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THE EXPERIMENTS IN THE PUBLIC SPHERE: TOWARDS THE PROBLEM
OF DETERMINING EFFECTIVENESS, SUCCESS AND EFFICIENCY

In the article, the methodological problems of determining the effectiveness of experiments in the public sphere are considered.
An analysis of public experiments implemented in 2019-2022 in Ukraine was made. The definition of the concept of experiment in
public administration is proposed, the main characteristics of experiments are highlighted (organization, the given goal and the ex-
pected result, novelty, evaluation of the results of the experiment, limited scope, limited terms, the risks associated with conducting
the experiment), and the classification of experiments is carried out (external and internal experiments are distinguished; closed and
open experiments, etc.). The issue regarding the development of a methodical approach to the results of the referendum based on the
integration of the evaluation of effectiveness and efficiency into the management cycle of the experiment was revealed, which allows
making decisions about the expediency of conducting the experiment, continuing its implementation, early termination and replicati-
on of the applied technology (practice) based on the results of the previous, current and subsequent assessment of performance and

effectiveness.

Keywords: public management and administration; public experiment; efficiency; effectiveness; success; experimental mode.

Introduction

The formulation of the problem. Almost 100 years ago,
the classic American political philosopher John Dewey no-
ted that "the formation of states must be an experimental
process. The trial process goes on with diverse degrees of
blindness and accident, and at the cost of unregulated pro-
cedures of cut and try, of fumbling and groping, without in-
sight into what men are after or clear knowledge of a good
state even when it is achieved. Or it may proceed more in-
telligently because guided by knowledge of the conditions
which must be fulfilled. But it is still experimental and sin-
ce conditions of action and of inquiry and knowledge are
always changing, the experiment must always be retried,;
the State must always be rediscovered. Except, once more,
in formal statements of conditions to be met, we have no
idea what history may still bring forth. It is not the business
of political philosophy and science to determine what the
state in general should or must be. What they may do is to
aid in the creation of methods such that experimentation
may go on less blindly, less at the mercy of accident, more
intelligently, so that men may learn from their errors and
profit by their successes" [12, p.33-34].

This indicates the great role played by the experiments
in public administration. It is no coincidence that in a num-
ber of countries, experiments in the public sphere are estab-

IHpopmauis npo aBTOpIB:

lished at the legislative, and sometimes even, at the consti-
tutional level. In particular, according to Article 37.1 of the
Constitution of the French Republic, "statutes and regulati-
ons may contain provisions enacted on an experimental ba-
sis for limited purposes and duration". According to Article
72 of the Constitution of the French Republic, "in the man-
ner provided for by an Institutional Act, except where the
essential conditions for the exercise of public freedoms or
of a right guaranteed by the Constitution are affected, terri-
torial communities or associations thereof may, where pro-
vision is made by statute or regulation, as the case may be,
derogate on an experimental basis for limited purposes and
duration from provisions laid down by statute or regulation
governing the exercise of their powers" [28].

During the years of independence in Ukraine, 10 state
experiments were introduced by-laws (for example, [6]).
Also, 207 state experiments were introduced by the decisi-
ons of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine (for example,
[20]), as well as several dozen ones by some central execu-
tive authorities [23]. The experience of recent years especi-
ally demonstrates the increase in the intensity of the use of
state experiments. The period since 2019 (table 1), which
accounts for 41 % of all government-level state experi-
ments, is particularly notable in this regard. This is not acci-
dental, because according to Sofia Ranchedas, the interest
in state experiments is largely related to the fact that the tra-
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ditional management system has such a characteristic as
inertia. On the other hand, under the changes, it is necessary
to look for dynamic management tools, not "cosmetic mir-
rors", and among the valuable tools that can offer an adeq-
uate response to these circumstances are state experiments
[4, p. 4].

Table 1. The number of state experiments by the decisions
of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine

Years 2014|2015(2016{2017(2018{2019]|2020(2021{2022
The total
number 5 gl 3 g | 7 |18 |23 ] 24| 16
of the expe-
riments

The development of experimental tools for public admi-
nistration makes the assessment of their efficiency and ef-
fectiveness extremely relevant. The question "Whether the
new tools of public management and administration will
contribute to the achievement of the stated goals?" is very
important. However, in the practice of state experiments,
there is a problem that the organizers of state experiments
do not have clear criteria for evaluating the effectiveness of
these experiments. Currently, Ukraine also lacks a compre-
hensive normative legal act that, among other issues of con-
ducting state experiments, would determine the approaches
to assessing their effectiveness.

