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Abstract. South Korea’s economy (hereinafter referred to as “Korea”) has become one of the most
diversified and technologically advanced in the world in the past 50 years. Korea began to pursue a broad policy
of liberalization towards foreign investments, including foreign direct investment (FDI), and due to well-
conducted reforms, governments were able to direct financial flows to the priority areas of economic
development of the national economy. FDI began to play an important role in the country’s economy and acted
as the main catalyst in the country’s industrial development and technical upgrading of industries. Of particular
importance for the development of the country’s national productive capacity is the question of the specific
nature of foreign capital penetration forms (contract and contracting forms, creation of joint ventures, although
later they gave way to the practice of using mergers and acquisitions) and the establishment of cooperative
relations between local companies and foreign subsidiaries of multinational enterprises (MNEs), and this not
only increased the productivity of domestic firms, facilitated the transfer of complex management methods and
advanced technologies but has also strengthened the industry structure. Cooperation with foreign companies
gradually increased the competitiveness of local companies. Korea’'s attractiveness in terms of FDI was the
result of the country’s rapid economic development and its specialization in new information and
communication technologies.

The main factors of the country’s effective economic development were the combination of market
mechanisms development and active state regulation in all spheres of the economy. It has become important to
protect national development priorities and support national exporters in regulation of the activities of foreign
investors. However, the government pursued an active policy of attracting foreign investments. One of the tools
for attracting additional capital to the country’s economy was the creation of special economic zones (SEZs), in
particular export production zones with a favorable tax regime.

Keywords: South Korea, foreign capital, foreign direct investment, industrial development, regulation of
foreign investment, special economic zones, benefits and requirements for foreign investors.

Problem statement. The industrialization of newly industrializing countries (NICs) in East and Southeast Asia
was characterized by the extensive involvement of foreign capital, in particular FDI (foreign direct investment). Although
there were certain differences in the policy of attracting FDI in various NICs, in particular, the forms of MNEs
(multinational enterprises) operations, the size of their shareholding control and industry priorities, all these countries
focused on the creation of export-oriented and modern industries. From the 1970s to the present, Asian NICs have been
the area of the most active operations of transnational companies that have transferred many products from their
countries in search of benefits from low labor costs. Later, modern productions were also established in high-tech
industries that took their place in the system of global international production of MNEs. As a result, new export
industries were created in Asian NICs, making them dynamic world exporters of industrial products. This concerned
Korea, for example, the electrical and automotive industries, the production of household appliances, electronics, etc.
FDI plays an important role in the country’s economic development by enhancing capital formation, transfer of
technology and scientific knowledge, productivity and social standards in the domestic market. National firms adopt
experience in the production, management and marketing of the MNEs foreign subsidiaries. Increased competition
forces national firms to make more efficient use of resources, advanced and productive technologies that allow them to
gain additional profit.

One of the main factors in the effective economic development of South Korea was the combination of market
mechanisms development and active state regulation in all spheres of the economy. The transition from capital- and
labor-intensive to knowledge-intensive industrial production is important, as well as state support for the foreign capital
flow through the creation of special export production zones with a favorable tax regime. Studying and using foreign
experience of FDI influence on the economies development of recipient countries and creating effective SEZs on the
example of South Korea can be very useful for Ukraine.

The purpose of the article. The main purpose of this study is to determine the FDI influence on the economic
development of newly industrialized countries in Asia, South Korea case. In order to determine the relationship between
foreign investment and economic development, the FDI influence on the formation of the country’s modern production
structure and on the formation of its competitive export-oriented industries will be considered. The role of the SEZs is
considered as the main tool for attracting foreign investment and the tool for conducting industrial policy in the country.
The article also focuses on the study of the policy of the South Korean government regarding the attraction of foreign
capital, which developed a mechanism for combining the interests of foreign investors with the priority goals of the
country’s national development program.

Analysis of recent studies and publications. In the scientific literature, a number of Ukrainian and foreign
scientists in different time periods conducted studies of the positive and negative effects of transnationalization and the
foreign capital influence on the economy of the host country. The main thematic areas of studies and authors include:
1)The FDI role in the formation of gross national product, FDI influence on economic growth in the country investing FDI
(Rogach O. I., Filipenko A. S., Shnyrkov O. I., Kuznietsova N.V., Prasad E., Rajan R., Subramanian K., Alfaro L.,
Areendam C., Kalemli-Ozcan S., Selin S., Carkovic M., Levine R., Haddad M., Harrison A. E., Mansfield E., Romea A.,

87



Lipsey R. G., Theodore H. Moran, Blomstrom M., Graham E. M. Bengoa M., etc.); 2)The FDI influence on the level of
technological and innovative development, the influence on the development of human capital in the country investing
FDI (Borensztein E. J., De Gregorio J., Lee J. W., Findlay R., Radosevic S., Blomstrom M., Kokko A., Venables A. J.,
etc.); 3)The FDI influence on the economic competitiveness, on the export and import of countries receiving FDI (Barry
E., Goldberg I., Klein I., Markusen J. R., Venables A. J., Rojec M., Fosu O. E., Magnus F. J., Siddiqu K., Gestrin M., etc.);
4) The foreign capital influence on the economic, industrial and technological development in East and Southeast Asia
(Tiwari A., Mutascu M., Sachwald F., Wad P., Kim L., Ritter L., Sachwald F., etc.).

