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Worldwide reasons leading to the public spending growth have been examined. The main trends of budgetary expenditures execution

in Ukraine have been identified. The need to assess the effectiveness and efficiency of budgetary expenditures was justified and a method of its
calculation according to the basic efficiency indicators has been proposed
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benefit analysis – CBA),  « - » (cost-effectiveness analysis – CEA), 
« - » (cost-utility analysis – CUA)   « -  » (weighted
cost-effectiveness analysis – wCEA).
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