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JfopoHuHa M. C. [osedeHueckas skoHomuKa. Memodonoauyeckue
npednocbinKu uccaedosaHus

pedmemHas 061acme 3KOHOMUYECKOU HAYKU YCAOMHAEMCA, nocmeneH-
Ho ¢hopmupyemca ee nogedeH4eckas modensb. Akmyanu3supyemca 3a0a4a
onpedeneHus crnocoba, mexHon02uU, Memodono2uu ee pa3suUMUs ¢ UCoNb-
308aHUEM peKkomeHOayuli gunocouu u codepxamensHozo 0bveduHeHus
npedcmasseHHbIX 8 Ny6AUKayuAX paspo3HeHHbIX pesynbmamos. Memodo-
f102uveckoli ocHogoli nosedeH4eckoli IKoHOMUYecKul meopuu yenecoobpas-
HO U3bpame cuHme3 pekomeHoayuli npedcmasumesneli NOCMNO3UMUBU3MA
(K. Monnepa, T. KyHa, W. flakamoca, I1. Geliepaberda) ¢ opueHmayueli Ha
08e MexHo/102UU MO3HAHUA: 3MUCMeMOn02UK U 2Hoceonoauto. KoHKkpemu-
3ayus npedmema meopuu nogedeH4eckoli IKoHOMUKU mpebyem ymoyHe-
HUS CMbICAG MEPMUHO8 «108e0eHUE», «M0B8eAEHYECKAs IKOHOMUKAY, «Mo-
8edeHue IKOHOMUKU» U «3KOHOMUKa rnogedeHus». CodepxamensHoe pas-
8umue meopuu nosedeH4ecKoli SKOHOMUKU BO3MOXHO C UCMONb308AHUEM
nonoxeHull KoeHOMUKU, Kelic-cmadu, Kyasmypaduamsl, Xaocd, 3010mMo2o
CcevyeHus, cnupanbHol OUHAMUKU CO3HAHUSA, 0P2aHU3AYUOHHO20 M08edeHUS.
K nodeomoske cneyuanucmog 08 nosedeHyeckoli IKOHOMUKU O0MHHA
MOOKMOYUMBCA BbICWAA WKOAA Yepe3 (hopMUpOBaHUE MO3HABAMENbHO-
uccnedosamesnbcKoli KOMNEMeHMHOCMU BbIMYCKHUKOB. [106a/1U3aYUOHHbIE
MPOYeCcy! pa3eopa4usarom nose SKOHOMUYECKOU HayKU 8 YesoM U MogedeH-
yecKoli ee modenu 8 cmopoHy eHewHel cpedsl. BosHukaem npobnema obec-
neyeHus coyuanbHoli omeemcmeeHHOCMU MPABUMENbCMBA, 2PaMOAHCKO-
20 obujecmaa, busHeca, epai0aHuHa, pabomHuKa, NPednpUAMUS, HayKu.
B HoBbI U cr1osHbIl 06beKM BHUMAHUSA 8cex, Kmo 3aHUmMaemca meopueli
n10sedeHYecKol IKOHOMUKU, Mpespauyaemcs CO3HaHUE Ye08eKd.

Knroyesble cno08a: skoHOMUKa, nosedeHue, Modens, gunocopus, memooo-
1028, meopus, Kelic-cmadu, Kynbmypaduama, 3010Moe ceyeHue, Crupasns-
Has OUHAMUKG CO3HAHUS, 0P2aHU3AYUOHHOE M08e0eHUA
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JfopoHiHa M. C. MosediHkoea ekoHomika. MemodonoaiuHi
nepedymosu 00cnioHeHHs