The economic departments of international organizations such as UNCTAD, UNIDO, as well as the analytical
departments of IMF and the World Bank, in particular the annual publications of the Global Investment Competitiveness
Report, are responsible for the publication of analytical and statistical materials on the main indicators, figures and
processes of foreign investment, in particular in NICs of Asia. The article also uses statistical data of KOSIS (KOrean
Statistical Information Service).

The main results of the study. In the second half of the twentieth century (mainly the 60s and 80s), the Asian
region saw a small group of countries among a number of developing countries that had been extremely active in
industrializing and restructuring their economies, in particular through attracting large flows of foreign capital. Asian NICs
group included South Korea, Hong Kong, Singapore, and Taiwan. They got the name “Asian dragons” for their high
economic growth, industrial development and export. The economies of these countries have become the most
successful export-oriented models and have achieved significant results in the creation of manufacturing industry and
social progress. The abovementioned countries are usually referred to the first wave of NICs. Over time, their economic
development model began to be introduced by a number of other Asian countries, the so-called second wave of Asian
NICs: Malaysia, Indonesia, the Philippines, Thailand, and subsequently Vietham. In the 80-90s of the twentieth century,
these countries actually began to copy the main stages of the NICs development of the first wave, taking advantage of
the fact that they had lost their previous comparative advantages by this time, first of all, it refers to labor-intensive
industries [1].

Two subgroups of countries can be distinguished among the first wave of NICs. The first are the most open
economies: Hong Kong (separate administrative district) and Singapore. In terms of the annual flow of new FDI capital
and the amount of accumulated FDI, these economies are leading among all NICs countries ($ 141 billion and $99
billion respectively, 2021) [2].

The second subgroup is Taiwan and South Korea. The FDI flows are $8,8 billion and $8,7 billion in Taiwan
and South Korea. The economies of the second subgroup are characterized by a more selective approach to attracting
FDI and limiting the share of MNEs stock ownership in certain sectors. For example, South Korea has long banned 100%
ownership of MNEs in many industrial sectors and forced foreign companies to establish joint ventures or enter into
contract agreements with local producers. However, despite the relatively smaller focus on attracting equity forms of
MNESs operations than the first subgroup, South Korea and Taiwan have also made significant progress in developing
export potential and industrializing their economies. Unlike the countries of Latin America, in Asia the state has taken on
a major role in implementing reforms. Economic transformations and investment attraction were implemented according
to national economic development plans. In the mid-1990s, Hong Kong had 6 300 subsidiaries, South Korea 11 500,
Singapore 24 000, Taiwan 2 800, Malaysia 15 500, the Philippines 14 800.

Over the twenty-year period (2000-2020), FDI flows into developing countries, including NICs, have shown
extremely active positive dynamics. Among developing countries, Asia received the largest volumes of FDI, where FDI
flows increased to almost $517 billion in 2019 out of $159 billion in 2000. The region accounted for more than 30% of
global FDI flows. The latest data of this index show that in the South and Southeast Asia countries in 2019 the share of
foreign enterprises in total employment was 9.9%, in value added was 10.5%, in research costs was 22.5%. But MNEs
played a particularly important role in the region’s exports, accounting for 31% of export supplies from these countries
[1,2].

The study of South Korea’s FDI flows over the past 30 years can be divided into several periods, which is
associated with changes in the country’s public policy towards foreign investment and development and strengthening of
its domestic economic capacity. In the past, the country has taken a restrictive position on foreign investment. From 1960
to 1990, FDI flow as a share of total foreign capital flows to the country was only 5%, one of the lowest rates in the world
among developing countries. At that time, the largest FDI share (20% of total foreign capital) was in the textile sector,
focused on exports mainly to the Japanese and American markets. The average annual FDI flow during the period 1990-
1994 was $1 billion [3].

The liberalization of FDI policy since the mid-90s of the last century has led to increased private capital flows. In
1994, the Korean government announced the opening of many industries previously restricted to foreign investors. FDI
flows increased between 1994 and 1997 ($2.5-3 billion annually) even despite the global financial crisis in 1997 (Table
1). There are several main factors contributing to the increase in FDI flows during this period: 1) adoption of a new liberal
law on the regulation of foreign investors activities in the country in 1997; 2) policy reform addressed current issues,
namely the facilitated authorization of mergers and acquisitions, new tax benefits and a significant reduction in
restrictions on ownership of foreign investment; 3) devaluation of the South Korean won at the end of 1997. So, the
South Korean won to the US dollar decreased by 40.4%, and to the Japanese yen by 33.2% compared to the previous
year (which led to a new wave of mergers and acquisitions, and the main portion of FDI in 1999 and 2000 was mergers
and acquisitions).

Since 1997, Korea has been the largest reformer of its FDI restrictions among OECD members and key market
economies, and thanks to well-conducted FDI policy reforms the latter have become important players in the country’s
economy. The great majority of FDI has become the main driver of growth in industries that are important to the country’s
economy. 2000 marks the beginning of a stable period of FDI flows into the Korean economy (with the exception of some
years), in particular, South Korea entered the top twenty countries receiving FDI ($17.91 billion) in 2017 (Table 1). The
average annual FDI flow over the past 20 years is more than $10 billion. In addition to Korea'’s traditional manufacturing
industries, investors have demonstrated growing interest in the highly developed electronics sector, research and
development facilities, logistics centers and establishment of regional headquarters. Korea's attractiveness in terms of
FDI is the result of the country’s rapid economic development and its specialization in new information and
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communication technologies. Some manufacturing industries that are currently targeted for FDI in South Korea include
automobile manufacturing, semiconductors, displays, environmental goods and services, logistics and photovoltaic
(electric) energy production, and others [4,5].

