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sense and post-industrial development, and as a 
result, supported the course of adaptation of the 
considered economic systems within the framework 
of this conceptual course.

Exhibition

The post-industrial model of economic 
development has ceased to be a dogma for choosing 
the course of development of national economies 
and performing the role of an objectively inevitable 
stage of world development. In the context of the 
"new normal", attitudes towards technological 
progress and its role in socio-economic discourse 
have changed. The "neo-industrial model" of 
economic development is gaining an increasing 
number of supporters among experts, and a number 
of economists became interested in it after the 
success of the industrial growth of the Chinese 

3economy and the countries of Southeast Asia . A 
new pole in the international trade system was 
formed, which became a transition to a new 
multipolar world. The reasons for the rejection of 
the global model of economic development in a 
number of states are:

 The impossibility of preserving the real 
sovereignty of national States; 

 The desire of supranational structures, 
regulators and rules to take control of the national 
wealth of individual states and the transition to 
farming in favor of the interests of well-defined 
transnational elites guided by the values of 

4neoliberalism, and the further loss of sovereignty .
The success of the post-industrial model was 

possible only for those States that dominated the 
global value chains created by corporations from 
developed countries. Characteristic features of 
using such a model were: industry was withdrawn to 

Introduction

Since the mid-2000s, the processes of 
globalization in the world economy have 
significantly reduced their growth rates. And after 
2010, the leading capitalist countries began to shift 
their foreign economic policies from "free-market" 
to "protectionism" in the global system of economic 

1relations . The structure of international trade has 
changed s ignificant ly.  There  has  been a 
transformation of global value chains, as well as 
approaches to the perception of the performance of 

2system-forming companies , which ultimately 
changed the architecture of political and socio-
economic relations in the world, as well as changed 
the approaches to the formation of industrial policy 
of each state actively involved in world trade, whose 
key industrial enterprises participate in the 
functioning of global value chains.  This 
circumstance influenced the opinion of leading 
experts in the field of economics and international 
trade, who previously held views of the neoliberal 
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other regions of the world, a rigid world division of 
labor, which implies an unequal exchange, which 
eventually repeated the traditional path of colonial 
empires, leaving the results with low economic 
incomes to third world countries. In the end, the 
societies of countries that lose full-fledged 
industrial production will turn into a marginal 
society. Therefore, new industrialization, increasing 
o u r  c o m p e t i t i v e n e s s  a n d  t e c h n o l o g i c a l 
development are among the best ways to develop 
the domestic economy. 

Leading economists of major international 
research institutes divide the reasons why "free 
trading" as an economic policy has ceased to be 
relevant and the development of globalization 
processes has stopped, into two groups of factors: 

5economic and political .
Economic factors should include: 
- reducing global differences in production 

costs;
- the complexity and cost of managing 

global supply chains has increased;
- sanctions pressure and the pandemic 

period Covid-19 showed that the supply of 
important goods can be reduced during the crisis;

- producing more products locally allows 
companies to meet the growing demand for 
customized products and fast delivery.

Key political factors included the following:
The  growing negat ive  reac t ion  to 

globalization in countries that have not effectively 
integrated themselves into the international trade 
system, and their key corporations have served as a 
raw material link in value chains;

Political elites in a number of countries 
resisted the country's global participation in the 
economy by inspiring protest movements and 
forming negative public opinion towards 
globalization;

T h e  g r o w t h  o f  n a t i o n a l i s m  a n d 
protectionism within States;

Trade conflicts between major powers: 
between the US and China, between the EU and the 
UK (Brexit) and global protectionist trends have 
increased uncertainty about trade policy around the 
world.