The relevance of the research. In the arsenal of Ukraini-
an science there is the definition of efficiency in the public
sector, its concept and components, efficiency criteria and
mechanisms for ensuring public administration, resource
provision for the efficiency of the activities of public autho-
rities, etc. However, in Ukrainian literature, the issues of ef-
fectiveness and efficiency of experimental activities in the
field of public relations as basic characteristics of good go-
vernance have not yet received their systematic solution.

The aim of the paper is to determine the various appro-
aches to evaluating the effectiveness and efficiency of ex-
periments in the field of public administration. To obtain
the purpose it is necessary to fulfill such main tasks as pro-
viding the analysis of the system of evaluation indicators,
the algorithm (order) of its implementation, as well as the
monitoring of effectiveness and efficiency.

The subject of the research is the effectiveness and effi-
ciency of experiments in the field of public administration.

Methods and information base of research

The research is based on the following methods: the
method of documentary analysis, which involved the
analysis of the documents' content within theoretical and
practical research tasks. According to the content analysis
method, the texts of the documents were processed with the
program of finding content units that can be unambiguously
fixed and translated into quantitative indicators with further
interpretation of the results; the method of system analysis,
which enabled the investigation of the components of state
experiments in interaction with other elements of the public
administration system; the method of situational analysis,
which consisted in researching the effectiveness of specific
state-management experiments and determining their main
parameters; the modeling method that made it possible to
simulate the system, structure, procedures, technologies of
state experiments and predict their parameters under vari-
ous conditions.

The information base of the study is the acts of the
Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine and the Cabinet of Ministers of

Ukraine, which introduced state experiments and summari-
zed their results.

Analysis of recent research and publications

In Ukraine, there are not many scientific works that exa-
mine the essence and characteristics of experiments in the
public sphere. In particular, Olena Putrenko tried to investi-
gate the legal regulation of state experiments [27] and the
role of state experiments in the implementation of public
administration [26]. Nataliya Chervins'ka [34] analyzes ex-
periments in the public sphere from the standpoint of law
science. Oleg Boyko-Boychuk [5] studied the methodologi-
cal principles of state-legal experiments regarding regional
and urban development. The monographic study of Yaros-
lav Dorogy, Iryna Berdychenko, and Oleg Kulchy [11] is
devoted to the peculiarities of state-legal experiments in the
field of informatization. Serhii Farenyk [31] considered so-
cial experiments as a generic category for experiments in
the public sphere. However, in general, experiments in the
public sphere are on the periphery of the research interest of
Ukrainian scholars. On the other hand, several research
schools on the effectiveness of the governance system have
been developed in Ukraine, in particular Kharkiv school
[see, e.g.:10; 24; 32], Lviv [see, for example: 12; 33], Ode-
sa [see, e.g.: 25] Kyiv schools [see, e.g.: 30].

Highlighting previously unsettled parts of the general
problem this paper is developing further the issues of effec-
tiveness and efficiency of experiments in the field of public
administration.

Presentation of the main research material with
the substantiation of the obtained results

As Olena Putrenko notes, the experiment in the field of
public-management relations "constitutes a legally regula-
ted procedure for gaining experience in introducing new
models of public administration in a separate territory" [26,
p- 31]. Without objecting this, in order to correct this defini-
tion, we will clarify that an experiment in the public admi-
nistration system is an approbation of planned management
innovations on a limited scale organized by a competent ad-
ministrative body to check the effectiveness, usefulness and
economy of experimental actions and norms and to work
out optimal options for future decisions of the general ef-
fect.

As for the limitation of the scale of the experiment, of
course, the limitation of the territorial scale is primarily me-
ant, but one cannot rule out such a model, when for some ti-
me new norms are introduced throughout the territory. Then
the result is analyzed and a final decision is made about the-
ir permanent application/non-application. This was the ca-
se, for example, with the introduction of the experiment on
awarding the degree of Doctor of Philosophy, which opera-
ted from 2016 to 2019 throughout Ukraine [13]. Of course,
it can be objected that any experiment, even limited in spa-
ce, is also limited in time. However, this is not always the
case. It is possible when the administrative body, taking a
successful case — example — of one territory, puts the norms
into effect in another part of the territory, without stopping
their effect where it has already begun as part of the experi-
ment.

In 2002, there was an attempt to legally define the state
experiment as a tool of public management. In particular, in
accordance with the project of the Law of Ukraine "On con-
ducting experiments on the development of local self-go-
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vernment", the experiment was defined as a test in practice
defined by the relevant law with state assistance along with
traditional new forms of organization of local self-go-
vernment in the territory of the experiment with the aim of
solving common problems of the subjects of the experiment
and possible application of the acquired experience in the
activities of local self-government bodies throughout Ukra-
ine [7].

According to European norms, "experimental develop-
ment" means the acquisition, combination, formation and
use of existing scientific, technological, entrepreneurial and
other relevant knowledge and skills for developing new or
improved products, processes or services. It may also inclu-
de, for example, activities aimed at the conceptual definiti-
on, planning and documentation of new products, processes
or services [8].