Accumulated volumes of FDI reached $248 billion in 2020 (compared to $135 billion in 2010). FDI per capita
has increased significantly in recent years to $205 in 2020 (in 2015 it was only $80). The ratio of annual FDI flows to
GDP in Korea is quite low, on average up to 1% during the study period. This is largely due to the significant
predominance of portfolio investment flows over direct investments ($41.74 billion and $8.76 billion in 2020) [3].
Cooperation between local companies and foreign investments has become particularly important in recent decades, as
they not only increased the productivity of domestic firms through the transfer of sophisticated management methods and
advanced technologies, but also strengthened the industry structure. Foreign investments also increased the
competitiveness of local companies in the global market by helping Korean partners, who own technology but do not
have the financial capital, to enter new markets. Foreign and domestic companies also complemented each other’s
weaknesses in large value chains [6,7].

Table 1.
FDI flows into South Korea (billion US dollars

Year FDI flow Ratio of FDI to GDP, % Commodity exports
1990 1.05 0.4 59.86
1991 1.46 0.4 67.40
1992 1.00 0.3 73.46
1993 0.83 0.2 80.79
1994 1.14 0.2 91.98
1995 2.49 0.4 119.58
1996 2.78 0.5 124.43
1997 3.30 0.6 132.37
1998 5.99 1.6 127.54
1999 10.73 2.2 136.03
2000 11.51 2.0 169.52
2001 6.52 2.1 146.42
2002 5.48 0.9 160.96
2003 7.01 1.0 194.91
2004 13.29 1.7 256.05
2005 13.64 15 285.26
2006 9.16 0.9 329.11
2007 8.83 0.8 382.80
2008 11.19 1.1 432.91
2009 9.02 1.0 363.93
2010 9.50 0.8 463.83
2011 9.77 0.8 587.21
2012 9.50 0.7 606.66
2013 12.77 0.9 618.39
2014 9.27 0.6 613.40
2015 4.10 0.3 543.08
2016 12.10 0.8 511.93
2017 17.91 1.1 580.31
2018 12.18 0.7 626.27
2019 9.63 0.6 556.67
2020 8.76 0.5 517.91

Source: Made by author based on data [3]

In terms of the MNEs contribution to the economy, it should be noted that as of 2019 total sales of foreign-
invested companies in Korea was 12% of total national sales, and their exports was 19.4% of total Korean exports. In
addition, foreign-invested companies accounted for 5.5% of employment and 5.7% of R&D in Korea, making a
corresponding contribution to the Korean economy [8].

It should be noted that the composition of the main investing countries in the Korean economy is too dependent
on the implementation of individual investment projects by their investors. From 2013 to 2019, the top of the largest
foreign investors in Korea included: the United States of America, Japan and EU countries (such as Spain, the
Netherlands, Germany, France, Great Britain, and Switzerland), countries of Southeast Asia, such as Singapore, China,
and Hong Kong [9]. The United States is one of the largest investors and FDI suppliers to Korea (for example in 2015,
the US share of total FDI flows into the country reached 25%). FDI from the USA has a tendency to constant growth and
reached $2 billion per year. This was facilitated by the entry into force of the Free Trade Agreement between the USA
and Korea in 2012 and some of the measures taken by the Korean government in areas of the most interest to American
investors, in particular, the Telecommunications Sector Act and the Investment Promotion Act with appropriate
amendments that eliminate a number of sectoral restrictions. Investments from the USA have grown rapidly in the IT
sector and production of electronic components.

The second major investing country is Japan (7.9%) with an average FDI capital investment in Korea of $1.3
billion annually during the study period. Although it is necessary to note the strong fluctuations in FDI flows from Japan
and highlight that in 2013 Japanese investments in the Korean economy reached $2.4 billion or 40% of total FDI invested
(the largest sectors of investments are metallurgy, advanced technology, manufacturing and real estate).

Companies from the EU countries make a significant contribution to FDI flows into Korea, the volume of their
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investments accounted for 35% of the total volume into the country. Cooperation between the EU countries and Korea
was based on the implementation of the Free Trade Agreement between the EU and the Republic of Korea in 2011,
which eliminated almost 98% of customs duties. After the conclusion of this Agreement, the annual average growth rate
of FDI in Korea increased significantly and fluctuated between 8-18%. However, despite fluctuations in some years, there
has been a clear positive trend in the increase of the FDI share from EU countries into Korea.

Table 2.

Distribution of FDI flows by industry in South Korea, in miln US dollars, 2019

Total 13267 100%
Production 5245 39.5%
Production of food products, beverages, tobacco, products 142 2.7%*
Production of textiles, clothing, wood and paper products 30 0.6%*
Production of oil, chemical, pharmaceutical, plastic products 2049 39.0%*
Production of metal, machines and equipment 964 18.4%*
Production of motor vehicles 1873 35.7%*
Other production 185 3.6%*
Service sector 7872 59.5%
Information and communication 2821 35.9%*
Financial and insurance activities 2057 26.0%*

* share in the relevant sector
Source: Made by author based on data [9].

