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THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL FOUNDATIONS
FOR THE EVALUATION OF MANAGEMENT EFFICIENCY OF JOINT
INVESTMENT INSTITUTIONS

Purpose. The study is aimed at substantiation of theoretical and methodological foundations for the integrated evaluation of
management efficiency of joint investment institutions from the viewpoint of formation of their asset portfolios and potential of the
schemes on the whole.

Methodology. Basic results of the study were obtained with the use of scientific and theoretical analysis of academic papers as
well as information and analytical data concerning the problematics of activities by the joint investment institutions. A technique
of scientific generalization was applied to state the science-based problems, and to formulate conclusions according to the study
results. The proposed theoretical and methodological approach to evaluate management efficiency of the joint investment institu-
tions has been substantiated with the use of analytical and system methods.

Findings. The economic prerequisites, influencing heavily management efficiency of the joint investment institutions, their
investment attractiveness, and economic security, have been determined. A role of consideration of cost value of the joint invest-
ment institutions in the process of their management efficiency evaluation is emphasized. An integrated approach to evaluate
management efficiency is proposed which, on the one hand, provides evaluation of the efficiency of formation of investment port-
folio of the scheme involving earning yield as well as riskiness of the asset portfolio together with the time-dependent stability
measure of income receipts on the investment assets; on the other hand, it forecasts efficiency of the scheme on the whole. Ten-
dencies for substantiation of managerial decisions aimed at the improved efficiency of the joint investment institutions are out-
lined.

Originality. Methodological foundations to evaluate management efficiency of a collective investment scheme have been sub-
stantiated theoretically. They involve the integrated evaluation of its investment portfolio yield taking into consideration dynamic
characteristics of asset value, the portfolio riskiness, and efficiency of the scheme on the whole.

Practical value. The proposed theoretical and methodological approach to evaluate management efficiency of a collective in-
vestment scheme makes it possible to improve rapidness of managerial decision-making as for the yield enhancement and risk
mitigation of the scheme asset portfolio; it can favour the provision of all players of the collective investment market with the ob-
jective information on investment attractiveness and on the degree of financial security of the investment fund and asset manage-
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ment companies.
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Introduction. Collective investment market is the environ-
ment where conditions for financial provision of economy
progress are created by means of investment process and
through the cash flow acceleration. Joint investment institu-
tions (JIIs) are the important sources of investment capital
playing an important role in its redistribution and stimulating
investment process within any country at the expense of do-
mestic and foreign placement of funds. Assets of all current
Ukrainian JIIs are managed by asset management companies
(AMC:s) being legal entities and pursuing professional activi-
ties only according to legal regulations, and the obtained li-
cense.

Currently, the investment market is imperfect institution-
ally being characterized by structural distortions. Among other
things, they result from nontransparency of regulations; pro-
pensity of players to violations due to legislative inconsistency;
and due to availability of institutional development barriers.

It is expedient to involve principles of institutional ap-
proaches in the process of study on activities by joint invest-
ment institutions since relevant environment stipulates selec-
tion of the appropriate managerial tools. Under such condi-
tions, activation of processes intended to evaluate manage-
ment efficiency of JIIs becomes an important aspect of institu-
tional orientation in terms of their asset management as well as
in terms of their total efficiency having no consistent method-
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ological foundations; first of all, it concerns information diffu-
sion. Moreover, results of such evaluation would also help un-
derstand the degree of investment attractiveness of J1Is as well
as their economic security depending heavily upon a degree of
operational imbalance from the viewpoint of riskiness-profit-
ability ratio.

Solving the problems needs substantiation of methodolog-
ical foundations to evaluate management efficiency of JIIs in
Ukraine in the context of return of assets, investment attrac-
tiveness as well as financial security of the schemes.

