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NataÔja SeÔivanova-Fjodorova

LATVIJAS REÃIONU EKONOMISK¬ DIFERENCI¬CIJA
21. GADSIMTA S¬KUM¬

TÁmas izvÁles pamatojums, argumenti un motÓvi.
P‚r‚k lielu ekonomisko atÌirÓbu problÁma starp Latvijas
reÏioniem, k‚ arÓ starp pasaules un Eiropas SavienÓbas
(ES) reÏioniem un valstÓm1 reÏion‚laj‚ ekonomik‚ ir pÁtÓta
samÁr‚ daudz. PiemÁram, Eurostat reÏion‚l‚ gadagr‚-
mata (angÔu valod‚: Eurostat Regional Yearbook, ERY)
informÁ, ka 2017. gad‚ vidÁjais IKP uz vienu iedzÓvot‚ju
Londonas reÏion‚ (angÔu valod‚: Inner London-West)
bija 21 reizi liel‚ks nek‚ Bulg‚rijas ZiemeÔrietumu reÏion‚
(bulg‚ru valod‚: Северозападна).

ReÏionu diferenci‚cija ir aktu‚ls izaicin‚jums Latvijas
valsts lÓdzsvarotai un ilgtspÁjÓgai attÓstÓbai, Ópai Úemot
vÁr‚ to, ka b˚tiskas atÌirÓbas starp Latvijas reÏioniem
turpina saglab‚ties, piemÁram, 2017. gad‚ IKP uz vienu
iedzÓvot‚ju RÓgas reÏion‚ bija 3.2 reizes liel‚ks nek‚
Latgales reÏion‚.

ES valstu reÏioni liel‚ mÁr‚ atÌiras sav‚ starp‚ ne
tikai pÁc IKP uz vienu iedzÓvot‚ju, bet, piemÁram, pÁc
inform‚cijas un komunik‚cijas tehnoloÏiju (IKT) lieto-

anas intensit‚tes, kas savuk‚rt stipri un tiei korelÁ ar reÏiona iedzÓvot‚ju materi‚lo
labkl‚jÓbu ñ jo zem‚ks IKT lietoanas lÓmenis, jo zem‚ki ir reÏiona iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚kumi,
un otr‚di. ArÓ Latvij‚ past‚v pietiekami liela reÏionu nevienlÓdzÓba, salÓdzinot IKT
izmantoanu, piemÁram, 2017. gad‚ dators un internets bija pieejams 68ñ69% Latgales
reÏiona m‚jsaimniecÓbu, bet RÓgas reÏion‚ ñ 83ñ84% m‚jsaimniecÓbu.

Promocijas darb‚ autore pÁta Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju k‚
telpisku un dinamisku (angÔu valod‚: spatial and dynamic) procesu,2 kas seviÌi aktu‚ls
ir valstÓm, kuras p‚rdzÓvo vÁsturiski nesen notikuo p‚reju no pl‚nveida uz tirgus
ekonomiku. ReÏionu diferenci‚cijas tÁma tiek skarta reÏion‚lo ekonomistu un citu
soci‚lo zin‚tÚu p‚rst‚vju pÁtÓjumos vis‚ pasaulÁ, tai skait‚ arÓ Latvij‚, vair‚ku gadu
desmitu garum‚.

T‚dÁj‚di p‚r‚k lielo ekonomisko atÌirÓbu problÁmas aktualit‚te starp reÏioniem ñ
vismaz Eiropas SavienÓb‚ ñ nemazin‚s, neskatoties uz to, ka s‚kot ar 1988. gadu ES
Ósteno t‚ saucamo ìkonverÏences politikuî (angÔu valod‚: policy of convergence),
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1 –Ó pÁtÓjuma mÁrÌa sasnieganai visas pÁt‚m‚s teritorijas ñ gan valstis, gan to reÏioni ñ
teorÁtiski tiks pieÚemtas par reÏioniem, jo ekonomikas zin‚tnÁ reÏions ir teritorija ar specifisku
ekonomiku, un pÁc Ós definÓcijas arÓ valsti var nosaukt par reÏionu.

2 T.i., procesu, kas norisin‚j‚s telp‚ (angÔu valod‚: space) un laik‚ (angÔu valod‚: time).
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kuras mÁrÌis ir palÓdzÁt maz‚k konkurÁtspÁjÓgiem reÏioniem iekÔauties vienotaj‚
Eiropas tirg˚ un tuvin‚t o reÏionu soci‚lekonomisk‚s attÓstÓbas r‚dÓt‚ju lÓmeni vidÁjam
Eirop‚. Latvijas ReÏion‚l‚s politikas pamatnost‚dÚu 2013. g.ñ2019. g. 3. pielikum‚
b˚tiskas soci‚li ekonomisk‚s attÓstÓbas lÓmeÚa atÌirÓbas starp reÏioniem, t.sk. izteikti
monocentriska uz galvaspilsÁtu orientÁta apdzÓvotÓbas un ekonomisk‚s darbÓbas struk-
t˚ra tiek atzÓta par vienu no Latvijas reÏion‚l‚s attÓstÓbas visaktu‚l‚kaj‚m problÁm‚m.
ArÓ Ekonomisk‚s sadarbÓbas un attÓstÓbas organiz‚cija (angÔu valod‚: Organisation
for Economic Co-operation and Development) sav‚ pÁdÁj‚ ekonomiskaj‚ pÁtÓjum‚
Latvij‚ 2017. gad‚ atzÓmÁja, ka Latvijas ekonomika ir strauji un noturÓgi augusi, bet
ar to nepietiek Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas mazin‚anai, seviÌi akcen-
tÁjot Latvijas austrumu reÏionu problÁmas. Balstoties uz to, autore uzskata, ka ir
j‚veic mÁrÌtiecÓgs komplekss pÁtÓjums, kas veltÓts tikai un vienÓgi reÏionu ekonomisk‚s
diferenci‚cijas procesam, kuram ir savi cÁloÚi un faktori, r‚dÓt‚ji, strukt˚ra, likum-
sakarÓbas un sekas. Neskatoties uz to, ka Ó pÁtÓjuma objekts ir Latvijas reÏioni, reÏionu
ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju autore pÁta arÓ Eiropas SavienÓbas un pasaules reÏionos
un valstÓs.