One of the key tasks of the governments of 

any country in the world is to ensure the demand for 
the products of national sectors of the economy in 
the domestic and foreign markets. Stimulating 
demand is possible if the products have a sufficient 
level of competitiveness and the necessary 
conditions are created for the creation and 
distribution of products within the economy. The 
most characteristic feature of the modern world 
economy is the functioning of global value chains, 
which combine the efforts of many enterprises to 
c rea te  and  d is t r ibu te  products  d ifferen t 
technological levels for sales markets. An integral 
feature of the competitiveness of products and 
successful market activity of an enterprise is its 
integration into the mechanism of operation of such 
global value chains. The task of government 
structures and programs is to create favorable 
economic and political conditions for the 
integration of national enterprises into these chains 
or the formation of similar structures. 

stAt the beginning of the 21  century, the 
global economy is changing the positions of states 
that have chosen different growth models in favor of 
those that have chosen the industrial path of 
development, which ultimately influenced the 
change in the nature of economic relations towards 
"glocalization". This phenomenon is accompanied 
by the strengthening of the role of economically 
developing countries (primarily the countries of 
Southeast Asia) and the weakening of the OECD 

6countries with developed economies . Expert 
opinion on the understanding of the economic role 
and essence of the phenomenon "glocalization”. 

They are divided into those who believe that 
this is a cross between globalization and 
localization, while others perceive glocalization as 
an evolutionary stage in the development of the 
world economy after globalization, which will lead 
to a stable state of the world economy that went out 
of balance during globalization. This is possible due 
to the decentralization of markets and value chains: 
business models will become increasingly 
fragmented and transform partially into an online 
format (for example, work from home and 
telemedicine). Supply chains will become more 
resilient, to a greater extent the focus is on local 
production and a wide range of regional resources. 
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Another feature of this stage of development will be 
a reduction in international business mobility and 
increased interact ion between local  and 
supranational institutions, based on stimulating 
innovation and the development of information and 
communication technologies. Such an approach 
would make it possible to respond effectively to 
cross-border threats, such as pandemics and trade 
conflicts, by sharing best practices among partner 
countries, addressing problems through local 
measures.

China has gained a special role in the global 
economy due to its successful experience in using 
tools to stimulate industrial growth. This state is the 
leader in the world ranking of countries in terms of 
the share of industrial production in gross value-
added GDP, ahead of the United States and Japan. 
South Korea and India are developing their high-
tech industrial sector and are among the top five 
countries with a developed industrial sector, and 
have become leaders in the last decade with 
developed economies. Germany and Italy are 
striving to maintain their leading positions in this 
ranking by maintaining parts of the machine-
building sector, including enterprises that produce 
high-tech products for the manufacturing industry, 

are located on their territory. Thus, these countries 
minimized the risks of losing their leadership 
positions in global value chains. In the same period, 
there was a reverse trend and a decline in the ranking 
of industrial enterprises from France, Great Britain 
and Japan, which did not make effective efforts to 
position their manufacturing products in 
international markets. 

Russia's position in the rating is getting 
stronger after 2017, However, the products of the 
domestic manufacturing industry are significantly 
inferior to the market positions of representatives 
from Southeast Asian countries (China, Korea, 
Indonesia and OECD countries) and are in the 
places occupied by the BRICS countries (Brazil, 
Mexico). This growth is explained by the 
development of enterprises in the sectors that drive 
the domestic economy: metallurgical production, 
chemical industry, food industry in the context of 
increasing economic sanctions and restrictions of 
the pandemic, and the effect of import substitution 
programs is also evident. This fact is confirmed by 
the change in the share of manufacturing products in 

7
the structure of gross value added  (GVA) GDP of 
the national economy over the past five years. (See: 
Table 1)

Table 1
Ranking of countries by the share of manufacturing products in gross value added 

of GDP for the period from 1992 to 2020

8According to a database of: World Bank database data , 2022

8    World Bank database data. - URL: https://data.worldbank.org/ 
(Date of access: 01/13/2022).

7     Smirnov V.V. cites: Dimov S.H. Global value chains - a new phase 
in economic globalization. PROBLEMS AND PROSPECTS OF A NEW 
PARADIGM IN RUSSIAN INDUSTRY AND WORLD ECONOMY. Libra 
Scorp Publishing House Bulgaria. 2021. - pp.156-157
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The ratio of countries positions in the 
ranking by the share of the contribution of 
manufacturing products to the gross value added of 
the economy's GDP based on prices at purchasing 
power parity (PPP) repeats the data in Table 1, with 
the exception of the positions of OECD countries 
with developed economies and especially the 
United States, which have rather low values. The 
weak position of US manufacturing companies in 
this rating is due to their choice in the second half of 
the year XX a new model of socio-economic growth 
based on post-industrial development. It should be 
noted that the US economy is a vivid example of the 
service economy with its own development 