pedmemHa 061acmb €KOHOMIYHOI HAYKU YCKAAOHIOEMbCA, MOCMYnoso
thopmyemobca ii nosediHkosa modenb. AKmyaniayemoca 3a060GHHA BU3HA-
pekomeHOauili ginocopii ma 3micmoeHo20 06'€0HGHHA npedcmasneHux
8 nybaikayiax po3pizHeHux pesynsmamis. Memodon02iyHot 0CHOBOK Mo-
8ediHK080I eKoHOMIYHUl meopii douineHo 0bpamu cuHme3s pekomeHOauyili
npedcmasHukie nocmnosumusiamy (K. Monnepa, T. Kywa, I. /lakamoca,
M. ®eliepabeHda) 3 opieHmauieto Ha 08i MexHon02il Ni3HAHHA: enicmemo-
n102it0 i 2Hoceonoeito. KoHkpemu3ayis npedmema meopii nogediHKogoi exo-
HOMIKU 8UMO2A€ yMOYHeHHs 3micmy mepmiHie «nosediHka», «nosediHKkosa
EKOHOMIKG», «08e0iHKA EKOHOMIKU» ma «eKOHOMIKA MoBediHKu». 3mic-
mosHuli po38UMoK meopii N08ediHK080I eKOHOMIKU MOMIUBUL 3 BUKOPUC-
MAHHAM 10N0}EeHb Ko2HOMIKU, Kelic-cmadi, Kynbmypaduamu, xaocy, 3010-
mo20 nepemuny, cripansHoi QuHamiku csidomocmi, opaaHisayiliHoi noge-
diHku. [Jo nidzomosku ¢paxisyie 015 nosediHK080i eKOHOMIKU MOBUHHA Mi0-
K04UMUCA BUWQ WKOAQ Yepe3 hopMyeaHHA NizHa8a1bHO-00CAIOHUYbKOT
KomnemeHmHocmi gunyckHukig. nobanizayiliHi npoyecu po3sepmarome
Hb020 cepedosuwid. BuHukae npobnema 3abe3neyeHHa couyianbHoi 8iono-
g8idasnbHocmi ypAady, 2pOMAOAHCbKO20 Cycninbcmea, bisHecy, 2poMadAHUHG,
npayisHuKa, Nionpuemcmea, Hayku. Y Hosuli i cknadHuli 06'ekm ysaeu 6cix,
Xmo 3alimaemeca meopieto M08ediHKOBOI eKOHOMIKU, MepemsopoEMbCA
cgidomicmb M0OUHU.
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meopis, Kelic-cmadi, kyabmypaduema, 3010muli nepemuH, cnipanbHa Ou-
Hamika ceidomocmi, opaarizayiliHe nogediHKu
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Introduction. The purpose of science is to provide such
positioning of a person in a particular sphere of his or her life
that he or she could effectively achieve his or her goals in it. In
a mature society science recommends solutions of two inter-
related tasks. The first task is to teach a person by what means
he or she should study a new unknown situation. The second
task is to teach him or her ways to influence the situation in
practice.

As the world is continually evolving the subject area of
science is changing, most often getting more complicated. In
this connection there arises the need to select a way of develop-
ing science itself, removing the existing contradictions, which
do not allow solving the problems of the subject area by prov-
en methods. There emerges a task to determine the method,
technology, methodology of science. Today such situation has
developed regarding a new direction of economic science —
behavioral one. The main reason for emergence of this direc-
tion is failure of traditional models to explain real economic
phenomena and processes, which gain increasing uniqueness
under the influence of accelerated informatization of life. This
uniqueness overloads the human psyche, reduces the time to
make decisions, eliminates reliability of the existing relations
with the external environment. Business partners behave ir-
rationally, and this irrationality has no theoretical model. In
this situation there is a problem of determining the subject of
research in the behavioral model of economy. Some scientists
propose to find a way out in using intuition, but this source of
decision-making can be reliable only under condition of a sig-
nificant accumulation of knowledge and experience by the user.
Other scientists are guided by achievements of Nobel Prize lau-
reates, who complemented the tools of economic science with
socio-psychological component [1]. The birth of theory of a be-
havioral direction in economic science at the intersection of
economics and psychology affected the increase in attention to
comparison of conditions, methods and technologies for mak-
ing irrational decisions by economic agents [2; 3; 4]. But this
direction of economic science should not stop at studying these
solutions. Since behavior as a form of human activity and the
subject of study has much wider horizons. For example, inter-
pretation of the content of behavior, classification of its variants
offered by sociology, social psychology, and many other human
sciences are of interest.