TÁmas izpÁtes situ‚cijas analÓze. Praktiski visi m˚sdienu pÁtnieki reÏion‚l‚s ekono-
mikas jom‚ pievÁras reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa izpÁtei. –o pÁtÓjumu
pieredzes un rezult‚tu apkopoana ir diezgan sare˛ÏÓts uzdevums, jo ai tÁmai veltÓtu
publik‚ciju ir daudz, un pÁtÓjumi skar da˛‚dus reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas
procesa aspektus, piemÁram, t‚s [diferenci‚cijas] cÁloÚus un faktorus, strukt˚ru, likum-
sakarÓbas, sekas, k‚ arÓ attiecas uz da˛‚diem teritori‚l‚ dalÓjuma lÓmeÚiem ñ no paval-
dÓb‚m un pilsÁt‚m.

Par galvenajiem reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas cÁloÚiem un faktoriem pÁt-
nieki uzskata: Lielbrit‚nij‚ ñ nokÔ˚ana lÓdz liel‚m pilsÁt‚m, kas liel‚ mÁr‚ ietekmÁ
reÏion‚lo produktivit‚ti, Latvij‚ ñ reÏionu Ïeogr‚fiskais novietojums, dabas resursi
un atÌirÓbas iedzÓvot‚ju izvietojum‚, izglÓtÓbas un kult˚ras lÓmenÓ,3 ES fondu reÏion‚l‚
sadale, Krievij‚ ñ atÌirÓgais reÏionu ekonomiskais potenci‚ls, iedzÓvot‚ju spÁja piel‚-
goties jauna tipa ekonomiskaj‚m attiecÓb‚m, nodarbin‚tÓbas strukt˚rai. Savuk‚rt
Kan‚das pÁtnieki apgalvo, ka reÏion‚l‚s atÌirÓbas Kan‚d‚ nevar vienoti izskaidrot.

Par r‚dÓt‚jiem, kuri Ôauj izmÁrÓt reÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju, pÁtnieki izvÁlas
galvenok‚rt t‚dus ekonomiskos indikatorus, k‚ gala patÁriÚ reÏionos un reÏion‚lais
kopprodukts, iekzemes kopprodukts, tÓrais rÓcÓb‚ esoais ien‚kums, iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚-
kumu strukt˚ra, iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚kumu nodokÔi, da˛reiz ñ apvienojum‚ ar pla‚ku
soci‚lo indikatoru kl‚stu ñ piemÁram, demogr‚fiskie r‚dÓt‚ji, nodarbin‚tÓba, izglÓtÓba
un prasmes.

Da˛i zin‚tnieki savos pÁtÓjumos akcentÁ vÁsturiski izveidojuos un diezgan stabilo
teritori‚l‚s nevienlÓdzÓbas strukt˚ru, kas diezgan stipri ietekmÁ reÏion‚l‚s politikas
Óstenoanas rezult‚tus, piemÁram, decentraliz‚cijas politiku. PiemÁram, Ung‚rijas
reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pÁtÓjum‚ tiek nor‚dÓts: Ëetrdesmit piecu gadu
laik‚ soci‚lisma sistÁm‚ saglab‚j‚s tradicion‚lais valsts austrumu-rietumu reÏion‚lais

3 Vien‚ no mediju publik‚cij‚m Latvij‚ tiek pat apgalvots, ka ìLatvijai ir augst‚k‚s reÏion‚l‚s
attÓstÓbas atÌirÓbas Eiropas SavienÓb‚, un galvenais iemesls tam ir nevis Latgales liel‚ nabadzÓba,
bet drÓz‚k ñ galvaspilsÁtas liel‚ bag‚tÓbaî.
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sadalÓjums,ko noteica t‚ saucam‚ smag‚s r˚pniecÓbas ass, kas virzÓj‚s no Ung‚rijas
ziemeÔaustrumiem uz dienvidrietumiem un veidojas arÓ kapit‚listisk‚s moderniz‚cijas
period‚.

Apskatot valstu un reÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju, pÁtnieki atkl‚ja, ka atÌi-
rÓbas starp valstÓm bie˛i vien nav tik lielas k‚ atÌirÓbas valstu iekienÁ starp reÏioniem,
daudzos gadÓjumos starpvalstu diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes samazin‚jums liel‚k‚ mÁr‚
tiek saistÓts ar galvaspilsÁtas reÏionu attÓstÓbu, jo ajos reÏionos koncentrÁjas valsts
politisk‚ un ekonomisk‚ dzÓve ñ it Ópai Centr‚leirop‚ un Austrumeirop‚, Eirop‚ ir
vÁrojama milzÓga nodarbin‚tÓbas lÓmeÚa diferenci‚cija reÏion‚laj‚ lÓmenÓ, kas ir saistÓta
ar liel‚m atÌirÓb‚m ra˛oanas lÓmeÚa r‚dÓt‚jos uz vienu iedzÓvot‚ju.

PÁtnieki vis‚ pasaulÁ atzÓmÁ arÓ reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas seku nevien-
nozÓmÓgumu, apgalvojot, ka no ekonomisk‚s efektivit‚tes viedokÔa teritori‚l‚ nevien-
lÓdzÓba var b˚t gan konstruktÓva, gan destruktÓva. No vienas puses, soci‚lekonomisk‚
diferenci‚cija valstÓ stimulÁ nabadzÓg‚ko reÏionu attÓstÓbu, veicina reÏionu attÓstÓbas
ilgtspÁju, bet, no otras puses, stimulÁjoais teritori‚l‚s diferenci‚cijas efekts ir vÁrojams
tikai lÓdz noteiktam punktam.

Autores izpÁtes rezult‚ti liecina par to, ka Latvij‚ da˛‚di reÏionu ekonomisk‚s
diferenci‚cijas aspekti tiek pÁtÓti ne tikai ekonomistu-reÏion‚listu un vadÓbzin‚tnieku
darbos. Ar o tÁmu Latvij‚ nodarbojas arÓ Ïeogr‚fi reÏion‚l‚s un cilvÁku Ïeogr‚fijas4

ietvaros, kas saskan ar pasaules kopÁj‚m tendencÁm un notiek t‚ iemesla dÁÔ, ka
reÏion‚l‚ ekonomika vÁsturiski attÓstÓj‚s no Ïeogr‚fijas zin‚tnes un turpina ciei savstar-
pÁji mijiedarboties ar to [ar Ïeogr‚fijas zin‚tni] reÏion‚l‚s zin‚tnes (angÔu valod‚:
regional science) ietvaros, jo pÁtot dabas un soci‚lo procesu telpisko samÁrÓgumu un
savstarpÁjo saikni, par‚d‚s ekonomisk‚s Ïeogr‚fijas un reÏion‚l‚s ekonomikas kopÁjo
intereu lauks.