One of the most popular manifestations of the "experi-
mental regime" in the modern world is the "regulatory
sandbox", which is most often understood as "a special le-
gal regime established by the regulator for fintech startups
and other innovative projects, which allows the latter to
conduct experiments in a controlled environment under the
supervision of the regulator" [3]. The term comes from the
concept of "sandboxing" from the field of information
technology, where it describes the placement of programs
or their modules in an isolated environment for safe execu-
tion. This regime provides the maintenance of special ex-
ceptions and permits that allow the entities participating in
the "sandbox" to test their innovative products and services
for some time without the risk of violating certain legal
norms. The specified mechanism is necessary in situations
when the legal system has excessive regulation of certain
areas, which requires high economic costs to fulfill all man-
datory requirements, some of which cannot be implemen-
ted. In this case, the subject of legal relations will always be
under the threat of liability.

The main result of participating in the "sandbox" is get-
ting an answer to the question about the need to introduce
legislative and administrative changes that block or compli-
cate the use of certain technologies. That is, within the
"sandbox" crystallization and testing of potential options
for solving a social problem are carried out. The first co-
untry which introduced the "regulatory sandbox" regime
was the United Kingdom in 2015 [2].

Starting from 2019, the model of "regulatory sandbo-
xes", i.e., experimental regulation of various spheres of so-
cial relations that require the greatest changes, is also acti-
vely being implemented in Ukraine. This model, in particu-
lar, is based on the following principles:

1) special legal regime for the groups of interest (subjects of
the experimental regime);

2) temporary suspension of legal regulation of one or another
area in a relevant territory or for a relevant period;

3) introduction of a specially authorized body aiming to pro-
vide experimental management;

4) giving the authorized body the right to determine the
norms regarding the functioning of public relations within
the limits of its powers;

5) creation of a system of active dialogue communication
with the stakeholders.

Thus, the experiments in the public sphere, which from
time to time were introduced "as an exception" in public ad-
ministration, acquired a new quantitative and qualitative
meaning, turning into a de facto "rule" of reforming one or
another sphere of governance. However, "regulatory

sandboxes" provide a systematic definition of the effective-
ness and efficiency evaluation of experiments, a system of
indicators for this evaluation, an algorithm (order) for its
implementation, as well as monitoring of effectiveness and
efficiency and further evaluation.

However, the analysis of the decisions of the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine in 2019-2022, which provide the con-
ducting of experiments, shows that they did not always set
goals for conducting experiments, or mechanisms for eval-
uating their effectiveness and efficiency. Although the as-
sessment of their results was formally provided, the indica-
tors were, as usually, absent (table 2). The same is applied
to draft laws of Ukraine on conducting experiments (see,
for example: [9]).

Table 2. The results of the analysis of acts of the Cabinet of Minis-
ters, which provide the conducting of experiments for 2019-2022

The goal | The indica- |The mechanism| The necessity to de-

and objec-| tors (criteria) | for evaluating | velop proposals for
tives of | of achieving | the effective- | improving public ad-

the expe- | the goal and | ness and effici- | ministration or legal

riment are| objectives of | ency of the ex- | regulation in the rele-

defined | the experi- | periment is de- | vant field, based on
ment are defi- fined the results of the ex-
ned periment, is foreseen

36 % 16 % 14 % 17 %

So, surprisingly, such an important experiment as the
introduction and implementation of e-residency in Ukraine
does not contain the indicators and a mechanism for evalua-
ting the effectiveness of the experiment, but also its target
principles [19]. The experiment on increasing the efficiency
of the organization of the planning processes of the Cabinet
of Ministers of Ukraine [21] contains only one goal, which
is to increase the efficiency of the organization of the plan-
ning processes of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine ac-
cording to the principle of result-oriented management. Ho-
wever, what are the indicators of achieving the goal and
tasks of the experiment, what is the mechanism for establis-
hing the evaluation of the effectiveness and efficiency of
the experiment, and what acts should be adopted based on
the results of the experiment are not specified. In the majo-
rity of regulatory acts on the introduction of public experi-
ments, only the procedures for the implementation of mana-
gement and technological processes within the limits of the
experiment are regulated, and not the components of the
management of the experiment itself, including the determi-
nation of its effectiveness.

In our opinion, as a methodical approach to evaluating
the effectiveness and efficiency of experiments in public
management, an approach on understanding the quality of
management as a complex of the parameters of its validity,
effectiveness and efficiency can be applied. At the same ti-
me, the effectiveness of public administration is determined
as a set of final socially significant, intermediate and imme-
diate results, which characterize their specific performance
indicators and the target values of their support or improve-
ment. This approach should be applied, it seems, not only to
public management in general and each of its public functi-
ons, but also to each of the instruments of public manage-
ment, including experiments.