In this regard, the aim of this article is improving knowl-
edge of the behavioral model of economy analyzing possible
ways and means of building scientific support for its creation
and effective use.

As a methodological support of research there chosen
dialectical, system-synergetic, a multidiscipline approach,
analysis and synthesis of theoretical postulates of philosophy,
sociology, social and economic psychology, organizational be-
havior, management theory and other sciences related to study-
ing human activity.

Literature review. Generalization of the ideas of behav-
ioral economics presented in works of classical scientists was
performed by I. Pavlov [11]. Unfortunately, there are not many
full publications of fundamental works on behavioral econom-
ics available for studying in Ukraine. Here are some of those
it was possible to get acquainted with: Becker, G. A. Treatise
on the Family / Gary S. Becker. Enl. Ed. Cambridge; London:
Harvard University Press, 1991. — XII, 424 p.; Katona G. On
the Function of Behavioral Theory and Behavioral Research in

Economics. // The American Economic Review. March, 1968.
Volume 58, Number 1., P. 149; Xeitne, I1. dxoHoMmyeckuit
06pa3 mpiuaenust: ITep. ¢ aurA. / TToa Xeitte; AKaa. Tiea. 1 COL.
Hayk; Mock. menx. un-1. M.: Catallaxy, 1997. — 701 c.; Aker-
lof G. A. Behavioral Macroeconomics and Macroeconomic
Behavior. (The Nobel Prize Lecture) // The Economic Sciences.
December, 2001. P. 365 — 366.); Xaitex, ®. A. VIHAUBUAYaAU3M
u skoHomudecknit mopspok / @. A. Xaitek. M. : V3orpad,
2001. — 256 c.; OrreprccoH, T. DKOHOMUYECKOE MOBEAEHUE
uvHcTuTyThl / T. Orreprcon; Ilep. ¢ anra. M. f. Kaxpana. M.:
Aeno, 2001. — 407 c. [5 - 10].

Recently papers on important aspects of behavioral
economics appeared in Russia and Belarus in connection with
the development of market relations. Among them are R.
Kapel'ushnikova [12] P. Lemeschenko [13]. But, unfortunately,
variants of the complete theory of behavioral economics have
not yet been presented in literature. In works on the methodol-
ogy and history of economics, even well-known scientists (such
as V. Avtonomoyv, V. Polterovich, S. Mochernij, Yu. Gal'chinskij
[14-16]) spare them no more than 3-5% of their works. At the
same time they more or less agree, that this theory belongs
to the class of emerging positive sciences. However, there are
scientists, who clearly introduced behavior into the subject of
economic theory. For example, O. Anan’in [17] supporting the
opinion of . Robbins [18] believes that economic science stud-
ies in particular human behavior as the relation between objec-
tives and limited resources having alternative use.

Results of the research. If we take the term “behavior”
as a basis for creating a new direction of economic science and
admit the need for multidisciplinary approach to determining
its essence, content, forms of manifestation, it should be ac-
cepted that this form of human activity has broad horizons of
research. Practically, behavior has become the object of atten-
tion of many traditional human sciences, including the prin-
cipally new science, called “organizational behavior’, aimed at
eliminating inaccuracies of linear models of management by
activity of people in the economic system. In organizational
behavior there were developed many tools of cognition and
transformation of methods to influence labor activity of an
individual person, collective or organization. It makes sense
to find, adapt, or at least to consider and master the technolo-
gies for substantiation of its recommendations in studying the
problems of behavioral economics.