EKOSOC-LV projekta 5.2.3. ìLatvijas lauku un reÏion‚l‚s attÓstÓbas procesi un
iespÁjas zin‚anu ekonomikas kontekst‚î ietvaros B. Riv˛a, M. Kr˚zmÁtra un E. Jer-
molajeva apkopoja Latvij‚ veiktos zin‚tniskos pÁtÓjumus par pilsÁtu, reÏionu un lauku
attÓstÓbu un secin‚ja, kano kopÁj‚ pÁtÓjumu apjoma liel‚k‚ daÔa darbu ir veltÓti situ‚cijas
aprakstam (uzÚÁmÁjdarbÓbas virzieni, klasteru virzieni, attÓstÓbas programmu kvalit‚te
utt.), savuk‚rt maz analizÁtas ir teritorijas iedzÓvot‚ju aktivit‚u izpausmes situ‚cijas
mainÓanai un vietÁj‚s varas instit˚ciju rÓcÓbas kvalit‚tei, lai tuvin‚tu teritorijas attÓstÓbas
lÓmeni viedai dzÓves telpai. Tiei ie divi aspekti varÁtu kÔ˚t par pareizÁj‚s pÁtniecisk‚s
darbÓbas galvenajiem virzieniem, meklÁjot cÁloÚus, kas nosaka liel‚s reÏionu atÌirÓbas,
un skaidrojot cilvÁku (ìsmart peopleî) un p‚rvaldÓbas (ìsmart governanceî) kvalit‚tes
lomu viedas dzÓves telpas veidoan‚. EKOSOC-LV projekta rezult‚t‚ tika publicÁta
monogr‚fija ìZin‚anu ekonomika Latvijas lauku un reÏionu dzÓvotspÁjaiî (2018),
kuras priekv‚rd‚ Latvijas PavaldÓbu savienÓbas prieksÁdis G. Kaminskis uzrakstÓja,
ka ìlai darbotos pasaules lÓmenÓ, nav vajadzÓga ne liela pavaldÓba, ne liels uzÚÁmums ñ
pietiek ar pr‚tuî.

4 –ie zin‚tnisko pÁtÓjumu virzieni tiek nor‚dÓti Latvijas Universit‚tes Ãeogr‚fijas un Zemes
zin‚tÚu fakult‚tes CilvÁka Ïeogr‚fijas katedras m‚jaslap‚ (https://www.geo.lu.lv/
geografijasnodala/cilvekageografijaskatedra/).
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EKOSOC-LV projekta rezult‚t‚ publicÁtaj‚ monogr‚fij‚ ìZin‚anu ekonomika
Latvijas lauku un reÏionu dzÓvotspÁjaiî (2018) tika konstatÁts, ka ìaugst‚kie k‚ kopÁ-
j‚s uzÚÁmÁjdarbÓbas, t‚ zin‚anu ekonomikas izaugsmes tempi pÁc uzÚÁmumu skaita
un nodarbin‚to skaita vÁrojami PierÓgas reÏion‚, p‚rsniedzot arÓ lielo pilsÁtu r‚dÓt‚jus.
To maksim‚li veicina zin‚anu ietilpÓgo pakalpojumu pieaugums, kas aj‚ reÏion‚
sasniedz maksim‚lo Ópatsvaru no zin‚anu ekonomikas segmenta reÏionosî.

Promocijas darba pÁtÓjuma objekts: Latvijas NUTS 3 lÓmeÚa reÏioni jeb statistiskie
reÏioni: RÓgas reÏions, PierÓgas reÏions, Vidzemes reÏions, Kurzemes reÏions, Zemgales
reÏions, Latgales reÏions.

Promocijas darba pÁtÓjuma priekmets: reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferenci‚cija k‚ tel-
pisks un dinamisks process.

Promocijas darba hipotÁze: Latvijas reÏioni vÁsturiski ir diferencÁti un mono-
centriski attÓstÓti ekonomiskaj‚ aspekt‚, bet 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ notiek izmaiÚas,
kas ir saistÓtas ar ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes dekoncentr‚ciju RÓgas reÏion‚ un pastipri-
n‚tu koncentr‚ciju PierÓgas reÏion‚.

Promocijas darba mÁrÌis: izpÁtÓt un noteikt Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferen-
ci‚cijas k‚ telpiska un dinamiska procesa ÓpatnÓbas 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ uz pasaules
un ES valstu un to reÏionu ekonomisk‚s un citu veidu diferenci‚cijas fona.

Atbilstoi mÁrÌim ir izvirzÓti ‚di promocijas darba uzdevumi:
1) izanalizÁt reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas teorÁtisk‚s pamatnost‚dnes;
2) izveidot reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas izpÁtes metodoloÏisko b‚zi;
3) izpÁtÓt pasaules un Eiropas SavienÓbas valstu un to reÏionu ekonomisk‚s

diferenci‚cijas da˛‚dus aspektus;
4) empÓriski izvÁrtÁt Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju.

Promocijas darb‚ izmantot‚s metodes: Promocijas darb‚ izmantotas visp‚rzin‚t-
nisk‚s ñ gan teorÁtisk‚s, gan empÓrisk‚s metodes, k‚ arÓ speci‚l‚s ekonometrisk‚s
metodes.

Visp‚rzin‚tnisk‚s teorÁtisk‚s metodes: 1) monogr‚fisk‚ metode (angÔu valod‚:
monographic method) ñ zin‚tnisk‚s literat˚ras un pÁtÓjumu rezult‚tu analÓzei; 2)
retrospektÓv‚s analÓzes (angÔu valod‚: retrospective analysis) metode ñ Latvijas reÏionu
ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas vÁsturiskajai analÓzei; 3) loÏisk‚s analÓzes (angÔu valod‚:
logical analysis) un sintÁzes (angÔu valod‚: synthesis) metodes; 4) dedukcijas (angÔu
valod‚: deduction) un indukcijas (angÔu valod‚: induction) metodes pÁtÓjuma objekta
sistÁmiskajai analÓzei (angÔu valod‚: systemic analysis) ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas
procesa kontekst‚.