problems that are relevant for our time. Beginning 
with XXI However, the consequences of choosing 
this model did not allow the economies of 
developed countries (Great Britain, France, USA, 
etc.) to develop further, and stopped the processes of 
globalization, including the functioning of global 

9value chains . 
It is quite interesting to observe a different 

picture of the ratios of countries in the rating of a 
similar indicator, but calculated on the basis of 
current prices in US dollars (Table 2). In this 
ranking, the United States and other countries with 
traditionally leading geopolitical importance have 
high positions.

Table 2
Ranking of countries by the share of manufacturing products in gross value added 

of GDP for the period from 1992 to 2020 based on current prices in US dollars 

Despite the high positions of the United 
States and Japan, China has been the undisputed 
leader of this rating since 2010, which confirms the 
thesis of "slowing down and stopping the processes 
of globalization after 2010". By the way, Russia's 
position has been gradually growing in this rating 
since 2018. This correlation of forces indicates the 
choice of priorities in the search for a model of 
technological and industrial sovereignty of a 
number of states in the present time.

Problems of the Russian economy remain 
the low share of gross value added in GDP of 

products of high-tech industries, which is 
determined by the raw material nature of economic 
development. The share of products exported to 
international markets in the industry that extracts 
minerals (mineral products) is more than 50%. 
(Table 3)

9  Glazyev S.Yu. Leap into the Future: Russia in the New 
Technological and World Economic Structures. M.: Book world. 
2018. - p. 768.
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Recent years of sanctions and the efforts of 
the Russian Government to create conditions for the 
transition to a state of self-sufficiency of the national 
economy have identified key drivers that 
successfully fulfill the tasks of import substitution. 
These include the food industry and agriculture 
(from 1.6% in 2000 to 8.8% in 2020), the 
metallurgical industry (the average value of the 
share of products over 20 years is 20%) and the 
chemical industry (the value of the same indicator is 
7%), which are increasing their share in export 
supplies of products. A problem that hinders the 
growth of the domestic economy and the level of the 
main reason for increasing the competitiveness of 
manufacturing products on the international market 
is the stagnation of the mechanical engineering 
sector - from 9 to 7% decreased in the structure of 
exports. The problems of domestic mechanical 

engineering, as a key industry for the development 
of the manufacturing industry, are reflected in the 
growth of import supplies over the past 20 years: 
from 31.4 % in 2000 to 47.7% in 2020. Also, the 
textile industry, chemical industry and part of the 
food sector remain import-dependent-this fact is 
expressed in the form of a negative trade balance 
(the volume of import supplies exceeds the share of 

11export supplies) .

Table 3
Commodity structure of exports and imports of the Russian Federation in actual prices, %

Product names 
2000 2010 2018 2019 2020 

Imp. Exp. Imp. Exp. Imp. Exp. Imp. Exp. Imp. Exp. 
Food products 
and agricultural 
raw materials 
(other than 
textiles) 