To build reliable tools for a new branch of science it is
common to refer to a related science being at a higher level of
abstraction. Most often in this case scientists analyze recom-
mendations of philosophy. It is assumed, that it has the least
number of contradictions. Sometimes it is even perceived as
“the science of sciences” But a closer acquaintance with phi-
losophy shows that it is not devoid of internal problems itself.
For a long time their character was determined by choosing the
initial point of forming a worldview (materialism or idealism).
Now more and more often their synthesis — dualism is consid-
ered constructive. But there is a problem: in what combination,
in what proportion it is appropriate to orient towards mate-
rialism and idealism. Quite a lot of time the attention of sup-
porters of each direction was aimed at justifying their point of
view and presenting some evidence of invalidity of the opposite
one. In this context the fact of separating the ways of the world
cognition into Western and Eastern is of interest. The Western
way is more oriented towards materialism and achieved good
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results of its realization in applied sciences, studying the nature
surrounding the human material world. The Eastern one is ori-
ented towards idealism and achieved high results in cognition
of the unique spiritual nature of human and the ways of ensur-
ing his or her spiritual harmony.

It is advisable to choose dualism as the methodological
basis of the behavioral economic theory. It should be noted that
the philosophers recognizing dualism clearly distinguish two
technologies of cognition: epistemology and gnoseology. Epis-
temology perceives the world and renders the results of this
perception through precise, clear formulations, logical proofs.
Its rules qualitatively work in studying the interaction “man —
unanimated object of the world”. Gnoseology is productive for
studying the world in the coordinates “man - other person
connected with the material and social world” It takes into ac-
count the real fact that a person not only learns but also per-
ceives (feels) the situation, i.e. there is such perception of the
world by man, which can not be first expressed in words clearly.
Practice testifies that a person is saved from uncertainty not
only by knowledge, but also by intuition (obtained heritably in
genes, the pressed for centuries in his or her mind expediency
not expressed in words). Gnoseology is certainly useful for cog-
nition and solving problems in the sciences studying man as a
unique phenomenon of the universe able to manage its activity.
Its peculiarity lies in the fact that it covers not only the object
of study (man), but also his surroundings, the nature of their
interaction. The relationship between man and the environ-
ment are regulated by norms represented by myths, religion,
culture. But without a logic technology of rendering his feel-
ings in words, the man can not organize his interaction with
others. That is, only the rational synthesis of knowledge (logic)
and faith (intuition) is able to create working technologies to
organize and transform the subject of socio-humanitarian sci-
ences, which also include the theory of behavioral economics.
In modern Western philosophy the problem of growth and
development of knowledge is central. It was especially actively
developed by the supporters of postpositivism — K. Popper,
T. Kuhn, I. Lakatos, P. Feyerabend. Let us consistently pres-
ent the results of generalization of studying every school of
philosophy of science, and determine a possibility of their use
for building the behavioral theory of economics [19; 20]. An
Austrian and British philosopher and sociologist Karl Popper
focused his teaching on demarcation of science and non-sci-
ence. He believed that truth is objective, knowledge has con-
jectural character, can be misleading and should be constantly
reviewed. Can we ignore the philosophical ideas of Popper? His
first original principle is that there exist no final solutions in
science. We can agree with it. But we also have to accept his
following argument: it is not validating the results of the study
that should be assessed, but checking a possibility of falsifica-
tion — identification of problems in science, which can not be
solved with the help of the concept variant suggested by the
author. Thus, Popper considers science as progressing from
one problem to another (but not from the theory to theory) —
from a less complex problem to more complex one. He writes:
“Theories are our own inventions, our own ideas; they are not
forced upon us, but are our self-made instruments of thought...
our discoveries are directed by our theories, and the theories
are not the result of our “observation-based” discoveries. This
technology for presentation of scientific results is chosen as a
norm by many magazines. In accordance with their require-

ments, at the beginning of the article the author presents the
idea and its complete argumentation, at the end — recom-
mendations to readers on what work should be performed to
develop the idea. And it is quite possibly can be accepted at
developing the theory of behavioral economics.