Visp‚rzin‚tnisk‚s empÓrisk‚s metodes:1) reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas un
citu veidu diferenci‚cijaspak‚pes salÓdzino‚ analÓze (angÔu valod‚: comparative
analysis); 2) reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas formas izpÁte, izmantojot norm‚l‚
sadalÓjuma likumu (angÔu valod‚: law of normal distribution), grafiski ilustrÁjamo ar
Gausa lÓkni (angÔu valod‚: Gauss curve), un Kolmogorova-Smirnova testu (angÔu
valod‚: Kolmogorov-Smirnov test)5 vai –apiro-Vilka testu (angÔu valod‚: Shapiro-

5 Izlasei, kur‚ ir vair‚k par 50 objektiem.
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Wilk test);6 3) reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas tempa (angÔu valod‚: pace) izpÁte
ar vari‚cijas koeficienta ikgadÁjo procentu‚lo izmaiÚu moduÔa vidÁjo vÁrtÓbu; 4)
savstarpÁj‚s sakarÓbas izpÁte, izmantojot korel‚cijas analÓzi (angÔu valod‚: correlation
analysis); 5) talanta nozÓmes izpÁte reÏiona ekonomiskaj‚ veiktspÁj‚ un izaugsmÁ,
izmantojot line‚r‚s regresijas analÓzes metodi (angÔu valod‚: linear regression analysis),
k‚ arÓ gadÓjuma analÓzes (angÔu valod‚: case study) metodi.

Speci‚l‚s ekonometrisk‚s metodes: 1) reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes
izpÁte ar vari‚cijas koeficientu (angÔu valod‚: coefficient of variation); 2) reÏionu
ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa virziena izpÁte ar tehnisk‚s analÓzes metodÁm
(angÔu valod‚: technical analysis), relatÓvo maksimumu (angÔu valod‚: relative high)
un relatÓvo minimumu (angÔu valod‚: relative low) metode, k‚ arÓ vienk‚r‚ slÓdo‚
vidÁj‚ (angÔu valod‚: simple moving average) analÓze; 3) reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferen-
ci‚cijas izpÁte da˛‚dos teritori‚lajos lÓmeÚos ar vari‚cijas koeficienta salÓdzin‚anu
starpvalstu un iekvalstu reÏion‚laj‚ lÓmenÓ; 4) ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes koncentr‚cijas
izpÁte ar lokaliz‚cijas koeficientu (angÔu valod‚: location quotient, LQ).

Promocijas darba uzdevumu risin‚anai izmantotie materi‚li:
� zin‚tnisk‚ literat˚ra un iepriek veikto ‚rzemju un Latvijas zin‚tnieku pÁtÓjumu

rezult‚ti reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas jom‚;
� Latvijas Zin‚tÚu akadÁmijas (LZA) TerminoloÏijas komisijas AkadÁmisk‚ terminu

datub‚ze AkadTerm reÏionu diferenci‚ciju definÁjoo jÁdzienu un terminu tulko-
anai;

� Latvijas Republikas Centr‚l‚s statistikas p‚rvaldes teritori‚l‚ statistika par Latvijas
reÏioniem par laika periodu no 2000. gada lÓdz 2017. gadam;

� Latvijas Republikas Centr‚l‚s statistikas p‚rvaldes vÁsturisk‚ teritori‚l‚ statistika;
� Pasaules Bankas (angÔu valod‚: World Bank) dati;
� Pasaules Ekonomikas foruma (angÔu valod‚: World Economic Forum) Glob‚l‚s

konkurÁtspÁjas p‚rskata (angÔu valod‚: Global Competitiveness Report) dati;
� Eurostat dati;
� subnacion‚l‚ Tautas attÓstÓbas indeksa (STAI) (angÔu valod‚: Sub-national Human

Development Index, SHDI) datu b‚zes jaun‚k‚ versija (2019. gada marts), kuru
izveidoja NÓderlandes Redbouda Universit‚tes Mened˛menta pÁtÓjumu instit˚ts
(angÔu valod‚: Institute for Management Research of the Radboud University).7

Promocijas darba teorÁtiskais un metodoloÏiskais pamats. ReÏionu ekonomisk‚s
diferenci‚cijas izpÁtes teorÁtisko pamatu veido reÏion‚l‚s nevienlÓdzÓbas teorijas (angÔu
valod‚: theories of regional inequality): s‚kot no ¬. Smita (A.†Smith, 1776) teritori‚l‚s
darba dalÓanas (angÔu valoda: division of labour) klasisk‚s koncepcijas un D. Rikardo

6 Izlasei, kur‚ ir maz‚k par 50 objektiem.

7 Izstr‚d‚ta, balstoties uz Tautas attÓstÓbas indeksa (TAI) (angÔu valod‚: Human Development
Index, HDI) datu b‚zi, kuru izveidoja Apvienoto N‚ciju Organiz‚cijas AttÓstÓbas programma
(ANOAP) (angÔu valod‚: United Nations Development Programme, UNDP). –Ó datu b‚ze
ietver ne tikai paa Tautas attÓstÓbas indeksa apakindeksus, bet arÓ iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚kumu,
izglÓtoan‚s ilguma skol‚ un jaundzimuo paredzam‚ m˚˛a ilguma r‚dÓt‚jus 161 pasaules
valsts iekÁjos reÏionos.
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(D. Ricardo, 1817), E. Hekera (E. Heckscher, 1919), B. Olina (B. Ohlin, 1933)
neoklasiskajiem tirdzniecÓbas modeÔiem, kas balst‚s uz salÓdzinoaj‚m priekrocÓb‚m
(angÔu valod‚: comparative advantage), lÓdz pat ìjaun‚s ekonomisk‚s Ïeogr‚fijasî
(angÔu valod‚: new economic geography) P. Krugmana (P. Krugman, 1991), E. Vena-
bela (A. Venables, 1996) un D. Pugas (D. Puga, 1999) modeÔiem, kuru pamat‚ ir
nepilnÓga konkurence un ieÚÁmumi no kapit‚la.

Balstoties uz M. Fud˛itas un J. TisÁ (M. Fujita, J. Thisse, 2002), S. Kima (S. Kim,
2008), S. Galles, A. Rodrigesa-KlÁra, M. JÓ (S. Galle, A. Rodriguez-Clare, M. Yi,
2017) metodoloÏisko pieeju teritori‚lajai nevienlÓdzÓbai k‚ koncentr‚cijas un izklie-
dÁanas spÁku (angÔu valod‚: forces of concentration and dispersion) mijiedarbÓbas
rezult‚tam, reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas izpÁtes teorÁtisk‚ pamatojuma izveidei
autore izmantoja arÓ telpisk‚s ekonomikas (angÔu valod‚: spatial economics) V. Aizarda
(W. Isard, 1956), M. Fud˛itas, P. Krugmana un E. Venabela (1999) teorijas un telpisk‚s
interakcijas (angÔu valod‚: spatial interaction), A. Forteringema (A. Fortheringham,
1989, 2000) un A. Granberga (А. Гранберг, 2004) modeÔus, k‚ arÓ aglomer‚cijas un
lokaliz‚cijas ekonomikas (angÔu valod‚: agglomeration and lokalization economics)
teorijas: s‚kot no A. M‚rala (A. Marshall, 1890) teorijas par aglomer‚cijas efektiem
19. gadsimta Anglijas industri‚l‚s attÓstÓbas rajonos lÓdz modernaj‚m G. Hansona
(G. Hanson, 1996), D. AndreËa (D. Andretsch, 1998), M. Fud˛itas un J. TisÁ (2002)
aglomer‚cijas un lokaliz‚cijas ekonomikas teorij‚m.