FDI flows into Korea's production sector account for 39.5% of total capital invested, and the lion’s share of
investment falls on three main groups: production of oil, chemical, pharmaceutical, plastic products; production of metal,
machines and equipment; production of motor vehicles (Table 2). In the last decade, a significant FDI flow from the
United States (as one of the main investors) has been directed to sectors such as chemical products, mechanical
engineering, wholesale, computer and electronics, and food products. Most of the EU investments were in chemical
products, electrical and electronic equipment, and mechanical engineering. The service sector accounted for 59.5% of
the total FDI flow, of which 52% was concentrated in the information and communication subsector, and banking and
insurance subsector.

Special attention is to be paid to main forms of MNEs penetration into the local Korean market (due to the long
period of severe restrictions on the share of foreign investors in companies) and the following directions should be
highlighted:

1. Contract form of cooperation. Of particular importance for the development of national productive capacities
is the question of cooperation between local companies and foreign subsidiaries of the MNEs through a contract and
contracting system, as they not only increased the productivity of domestic firms through the transfer of sophisticated
management methods and advanced technologies but also strengthened the industry structure. Due to cooperation with
foreign companies, the competitiveness of local companies gradually increased. Foreign and domestic companies also
complemented each other’s weaknesses in large value chains

2. Establishment of joint ventures. The practice of establishing joint ventures led to the transfer of their
technologies, new ways of production processes. MNEs usually identified the equipment to be purchased, designed the
production process for new products and provided detailed management assistance, such as quality control. Knowledge
received from foreign companies about changing product demand or about new products allowed local companies to
move more quickly from low-price products to new products that were still in the early stages of growth cycle. Foreign
companies such as Samsung-Tesco and Lotte-Nestle established joint ventures with South Korean companies to better
enter the consumer market. This helped, firstly, to take better account of the local market, and secondly, to use the
MNEs experience in many areas, thirdly, to eliminate the need for infrastructure from scratch.

3. Active processes in the field of mergers and acquisitions. The intensification of these actions coincides with
the wave of general liberalization in Korea after 1997. Thus, the semiconductor company Fairchild (USA) acquired a
semiconductor factory from Samsung Electronics (trade size is $455 million); American company eBay Inc. acquired a
controlling stake in Internet Auction Co. Ltd. (trade size is $120 million); American automobile company General Motors
acquired Daewoo Motors ($1.2 billion), including two factories in Korea, one factory in Vietnam and sales offices in
Europe and Puerto Rico; Norwegian company Wallenius Wilhelmsen Logistics acquired Hyundai Merchant Marine Co. a
car shipping company ($1.5 billion) [10]. MNEs that made investments in Korea through cross-border acquisitions and
mergers with local Korean companies, focused on long-term goals, contributed to the transfer of their technologies, and
contributed to the competitiveness of a number of Korean industries, which are the main export sectors. Before the entry
of a foreign partner, the technological level of local Korean companies was significantly lower. Complex production
processes, management, marketing and technological innovations were launched through FDI channels, and at the
expense of a national partner the new technology was better adapted to the needs of the local market, more familiar to
specialists, and it worked effectively in favor of both parties.

The Korean automotive industry is a successful example of how cross-border acquisitions and mergers have
contributed to the industry’s revival after the crisis. Korea today is one of the most advanced car-producing countries in
the world. Korea’s automotive industry is now the fifth largest passenger cars producer in the world. The automotive
industry accounts for 13% of industrial production, 12% of added value, and this is a very important industrial zone,
which accounts for about 12% of total employment in South Korea [11]. The automotive industry is generally regarded in
all countries as an important indicator for assessing a country’s industrial level (it brings enormous added value to the
economy). It is an industry that affects a number of other industries, from metallurgy, non-ferrous metals and glass
production to transport, advertising, financial services and construction. That is why the development of the automotive
industry has a great influence on the economy of any country.

Foreign investment in Korea’'s automotive industry was limited in scope before the Asian financial crisis (1995-
1997). Korean car producers were largely dependent on foreign technology, but in most cases access to this technology
was provided through licensing agreements rather than through investment flows into equity capital from foreign
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partners. Local car companies depended on sales in less developed markets, and sales to Western Europe and the
United States accounted for only 33% of total exports in those years. Korean companies specialized in exporting small
and low-cost cars where profits were minimal. Despite the reduction of car tariffs in the 1990s under constant pressure
from Korea’s foreign trade partners and the acceleration of its trade liberalization efforts, the gradual liberalization of FDI,
foreign penetration into the domestic car market was insignificant, with only 15 000 cars imported in 1996, equivalent to
1% of the local market. The financial crisis has accelerated Korea's opening to foreign investment. Due to the
devaluation of the Korean won after the Asian financial crisis, Korean automotive companies became the targets of
active cross-border mergers and acquisitions. But thanks to this, Korean companies were able to improve the quality of
cars due to increased investment in R&D. Since 2000, exports began to increase rapidly, and the Korean automotive
industry has entered a new phase. Major mergers and acquisitions in the Korean automotive industry have come from
the MNEs of USA, France, India, China, particularly from GM and Renault Group, Mahindra & Mahindra Ltd, Shanghai
Automotive Industries Co. and Tata Motors. As a result, the Korean automobile industry became more competitive and
integrated [12,13].