The experiments in management are considered as an ef-
fective way of adapting new, in particular, inherited instituti-
ons within the framework of administrative reforms, and
even organizational models and practices. They also act as a
kind of means in motivating public authorities to participate
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in reforms and applying new approaches. This was actively
used, for example, within the framework of the voluntary
amalgamation of local communities in 2015-2020, the result
of which was a complete change in the territorial division in
the country. Conducting management experiments is one of
the mechanisms for optimizing and increasing the effective-
ness of state regulation, ensuring its stability and validity.
The need for experiments is also extremely important under
the introduction of digital technologies.

The diversity of experiments in public administration le-
ads to the fact that common methodological approaches to
the assessment of their effectiveness and efficiency have
not yet been developed, although the need for such an as-
sessment, including the use of audit technologies, is obvi-
ously extremely important. This problem is also related to
the novelty of certain types of experiments in public admi-
nistration, in particular, as noted, the presence of "regula-
tory sandboxes".

To develop a methodical approach to evaluating the ef-
fectiveness and efficiency of experiments in public admi-
nistration, it is first necessary to determine the subject of
evaluation. We propose to consider the experiment in public
administration as an organized testing of new technologies,
processes, models and (or) requirements in the implementa-
tion of public functions on a limited scale and within a limi-
ted time frame in order to verify the validity, effectiveness
and efficiency of their full-scale implementation. Providing
this definition, we started from the understanding of the qua-
lity of public administration as the simultaneous achieve-
ment of the parameters of the reasonableness of intervention
by public authorities, effectiveness and efficiency.

The field of experiments in public administration is the
implementation of all types of public functions, including
the development of public policy, rulemaking and regulati-
on, provision of public services, implementation of public
control (supervision), management of state property.

To evaluate the effectiveness and efficiency of the expe-
riment, the following main properties (characteristics) are
of great importance:

e organization (availability of a program (plan) in conducting the
experiment): the compliance with this feature implies that the
conduct of the experiment is planned in advance, and this plan is
documented in one form or another;

¢ the given goal and an expected result: the goal of the experiment
should not be limited to checking the possibility in using the
technologies, but should be aimed at improving the quality of
public administration (its validity, effectiveness and efficiency);

e novelty: the experiments involve the testing of new technologi-
es, processes, models and (or) requirements that have not been
used before in public administration as a whole or were not used
directly for the implementation of specific public functions in
the activities of specific public authorities. The novelty implies
the significant uncertainty regarding the possibility of achieving
the expected results of the experiment (that is, the probability of
both successful and unsuccessful conduct of the experiment);

e evaluation of the results of the experiment, its success or failure
and decision-making based on the results of such evaluation,
including the feasibility of full-scale implementation of tested
technologies, processes, models and (or) requirements;

e limited scale: it is implemented by limiting the number of parti-
cipants in the experiment, the types of public functions within
which the experiment is being implemented, the subjects for
whom the experiment is being conducted, the territories on
which it is being implemented,

e time limitation: an experiment in public administration is initi-
ally planned for a limited period of time, after which, having po-
sitive results, the experimental practice can be continued on ex-
perimental grounds and scaled up (expansion of the range of

subjects of the experiment up to the transfer of the experiment

into the usual practice of public administration);

e the voluntary nature of participation in the experiment, the inte-
rest of its participants in achieving the expected results;

e the presence of risks associated with conducting the experiment,
which makes it necessary to take measures to minimize them
(ensuring their compensation).

Considering the specificity of the sphere of public admi-
nistration, it is advisable to differentiate internal and exter-
nal experiments. Internal experiments are aimed at incre-
asing the effectiveness and efficiency of internal processes
and do not have a direct impact on the external beneficiari-
es of public administration, that is citizens and organizati-
ons. For example, the internal experiments can include ex-
periments on improving the efficiency of management pro-
cesses in the Secretariat of the Cabinet of Ministers of Uk-
raine [14], improving the efficiency of working with digital
tools for the performance of civil service tasks [15], intro-
ducing a system of remuneration of civil servants based on
the classification of positions [18] etc. The external experi-
ments are aimed at increasing the effectiveness and effici-
ency of processes that involve interaction with the external
beneficiaries who are not under the direct control of the
participant of the experiment (citizens and organizations).

The examples of such experiments are the numerous ex-
periments in the field of regulation of individual sectors,
admission of private locomotives to work on individual
routes on public railway tracks [16], regarding the develop-
ment and application of the Education Document [17]. The
participants (and initiators) of external experiments can be
public authorities, public institutions, as well as non-go-
vernmental organizations and citizens interested in working
out the relevant technologies, management models and
approaches, the application of which is impossible or extre-
mely difficult under the current legislation.

