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> besnekoBa cki1anoBa coliagbHO-€KOHOMIYHOT'O PO3BUTKY KpaiH CBITY;
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[IpoOnemu 3a0e3nedeHHs CTaIoro PO3BUTKY;
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REGULATORY TRILEMMA AS A NEW ARCHITECTURE OF ECONOMIC
CONTAINMENT IN A GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT

In the modern configuration of global regulation, two dominant approaches are distinguished,
which form different models of economic influence on the structure of international economic
interaction [1; 2], on the strategic behavior of states and transnational corporations, and on the
configuration of global supply chains. The American approach is based on technological, trade, and
financial restrictions. Its central idea is to create structural barriers that make it difficult for
competitors to access critical technologies and sectors. Within such a model, export controls,
restrictions on the supply of semiconductor equipment, prohibitions on cooperation with individual
technological corporations, screening of foreign investments, and tariff measures play a key role. The
combination of these instruments forms a long-term architecture of containment that encompasses
technological, trade, and financial components, establishing a behavioral framework for a broader
system of international interactions [2]. The European approach, on the other hand, is based on
regulatory influence on corporate behavior and production strategies [3]. Environmental, social, and
governance (ESG) standards imposed on foreign companies as a condition for accessing the European
market are becoming a tool of foreign policy pressure. This creates a situation in which multinational
corporations are restructuring their supply chains, refining their reporting, revising their
environmental strategies, and adapting their financial models to the logic of EU regulation. This type
of influence is transforming global competition, as regulatory expansion is becoming a strategic tool
for positioning.

The interaction of the American and European approaches creates a field of systemic tension
within which a regulatory trilemma is formed. It combines security goals, economic needs, and
regulatory obligations, which makes the mechanisms of state policy complex, multi-layered, and at
the same time contradictory. On the one hand, states seek to ensure technological autonomy and
secure strategic sectors. On the other hand, economic interdependence and the structural role of global
supply chains do not allow for sharp breaks or full-scale decoupling of economies. The third
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dimension, related to regulatory activity, adds a new level of complexity, since standards formed in
one jurisdiction are increasingly mandatory for companies operating in many countries
simultaneously. The architecture of American technological containment is distinguished by high
institutional integrity. It is based on the logic of control over critical technologies as a key resource
of the 21st century. Control over modern semiconductor technology, advanced chips, artificial
intelligence, quantum computing, and dual-use systems forms a common field in which access to
strategic advantages is determined. Technological restrictions not only coexist with tariffs and
investment barriers but also structure them. In this context, technology serves as a primary asset,
while trade and finance become instrumental in its institutionalization [4]. This approach causes
economic instruments to cease being merely regulatory means and become mechanisms of strategic
deterrence. Financial sanctions, investment restrictions, transaction verification, monitoring of
corporate ties, and a clear system of lists of companies to which special regimes apply form an
infrastructure of economic pressure. This infrastructure affects not only competitors, but also
corporations from third countries, which are forced to reassess their own risks and strategic horizons.

The European regulatory approach provides a much broader scope than traditional economic
restrictions. Environmental and management requirements apply outside the EU, affecting the
production processes of companies worldwide. This forms a specific model of managing global
competition, in which the key tool is not punishment or prohibition, but coercion to adapt to standards
that have a global resonance. Changing environmental standards, transparency of supply chains,
refined reporting procedures, and requirements for corporate responsibility form a new institutional
logic that determines the trajectories of company development. Such logic is distinguished by the fact
that it does not require direct conflict or open confrontation. Regulatory pressure is not accompanied
by direct economic damage, but its effect is profound. Companies seeking to maintain access to the
European market are compelled to restructure their own production and management models,
regardless of the policies of their country of origin. Thus, regulatory expansion creates a special type
of dependence, in which legal requirements become the main channel of influence on the global
economy. The regulatory trilemma in this context manifests itself as a growing contradiction between
security, economic, and regulatory goals [5]. The application of tariff measures by the US stimulates
the reorientation of production and the geographical reduction of supply chains. In contrast, the
requirements for the transparency of these chains, which are formed by the EU, assume their extensive
international structure and many nodes of transnational interaction. As a result, companies find
themselves between mutually incompatible regulatory approaches, which creates double pressure on
their economic behavior. At the same time, capital restrictions create another layer of contradictions.
On the one hand, they strengthen the state's internal financial stability and enable risk control. On the
other hand, implementing environmental programs requires significant investment, which becomes
challenging in cases of limited capital mobility. This creates a dilemma in which states are forced to
balance the need to protect the economic system and climate policy obligations.