Literature review. A number of papers by national and for-
eign theoretical scientists and practitioners concern the prob-
lem of hypothetical and applied foundations intended to pro-
vide efficiency by JIIs, management of their assets, and con-
cretization of theoretical and methodological approaches on
their basis. Specifically, studies by N. S. Pedchenko, M. O. Du-
da [1], and A. O. Shevchenko [2] are oriented on the concept
of efficient financial provision of JIIs; they also identify spe-
cific features and components of financial assets of the J1Is as
well as formulate recommendations concerning priority of
tasks of financial support for the activities of such schemes.
A problem of speculative operations in the security market, be-
ing the key source of financial risk, has become a subject of
research for L. S. Seliverstova [3]. However, both national and
foreign scholars focus traditionally on the solution of a prob-
lem of the investment portfolio formation and management:
S. Greiner and S. Stoianov [4] propose a portfolio rating me-
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thodology from the viewpoint of investment attractiveness.
The methodology is based upon the consideration of the ex-
pected reward required for an investor to take risks in the con-
text of a structure of asset pricing; V. A. Cherevatenko [5] and
V. P. Mazurenko [6] place the emphasis on the diversification
of an investment portfolio assets to provide its equilibrium in-
volving uncertainty in terms of each yield source and advan-
tages of the investors; in the context of a system approach as
for the formation of optimal portfolio of financial investment,
V. L. Masliuk [7], O.V. Mykhailenko, and V. O. Remeniuk [8]
determine stages of the process of analysis of investment risk of
securities while proposing methodological approaches to carry
out the analysis; G. G. Gaidai [9] considers securitization op-
portunity as well as the use of financial engineering to mini-
mize the investment risks; E. Elton and others [10] propose
optimization and diversification of the investment asset port-
folio relying upon measurement of yield correlation of a cer-
tain security, and market index.

Unsolved aspects of the problem. Generalization of the re-
sults means that a process of making the efficiency of JII man-
agement equal to the efficiency of their asset management
takes place; moreover, a number of such important aspects as
cost management of the scheme, staff efficiency and others are
ignored. Nevertheless, while paying tribute to the research re-
sults by the abovementioned scholars, it should be noted that
their approaches differ even in terms of structure and compo-
sition as for the efficiency evaluation of asset management
having influence on the set of the estimated figures as well as
on the approach to the evaluating procedure itself and on the
further interpretation of its results.

Purpose. As for the necessity for investment process par-
ticipants to obtain objective information concerning invest-
ment attractiveness, financial security, and sustainable activi-
ties by J1Is stipulates the need to develop theoretical and meth-
odological foundations for the integrated evaluation of the JII
management from the viewpoint of formation of their asset
portfolios and operating efficiency of the schemes on the
whole.

Results. The basic concepts of market efficiency, grounded
in the linear nature of environmental processes, market statics,
and mathematical tools, relying upon the normal distribution
indices, dispersion, and linear models, are unacceptable in
terms of the changing environment.

The paradigm of a collective investment market is based
upon the stable information asymmetry, capable of causing
crisis phenomena and working upon evaluating technique and
management of financial tools. The necessity to make deci-
sions in the context of huge data array and during short periods
of time results in the asset value deformation being an objec-
tive phenomenon as well as the reason of market uncertainty
anticipating the occurrence of imbalances.

In the context of the law of Ukraine “On joint investment
institutions” [11], both legislative and organizational back-
grounds for endowment foundations have been determined for
efficient attraction and efficient allocation of the investment
financial resources as well as for operations by joint investment
entities, and termination of their activities; moreover, definite
requirements for their asset management have been specified,
namely concerning the composition, structure, and mainte-
nance of such assets, issuance, circulation, accounting, and
buyout. In addition, the procedure for disclosure of informa-
tion concerning JII activity has been provided.

Assets of the joint investment institutions involve property
of the investment funds formed at the expense of finance at-
tracted from investors and income from the asset operations.
Along with that, JII liabilities include long-term equities, the
current payments to participants and shareholders, and trans-
action costs. The abovementioned components are basic ones
since values affect the final financial result of JII activities, i.e.
net asset total.

As it is understood from the analysis of performance indi-
cators (Fig. 1), during the last eleven years the number of the
established JIIs (i.e. licensed) continues its increase. The pro-
cess takes place irrespective of minor decrease during 2014—
2016 stipulated by complication of socioeconomic as well as
economic situations in the country. Moreover, asset value of
such JIIs experienced shorter attrition period (the year of 2016
only). The period did not impact general nature of the dynam-
ics. Furthermore, that helps the institutions augment their
capital (average asset value per one JII increased from UAH
83.8 million in 2009 up to UAH 355.8 million in 2019).

The two indices considered have made it possible to form
a tendency to increase described by polynomial tendencies be-
ing adequate to real conditions (i.e. F-tests being 28.2 and
363.0 respectively and exceeding critical values by 4.35 and
4.46 respectively). In the context of the polynomial tenden-
cies, average increment value rates of JIIs are 26.2 % exceeding
increment rates of their number being 13.6 %.

Relying upon the developed tendencies, it is possible to
forecast, with a high degree of approximation accuracy (since
determination coefficients are more than 0.5), the increase in
JIT number up to 1.5 thousand institutions. Their asset value
will increase up to UAH 357 million. Hence, the tendencies
support not rapid but stable consolidation of a joint invest-
ment market.

