context appeared European 
countries, including Ireland, Luxembourg, Estonia, Hungary, Belgium, the 
Netherlands, which can be attributed to small open economies. However, the figures 
have showed relatively lower level of large developed countries rating, including the 
USA, Japan and Australia. Thus, it was concluded that this situation is not stipulated 
by that much low involvement of major international cooperative processes, as the 
calculation methodology and a greater share of the national domestic added value 
obtained from non-residents on taking into account significant proportions of their 
national production. It was also determined that the further research may be referred to 
more in-depth analysis of the macroeconomic effects of countries participation in 
international cooperation with distinguishing its impact on different groups of 
countries. The further analysis is also required for identification of sectoral differences 
in the use of cross-border contractual relations, in particular, in terms of their 
specificity for the manufacturing sector and the services sector.

Keywords: contractual relations, international cooperation, outsourcing, global value 
chains, the theory of comparative advantage, EU, USA.
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1995 2000 2005 2011

1 48,50 1 53,30 1 57,33 1 59,73

2 46,74 2 52,64 2 38,16 2 46,01

3 37,29 3 39,73 3 37,47 3 37,31

4 32,66 4 37,99 4 34,57 4 30,57

5 27,76 5 34,18 5 31,74 5 28,70

6 27,27 6 31,18 6 31,6 6 28,43

7 25,73 7 30,73 7 29,2 7 27,59

8 24,56 8 29,27 8 27,16 8 27,31

9 24,10 9 26,92 9 25,36 9 25,89

10 21,96 10 26,56 10 25,06 10 23,88

11 21,58 11 24,46 11 23,61 11 22,77

12 20,31 12 24,38 12 23,61 12 22,38

13 20,15 13 23,26 13 22,11 13 22,24

14 19,63 14 23,05 14 21,73 14 21,9

15 18,81 15 21,86 15 20,45 15 21,54

16 17,69 16 21,79 16 19,5 16 21,54

17 17,66 17 20,76 17 19,21 17 21,51

18 17,21 18 19,83 18 18,77 18 21,15

19 15,59 19 19,83 19 16,03 19 20,52

20 15 20 19,24 20 14,94 20 19,99

21 14,89 21 19,17 21 14,22 21 19,97

22 14,49 22 19,15 22 13,36 22 19,45

23 14,28 23 17,95 23 11,24 23 19,44

24 14,18 24 17,27 24 8,96 24 19,14

25 13,55 25 16,98 25 8,8 25 19,08

26 13,12 26 15,8 26 8,48 26 18,66

27 12,28 27 15,56 27 27 18,41

28 9,99 28 15,51 28 28 16,49

29 9,15 29 15,22 29 29 15,56

30 8,64 30 14,58 30 30 15,52

31 7,98 31 12,51 31 31 15,19

32 6,8 32 12,47 32 32 14,3

33 5,78 33 10,73 33 33 13,22

34 5,46 34 9,32 34 34 13,13

35 35 9 35 35 11,85

36 36 7,4 36 36 10,85
37 37 5,79 37 37 10,25
38 38 38 38 10,14
39 39 39 39 7,9
40 40 40 40 7,67

-18]

44 



119, 2017

–

2011;

Apple

45



119, 2017

-

-

46 



119, 2017
–

-

-

1. Yukon Huang. America’s Trade Deficit With China Doesn’t Matter//The Wall Street 
Journal14.04.2017 [Electronic resource] - Mode of access: 
https://www.wsj.com/articles/americas-trade-deficit-with-china-doesnt-matter-1490114994

2. Hummels, David, Dana Rapoport, and Kei-Mu Yi., 1998. “Vertical Specialization and the 
Changing Nature of World Trade.” Federal Reserve Bank of New York Economic Policy 

3. Review June: 79-99.Jose Campa & Linda S. Goldberg, 1997. "The Evolving External 
Orientation of Manufacturing Industries: Evidence from Four Countries," NBER 
Working Papers 5919, National Bureau of Economic Research, Inc. 

4. Hartmut Egger & Josef Falkinger, 2001. "A Complete Characterization of the 
Distributional Effects of International Outsourcing in the Heckscher-Ohlin Model," 
CESifo Working Paper Series 573, CESifo Group Munich. 

5. Castellani D., De Benedictis L., Horgos D. (2013) Can we really trust offshoring 
indices? Structural Change and Economic Dynamics 25: 159– 172.

47



119, 2017
6. Daniel Horgos, 2007. "Labor Market Effects of International Outsourcing: How 

Measurement Matters," SOEPpapers on Multidisciplinary Panel Data Research 58, DIW 
Berlin, The German Socio-Economic Panel (SOEP).

7. Feenstra, R. C., & Hanson, G. H. (1996). Globalization, Outsourcing, and Wage 
Inequality. American Economic Review, 86(2), 240-45

8. Feenstra, R.C. (2010), Offshoring in the Global Economy: Microeconomic Structure 
and Marcoeconomic Implications, Th MIT Press, Cambridge, MA.

9. Grossman G.M., Rossi-Hansberg E. (2008). Trading Tasks: A Simple Theory of 
Offshoring, American Economic Review 98:5, 1978–1997

10. Schwörer T. (2013). Offshoring, Domestic Outsourcing and Productivity: Evidence for 
a Number of European Countries. Review of World Economics, 149, 131-149.

11. Statista data International monetary fund [electronic resource]. - Access: 
URL:http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2016/02/weodata/groups.htm#mae/. -
Name of the screen.

12. Statistical data International monetary fund [electronic resource]. - Access: URL: 
http://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=60947517/. - Name of the screen.

13. Statistical data International monetary fund [electronic resource]. - Access: 
URL:http://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=60979251/. - Name of the screen.

14. Statistical data United nations conference on trade and development [electronic 
resource]. - Access: URL:http://unctadstat.unctad.org/wds/TableViewer/ 
tableView.aspx?ReportId=17629/. - Name of the screen.

15. Statistical data Organization for economic co-operation and development [electronic 
resource]. - Access: URL: http://stats.oecd.org/#/. - Name of the screen.

16. Statistical data United Nations [electronic resource]. - Access: URL: 
http://www.un.org/ru/databases/. – Name of the screen.

17. Statistical data United Nations Conference on Trade and Development [electronic resource]. 
- Access: URL: http://unctad.org/en/Pages/Statistics.aspx/. - Name of the screen.

18. International Trade Centre:Exports 2000-2011:International Trade in Services – Access: 
http://www.intracen.org/statistics-export-service-country/.- Name of the screen.

48 