The implementation of experiments in the field of pub-
lic administration mostly requires changes (suspension) of
regulative acts or will be carried out within the existing re-
gulation. Based on the above, the experiments can be diffe-
rentiated:

e as experiments implemented within the general legal regime;

e as experiments requiring special legal regimes.

At the same time, it is important to take into account
that special legal regimes are introduced not only to support
the experiments. Thus, special tax regimes (simplified taxa-
tion system, patent system) that operate on a permanent ba-
sis to support small and medium-sized businesses can be
classified as special legal regimes [22]. In this regard, what
about the experiments in the field of public administration?
In our opinion, it is more appropriate to single out the expe-
rimental legal regimes designed to ensure the possibility of
conducting experiments. The experimental legal regimes
may involve not only the introduction of new regulatory
norms (as the experiment suggests), but also the suspension
of existing regulatory norms that prevent (or significantly
limit) the possibility of conducting an experiment.

The time limitation of experiments assumes that they go
through such basic stages of the management cycle as:

e initiation of the experiment: development of the proposal for
conducting the experiment, determination of its goals and ex-
pected results, development of the program for conducting ex-
periments, determination of the need for special legal regulation;

¢ decision-making by the authorized body on the expediency of
the experiment, introduction of a special legal regime if neces-

sary;
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e implementation of the experiment by the participants of the ex-
periment in accordance with the program (plan);

¢ monitoring of the progress of the experiment by the authorized
body, including the risks of its implementation for the third par-
ties, with the possibility of making a decision to stop the experi-
ment;

e completion of the experiment implementation and assessment of
achieved results;

¢ decision-making by the authorized body based on the results of
the experiment on the feasibility of its continuation, expansion

(scaling), large-scale implementation.

As it was revealed, the expansion of the practice of con-
ducting experiments in public administration in Ukraine can
lead to different interpretations of the concepts of "effecti-
veness" and "efficiency" of experiments, which are key for
evaluating, although this aspect has not yet been mentioned
in the Ukrainian literature. This may be related both to the
fact that these terms are generally used differently in relati-
on to public administration in general and to the specificity
of experiments as an activity, which is associated with a
high risk of not achieving the expected results. Moreover,
the failure to achieve the planned results of the experiment
should not be considered as a negative phenomenon, becau-
se quite often a negative result is no less important than a
positive one.

In this regard, in our opinion, it is appropriate to diffe-
rentiate the effectiveness of the experiment and the success
of its implementation. If only an experiment that achieved
(or exceeded) the expected results can be considered suc-
cessful, then an experiment fully implemented in accordan-
ce with the program can be considered successful. Thus,
both a successful experiment and an experiment implemen-
ted without deviations, the results of which cannot be consi-
dered successful (worthy of large-scale implementation),
can be recognized as effective.

Therefore, the effectiveness of the experiment in public
administration is proposed to be understood as the full
implementation of the program (plan) of the experiment
with the provision of proper control over the risks regarding
the third parties, which allows making unequivocal conclu-
sions about the expediency or impracticality of the full-sca-
le implementation of new tested technologies, processes,
models and (or) requirements for the sphere of public admi-
nistration. In turn, the success of the experiment is un-
derstood as the degree of achieved goals and expected re-
sults, including the target values of performance indicators
defined in the program (plan) of the experiment. A suc-
cessful experiment in the field of public administration is
such an experiment, the results of which had a positive ef-
fect on the parameters of the quality of public administrati-
on as a whole (increasing its validity, effectiveness and (or)
efficiency), the implementation of relevant public functi-
ons, the activities of public authorities and public instituti-
ons. The results of a successful experiment are recommen-
ded for full-scale application.

To determine efficiency in public administration,
S. Sakhanenko suggests using multifaceted criteria, which
can be expressed, in particular, by the formula [29, p. 286]:

Efexp — Pexp X&th Rposit._Rnegar
Psocia/ T;xct. Cexp

where: Ef.., — effectiveness of the experiment; P, — the

2
]\[.vocial

purpose of the experiment; Ny, — social need, the soluti-
on of which is aimed at the experiment; R., — the result
of the experiment; 7,,, —time which is optimal for conduc-

ting the experiment; 7,, — actual time for conducting the
experiment; R,.; — the overall positive result; R, — the
overall negative result; C., — total costs of the experiment.

The efficiency of an experiment in public administration
is the product of four coefficients, each of which is a ratio:

e the purpose of the experiment to the social need, the solution of
which the experiment is aimed at;

o the effectiveness of the experiment to the purpose of the experi-
ment;

e the optimal time for the experiment to the actual time spent on
the experiment;

e the difference between positive and negative results to the total
costs of the experiment.