According to the current legislation [13], net asset value is
calculated as the difference between sizes of the assets and the
investment fund liabilities in terms of present-day prices at the
evaluation moment. In turn, it influences directly the JII prof-
itability characterizing the net asset value per a security as of
the period beginning and taking into account the fund expens-
es (i. e. rewards for services by the asset management company,
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Fig. 1. Dynamics and forecast of the established number of J1Is and value of their assets [12]
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the depositary, the appraiser, and the auditor listed in the issue
prospectus of the joint investment institution).

Fig. 2 explains that net assets value of Ukrainian JIIs (ex-
clusive of venture ones) experienced significant fluctuations
during the last two years. Thus, after the a three-quarter stabil-
ity period early in 2018, its end demonstrated rapid growth of
net asset value from UAH 8219.6 million up to UAH
15 395.0 million, i.e. by 1.9 times. That was stipulated by
winding-up of numerous AMCs due to the set of macroeco-
nomic factors (i.e. temporary break in cooperation with the
IMF and four times rate increase caused by the NBU expected
inflation rates and financial stability risks) as well as distribu-
tion of their assets among companies stayed in the joint invest-
ment market and those ones which managed to provide sub-
stantial growth in the net asset value after the situation stabili-
zation since they could rebuild their investment portfolios in
the context of moderate increase in stock indices.

The trend to the net asset value growth, formed mainly
owing to the mentioned jump in the net asset value, leaves
polynomial tendency of a high-degree approximation accura-
cy starting from the 27 quarter of 2019 (since determination
coefficient is more than 0.5; F-test is 5.87 exceeding critical
5.79 value) became of a reverse nature supporting high likeli-
hood of further efficiency loss in JII activities.

However, calculation of the abovementioned indices is not
sufficient to identify tendencies to improve investment portfo-
lio management as well as the JII activities on the whole.
Moreover, lack of involvement of time-dependent stability of
asset profitability of the investment portfolio cannot provide
adequate objectivity in the process of evaluation of investment
attractiveness of the JII as well its economic security degree.

Free assets in the form of financial flows, and equity rights
are the joint investment object. They are represented by just
titles as well as claims involving constant governmental control
through a system of relevant bodies. A procedure of JII estab-
lishment is based upon meeting legal requirements as for their
organizational structure and mechanism of regulation of its
activities on the part of the main regulator, and government
agencies.

Efficient establishment and operational behaviour of joint
investment institutions are represented by a body of method-
ological approaches to the formation of the investment fund
capital, determination of structural parameters of assets, and
the asset portfolio management as well as evaluation of its ef-
ficiency.

JII assets are represented by the fund properties formed at
the expense of investor finance, and operations with it. The
National Securities and Stock Market Commission (NSSMC)
regulates a list of financial tools of asset investment portfolio.

It is common knowledge that diversification is the deter-
minative factor of investment portfolio formation while select-
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Fig. 2. Dynamics of net asset value of J1Is (exclusive of venture
ones), UAH million [12]

ing investment in the least risky and the most profitable tools
able to provide implementation of the investment strategy of
JII with corresponding allowance for the fund group and prof-
it taxation in terms of certain tools. Accordingly, the current
risk minimization and profitability maximization as well as
long-term ones, resulting in the determined liquidity level, are
the key tasks of the effective formation of investment portfolio
and its management.

Formalization of composition and structure of portfolio of
joint investment institution follows the available theoretical
and methodological approaches inclusive of investment strat-
egy selected by the authorities; it is determination of ratio be-
tween indices of market value of the financial assets and intrin-
sic ones.

It should be noted separately that fictitious (i. e. technical)
securities may circulate at the joint investment market. They
are listed in terms of time-independent nominal value (i.e. in-
trinsic one) since tangible assets do not back them; moreover,
they have been formed from the viewpoint of book value of the
capital. It is not expedient to involve such securities in invest-
ment portfolio since they will not back future asset growth;
their exclusion from the portfolio will favour the improved in-
formational objectivity concerning investment attractiveness
of the JII from the viewpoint of the potential investors. Hence,
securities should be selected depending upon their fair value
rather than upon their intrinsic value which will help deter-
mine reserve of their overvaluation or undervaluation. In fu-
ture, that will favour, firstly, the reduced risk likelihood con-
nected with low asset prices (since there is a reserve for de-
crease during the market decline). Secondly, that favours get-
ting super profits from the selected financial assets in the pro-
cess of market growth.