An American historian and philosopher of science
T. Kuhn offered an opinion that scientific knowledge develops
step-wise through scientific revolutions changing paradigms —
historically formed systems of the world views. In his most fa-
mous work “The Structure of Scientific Revolutions” the author
presents arguments for the need to perceive science not as a
gradually developing and accumulating knowledge sphere of
human activity towards the truth, but as a phenomenon passing
through periodic revolutions called in his terminology “para-
digm change”. Currently the development of economics belong-
ing to the class of socio-humanitarian sciences is implemented,
monitored and qualified in Ukraine according to Kuhn’s phi-
losophy. Candidate dissertations clearly follow this philosophi-
cal concept. Referring to the existing paradigm, using ideas of
the predecessors, authors of candidate dissertations improve
and develop it. Sometimes they are not recommended to use
the paragraph novel at presenting novelty of their research.
Doctoral dissertations do include the paragraph novel. In the
context of this paragraph, candidates for a doctor’s degree give
some conceptual schemes, methodological backgrounds but
do not represent the result as a holistic new paradigm accord-
ing to all rules of its structure description. That is, identifying
the main idea, the list of confirmed hypotheses clarifying the
main idea, the principles to be followed in order to achieve
confidence in the conclusions, methods allowing to dissect the
problem constructively and synthesize results in the form of
conclusive evidence, a separate list of concepts and categories
with disclosure of their specific interpretation in the context of
nature of the object, to describe which it is used.

Acceptable at first sight traditional for the domestic sci-
ence character of the model for its development according to
the philosophy of Kuhn, in which he focuses on jumps-revolu-
tions in cognition, in fact, is only apparent. Modern research-
ers of economic problems are working within a particular para-
digm (scientific school) or at the junction of paradigms. But
do not embody revolution in science anyhow. At least, none of
them talk or write about it radically. Neither their opponents
present such arguments. They are certainly mark some origi-
nal ideas of the applicant in their reviews, but not the entire
originality, to be more exact — the complete uniqueness of his
technology of searching the truth. If we adhere to this philoso-
phy, it is necessary to require from the applicant to necessarily
give a clear and logical justification of what makes his method
of cognition significantly radical, i.e. adequate to the context
“scientific revolution” The problem of satisfying this require-
ment is as follows. The scientific revolution according to Kuhn
presents a paradigm change and therefore the transition from
one “normal science” to another. This transition is described
by a pair of concepts “paradigm — community”. That is, the ap-
plicant must submit the opponents and reviewers the informa-
tion that he has his own school, the community working on the
technology of a new single paradigm.

Incommensurability of paradigms makes a crucial fea-
ture of Kuhn's model of scientific revolution opposing his mod-
el to the model of “objective knowledge” by Popper. However,
in attempts to create the behavioral theory of economics for a
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while it makes sense to focus on the philosophy of Kuhn. First,
because it is customary for the Ukrainian scientific community.
And, secondly, it involves the following stages of the science
development: the pre-paradigm stage, stage of normal science
and scientific revolution stage. The behavioral theory of econo-
my is obviously at the pre-paradigm stage now. It is reasonable
to make an attempt to create the prerequisites for forming the
first concept of a paradigm based on the requirement of Kuhn:
compulsory formation of the scientific community. Attention
should be paid to peculiarities of the pre-paradigm stage, which
is often defined as the phenomenological one. The rules of ef-
fective implementation of this stage should be worked out. It
is appropriate to previously present confirmations of presence
of anomalies in economics. It’s not complicated to do referring
to the evidence presented in many publications of well-known
scientists (for example, [12; 13; 15, etc.]).

A philosopher, methodologist of science P. Feyerabend
became known for his assertion, that there are no universal
methodological rules in science. This scientist has more radical
views on the revolutionary path of science development than
Kuhn does. If the latter is at least refers to the paradigm logic,
scientific community, Feyerabend actively postulates and pro-
tects the “thesis of the incommensurability of theories’, claim-
ing that there is no specific unambiguous logical and empirical
criteria for objective evaluation of competing theories. Accord-
ing to him, the only principle not interfering with the progress
of science is the principle “anything goes” The basis of P. Feyer-
abend’s concept, which he called “epistemological anarchism’,
is the principle of proliferation (propagation) of theories, which
states that scientists should strive to develop theories that are
incompatible with existing and recognized ones and compete
with each other. The weakness of this thesis is in allowing the
author of a new idea not to give an explanation of how he got
the results of the study. But such a principle contradicts the rea-
sonable requirement to a scientist — to transfer the knowledge
gained to the followers so that they could develop the knowl-
edge of the world further. Absence of such logical explanations
of revolutionary ideas by potential Nobel laureates results in
the fact that the humanity delays in recognition of their genius,
and, hence, in practical development of their recommenda-
tions on an average by 15 and sometimes 40 years. Efficiency of
orientation towards Feyerabend’s philosophy at developing the
theory of behavioral economics will depend on the scientist’s
ability to protect the principles of his model in discussions at
scientific conferences (preferably international ones), not only
with representatives of economics, but also of other areas, hav-
ing human activity as the object of study.