MetodoloÏisko b‚zi reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas b˚tÓbas un t‚s galveno
determinÁjoo faktoru noteikanai m˚sdienu pasaulÁ veido S. Eizentata (S. Eisenstadt,
1966), D. Bella (D. Bell, 1973, 1989), R. Ingleharta (R. Inglehart, 1977, 1997), E.
Toflera (A. Toffler, 1970, 1980) moderniz‚cijas teorijas (angÔu valod‚: modernization
theories), k‚ arÓ A. Sena (A. Sen, 1970, 1983, 1999), A. Andersona (A. Andersson,
1985), D˛. RoËa (J. Rauch, 1993) uz cilvÁku orientÁt‚ pieeja (angÔu valod‚: human-
centered approach) reÏionu diferenci‚cijai, t.sk. R. Floridas (R. Florida, 2001) rado‚s
Ìiras teorija (angÔu valod‚: creative class theory).

PÁtÓjuma ierobe˛ojumi. PÁtÓjuma periods ir ierobe˛ots ar 21. gadsimta s‚kuma
gadiem (2000. g.ñ2017. g.), kaut gan Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas
vÁsturisk‚ analÓze aptver arÓ 16., 17., 19. un 20. gadsimta periodu.

Promocijas darba strukt˚ru veido ievads, trÓs daÔas un nobeigums.
Darba pirmaj‚ daÔ‚ tiek analizÁti reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas teorÁtiskie

un metodoloÏiskie aspekti, t.sk. ekonomikas teorijas, kas varÁtu izskaidrot reÏionu
ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju k‚ telpisku un dinamisku procesu, apskatÓta jÁdzienu un
terminu sistÁma, kas raksturo reÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju, k‚ arÓ metodoloÏisk‚
pieeja un metodes, kurasvar izmantot reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas izpÁtÁ.

Darba otraj‚ daÔ‚ tiek veikta pasaules un Eiropas SavienÓbas valstu un to reÏionu
ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas empÓrisk‚ izpÁte atbilstoi pirmaj‚ daÔ‚ Óstenotajai pÁtÓ-
juma priekmeta ñ reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas ñ struktur‚lajai operaciona-
liz‚cijai, k‚ arÓ pamatojoties uz pirmaj‚ daÔ‚ izstr‚d‚to reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferen-
ci‚cijas izpÁtes metodoloÏisko b‚zi un izmantojot soci‚lo zin‚tÚu jomas zin‚tnieku
pÁtÓjumu datus.

Darba treaj‚ daÔ‚ tiek empÓriski izvÁrtÁta Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferen-
ci‚cija, t.sk. tiek veikta Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas vÁsturisk‚ analÓze,
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k‚ arÓ tiek pÁtÓta t‚s reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas b˚tÓba un galvenie determi-
nÁjoie faktori 21. gadsimt‚, Úemot vÁr‚ iepriekÁjo Latvijas zin‚tnieku pieredzi reÏionu
ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas izpÁtes jom‚ un izmantojot Latvijas Republikas Centr‚l‚s
statistikas p‚rvaldes teritori‚lo statistiku.

Darba nobeigum‚ ir formulÁti galvenie secin‚jumi, noteiktas problÁmas un izstr‚-
d‚tas rekomend‚cijas to risin‚anai.

Promocijas darba zin‚tnisk‚ novit‚te:
� reÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju skaidrojoo teoriju un definÁjoo terminu siste-

matizÁana;
� klasisk‚s ekonomikas teorijas k‚ ìbeztelpisk‚s ekonomikasî m˚sdienu zin‚tnieku

uztveres kritiska analÓze;
� reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas k‚ telpiska un dinamiska procesa sistÁmiska

izpÁte;
� reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas formas izpÁte ar norm‚l‚ sadalÓjuma palÓ-

dzÓbu;
� talanta nozÓmes empÓrisk‚ noteikana reÏiona ekonomiskaj‚ veiktspÁj‚ un

izaugsmÁ;
� Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas vÁsturisk‚ analÓze;
� reÏionu kompleksas soci‚lekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas (ar ekonomisko dominanti)

empÓriska pier‚dÓana.

Promocijas darba praktisk‚ nozÓme:
� Latvijas reÏion‚l‚s politikas Óstenot‚jiem ñ promocijas darba ietvaros veikt‚

Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas sistÁmisk‚ analÓze ir pamats reÏio-
n‚l‚s politikas efektÓv‚kai Óstenoanai;

� augstskolu docÁt‚jiem ñ promocijas darb‚ iekÔautais teorÁtiskais, metodoloÏiskais,
metodiskais un empÓriskais materi‚ls ir lietojams augst‚k‚s izglÓtÓbas lÓmeÚa studiju
kursu izstr‚dei teritori‚l‚s ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas jom‚;

� analÓtiÌiem ñ promocijas darb‚ veikto empÓrisko pÁtÓjumu metodika ir palÓginstru-
ments teritori‚l‚s ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas t‚l‚kajai situ‚cijas izpÁtei da˛‚dos
teritori‚l‚ iedalÓjuma lÓmeÚos.

Aizst‚vÁanai izvirzÓt‚s tÁzes:
1) terminoloÏijas izvÁle reÏionu diferenci‚cijas procesa izpÁtÁ ir atkarÓga no pÁtÓjuma

objekta un priekmeta;
2) reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferenci‚cija nav tikai unik‚la Latvijas par‚dÓba, t‚ ir vÁro-

jama arÓ pasaules un Eiropas SavienÓbas attÓstÓt‚kaj‚s valstÓs;
3) ekonomisk‚ diferenci‚cija Latvij‚ veidoj‚s vÁsturiski un noritÁja ne tikai starp

reÏioniem, bet arÓ virzien‚ ìpilsÁta-laukiî un ekonomikas nozaru griezum‚;
4) reÏiona spÁja piesaistÓt talantus ir ekonomisk‚s izaugsmes impulss, taËu, lai ekono-

misk‚ veiktspÁja b˚tu ilgtspÁjÓga, tam [reÏionam] ir j‚kÔ˚st pilnÓb‚ konkurÁtspÁ-
jÓgam pÁc talanta.
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Gala atzinumi

Veiktaj‚ pÁtÓjum‚ par Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju 21. gadsimta
s‚kum‚, metodoloÏiski pieÚemot, ka pati par sevi reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferenci‚cija
ir norm‚ls process, kas raksturÓgs tirgus ekonomikai, un reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferen-
ci‚cija nav tikai unik‚la Latvijas par‚dÓba, autore pier‚dÓja hipotÁzi par to, ka Latvijas
reÏioni vÁsturiski ir diferencÁti un monocentriski attÓstÓti ekonomiskaj‚ aspekt‚, bet
21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ notiek izmaiÚas, kas ir saistÓtas ar ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes dekon-
centr‚ciju RÓgas reÏion‚ un pastiprin‚tu koncentr‚ciju PierÓgas reÏion‚.