The well-timed disclosure of the reliable information to
security issuers is the fundamental principle of the regulated
market of joint investment helping evaluate the asset fairly and
acting as the prerequisite for making the substantiated deci-
sions concerning the asset integration in JII investment port-
folio.

Fair asset value is a comparison between inside price and
market price. The former is equal to capital stock of an issuer thus
helping determine overvaluation or undervaluation value of the
asset in market. Since a process of internal price determination,
based upon stock exchange quotation as well as upon curb trad-
ing, may involve manipulations (i.e. conclusion of numerous
agreements, minor in size, in terms of prices being acceptable for
market players) then it is expedient to determine internal value of
assets, circulating within a secondary market, relying upon the
value amounting to the capital stock of the issuer. The approach
will help cut the likelihood of price manipulation while making a
process of asset value calculation to be transparent.

In the context of J1Is, determination of fair value for finan-
cial asset is connected with heavy transaction expenditures
conditioned by the necessity to search for information con-
cerning an issuer of securities, forming the investment portfo-
lio, and to analyse the data. Moreover, V.Zakamulin [14]
mentions that the current strategies, intended to manage risks
of investment portfolio, involve permanent review of its com-
position, which also affects the total of the transaction costs.
Such expenditures influence heavily the final results of activi-
ties by the institutions; moreover, they should be reduced by
means of implementation of modern analytical methods and
information technology. In this context, as it is mentioned in
[15], NSSMC implementation of a new e-system of the inte-
grated disclosure of information concerning emission pro-
spectuses, annual reports, and quarterly reports as for operat-
ing results of issuers will favour simplification of the reporting
process as well as its transparency provision, and, hence, re-
duction of transaction costs.

High volatility of joint investment market needs adjust-
ment of criterion basis of JII ranking, carried out by Ukrainian
Association of Investment Business (UAIB) according to pro-
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cedure [16], and should provide the investment process par-
ticipants with operative and reliable information concerning
investment attractiveness as well as a degree of financial secu-
rity of JIIs. In this connection, the indices, characterizing in-
vestment portfolio reliability, a risk degree per income unit as
well as efficiency indices of management of the institutions on
the whole become rather topical.

Hence, evaluation of JII efficiency together with the in-
vestment portfolio evaluation is the basis to determine man-
agement efficiency of the institution on the principles of the
integrated analysis of asset profitability growth involving their
dynamic characteristics and to reduce the investment risks. In
this context, special attention should be paid to the analysis of
stability of activities by the institutions during certain periods;
to the reconciling of interests of JII participants with objectives
of a managing company set from the viewpoint of the invest-
ment fund class; and to the introduction of permanent ac-
counting of the JII asset liquidity level.

Hence, implementation of the integrated methodological
approach, intended to evaluate JII management efficiency, in-
volves a number of stages: identification of the basic character-
istics of the securities forming investment portfolio; calcula-
tion of the profitability indices as well as riskiness of the invest-
ment portfolio; determination of the overestimation/underes-
timation degree of the investment assets from the viewpoint of
stability of income generation; calculation of index of the JII
efficiency; analysis of the calculation results as for the success
of the investment portfolio and JII activities; and substantia-
tion of the managerial decisions aimed at their improvement.

Investment portfolio profitability is determined according
to [16] in terms of the net asset value changes per one security.
As for the evaluation of the investment portfolio riskiness, the
following indices of the available ones have become the most
popular in Ukraine: volatility degree NAV (net asset value) per
one security, and Sharpe ratio, the use of which has been in-
volved by a methodology for open JII ranking [16]. Ranking of
other classes in terms of the indices is possible if only daily re-
ports are submitted to AMC concerning net asset value of cor-
responding funds per one security. Moreover, the use of
Sharpe ratio (characterizing investor premium per a risk unit
in the form of extra income to compare with riskless asset in-
vestment, and being applied as JII management efficiency in-
dex) while evaluating portfolio (funds), whose expected profit-
ability cannot correspond to a normal distribution, is limited
due to high excess degree or negative skewness being typical for
many financial assets and portfolios. Furthermore, the com-
parison of funds on the basis of such evaluation makes sense if
the values of the coefficient, demonstrating risk premium
availability (i.e. extra income over riskless rate), are positive
values. If risk premium is not available (i.e. either zero value,
or negative value of difference between average daily profit-
ability ratio, and average daily NBU rate over a period) it
means that all the funds were managed ineffectively during
certain period since profitability of the riskless asset (i.e. NBU
rate) was higher than profitability of the funds in terms of the
time interval. Contrary to the world practices, using a bench-
mark, it is expedient for the national joint investment institu-
tions to use the NBU rate as a riskless asset.