An English philosopher and historian of science I. Laka-
tos is the author of famous works on methodology of scientific
knowledge. Following K. Popper, he believes that the principle
of criticism should become the basis of the theory of scientific
rationality. However, according to this scientist, “rational criti-
cism” should not be confined to the requirement of a ruthless
falsification.

Anomalies should not encourage scientists to part with
their theories; they should develop them not stopping after some
unsuccessful attempts, if this movement promises some new
progress. I. Lakatos compares and evaluates not two theories like
K. Popper, but their complex, each of them defined as a research
program. Another feature of the concept of I. Lakatos is integra-

tion of philosophy and history of science. In this regard he for-
mulates an important principle: “Philosophy of science without
history of science is empty; history of science without philosophy
of science is blind” A scientific and research program synthesizes
theories developing on the basis of common research and meth-
odological principles. A research program offered by scientists
consists of a rigid core and safety belt. The core can be taken as
the main load-bearing structure of some Kuhn’s paradigm, and
the safety belt — as attempts to remove the paradigm restrictions
in specific situations. Practically, at studying a behavioral model
of the economy, each of their new plans will present improve-
ments of the program — “hard core” permitting to consolidate,
harmonize the essence of scientific problems and their solutions
obtained by different researchers. In this case, the responsibility
for the research result quality is determined by constructability
of the “core’, which should be formed according to the rules of
creation of ontological and gnoseological pictures of the world
specially developed for the subject under study. Examples of
such approach can be found in modern researches of ways to
strengthen the management influence of collective leaders on
their subordinates’ activity [21]. Specifying the subject of be-
havioral economics requires clarification of the term “behavior”.
Table 1 shows the results of comparing two variants of human
activity in the economic environment [21].

In scientific environment there recognized the fact that
the theory is an authentic knowledge about a particular subject
or a strictly defined, organically related group of phenomena.
Organizing knowledge into the theory is determined by its sub-
ject. In the light of the material presented in Table 1, there is a
need to clarify the meaning of the term “behavioral economics”
taking into account that the essence of the concepts of “behavior
of the economy” and “the economy of behavior” are not identi-
cal. The members of a scientific community, who want to solve
problems of a new scientific field, should decide on answering
the following questions: behavioral economics should be con-
ceived as a) the economy having a non-standard activity, for
its processes are non-standard or b) as the economy forming a
non-standard activity of economic entities with limited resourc-
es especially for the creation of competitive uniqueness.

In any case, in discussions on creating a new branch of
science, first, there should be carried out generalization of the
requirements for building economic theories, their structure,
functions. There should be performed the analysis of their evo-
lution related to the introduction into the economic system not
so much as physical but intellectual, emotional resources of a
human. It is necessary to study or develop the ways to capital-
ize these resources on mutually beneficial conditions for the
carrier of these resources and for the owner of the workplace
where the employee realizes his unique abilities. As it is known,
positive sciences (and it is in this version that the behavioral
theory of economics arose) are focused on description of situ-
ations in the subject area, but by no means on their forecast-
ing. The development of the theory of behavioral economics in
this direction is possible using the principles of cognomics [22],
case studies [23], culturedigma [24], chaos [25], the golden sec-
tion [26], spiral dynamics of consciousness [27], organizational
behavior [28], yet hesitantly penetrating into the study of an
economic scientist.