Thus, an experiment that was completed with the viola-
tion of its terms or an experiment in which a larger amount
of resources (financial and material) was spent than it was
planned is recognized as effective, but inefficient. An unfi-
nished experiment, the results of which do not allow to de-
termine the expediency of full-scale implementation of
applied new technologies, processes, models and (or) requi-
rements, is recognized as ineffective and inefficient.

The purpose of evaluating the effectiveness and effici-
ency of experiments is to reveal the decision-making neces-
sary to move to the next stage of the management cycle of
the experiment. In this regard, it is possible to single out:

¢ a preliminary evaluation of the effectiveness and efficiency of
the experiment, which is necessary for making a decision on the
feasibility of its implementation;

e the current evaluation of the effectiveness and efficiency of the
experiment, which is necessary for making a decision on the ex-
pediency of early termination or continuation of the experiment;

e further evaluation of the effectiveness and efficiency of the ex-
periment, which is necessary for making a decision on the feasi-
bility of full-scale implementation of the applied new technolo-
gies, processes, models and (or) requirements.

Conclusions and prospects for further research

Thus, an important feature of the developed methodolo-
gical approach is the integration of performance and effici-
ency evaluation into the management cycle of the experi-
ment, which allows to make decisions about the expediency
of conducting the experiment, continuing its implementati-
on or early termination and replication of the applied
technology (practice) according to the results of the experi-
ment implementation based on the results of the previous,
current and further evaluation of effectiveness and effici-
ency.
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1IICY Hayionanvnuii ynisepcumem Oodecoka nonimexsixa, m. Odeca, Yxpaina

EKCIIEPUMEHTHM Y MYBJIIYHIN CPEPI: 10 MIPOBJIEMH BU3HAYEHHA
PE3YJIbTATUBHOCT]I, YCIIIIIHOCTI TA EPEKTHUBHOCTI

Beryn. 3a poku HesanexxHocti B YkpaiHi Oyno 3anpoBapkero 10 gepkaBHUX KCIIEPUMEHTIB 3a 3akoHOM, 207 AepKaBHHUX eK-
CIepUMEHTIB — 3a pimennsaMu Kabinery MinicTpiB Ykpaiuu, a Takox Killbka JECATKIB — AEIKUMHU LIEHTPATLHUMH OpraHaMK BUKO-
HaByoi Biaau. JIOCBiZ OCTAHHIX POKiB 0COOJIMBO IEMOHCTPYE MiIBUILICHHS iHTEHCHMBHOCTI 3aCTOCYBaHHsI JIep>KaBHUX EKCIIEPUMEHTIB.
InTepec 10 nepkaBHUX €KCIEPUMEHTIB MOB'SI3aHUI 3 THM, 1O TPajiMLiiiHA CHUCTEMa YNpaBIiHHS Ma€ TaKky BIACTHBICTb, SK iHep-
THicTh. 3 iHIIOro GOKy, MiJ 4ac 3MiH MOTPiOHO NIyKATH AWHAMIYHI YNPaBIiHCHKI iHCTpyMeHTH. Cepes TakuX I[iHHUX iHCTPYMEHTIB,
SIKi MOXKYTh 3aIIPOMIOHYBATH aJEKBATHY BiAMOBIAb Ha I1i 0OCTAaBMHU — AEPXKABHI €KCIIEPUMEHTHU. 3BaXKAIOUM HA PO3BUTOK EKCIIEPH-
MEHTAIbHUX {HCTPYMEHTIB ITyOIiYHOTO YIpaBIiHHS, BKPail akTyaJbHUM € OL[iHIOBAHHS IXHBOI €()eKTUBHOCTI Ta pe3yTbTaTUBHOCTI.

Marepianu Ta MeToau. Y JOCTiPKEHHI 3aCTOCOBAHO HAOYTi BIACHU JOCBIJ i 3HAHHS, a TAKOX METOIU TOKYMEHTAILHOTO, CHC-
TEMHOT0, CUTYaTHBHOTO aHaTi3y, MOACIIOBAHHS 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM TEOPETUYHUX MiAXOAIB, 3alIPONOHOBAHMX YKPAiHCEKUMH Ta 3apy-

Oi>KHUMU BUEHHUMHU.