The abovementioned problems of use of JII ranking pa-
rameters have resulted in the fact that actually the UAIB de-
termines rank of the funds only in terms of NAV. Consequent-
ly, it prevents from the possibility to evaluate the efficiency of
management of the funds as well as their investment attractive-
ness, and obtain the objective information concerning the cer-
tain JII rank in terms of specific indices.

The index of timing stability of the investment profitability
characterizes intensity of changes in the market stability of JII
assets for a certain period while providing indirect evaluation
of riskiness level and investment liquidity with consideration
of transaction expenses. The index is calculated as a ratio be-
tween absolute changes in the market value of the net assets in

terms of a certain period beginning and end, and the asset
value difference per the period, i.e.

_(NAV .= NAV 1)1

TS n )
E(VA[M[_VAP-“).IQ'
where NAV,,, NAV,, are net asset values of the investment
fund per the period end and beginning respectively; VA, ;,
VA, ; is the value of the i " asset (i.e. security) per the period
end and beginning respectively, i = 1, n;  is an evaluation pe-
riod, months, 7= 1.12.

The index of timing stability of the investment profitability
is calculated separately for the periods with positive difference
in net assets of investment fund and with negative difference.
Its values are 0 to 1 if figures of a fiscal period demonstrate
positive difference between investment in assets and its value
in terms of the period end. If the difference is negative, then 7}
may be —1 to 1. In this context, the larger the amplitude of as-
set value changes is during the analysed period under minor
NAV changes, the closer to zero the values are specifying inef-
ficiency of investment strategy of the AMC and low level of
financial security of the JII.

Together with the efficiency and riskiness indices of the
investment portfolio as well as timing stability of the invest-
ment profitability, JII management efficiency foresees involve-
ment of changes in the net asset value as the total index of the
JII management efficiency evaluation, i.e.

The final stage of management efficiency of joint invest-
ment institutions involves analysis of calculation results of the
abovementioned indices and substantiation of managerial de-
cisions concerning the institution activities whose essence de-
pends upon the fund class.

According to the proposed methodological approach,
management efficiency of three classes of funds has been eval-
uated (i.e. asset funds, bond funds, and multi-asset class
funds) (Table).

Management of JIIs, whose assets are represented by
shares, may be considered as most efficient, since they have
demonstrated the highest stability of profitable activities in the
context of average profitability level as well as average risk of
their investment asset portfolios. At the same time, the JIIs,
whose funds are represented by bonds, are characterized by a
high level of the investment risk due to degradation of situation
in the security market. However, the funds have rather high
asset profitability. Attention is drawn to the fact that this year
the total financial results of activities of such JIIs have experi-
enced maximum degradation, stipulated by significant opera-
tional costs, notwithstanding high portfolio profitability.

The obtained results help conclude that in terms of long-
term perspective, the asset funds, providing maximum profits
and rather stable profits, are the most attractive for potential
investors. In this context, management of such a JII should
align active strategy of the investment asset portfolio manage-
ment which involves constant control and revision of its com-
position in terms of mandatory monitoring of the expenditures
connected with management of the fund property (adminis-
trative expenses as well as operational ones are meant).

If short-term investment is implied, then multi-asset fund
class is the most attractive from the viewpoint of profitability —
volatility ratio to compare with bond funds being financial
risky as for the investment.

Conclusions. Determination of economic prerequisites of
efficient management of joint investment institutions, their in-
vestment attractiveness, and economic security made it pos-
sible to substantiate the integrated approach to evaluate man-
agement efficiency of JII from the viewpoint of the efficient
formation of investment portfolio and activities by the institu-
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Table

JII management efficiency indices

Profitability Volatility Timing stability Chanees in J1I net

JII management company of investment asset | of investment asset | of investment 8
. . . asset value
portfolio portfolio profitability
KUA PLATINUM CAPITAL Itd (asset fund) 4.09 1.14 0.301 0.84
KUAARGENTUM TOB KYA ltd (asset fund) 4.07 2.44 0.117 0.75
KUA UFN Itd (multi-asset class fund) 3.39 1.66 0.214 0.64
KUA OPTIMUM ltd (multi-asset class funds) 2.16 0.98 0.306 0.57
KUA OTP Klasychny 1td (multi-asset class funds) 1.97 0.89 0.276 0.24
KUA OTP Valiutny Itd (bond fund) 2.92 5.49 0.301 0.37
KUA UNIVER. UA/Taras Shevchenko: Fond Zaoshchadzhen 4.69 6.67 0.316 0.41
Itd (bond fund)

tion on the whole. Evaluation of the efficiency of investment
portfolio of assets relies upon the use of indices of profitability
and riskiness of the asset portfolio together with the index of
timing stability as for making gains from the investment assets.

