
 2012,  4. . 3172

2. .  / . . – . : , 1998. – 390 .
3. . .  / . . , . . -
 // -

. –  : , 2009. – . 5–10.
4. -

 / . . , . . , . . , . .  // -
. – 2009. –  1(15). – . 172–175.

 330.46
. . , . . 

, 
, . 

.
The mathematical model of economic growth is considered. The model takes into account the impact of

scientific and technological progress and the processes used by the depreciation benefits, which are used. The analysis
of this model has revealed some patterns influence of these factors on the characteristics of its optimal conduct.
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The essence of concept “dumping” is analyzed in the article, the types of dumping are founded, peculiarities of

the process of dumping pricing are determine, analyzes national and international practice of initiating anti-dumping
investigations and applying anti-dumping policy.
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