GM and Renault invested in Korea to expand their market and increase their production efficiency, which is a
typical feature of traditional FDI. GM and Renault provided significant capital flows into companies such as Daewoo and
Samsung Motors. The first major project with foreign capital was realized in this sector due to sales of Samsung Motors
to Renault. Renault acquired 70% of the company’s shares in the amount of $560 million. Since then, Renault has
increased its stake to 80.1%. In particular, Renault increased investment in R&D, resulting in technology transfer and
increased productivity. GM acquired Daewoo for $1.2 billion. Renault and GM pledged to contribute significant capital to
their new subsidiaries. Thus, Renault pledged to invest more than $5 billion to create production, research and dealer
centers. In addition, Renault took over the debt of Samsung of $250 million and agreed to pay a further $270 million on
the future profit of the factory. General Motors and its alliance partners acquired 67% of Daewoo Motors domestic and
foreign assets amounting to $400 million. In the automotive production sector, with full control of the Incheon and Busan
factories, the abovementioned MNEs formed well-developed clusters. Furthermore, a number of Korean companies
producing parts and components were able to access the global network and export their products to Renault’s partner,
Renault-Nissan alliance, and other foreign companies [12].

All this leads to the conclusion that the processes of cross-border acquisitions and mergers in the Korean
automotive industry have been accompanied by significant additional investments in the industry (except the MNEs
contributions to these local companies in kind in the form of equipment or technology supply). The advantage of the
presence of foreign investors in the Korean automotive industry was the fact that they gave their subsidiaries access to
technologies developed in other regions of their global networks. Most companies made improvements in production
processes and export volumes. This allowed the Korean car producers to sell through global MNEs networks. MNEs role
in transforming the industry into a strong export-oriented sector was evident as foreign companies played a coordinating
role by supplying local companies with components and spare parts, thus increasing the rate of export activity and
strengthening export structure. They also encouraged R&D to modify and develop new indigenous technologies, and
increased the probability of positive influence on the development of domestic research. Thus, the active operations of
the MNEs in Korea led to the development and expansion of innovation, development of its own technological potential,
which gave new impetus to the economic development of Korea.

It makes sense to focus on defining the role of SEZs in Korea’'s economic development. In many Asian
countries, special economic zones and business centers are effectively used to achieve dynamic and innovative growth.
The creation of economic zones is a catalyst that can stimulate industrial activity in one region and attract FDI, mainly in
the manufacturing sector in order to expand exports and create jobs. The development goals have various motives, such
as the development of small and medium-sized enterprises, foreign currency, economic diversification, investment and
trade, development of the foreign currency accumulation sector, regional development, job creation, industrialization and
experimental laboratories for new policies and approaches [14].

The link between FDI and development plans of the Korean state was established in 1961 with the
centralization of FDI policies within the Economic Planning Council of the Korean development agency. During the 1960s
and 1970s, the Council supervised the “active” list system that allowed FDI only in sectors identified by the Council. The
Council limited FDI in sectors designed for strategic advance in which Korea lacked the necessary skills and technology
to advance. The government’s powers to regulate FDI in these sectors were set out in the Foreign Investment Promotion
Act (FIPA), along with various national criteria that foreign investors had to meet, if they wanted to get permission to
invest in Korea.As part of the export-oriented economic development strategy, Korea began to pursue a policy of
creating export processing zones. In the export processing zone (renamed free trade zone (FTZ) in 2000), the
government offered foreign investors very favorable incentives and conditions for entrepreneurial activity. The zones
have been active in providing a number of incentives, while meeting the requirement of foreign investors to transfer
technology and know-how [15].

Over time, Korea’s foreign investment policy has gradually evolved to quality growth, especially in high value-
added industries that can enhance the global competitiveness and potential of the Korean economy and create more
jobs. The free trade zone policy aimed at transforming Korea into an international business center by attracting high-tech
and service industries, and the free trade zone policy was considered a success story of South Korean policy in the field
of FEZ. The reason why these two zones were chosen is that both were tools of structural changes in Korean industry as
a result of attracting FDI. The accumulated FDI in FEZs of Korea amounted to $178 billion as of 2018, 5 250 companies
participated in them [16].

Since 1960, the Korean government has consistently pursued a policy of attracting foreign investment to
financially support the country’s national industrialization programs, modernize a number of industries and develop a
competitive export sector in manufacturing. In the late 1990s, South Korea’s foreign investment policy in regulating
foreign investors in the country was significantly amended towards broad liberalization of the foreign investment regime.
Thus, in 1998, the Korean government significantly deregulated and opened the country’s investment market to foreign
investors with the adoption of the Foreign Investment Promotion Act. The new act was aimed to actively attract foreign
investment through the creation of a mechanism for providing incentives and benefits depending on the “quantitative”
and “qualitative” sides of investment. In fact, this mechanism provided for the creation of a system for exchanging
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“benefits for claims” while maintaining a balance of interests from both the government and foreign investor side. The
“quantitative” side of foreign investments refers to the volume of investments by foreign investors, and the “qualitative”
side refers to the potential contribution of the foreign investor to the implementation of the national development
programs of the country, which were aimed (and still are) to increase the country’s global competitiveness, develop the
potential of the Korean economy, create high-value-added industries, create new jobs. In fact, this has potentially
directed and stimulated investments in the creation of competitive, export-oriented, high-tech production, conducting
scientific research, and improving the professional skill of personnel, etc [16].