It has been defined that the value of transaction expenses
by the joint investment institutions, connected with search
and analysis of information concerning issuers of securities,
forming the investment portfolio, influences heavily the effi-
ciency of the institutions. To take into consideration a value of
transaction expenses, JII efficiency is proposed to be evaluated
in terms of changes in net asset value.

The tendencies to substantiate managerial decisions as for
the improvement of their activity have been outlined from the
viewpoint of strategies to form investment asset portfolio and
to formulate operations of the institutions on the whole.

Implementation of the proposed approach will make it
possible to save time for managerial decision making by AMCs
concerning investment portfolio management as well as the JI1
activities on the whole. Moreover, it will favour attraction of
potential investors owing to their provision by the tools of ob-
jective evaluation of the investment potential and economic
security of JIIs.

First of all, prospects of future studies in the field of man-
agement of joint investment institutions depend upon the for-
mation of the integrated index to evaluate management effi-
ciency and identification of nonmarket factors effecting finan-
cial results of the activities by the institutions.
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Mera. JlociaKeHHsI CIPSIMOBaHO Ha OOIPYHTYBaHHS Te-
OPETUKO-METONUYHUX 3acal KOMILJIEKCHOTO OI[iHIOBAaHHS
e(eKTUBHOCTI YIPaBIiHHS iHCTUTYTAMU CHiJIBHOTO iHBECTY-
BaHHS 3 TMO3Ulii (h)OpMyBaHHS iXHiX MOPT(deiB aKTUBIB Ta
e(eKTUBHOCTI [isSNIbBHOCTI iIHCTUTYTIB y LILJIOMY.

Metonuka. OCHOBHI pe3yJbTaTh JOCHIIKEHHS Oyau
OTPUMaHi i3 3aCTOCYBaHHSIM HayKOBO-TEOPETUYHOTO aHai3y
HAyKOBMX TyOiikauiii Ta iHdopMaliiiHO-aHATITUYHUX J1a-
HUX i3 POOJEeMaTUKHU AiSUIbHICTh iHCTUTYTIB CHJIBHOTO iH-
BectyBaHHs. [locTaHOBKa HayKOBMX 3aBlIaHb i (hopmysio-
BaHHS BUCHOBKIB 32 pe3yJibTaTaMU JOCHIiIXKeHHS MPOBOAM-
JIMCSI METOJIOM HAYKOBOTO y3arajJbHEHHsI. 3arpOroHOBaHUN
TEOPETUKO-METOAMYHUI MiaXin 10 OLliHIOBaHHS e€(heKTUB-
HOCTI yIpaBJIiHHS iIHCTUTYTaMU CHiJILHOTO iHBECTYBaHHS 00-
IPYHTOBAHUH i3 3aCTOCYBaHHSIM aHATITUYHOTO I CUCTEMHO-
TO METO/B.

Pe3synabraTtu. BusHaueHi eKOHOMiUHI MepeayMOBH, 11O
CYTTEBO BIUIMBAIOTh Ha €(EeKTUBHICTb YIPaBIiHHS iHCTU-
TyTaMU CMJILHOTO iHBECTYBAHHS, IXHIO iIHBECTULIIIHY MpU-
BabJMBICTh Ta €KOHOMIYHY Oe3reky. IlimkpeciaeHa poib
ypaxyBaHHS BEJIMYMHU BUTPAT iHCTUTYTIB CIUIBHOIO iH-
BECTYBaHHSI MpPU OLIIHIOBaHHI €()eKTUBHOCTI yMHpaBIiHHS
HUMU. 3alpOIIOHOBAHO KOMILIEKCHUI MiIXid O OLIiHIO-
BaHHSI €(eKTUBHOCTI YIpaBIiHHS, 110 Mependadyae oTpu-
MaHHS OLIIHKHU, 3 OJHOTO OOKY, e(heKTUBHOCTI (hOPMYyBaH-
Hs iHBeCTULiiTHOTO MOpTdes GOoHIY 3 BAKOPUCTAHHS IO~
Ka3HMKIB JIOXiAHOCTI I pU3MKOBAHOCTI MOPTdesisi aKTUBIB
CMiJIBHO 3 TMTOKa3HUKOM 4YacOBOi CTa0iTbHOCTI OTPUMAaHHS
JIOXOlY Bill iHBECTULIIHHUX aKTUBIB, 3 iHIIOTO, — €(PeKTUB-
HOCTI AiSIIbHOCTI IHCTUTYTY y LijloMy. OKpecieHi HanpsiMu
OOrpYHTYBaHHS YIPaBJIiHCbKUX PillleHb LIOA0 MiABUILEH-
Hs1 eEeKTUBHOCTI IisIIbHOCTI iIHCTUTYTIB CIiJILHOTO iHBEC-
TyBaHHSI.