AHaJni3 aitepaTypHux kepes. B Ykpaini He Tak 6araTo HayKoBHX Npalb, SIKi JOCHIKYIOTb CYTHICTb Ta O3HAKH €KCIIEPUMEH-
TiB y my0miuHii cepi. 3okpema, Onena [TyrpeHko Hamaramacst 10CIiIUTH HOPMATUBHO-NIPABOBE PErYJIFOBAHHS JEP)KaBHUX EKCIIe-
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PUMEHTIB Ta pOJb AEPKABHUX €KCIEPUMEHTIB y 3/ifiCHEHH] MyOIiYHOrO ypaBIiHHA. 3 MO3ULil TPaBOBOI HAYKH aHAI3y€e eKCIepH-
MeHTH y TyOmiuniit cdepi Haramist UepBincbka. MeTogonoriuni 3acaay Jep:kaBHO-IPABOBUX €KCHEPUMEHTIB 1100 PETIOHATLHOTO
Ta Mickkoro po3BuTKy BuB4aB Omner boiiko-boituyk. OcoOnmMBOCTI JeprkaBHO-IPABOBUX E€KCHEPUMEHTIB B ramysi iHopmarnzamii
o0rpyHToBaHO y MoHOrpadiunoMy nociimkenti Spociasa Joporus, Ipuan bepaudaenko ta Onera Kynpuis. SIk pogoBy kaTteropito
010 €KCIICPUMEHTIB y MyOmiuHiit cepi posrasaas comianbhi excnepuMentu Cepriii @apennk. OqHak 3arajqoM eKCIIEPUMEHTH Y
myOuiuHiii cepi nepebyBaroTh Ha neprepii JOCTITHUIBKOTO iHTepecy BITUM3HIHUX yUEHHX. 3 iHIIOro OOKy, B YKpalHi ckianocs
KiJIbKa IIKiJT JOCIHiKEeHHsT e)eKTUBHOCTI yHKIIOHYBaHHS CUCTEMH BPsIyBaHHS, 30KpeMa XapKiBChKa, JIbBiBChKa, 0JIEChKa, KUIBCh-
ka. B apcenani BiTYM3HSHOT HAYKM BU3HAYEHHS TIOHSATTS Ta CKJIaI0BUX €EKTUBHOCTI y MyOIiYHOMY CEKTOPi, KpUTepil epeKTUBHOCTI
Ta MeXaHi3MM 3a0e3TeyeHHs Jep>KaBHOr0 YIPaBIIiHHS, pecypcHe 3abe3rneueHHs: epeKTHBHOCTI isUTbHOCTI OpraHiB 1myOiuHOi BIaan
tomo. OnHak y BITYM3HSHIN JiTepaTypi MUTaHHS Pe3yJIbTaTMBHOCTI, Mi€BOCTI Ta €)eKTHMBHOCTI EKCTIIEPUMEHTANLHOI MiSUTBHOCTI Y
cepi myOTiYHO-yIPaBIiHCBKIX BITHOCHH SIK 0a30Bi XapaKTePUCTUKH SIKICHOTO BPSITYBAaHHS MTOKH 1[0 HE OTPUMAJH CBOTO CUCTEMHO-
T'O BUPIIICHHSI.
PesyabraTn. Y nociimpkeHHI pO3rsIHYTO METOAOJIOTIYHI MPOOIEMH MO0 BU3HAYEHHS €()EKTUBHOCTI €KCIIEPUMEHTIB y MyOTiu-
Hilt cdepi. [IpoananizoBaHo aepxaBHi eKCIIEPUMEHTH, 10 3arpoBamkyBamucs y 2019-2022 pp. B Ykpaini. 3anpornoHoBaHo BU3HA-
YEHHSI TIOHSATTS EKCIIEPUMEHTY B MyOJIiYHOMY YIIPaBIiHHI, BUAIJIEHO OCHOBHI O3HAKHM SKCIIEPUMEHTIB (OpraHizoBaHiCTh, HasBHICTh
33/1aHOi METH Ta OYiKyBaHOI'O pe3yJIbTaTy, HOBU3HA, OLIIHIOBAHHS PE3yJIbTATiB €KCIIEPUMEHTY, OOMEKeHicTh Maciraly, oOMexe-
HICTh TEPMiHiB, HAsIBHICTh PU3UKIB, MOB'I3aHKX i3 MPOBEACHHAM EKCIIEPUMEHTY), a TAKOK TPOBEICHO KiIacu(ikallilo eKCIepUMEHTIB
(BMiNIEHO 30BHINIHI Ta BHYTPIIIHI, 3aKPUTi Ta BiIKPUTi EKCIEPUMEHTH TOIIO).
ObrosopenHs. [locraBneHo nuTaHHs MO0 BUPOOIESHHST METOIUYHOTO MigXOAY 0 PE3yJIbTATiB €KCIIEPUMEHTIB Ha OCHOBI iH-
Terparii OLiHKK pe3yIbTaTUBHOCTI Ta €()eKTUBHOCTI JO YNPABIiHCHKOTO MKy €KCIEPHMEHTY, MO A€ 3MOTY MpUIMAaTH pillleHHs
PO JOLIIBHICTb MPOBEICHHS €KCIIEPUMEHTY, MPOJOBKEHHS Horo peanizailil, JOCTPOKOBOTO MPUIMHHEHHS Ta TUPAXYBAHHS anpo0o-
BaHOI TeXHOJIOrT (MPaKTUKK) HA OCHOBI MiJICYMKIB MPOBEAEHOT MONEPEeHbOI, MOTOYHOT Ta HACTYIHOT OLLIHKM PE3yJbTaTUBHOCTI Ta
e(peKTUBHOCTI.
BucHoBkn. MeTo1o olliHIOBaHHS €()EKTHBHOCTI Ta PE3yJbTAaTUBHOCTI €KCIIEPUMEHTIB € OOIPYHTYBAHHS MPUUHATTS PillleHb, He-
00XIiJJHUX U1l TIEPEXO0/Ly JI0 YeProBOro eTaly yHpaBliHChKOTO LIMKIIY €KCIIEPUMEHTY. 3 Oy Ha 11€ MOJKHA BUOKPEMUTH:
® [IOTIEPE/HIO OLHKY Pe3YJIbTATUBHOCTI Ta €()EKTHBHOCTI EKCIIEPUMEHTY, sSIKa € HEOOXiJHOIO JUIsl MPUMHATTS PillIeHHS TIPO O
HiCTb Or0 POBEICHHS;