Technological competition is deepening through the emergence of new minilateral alliances.
Minilateral alliances are emerging as a new form of strategic coordination, in which a small number
of states unite around common interests in areas such as security, technological development, and
economic stability. Unlike large multilateral organizations, where decision-making is often slow and
hindered by disagreements among participants, minilateral formats offer agility, flexibility, and the
ability to achieve deep political coherence. Such alliances emerge in sectors where states aim to
respond swiftly to escalating technological competition, coordinate export control policies, establish
shared standards in artificial intelligence, enhance cybersecurity, establish alternative supply chains,
and mitigate unwanted technological dependencies. Participants in these formats focus on narrowly
defined goals, which allows them to create effective mechanisms for deterrence and development in
key areas, such as semiconductors, defense systems, critical materials, and data processing
infrastructure. Minilateral alliances are gradually turning into influential centers of international
politics, capable of setting rules in sensitive industries, determining the parameters of technological
standards, and shaping new trajectories of global security outside the framework of traditional
institutions. In parallel, China is developing its own model of countering external pressure.
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Reorienting itself to the domestic market, building its own technological ecosystems, developing
alternative payment systems, and participating in regional trade agreements create the basis for long-
term economic autonomy. This direction is aimed not only at reducing dependence on external
markets but also at forming alternative centers of global gravity.
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BILIUB EKOJIOTI'TYHOI BE3NNEKA HA EKOHOMIYHE 3POCTAHHS
TA 1OBPOBYT HACEJIEHHSA

Ekonoriuna 6e3neka BUCTYIIA€ OJHUM 13 KIIFOUOBUX YMHHHKIB CTAJIOTO PO3BUTKY, OCKLIBLKU
BHU3HAYa€ 37aTHICTh JepKaBU 3a0e3MeuyBaTH HAICKHUN PIBEHb SKOCTI JOBKULISA, HEOOXITHUN st
HiATPUMaHHS COIaIbHO-eKOHOMIYHOI cTabuibHOCTI. CyuacHi gociipkeHHs [1; 2] 3acBiAuyIOTh, 110
HOTIPIICHHA EKOJIOTIYHUX YMOB IPSIMO Ta ONOCEPEIKOBAHO BIUIMBAE HA TEMIH EKOHOMIYHOTO
3pOCTaHHs, KOHKYPEHTOCHPOMOXHICTh HAIllOHAIILHUX €KOHOMIK 1 pPiBeHb JOOpOOyTYy HaceJIeHHS.
BincyTHicTh e()eKTHBHHUX MeXaHI3MIB OXOPOHHM JOBKULIS CIPHYUHSE 3pOCTAaHHS BHTpAaT Ha
JIKB1JIAIIFO HACIIJIKIB 3a0pyIHEHHS, 301IbIIICHHST HABAHTAKEHHS Ha CHCTEMY OXOPOHH 3JI0pOB’S Ta
3HIKSHHS TTPOAYKTUBHOCTI TIpaIti.

3abe3meyeHHssT BUCOKMX CTaHJAPTIB €KOJOTIYHOI O€3IMEKH CHpUs€ IMOKPANIEHHIO SKOCTI
JIIOJICBKOTO KamiTady, MiJBUIIEHHIO IHBECTHIIIHHOI MpUBAOJMBOCTI Ta PO3BHUTKY IHHOBAIIMHUX
TEXHOJIOTIH, 30KpeMa y cdepi BiTHOBIIOBAHOI CHEPreTHKH, PECYpPCO30CPEKECHHS Ta «3EJICHOI»
MoJIepHi3alii mpomuciaoBocTi [3]. Yucte MoBKULISA popMye TIepeyMOBH It PO3BUTKY €KOTYPH3MY,
arpapHoOro CEKTOpy Ta IHIIUX Tally3ei, 3alle)KHUX BiJ TPUPOJHUX PECYpCiB, IO B MiACYMKY
CTHUMYJIIO€ €KOHOMIUHY aKTHUBHICTh. 3 1HIIOrO0 OOKY, BUCOKHH pIBEHb €KOJOTIYHHUX PHU3UKIB MAa€
HEraTHBHI COILIAJbHI HACHIJKU: 3HI)KEHHS TPHUBAJIOCTI JKUTTS, MOTIPUICHHS CTaHy 340pOB’S
HACEJICHHs, 301JIbIIICHHS BUTPAT JJOMOTOCIIOIAPCTB Ha MEIMYHI MOTPEeOU Ta 3MEHIIICHHS 3arallbHOTO
piBHA 100poOyTy. Bpasnusi comianbHi Tpynu 3a3BU4ail HaOUIbIIE CTPAXKAAIOTH Bifl 3a0pyAHEHHS
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