The updated procedure for the registration of foreign investments requires the foreign investor to provide only a
notification to the Korea Investment Agency (KOTRA). Foreign investors are monitored by the Foreign Investment
Committee (FIC) when necessary [17,18]. Under the program for stimulating foreign capital flows, a number of benefits
may be granted to foreign investors if their activities coincide with the main directions of the national economic program
for the development of the Korean economy in three main directions: 1) Improvement of the industrial structure
(development of key economic sectors; development of the latest competitive export industries; development of high
value-added services industries); 2) In the area of fiscal policy (expansion of budget revenues); 3)Other important areas
of the economy (increasing labor market flexibility (job creation, advanced training).

In order to encourage foreign investment, the Korean government offers foreign investors: 1) tax benefits; 2)
monetary subsidies; 3) provision of benefits system in the framework of creating special economic zones (SEZs).

The national program for promoting foreign investment provides for the elimination or reduction of corporate
income taxes, local taxes and customs duties. So, the corporate tax and income tax are adjusted if the investor meets
such requirements (corporate tax and income taxe are reduced by 100% over the first five years and by 50% over the
next two years) [17,19]:

1)Support for industrial sectors of the Korean economy. In order to receive appropriate benefits, conclusions and
recommendations are needed with subsequent approval of the Foreign Investment Committee on the role of the foreign
investor in development, for example, international competitive industries are required for national economies.

2)Providing targeted benefits. Providing benefits under the operation of separate “foreign investment zones”. Benefits
under certain zones: Saemangeum zone / Jeju zone. Minimum investment of $1 million, requirements for production,
system integration, logistics, R&D, etc. Granting of tax benefits: Free economic zone / Saemangeum zone. In order to
receive tax benefits, there is a requirement for a minimum investment of $1 million and specific cost requirements for
development, production, system integration, logistics, scientific and technical research, etc.

3)Tax benefits under the program “Developments in the Jeju Zone”. Various tax benefits are offered when investing
more than $10 million and with a total investment of more than $100 million, and with a foreign investment ratio of 50% or
more.

4)Tax benefits under the program “Foreign Investment Zone”. Contains requirements for production and logistics.

5)Tax benefits under the program “Business City Zone”. Tax benefits are granted subject to cost requirements for
developments, production, development of system integration and logistics, conducting R&D, etc.

6)Customs benefits. Customs duties may be eliminated or substantially reduced for foreign investors for capital goods
(i.e. machinery, equipment, parts, devices, etc.) which are: 1) imported by a foreign investor as investments, qualified
under the Foreign Investment Promotion Act (FIPA); 2) directed for business purposes by companies located in the
foreign investment zone, free economic zone, free trade zone, Saemangeum zone, Jeju zone, etc.

The program of the Korean government to attract foreign investments in addition to tax benefits also provides
monetary subsidies, if the investment is in line with the national economic development plans of the country and is aimed
at the creation or expansion of production plants, factories, institutions, research centers, etc [18,19]. The granting of
subsidies depends on factors such as: the level of production complexity and the potential to transfer appropriate
technology; the potential to create new jobs; interaction with domestic investment projects; influence on local or national
economies. Financial subsidies may be granted if the foreign investment ratio is 30% or more and the necessary
conditions are met. The total amount of the subsidy varies between 30% of the investment amount (40% for the creation
or expansion of the research center). To receive financial subsidies, the following conditions must be met: 1) investing in
the high-tech industry or providing services of great importance to other industries; 2) investing in the production of
components and materials (to achieve a significant effect of producing high value-added end products or introducing new
technologies); 3) creation of new jobs: (a) 300 employees in the fields of production, mining, construction, transport,
publishing, mass media, broadcasting, information services, management, sanitation, social security; or b) 200
employees in the fields of agriculture, fisheries, forestry, electricity, gas, wholesale and retail trade, hotel and restaurant
business, financing, insurance, maintenance, art, sports, leisure; or ¢) 100 employees in the fields of waste disposal and
processing, education, associations or institutions, other personal services; or d) 50 employees in real estate and rental.

Thus, special economic zones were used as policy instruments to promote industrialization and economic
development. Special economic zones are a compromise between the state and private investors, and at the same time
they contribute to the globalization of the economy, and present themselves as an additional or alternative approach to
integration into the world market [20].

Currently, special economic zones in South Korea can be divided into 8 categories [16,17]:

- Free trade zones (15 zones). Guarantee flexible production, logistics and trade activities to encourage foreign
investment, promote trade, international logistics and regional development. The first free trade area has been in
operation in Korea since 1970 (Masan export processing zone was created to increase foreign capital flows and attract
advanced technologies in order to increase the region’s employment and competitiveness of exports);

- Free economic zones (8 zones). They were created in 2003 to encourage foreign investment and make Korea
the main business center in Northeast Asia. They are characterized by a significant easing of the regulatory system to
attract FDI;

- Foreign investment zones (20 zones). The zones provide various administrative incentives, such as tax
exemptions or rent exemptions for foreign corporations wishing to invest in a particular region. This contributes to foreign
capital flows to improve the productivity of the industry structure, promote technology transfer and increase employment.

- Saemangeum special zone (covers 26.5% of Korea's territory). Started for the first time for the purpose of
cultivating agricultural land. Later, the Saemangeum region was transformed from 100% agricultural area to 70%
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industrial and 30% agricultural area.

- Business cities zones (5 zones). Created to promote the development of underdeveloped areas of Korea. This
category of SEZ allows businesses to invest the capital and technologies and to build an administrative city with
independent production, research, housing, education and health care services. The purpose of this SEZ is to
decentralize the concentration of business in Seoul.