® TIOTOYHY OIL[HKY Pe3yJIbTaTUBHOCTI Ta €()EKTUBHOCTI EKCIIEPUMEHTY, SIKa € HEOOXiTHOIO ISl MPUAHSTTS PIllIeHHs MPO JOLIIEHICTE
JIOCTPOKOBOTO MPUMMHEHHST 200 MPOJOBKEHHS peasti3allii eKCIIepIMEHTY;

® TOJANBIIY OLIHKY PE3yJIbTaTUBHOCTI Ta €)EKTUBHOCTI EKCIIEPUMEHTY, SIKa € HEOOXiTHOIO ATl IPUIHSTTS PillIeHHS PO AOLITBHICTD
MMOBHOMACIITAOHOTO BIIPOBAKEHHS alipOoOOBAHUX HOBHMX TEXHOJIOTIH, MPoIieciB, Moieneli Ta (ab0) BUMOT.

[lin eeKTUBHICTIO €KCTIEPUMEHTY B MyOJIiYHOMY YIPaBIiHHI PO3YMiIOTh H00YTOK YOTHPHOX CITiIBMHOXKHHKIB, KOXKHUH i3 SIKUX €
Bi/IHOILICHHSIM:
® METH EKCIIEPUMEHTY JI0 CYCIIbHOT MOTPeOH, Ha BUPIIICHHS SKOT CIPSIMOBAHHUI €KCIIEPUMEHT;
® pe3yJbTATUBHICTh EKCIEPHUMEHTY 10 METH SKCIIEPUMEHTH;
® YaCy ONTUMAIBHOTO Ha MIPOBEICHHS €KCIIEPUMEHTY /10 Yacy (pakTUIHOTr0, BUTPAYEHOTO Ha EKCIIEPUMEHT;
® Di3HMII MO3UTUBHOTO i HEraTMBHOTO PE3YJILTATY JI0 3araJIbHAX BUTPAT HA IPOBEICHHS CKCIICPUMEHTY.

OTxe, BOKIMBOIO 0COOIMBICTIO PO3POOIEHOr0 METOANYHOTO MiXOY € iHTErparlist OLiHKM Pe3yIbTaTUBHOCTI Ta €()eKTUBHOCTI
JI0 YIIPABJI{HCHKOTO LIUKIY €KCIIEPUMEHTY, 110 A€ 3MOTy NPUIMATH PillleHHs PO JOLIIbHICTh MPOBENCHHS €KCIIEPUMEHTY, IPOIOB-
*KEHHs Horo peajizauii abo JOCTPOKOBOIO NMPUIMHEHHS Ta THPAKyBaHHs alipoOOBaHOI TEXHOJIOrIT (IPaKTUKM) 3a MiJICyMKaMH peati-
3allii eKCIepUMEHTY Ha OCHOBI PE3YJIbTaTiB MMPOBEJECHOT MONEPEIHBOT, MOTOYHOT Ta MOAAIBIIOT OLIHKM Pe3yJbTaTUBHOCTI Ta edek-
THUBHOCTI.

Karouosi caoBa: my6iiyHe ynpaBiiHHS Ta aAMiHiCTPYBaHHS; €KCIIEPUMEHT ITyOJTiYHMIA; epeKTUBHICTD; pe3yIbTaTHBHICTD; yc-
MILIHICTb; EKCIEPUMEHTAIBHUN PEXKUM.
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