Proti, tika pier‚dÓts, ka Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferenci‚cija s‚k‚s vÁl 16.
gadsimta beig‚s ñ 17. gadsimta s‚kum‚ Reform‚cijas rezult‚t‚ un pastiprin‚j‚s ar
19. gadsimta kapit‚listisko un 20. gadsimta padomju industrializ‚ciju. Latvijas reÏionu
ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes salÓdzin‚jums ar citu veidu diferenci‚cijas pak‚pi
par‚dÓja, ka t‚pat k‚ ES valstÓs un pasaulÁ kopum‚, Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚
diferencÁtÓba 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ stabili dominÁ salÓdzin‚jum‚ ar Latvijas reÏionu
diferencÁtÓbu pÁc iedzÓvot‚ju izglÓtÓbas un veselÓbas. Neskatoties uz to, ka Latvijas
reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferencÁtÓba joproj‚m ir diezgan stipra un monocentrÁta, 21.
gadsimta s‚kum‚ Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas proces‚ notiek izmai-
Úas: RÓgas reÏions ir lÓderis ekonomiski diferencÁto Latvijas reÏionu hierarhij‚, taËu
taj‚ s‚kas ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes dekoncentr‚cija, kura empÓriski izpau˛as ar ekono-
misk‚s aktivit‚tes lokaliz‚cijas koeficienta samazin‚anos. Savuk‚rt PierÓgas reÏions
21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ attÓst‚s visdinamisk‚k un aktÓvi maina savu pozÓciju ekonomiski
diferencÁto Latvijas reÏionu hierarhij‚.

Viena no nozÓmÓg‚kaj‚m Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa
iezÓmÁm, autorespr‚t, ir t‚, ka Latvijas reÏioni atrodas da˛‚d‚s ekonomisk‚s attÓstÓbas
stadij‚s, bet Latvij‚ nav pilnÓb‚ dinamisku, stagnÁjou vai degradÁjou reÏionu, kas
liecina par Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa konstruktÓvo raksturu
21. gadsimta s‚kum‚. LÓdz ar to pÁtÓjuma mÁrÌis ir sasniegts ñ ir izpÁtÓtas un noteiktas
Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas k‚ telpiska un dinamiska procesa Ópat-
nÓbas 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ uz pasaules un ES valstu un to reÏionu ekonomisk‚s un
citu veidu diferenci‚cijas fona.

Galvenie secin‚jumi

1. Klasisk‚s un neoklasisk‚s ekonomisk‚s teorijas un modeÔi, kuriem da˛i m˚sdienu
zin‚tnieki nepamatoti piedÁvÁ telpisk‚ aspekta ignorÁanu ekonomik‚, tomÁr
pamato uzskatu, ka reÏionu diferenci‚cijas procesu ìiedarbinaî teritori‚l‚ darba
dalÓana un tas notiek arÓ griezum‚ ìpilsÁta-laukiî, kas ir j‚Úem vÁr‚ arÓ empÓriskaj‚
Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas izpÁtÁ.

2. Jau klasiskaj‚ ekonomisk‚s domas attÓstÓbas period‚ notiek viedokÔu dalÓan‚s
par to, kas ir galvenais teritoriju diferenci‚cijas faktors ñ to tehnoloÏisk‚s priek-
rocÓbas vai resursu p‚rpilnÓba. Neoklasisko D. Rikardo modeli var uzskatÓt par
prieknoteikumu t‚l‚kai moderniz‚cijas teoriju attÓstÓbai un tehnoloÏisk‚ faktora
nozÓmes pamatoanai reÏionu diferenci‚cijas proces‚.
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3. Klasiskajos telpisk‚s ekonomikas darbos par galvenajiem determinÁjoajiem ra˛o-
anas diferenci‚cijas faktoriem Ïeogr‚fiskaj‚ telp‚ tiek nosaukti dabas faktori,
bet A. Les pamatoja, ka teritori‚lo darba dalÓanu determinÁtiei ekonomiskie
faktori ñ ra˛oanas koncentr‚cijas efekts un transporta izmaksas.

4. Telpisk‚s ekonomikas teorijas pamato arÓ da˛‚dus diferencÁto (pretstat‚ simetris-
kaj‚m) teritoriju attÓstÓbas organiz‚cijas veidus saistÓb‚ ar ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes
centraliz‚cijas tipu, proti, monocentriskais (ìcentrs-perifÁrijaî) vai policentriskais
(ar vair‚kiem izaugsmes poliem).

5. Aglomer‚cijas un ekonomikas lokaliz‚cijas teorijas pamato, pirmk‚rt, reÏionu
diferenci‚cijas dabiskumu un neizbÁgamÓbu, jo saimniecisk‚ dzÓve ir koncentrÁta
diezgan ierobe˛ot‚ apdzÓvoto vietu daudzum‚,un otrk‚rt, reÏionu ekonomisk‚s
diferenci‚cijas cÁloÚus, kuriem, neraugoties uz dabas apst‚kÔu neapaub‚mo nozÓ-
mÓbu, tomÁr ir ekonomisks vai tehnoloÏisks saturs.

6. Moderniz‚cijas teorijas akcentÁ cieu m˚sdienu pasaules tehnoloÏisk‚s attÓstÓbas
saikni ar valstu un reÏionu diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes pieaugumu, apgalvojot, ka
tehnoloÏijas padara politisko un ekonomisko vidi asimetrisk‚ku un neparedza-
m‚ku. P‚r‚k stipru ñ da˛reiz destruktÓvu ñ reÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju
var nosaukt par tehnoloÏisk‚ progresa ìcenuî.