HaykoBa HoBusHa. [IpoBeneHO TeopeTHUYHE OOIPYHTY-
BaHHS METONWYHMX 3acal OIiHIOBaHHS e(heKTUBHOCTI
YIpaBIiHHS {HCTUTYTOM CHiJIbHOTO iHBECTYBaHHs, 1110 Tie-
pendavaroTh KOMIUIEKCHE OIIiHIOBAaHHSI TOXiAHOCTI #Oro
noptdento iHBeCTULill, 30KpeMa 3 ypaxyBaHHSIM JMHaMiy-
HUX XapaKTepPUCTUK BapTOCTi aKTUBiB, Ta PU3NKOBAHOCTI
noptdenist, a TaKOX e(PEKTUBHOCTI MisITBHOCTI iIHCTUTYTY Y
1ijiomy.

IIpakTHyHa 3HAYMMICTb. 3aNPONOHOBAHUU TEOPETUKO-
METOIMYHUI TiAXia 10 OIiHIOBaHHS e(heKTUBHOCTI yIpaB-
JIIHHSI iHCTUTYTOM CITiJIbHOTO iHBECTYBaHHSI 103BOJISIE MiABHU -
LIUTU OMNEPATUBHICTb MPUNHSATTS YIPABIIHCBKUX PillIEHb
1110710 30i/IbIIIEHHS JOXiTHOCTi Ta 3MEHILIEHHS PUSUKOBAHOC-
Ti MOpT(eIo aKTUBIB iIHCTUTYTY, CIIpUSITUME 3a0e3MeYeHHIO
YYaCHUKIB PUHKY CIIJIbHOIO iHBECTYBaHHS 00’€KTMBHOIO
iH(opMalli€lo 11100 IHBECTULIIHOI MPUBAOJIUBOCTI Ta CTYy-
neHs ¢iHaHcoBOi 0e3neku (hOHIIB i KOMMaHili 3 ynpaBJliHHS
aKTUBaMU.

KmouoBi caoBa: incmumymu cninbHoeo iHeecmy8amHs,
eekmusHicmv YNpaseainHs, OUiHI6aHHs 00XiOHOCmi, iHeecmu-
yiiHuil nopmpenv aKkmueie
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Henw. MccnenoBaHue HanpapieHO HAa 00OOCHOBaHUE TEO-
PETUKO-METOINICCKNX OCHOB KOMILJIEKCHON OILIEHKH 3(-
(beKTUBHOCTM yIipaBIeHUsI MHCTUTYTaMU COBMECTHOI'O MHBE-
CTHUPOBAHUSI C TO3UINY (POPMHUPOBAHUST UX TIOPThEIei aKTH -
BOB U 93 (HEKTUBHOCTU AESITEIBHOCTA MUHCTUTYTOB B LIEJIOM.

Metoauka. OCHOBHBIE Pe3yJIbTaThl UCCIIEAOBAHUS ObLIN
TMTOJIyYeHBI C PUMEHEHHEeM HayYHO-TeOPETUIECKOTO aHaAIM-
3a HayYHBIX MyOJMKaluii U WH(MOPMAIIMOHHO-aHATUTIIC-
CKHUX JaHHBIX IO MPoOJeMaTHUKE IeITeIbHOCTh MHCTUTYTOB
COBMECTHOTO MHBeCTUpOBaHUs. [locTaHOBKA HAYYHBIX 3a71a4
1 (HOpMYJIMPOBaHUE BBHIBOIOB IT0 pPe3yjIbTaTaM HCCIIeIoBa-
HUSI TPOBOAMIMCH METOIOM HaydHOTro 06001eHus. [1pemno-
SKEHHBIN TEOPETHKO-METOINYECKUI TIOAXOI K OIleHKe 3(-
(beKTUBHOCTU yNpaBJICHUST UHCTUTYTaAMU COBMECTHOTO MH-
BECTUPOBaHMsI 000CHOBAH C MPUMEHEHUEM aHATUTUIECKOTO
U CUCTEMHOTO METOMIOB.