- Special R&D zones (5 zones). Created to develop and promote new technologies through R&D and their
commercialization. In these SEZs, research institutes, universities, corporations, financial institutions and auxiliary
organizations create clusters that form a single system based on mutual cooperation.

- International scientific business zones (4 zones). They were based to create a science-based innovation
cluster (global research base) for the country’s economic growth and the promotion of Korea as a superpowetr.

- Special economic zones of regional development. SEZs that actively adapt regulatory reforms to the local
context and promote regional decentralization and differentiation, thereby contributing to the regional economy. The
regional balanced development strategy, led by the central government, is unable to fully reflect the individuality of a
particular region, and this impedes the autonomous expansion of regional growth. A special scheme of regional zones
was introduced to properly remove this deficiency in order to create special regulatory reforms and achieve decentralized
economic development in local regions.

Conclusions. The peculiarity of the industrialization of new industrialized countries (NIC) of Southeast Asia was
the large-scale attraction of foreign direct investment. Although there were some differences in the policy of FDI
attraction, including the forms of MNEs operations, the amount of their shareholding control and industry priorities, all
these countries focused on creating export-oriented industries. New industrialized countries in Asia are the area of the
most active operations of transnational companies. As a result, new export industries were created in these countries,
which transformed them into dynamic world exporters of industrial products. On the example of South Korea, the article
proved that international capital flows, including foreign direct investment, are vital addition to the national economic
development efforts. Foreign direct investments contribute to the financing of sustainable economic growth in the long
term. This is especially important for its potential to transfer knowledge and technology, create jobs, increase overall
productivity, increase competitiveness and activate entrepreneurship. Foreign investment in Korea increased due to
open economic policy (liberalization of mergers and acquisitions, deregulation of foreign investors’ activities), pursuing
the policy of attracting foreign investment (increase in investment incentives), support of investment activities through the
creation of SEZs.

One of the main factors behind the effective economic development of South Korea was the combination of the
development of market mechanisms and active state regulation in all spheres of the economy. The transition from
capital- and labor-intensive to knowledge-intensive industrial production, as well as state promotion of foreign capital
flows through the creation of special economic zones with a favorable tax regime (which was actually provided in
exchange for rather strict requirements for foreign investors activities, especially with regard to the introduction of new
technologies, creation of new jobs, complication of production processes). In regulating foreign economic activity, it was
important to protect the national priorities of the country’s economic development, support national exporters, promote
and support them abroad through the use of tools such as the creation of special export production zones.

Special economic zones were used as policy instruments to promote industrialization and economic
development. Special economic zones are a compromise between the state and private investors, and at the same time
they contribute to the globalization of the economy, and present themselves as an additional or alternative approach to
integration into the world market. Despite the prevalence of SEZs worldwide, their efficiency and influence on the
economy and structural transformations are quite ambiguous in different countries. One of the most successful
experiences that may be useful for Ukraine in the future is the implementation of SEZs programs in South Korea. SEZs
are effectively used to achieve dynamic and innovative growth. The creation of economic zones is a catalyst that can
stimulate industrial activity in particular region and attract FDI, mainly in the manufacturing sector in order to expand

exports and create jobs, to attract new technologies or conduct R&D based on the FEZs.

Hapivwna po pepkonerii 29.07.2023
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H. Ky3HeuoBa, kaHA. eK. HayK, AOLEeHT
KuiBcbkuit HauioHanbHUIM yHiBepcuTeT iMeHi Tapaca LleBuyeHka, KuiB, YkpaiHa

BNMB NPAMUX IHO3EMHUX IHBECTULIX HA EKOHOMIYHUIA PO3BUTOK HOBUX IHAYCTPIANIBbHUX KPAIH
A3Ii
(HA NPUKNAZAI NIBOEHHOI KOPET)