7. 2002. gad‚ R. Florida publicÁja gr‚matu ìThe Rise of the Creative Classî, kas
raisÓja lielu interesi par radoumu un t‚ nozÓmi ekonomik‚. R. Floridas rado‚s
Ìiras teorija ekonomikas zin‚tnÁ rad‚s uz cilvÁku orientÁt‚s pieejas ietvaros.
SaskaÚ‚ ar o teoriju cilvÁku radoums jeb talants m˚sdien‚s arvien liel‚k‚ mÁr‚
nosaka teritorijas pozÓciju ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas proces‚, p‚rspÁjot dabas
resursu un fizisk‚ kapit‚la nozÓmi.

8. Pasaules pÁtnieciskaj‚ praksÁ talantu saistÓb‚ ar teritoriju mÁra ar teritorijas konku-
rÁtspÁju pÁc talanta, nesaistot to ar noteikt‚m ekonomikas nozarÁm. Zin‚tniskaj‚
literat˚r‚ im mÁrÌim pied‚v‚ izmantot Glob‚l‚s konkurÁtspÁjas pÁc talanta
indeksu (GKTI), k‚ arÓ indikatorus, kuri mÁra pasaules valstu konkurÁtspÁju pÁc
talanta ar diviem Glob‚l‚s konkurÁtspÁjas indeks‚(GKI) ietvertiem komponentiem:
valsts spÁja piesaistÓt un noturÁt talantus.

9. Par 2018. gadu veikt‚ korel‚cijas analÓze vis‚ ES valstu izlasÁ par‚dÓja, ka Glob‚l‚s
konkurÁtspÁjas pÁc talanta indekss ir nozÓmÓg‚ks nek‚ nodarbin‚to Ópatsvars
radoaj‚s nozarÁs, tas ir saistÓts ar IKP apjomu un izaugsmes tempu, k‚ arÓ ar ES
valstu radoo nozaru eksporta produktivit‚ti. T‚pÁc promocijas darba autore
Glob‚l‚s konkurÁtspÁjas pÁc talanta indeksu uzskata par efektÓv‚ku instrumentu
teritorijas talanta mÁrÓjumiem nek‚ nodarbin‚to Ópatsvara r‚dÓt‚ju radoaj‚s
nozarÁs.

10. ReÏionu diferenci‚cija ir process ar noteiktu rezult‚tu ñ reÏionu diferencÁtÓbu,
t.i., noteiktu diferenci‚cijas pak‚pi. MetodoloÏisk‚ pieeja diferenci‚cijas procesa
noÌiranai no t‚ rezult‚ta ñ diferencÁtÓbas, kuru aj‚ pÁtÓjum‚ izmanto autore, ir
analoÏiska attÓstÓbas procesa un t‚ rezult‚ta ñ attÓstÓtÓbas ñ noÌiranai.

11. ReÏionu diferenci‚cijas tÁmas izpÁtes proces‚ autore sask‚r‚s ar to, ka zin‚tniskaj‚
literat˚r‚ izmanto daudzveidÓgus terminus un to kombin‚cijas. TerminoloÏijas
izvÁle diferenci‚cijas izpÁtÁ ir atkarÓga no konkrÁta pÁtÓjuma objekta ñ vai t‚ ir
teritorija pati par sevi, vai arÓ k‚da soci‚li ekonomisk‚ par‚dÓba. –aj‚ pÁtÓjum‚
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tika apskatÓta tikai reÏionu k‚ pÁtÓjuma objekta ekonomisk‚ diferenci‚cija salÓdzi-
n‚jum‚ ar citu veidu diferenci‚ciju.

12. Lai ieg˚tu pilnÓg‚ku un kompleksu izpratni par promocijas pÁtÓjuma objektu un
priekmetu, autore veica pÁtÓjuma priekmeta ñ reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferen-
ci‚cija ñ struktur‚lo un faktor‚loo peracionaliz‚ciju, k‚ arÓ pÁtÓjuma objekta ñ
Latvijas reÏioni ñ sistÁmisko analÓzi to ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas kontekst‚.

13. Katram no reÏionu diferenci‚cijas veidiem (ekonomisk‚, soci‚l‚, kult˚ras, poli-
tisk‚, lingvistisk‚, etnisk‚ utt.) ir raksturÓgi ‚di struktur‚lie elementi: diferenci‚-
cijas pak‚pe un forma, diferenci‚cijas virziens un temps, diferenci‚cijas teritori‚lais
lÓmenis (starpvalstu vai iekvalstu, starpreÏion‚lais vai intrareÏion‚lais) un grie-
zums (pilsÁta-lauki).

14. PÁtÓjuma objekta ñ Latvijas reÏionu ñ sistÁmisk‚ analÓze par‚dÓja, ka koncentr‚cijas
un izkliedÁanas spÁku mijiedarbÓbas ietekmÁ notiek ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes
koncentr‚cija vai dekoncentr‚cija (kas ir reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pro-
cesa virzÓt‚jspÁks) atseviÌos Latvijas reÏionos. Rezult‚t‚ Latvijas reÏioni ekono-
miski diferencÁjas un tos var klasificÁt ìtÓrosî reÏionu tipos.

15. PÁc ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes koncentr‚cijas pak‚pes, virziena un tempa Latvijas
reÏionus (t‚pat k‚ jebkuras citas valsts reÏionus) var klasificÁt ‚dos ìtÓrosî reÏionu
tipos: pilnÓb‚ dinamiski reÏioni, pilnÓb‚ stagnÁjoi reÏioni, pilnÓb‚ degradÁjoi
reÏioni. Autores identificÁtu ìtÓroî reÏionu tipu esamÓba valstÓ liecina par to, ka
reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferencÁtÓba ir p‚r‚k stipra un bremzÁ gan pau reÏionu,
gan visas valsts attÓstÓbu.

16. ReÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa un t‚ rezult‚tu empÓrisk‚s interpre-
t‚cijas gait‚ autore nodalÓja analizÁjamos ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes k‚ t‚das r‚dÓ-
t‚jus (IKP uz vienu iedzÓvot‚ju un iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚kumi) no reÏionu ekonomisk‚s
diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes (vari‚cijas koeficients) un ekonomisk‚s aktivit‚tes koncen-
tr‚cijas reÏionos (lokaliz‚cijas koeficients) r‚dÓt‚jiem.

17. Valstu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes salÓdzino‚ analÓze liecina par pasaules
un ES valstu stabilu ekonomisk‚s diferencÁtÓbas p‚rsvaru salÓdzin‚jum‚ ar citu
veidu diferencÁtÓbu, piemÁram, pasaules valstu diferencÁtÓba pÁc iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚ku-
miem laika period‚ no 2000. gada lÓdz 2017. gadam vidÁji bija 2.4 reizes augst‚ka
nek‚ diferencÁtÓba pÁc izglÓtÓbas (ES ñ 3.1 reizes), un 7.5 reizes augst‚ka nek‚
diferencÁtÓba pÁc veselÓbas (ES ñ 8.9 reizes).