PesyabTaTtbl. OmpesieieHbl S5KOHOMUYECKHE TIPEIITOChLT-
KU, CYIIIECTBEHHO BIUsTIONINE Ha 3((EKTUBHOCTD yIIPaBICHUS
WHCTUTYTAMM COBMECTHOTO MHBECTUPOBAHMSI, UX MHBECTULIN-
OHHYIO TIPUBJICKATEIbHOCTh M SKOHOMMUECKYIO Oe3orac-
HocTb. [TomuepkHyTa pojib yueTa BeTMIMHBI 3aTpaT MHCTUTY-
TOB COBMECTHOTO MHBECTMPOBAHMS MpPU OLeHKe 3(PPeKTUB-
HOCTH yTipaByieHrst HUMU. [1peioskeH KOMITIEKCHBIN ITOIXOI
K OlleHKe 3((MEKTUBHOCTU YIpaBICHUS, MperycMaTpUBarO-
LU oJTydeHUe OLIEeHKHU, C OMHOI CTOPOHBI, 3(D(HEeKTUBHOCTU
¢dopMupoBaHUS MHBECTULIMOHHOIO TMopTdess ¢hoHaa ¢ uc-
MOJIb30BAaHMEM TOKa3aTesleil JOXOMHOCTH UM PUCKOBAHHOCTU
noptdesisi akTMBOB COBMECTHO C IOKa3aTeJieM BpeMEHHOM
CTAaOMIILHOCTH TIOJTYYEHHMS JOXOA OT MHBECTULIMOHHBIX aKTH-
BOB, C Ipyroii, — 3¢(HeKTUBHOCTU ACSITEIbHOCTU MHCTUTYTA B
eioM. O603HaYeHBI HAIIpaBJICHUS 0OOCHOBAHMS YIIPaBJICH-
YECKUX PELICHUI 10 MOBBILLIEHUIO 3(PHEKTUBHOCTU AESITENIb-
HOCTU MHCTUTYTOB COBMECTHOTO MHBECTUPOBAHMSI.

Hayunasa nosusna. [IpoBeneHo TeopeTuyeckoe 000CHO-
BaHUE METOAMYECKMX OCHOB OLICHMBAHUS 3G (MEKTUBHOCTU
yIpaBJeHUsT MHCTUTYTOM COBMECTHOTO WMHBECTHPOBAHMS,
KOTOpBIC TIPEIyCMAaTPUBAIOT KOMIUIEKCHYIO OLICHKY JOXOMI-
HOCTH ero MopTdesisi UHBECTULIMI, B TOM YKCJIE C YYETOM M-
HAMUYECKUX XapaKTEPUCTUK CTOMMOCTHA aKTUBOB U PUCKO-
BaHHOCTU TopTdensi, a Takke 3(hGEKTUBHOCTU JIESITEIbHO-
CTU MHCTUTYTA B IICJIOM.

IIpakTyeckas 3HAYUMOCTb. [IpeToKeHHbIN TEOPETUKO-
METOIMYECKUI MOAXOM K OlLleHKe 3((MEKTUBHOCTH YIIpaBJic-
HUSI UIHCTUTYTOM COBMECTHOTO MHBECTUPOBAHUS MO3BOJISIET
TTOBBICUTH OIEPATUBHOCTh MPUHSTHUSI YIIPABICHUECKUX pe-
LIEHUH 10 MOBBILIEHUIO TOXOIHOCTH U YMEHBILIEHUIO PUCKO-
BaHHOCTHM TOPT(EIsT aKTUBOB MHCTUTYTA, MOXET CII0CO0-
CTBOBaThb 00ECMEUEHMIO YYACTHHUKOB PbIHKA COBMECTHOTO
WHBECTUPOBaHUS 00BEKTUBHOI MH(bOpMaIeil 00 MHBECTH-
LIMOHHOM TTPUBJIEKATEIbHOCTU U CTeIeHn (hMHAHCOBOM 6e3-
OIacHOCTU (hOHIOB 1 KOMITAHWIA TT0 YIPaBJIECHUIO aKTUBAMM.

KiioueBblie cioBa: uncmumymost co6Mecmno20 UHB8ECMUpO-
6aHus, 3pexmusHocmy ynpasaenus, OUueHUaHue 00X00HO-
Ccmu, UHBECMULUUOHHYII NOPMpenb aKkmusos
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