21,8 1,6 15,9 2,2 12,5 5,5 12,3 5,9 12,8 8,8 

Mineral products 6,3 53,8 2,3 68,5 2,1 64,9 2,1 63,3 1,9 51,3 

Chemical 
industry 
products, rubber  

18 7,2 16,1 6,2 18,3 6,1 19,6 6,4 18,3 7,1 

Leather raw 
materials, furs 
and products 
made from them 

0,4 0,3 0,5 0,1 0,5 0,1 0,5 0 0,4 0 

Wood, pulp and 
paper products 

3,8 4,3 2,6 2,4 1,6 3,1 1,5 3 1,5 3,7 

Textiles and 
footwear 

5,9 0,8 6,2 0,2 6,2 0,3 6,2 0,3 6,3 0,4 

Metals, precious 
stones and 
articles made 
from them 

8,3 21,7 7,3 12,7 7,5 12 7,7 12,5 7,2 19,3 

Machinery, 
equipment and 
vehicles 

31,4 8,8 44,4 5,4 47,2 6,5 46,2 6,6 47,7 7,5 

Other products 4,1 1,5 … … 4,1 1,5 3,9 2 3,9 1,9 

 10According to the database: Russian statistical yearbook , 2021

10   Russian statistical yearbook. 2021: Stat.sb. / Rosstat. - M., 2021 - 
p. 692 - URL: https://rosstat.gov.ru/folder/210/document/12994 
(Date of access: 01/13/2022).
11  Decree of the Government of the Russian Federation dated 
17.11.2008 No. 1662-r (ed. dated 28.09.2018) "On the Concept of 
long-term socio-economic development of the Russian Federation 
for the period up to 2020" (together with the Concept of long-term 
socio-economic development of the Russian Federation for the 
period up to 2020) / SPS Consultant Plus.
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The most notable fact remains the structure of the contribution of exporting and importing countries 
to the volume of operations of foreign trade activities of the Russian Federation. (Table 4)

Table 4
Rating of partner countries in exports and imports of the Russian Federation

Countries 
Specific weight in exports of the 

Russian Federation 
Specific weight in imports of the 

Russian Federation 

2000 2010 2018 2019 2020 2000 2010 2018 2019 2020 

China 4 5 1 1 1 8 1 1 1 1 

Germany 1 3 3 3 3 1 2 2 2 2 

USA 7 10 10 10 10 4 4 3 3 3 

Belarus 3 7 4 5 5 2 8 4 4 4 

Italy 2 2 7 6 8 6 6 5 5 5 

France 15 12 14 14 14 7 7 6 7 6 

Japan 13 9 9 9 9 14 5 7 6 7 

Kazakhstan 14 14 8 7 6 5 13 9 8 8 

Turkey 12 6 5 4 4 15 10 11 11 9 

Poland 8 8 6 8 7 12 9 10 9 10 

Ukraine 5 4 13 13 13 3 3 8 10 11 

Netherlands 9 1 2 2 2 11 14 13 13 12 

Great Britain 6 13 12 12 12 10 12 12 12 13 

Finland 11 11 11 11 11 9 11 14 14 14 

Switzerland 10 15 15 15 16 16 15 15 15 15 

Uzbekistan 16 17 16 16 15 13 16 16 16 16 

Armenia 17 16 18 18 17 18 17 17 17 17 

Kyrgyzstan 18 18 17 17 18 19 18 18 18 18 

Tadjikistan 19 19 19 19 19 17 19 19 19 19 

 According to the database: Russian statistical yearbook, 2021

Countries such as China and Germany have 
long been equal trading partners of Russia in foreign 
economic cooperation. Partner countries can be 
divided into several groups based on their 
characteristic geopolitical positions on the world 
stage and geographical positioning on the continent 
common to Russia:

a. Advanced economies (Germany, USA, 
Italy, France, Great Britain and Japan, etc.);

b. Countries that have historical common 
borders with the Russian Federation and historical 
ties (China, Turkey, Poland, Finland, etc.);

c. Countries that are part of the common 
economic blocs and the CIS (Belarus, Kazakhstan, 
Uzbekistan, Armenia, etc.).

Conclusion

As a conclusion, it should be noted that a 
full-fledged course of transition of domestic 
industry to reindustrialization, based on the 
experience of Southeast Asian countries, should 
include the following areas:

First, As part of the policy of import 
substitution and the transition to a "closed cycle" 
economy, the revival and restoration of all 
necessary production facilities that stopped their 
production activities in the 90s. This primarily 
applies to machine-building enterprises (machine 
tools, optics, instrumentation, electronics).

Second, Introduction of new enterprises that 
complement a full-fledged industrial hub, which is 
an autonomous system of production chains of 
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