AHoTauis. ExoHomika MiBaeHHoT Kopei (gani Kopes) cTtana ogHieto 3 Hanbinbl AMBepcudikoBaHNX Ta TEXHOMNOMYHO NPOrPecUBHUX Y CBITi 3a
ocTaHHi 50 pokiB. 3 1997 p. Kopesi noyana npoBoAUTW LUMPOKY NOniTWKy Nibepanisauii WwoAo iHO3eMHKX IHBECTULIN, B TOMY YMCHi | MO BiAHOLUEHHIO A0
npsiMmnx iHo3emHux iHBectuii (M), i 3aBAsikM rpamoOTHO NpoBeAeHVM pedopMaM ypsay 3mMorna cnpsiMoByBaTK (hiHaHCOBI NMOTOKW Y NPIOPUTETHI HANPSIMKK
€KOHOMIYHOrO PO3BWUTKY HauioHanbHOi ekoHomiku. Tl ctanu BigirpaBaTn BanvBy porib B €KOHOMIL KpaiHW i BUCTYNWNM OCHOBHWM KaTanisaTopoM y
iHOycTpianbHOMY PO3BUTKY KpaiHW i TEXHIYHOMY nepeocHalleHHi rany3eil. OcobnmMBOro 3HayeHHs 3 TOYKM 30PpYy PO3BUTKY HaLioOHaNbHOro BUPOBHWUYOro
noTeHujany kpaiHM HabyBae nMUTaHHA 0cOBNMBOCTER POPM MPOHUKHEHHSI IHO3EMHOrO Kanitany (KOHTPakTHI Ta nigpsiaHi hopMM, CTBOPEHHSI CiMbHUX
NiANPMEMCTB, X04a 3rooM BOHW MOCTYMUANCS NPaKTUKA BUKOPUCTaHHS 3MUTTIB Ta NOMMMHaHb) Ta HanaroAXXeHHs BiAHOCKH criBnpaLi MicLIEeBMX KOMNaHil 3
iHo3eMHUMM piniamMu GaraToHauioHanbHux nignpuemcte (BHIM), Wwo cnpusno He Tinbky NigBULLYBaHHIO MPOAYKTUBHOCTI BIiTYM3HSAHMX hipMm, nepepadi
CKnagHUX MeTodiB ynpaBniHHSA | NepefoBWMX TEXHOMOriW, a M 3MILHIOBaNo CTPYKTypy NPOMMCROBOCTI. Yepe3 cniBnpauto 3 iHO3EMHUMU KOMMaHiamu
nocTynoso BiAbyBanocs niABWLLEHHA  KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOXHOCTI MicLueBmx komnadiv. Moganbwa npusabnueicte Kopei 3 Toukm 3opy MIl  crana
pe3ynbTaToM LUBUAKOrO €KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY KpaiHw i il cneujianisauii Ha HOBMX iH(OPMaLINHKX | KOMYHiKaLiiHKUX TexHoNorisAX. OCHOBHUMW YMHHUKaMKN
edeKTMBHOro €KOHOMIYHOIO PO3BMTKY KpaiHW CTano NoegHaHHs PO3BUTKY PUHKOBMX MEXaHi3MiB Ta akTMBHOIO AepXaBHOrO peryroBaHHS B YCix cdepax
EKOHOMIKW. Y perynioBaHHi AisnNbHOCTI iHO3EMHWUX IHBECTOPIB BaXMNMBUM CTano 3axucT HauioHanbHUX MNPIOpUTETIB PO3BUTKY, NIATPUMAHHS
HauioHanbHMX ekcnopTepis. B To Xe yac ypsa nNpoBOAMB aKTMBHY MOMITMKY B cdepi 3anyvyeHHs iHO3eMHUX iHBecTuuini. OgHUM 3 IHCTPYMEHTIB
3any4eHHs AoAaTKOBMX KaniTaniB B EKOHOMiKY KpaiHW CTarno CTBOPEHHS OELEEH/X eKOHOMIYHUX 30H (CE3), 30kpema 30H eKCnopTHOro BUPOGHULITBA i3
CNPUSATNVBMM NOAATKOBUM PEXUMOM.

KniouoBi cnoBa: [liBgeHHa Kopesi, iHO3eMHWIn kaniTan, npsiMi iHO3eMHi iHBeCTWUii, iHAyCTpianbHWA PO3BUTOK, PErynioBaHHS iHO3EMHUX
iHBECTWLN, cnevwjianbHi eKOHOMIYHI 30HM, NiNbr Ta BUMOrN 0 iIHO3EMHMX iIHBECTOPIB.

94


http://www.ksp.go.kr/api/file/download/11456?downloadFilename=Special%20Economic%20Zones%3A%20What%20can%20Developing%20Countries%20learn%20from%20the%20Korean%20Experience%3F%20%20(English).pdf
http://www.ksp.go.kr/api/file/download/11456?downloadFilename=Special%20Economic%20Zones%3A%20What%20can%20Developing%20Countries%20learn%20from%20the%20Korean%20Experience%3F%20%20(English).pdf
http://fez.go.kr/global/en/index.do
http://m.investkorea.org/en/index.do
https://uk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com/0-611-1365?__lrTS=20190106031532329&transitionType=Default&contextData=%28sc.Default%29
https://uk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com/0-611-1365?__lrTS=20190106031532329&transitionType=Default&contextData=%28sc.Default%29
https://unctad.org/system/files/official-document/WIR2019_CH4.pdf

	1. Philip Obaji Jr. Putin’s Prison Recruiting Scheme Takes a Big, Desperate Turn // Daily Beast. – 29  November 2022. – Режим доступу: https://www.thedailybeast.com/wagner-group-accused-of-recruiting-prisoners-from-the-central-african-republic-for-rus...
	3. Central African Republic: army and Wagner group repel the assault of the 3R rebels on the border with Cameroon // Agenzia Nova. – 5  April 2023. – Режим доступу: https://www.agenzianova.com/en/news/central-african-republic-army-and-wagner-group-rep...
	4. Migration and Development Brief 36 - A War in a Pandemic: Implications of the Ukraine crisis and COVID-19 on global governance of migration and remittance flows, May 2022 [EN/AR] [Electronic resource]. URL: https://reliefweb.int/report/world/migrat...
	5. Migrationdataportal [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.migrationdataportal.org/de/node/3781
	7. Ukraine – Internal Displacement Report — General Population Survey Round 5 (17-23 May 2022) [Electronic resource]. URL: https://displacement.iom.int/reports/ukraine-internal-displacement-report-general-population-survey-round-5-17-23-may-2022
	8. Міжнародні системи переказу коштів підтримують Україну та її громадян [Електронний ресурс]. URL: https://bank.gov.ua/ua/news/all/mijnarodni-sistemi-perekazu-koshtiv-pidtrimuyut-ukrayinu-ta-yiyi-gromadyan
	11. Статистика зовнішнього сектору НБУ [Електронний ресурс]. URL: https://bank.gov.ua/ua/statistic/sector-external