Higher school should get involved in training special-
ists for behavioral economics. It has not yet introduced the

240

Mpo6nemn ekoHomikm Ne 3, 2015



ExoHomiuyHa Teopis [ |
Table 1
Characteristics of two forms of human activity
Activity | Behavior
Activity characteristics
Technically ordered | Spontaneous, unexpected
Observed element
Activity | Action
Qualitative character

Standard, traditional

Unique, unexpected

Predominant character of decision-making

Rational

Irrational

Prevailing source of decision-making

Logic

Intuition

Disciplines necessary to study objective laws

Organization, technology, mathematics

Psychology, social psychology

Peculiarity of forecasting

Extrapolation of tendencies

Future mapping

Realized primary in conditions

Stable (reliable)

Non-standard (risky)

Human model

Economic man

Social, cognitive man

Methodological background

Paradigm

Culturedigm

Activity model

Profit, expediency

Morality, virtue

Securing social responsibility

Standards

Norms common for humanity

Main resource providing success

Money

Faith

cognitive research skill to the arsenal of the formed students’
competences [29], although (almost unconsciously) is already
using the number of the student’s publications as a criterion
for evaluating his competence. But the scientific value of these
publications still remains at the level of retellings the sources
read on the topic. It would be desirable to achieve at least the
level of creative works, in which there was formulated a practi-
cal problem and partly ways of its solutions using modern tech-
nologies of cognition.

A weak point in the conventional economic theories is
the need for considerable time to be spent on collecting infor-
mation about a critical situation and choosing the optimal vari-
ant of its solution. Synthesis of cognitive psychology studying
the laws of man’s cognition of the world and economic theory
provides a basis for forming the experience of intuitive solu-
tions using a minimum amount of structural information. In
this regard, it is advisable to master technologies for developing
intuition [30].

Globalization processes expand the field of economic
science as a whole, and of its behavioral model towards the ex-
ternal environment (social, political, ecological, informational,
etc.). There arises a problem: to what extent the subject making

the decision (rational or irrational one) should respond to the
external environment. Where are the boundaries of the social
responsibility of the government, civil society, business, citizen,
employee, enterprise, science [31]? What are the ways to com-
pensate social irresponsibility? Is it possible to strengthen the
social component of property and what measures can help it
[32]? The process of production can be restored as the object of
attention of economists, politicians and governmental authori-
ties [33]. But how to persuade the oligarchs, who became rich
during the distribution of public property in the privatization
process, in the need to maintain the vitality of those, who cre-
ate and does not distribute wealth and means of decent living?

Of course, human consciousness is transforming into
anew and sophisticated object of attention for all, who involved
in the theory of behavioral economics [34]. To what extent can
it be used through manipulation to correct behavior without
the consent of the carrier? What level of its development do
different segments of the population have?

There are no explicit ways out of the crisis for economic
science. But the discussion of the above issues will contribute
to their finding. This hope is the main argument in favor of con-
tinuing research on the topic.
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Conclusions. In order to create a model of behavioral
economics theory corresponding to the new realities, it is nec-
essary:

1. To clarify the concept of “economic science’, its sub-
ject matter in the context of its behavioral paradigm.

2. To identify contradictions in the structure of the tradi-
tional economic theories, compare their paradigms and move
to a new theory those, which contribute to expanding its capac-
ity to explain new phenomena of a complex nature.

3. To formulate the main idea of the new theory and re-
veal its hypothesis.

4. To answer the question, whether the new theory belongs
to the class of normative, positive, phenomenological ones.

5. To determine the economic model of economic sci-
ence philosophy and the list of disciplines studying individual
issues of its subject.

6. To develop ontological and gnoseological picture of
the world with the necessary and sufficient hierarchical list of
elements (on the level of: general, special, specific).

7. To analyze paradigms of related sciences and choose
the components, which are close to the main idea of the new
model of economic science.

8. To create a multidisciplinary system of concepts, cat-
egories, terms, multidisciplinary system of the principles of
studying and the principles of transforming the subject of eco-
nomic science, multidisciplinary system of methods for collect-
ing and processing information.

9. To create rules for building qualitative and quantita-
tive assessments of the subject area of the behavioral econom-
ics theory.

10. To determine a specific mechanisms for adaptation
of the world picture to a unique situation in practice.

11. To build a model of permanently updated informa-
tion database for studying behavioral economics.
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