18. Pati par sevi Eiropas valstu ekonomisk‚ diferencÁtÓba 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ vidÁji
bija trÓs reizes v‚j‚ka nek‚ pasaules valstu ekonomisk‚ diferencÁtÓba, neskatoties
uz to, ka, veicot salÓdzin‚jumu ES ietvaros, t‚s valstu ekonomisk‚ diferencÁtÓba
t‚pat k‚ pasaulÁ kopum‚ (un pat vair‚k nek‚ pasaulÁ kopum‚) stabili dominÁ uz
citu veidu diferencÁtÓbas fona.

19. –asaules un ES valstu un to reÏionu izkliedes (pÁc ekonomisko r‚dÓt‚ju varb˚tÓb‚m)
atbilstÓbas analÓze norm‚lajam sadalÓjumam Ô‚va autorei noskaidrot, ka pasaules
valstu ekonomisk‚ diferencÁtÓba, atÌirÓb‚ no ES valstu ekonomisk‚s diferen-
cÁtÓbas, m˚sdienu pasaulÁ neatbilst norm‚lajam sadalÓjumam, kas, pÁc autores
dom‚m, liecina par ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa destruktÓvismu pasaulÁ
kopum‚.
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20. Eiropas SavienÓb‚ valstu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas process 21. gadsimta pirm‚s
desmitgades beig‚s kÔuva konstruktÓvs, kas izdevÓgi atÌir ES no pasaules kopum‚,
jo tas ir labvÁlÓgs ekonomisk‚s attÓstÓbas nosacÓjums gan atseviÌ‚m ES valstÓm,
gan arÓ visai Eiropas SavienÓbai kopum‚. To valstu izlasÁ, kuras 2017. gad‚ bija
ES dalÓbvalstis, vidÁjais iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚kumu lÓmenis laika period‚ no 2000. gada
lÓdz 2017. gadam vienmÁr bija augst‚ks nek‚ pasaulÁ kopum‚.

21. Autore veica arÓ da˛u pasaules un ES valstu reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas
formas pilotanalÓzi. Izr‚dÓj‚s, ka gandrÓz visas autores selektÓvi analizÁt‚s valstis
(izÚemot ÕÓnu), kas atrodas da˛‚das ekonomisk‚s attÓstÓbas stadij‚s un kur‚s
attiecÓgi ir Ôoti atÌirÓgs vidÁjais iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚kumu lÓmenis, zin‚m‚ mÁr‚ ir
lÓdzÓgas sav‚ starp‚, jo to iekÁjo reÏionu izkliede pÁc iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚kumu vidÁjo
lielumu varb˚tÓb‚m atbilst norm‚lajam sadalÓjumam.

22. Valstu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa virziena analÓze par‚dÓja, ka pasaulÁ
kopum‚ un arÓ ES ekonomiskajai diferencÁtÓbai 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ ir lejupejos
trends, t.i., pasaules un ES valstu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pe past‚vÓgi
samazin‚s, neskatoties uz Ósiem ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes pieauguma
periodiem Eiropas SavienÓbas valstÓs.

23. Autores veikt‚ analÓze par‚dÓja, ka pasaules valstu izlasÁ 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚
empÓriski apstiprin‚s Kuzneca hipotÁze, turkl‚t iedzÓvot‚ju ien‚kumu sliekÚa
lÓmenis, sasniedzot kuru main‚s savstarpÁj‚ sakarÓba starp vidÁjo ien‚kumu lÓmeni
valstÓ un t‚s reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pi no tiei proporcion‚las
uz apgriezti proporcion‚lu, ir vien‚ds ar 5000 ASV dol‚ru uz vienu iedzÓvot‚ju.
TaËu t‚ ir tikai statistiska likumsakarÓba nevis ekonomisks likums.

24. Autore piekrÓt daudzu zin‚tnieku viedoklim, ka savstarpÁj‚s sakarÓbas izpausme
starp iedzÓvot‚ju vidÁjo ien‚kumu lÓmeni un reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas
pak‚pi katr‚ atseviÌi Úemt‚ valstÓ ne vienmÁr b˚s apgrieztas U-veida Kuzneca
lÓknes form‚, tam var b˚t arÓ cita forma, kas ir atkarÓga galvenok‚rt no valdÓbas
reÏion‚l‚s soci‚li ekonomisk‚s politikas.

25. Pasaules un ES valstu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa tempa analÓze Ô‚va
autorei noskaidrot, ka vidÁjais ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes samazin‚juma
‚trums ES valstÓs 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ ir gandrÓz trÓs reizes liel‚ks nek‚ pasaulÁ
kopum‚ ñ attiecÓgi 2.6% gad‚ un 0.9% gad‚, un rezult‚t‚ 2017. gad‚, salÓdzi-
n‚jum‚ ar 2000. gadu ES valstu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pe samazin‚j‚s
par 36.2%, bet pasaulÁ kopum‚ is samazin‚jums veido tikai 14.1%.

26. Starpvalstu un iekvalstu starpreÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas salÓdzin‚jums
par‚dÓja, ka 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ ne pasaulÁ kopum‚, ne ES iekÁj‚ starpreÏion‚l‚
ekonomisk‚ diferencÁtÓba nedominÁja p‚r starpvalstu diferencÁtÓbu, tomÁr pÁc
2015. gada ES valstu iekÁjo reÏionu ekonomisk‚ diferencÁtÓba s‚ka p‚rsniegt
starpvalstu ekonomisko diferencÁtÓbu, kas kÔuva par Eiropas SavienÓbas specifiku.

27. EmpÓriski pamatot‚ atbilde uz jaut‚jumu par to, vai starpvalstu diferenci‚cijas
procesu Eiropas SavienÓb‚ determinÁ, galvenok‚rt, galvaspilsÁtu reÏionu izaugsme,
ir apstiprinoa, jo vari‚cijas koeficienta dinamika laika period‚ no 2000. gada
lÓdz 2017. gadam par‚da, ka ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pe starp ES valstu
galvaspilsÁtu reÏioniem ir zem‚ka nek‚ starp ES valstÓm kopum‚. –Ó atÌirÓba
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pak‚peniski samazin‚s, nor‚dot uz to, ka 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ Eiropas SavienÓb‚
palielin‚s ne-galvaspilsÁtu reÏionu ekonomisk‚ nozÓmÓba.

28. ReÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas analÓze griezum‚ ìpilsÁta-laukiî pasaules
un ES valstÓs par‚dÓja, ka reÏiona tips ñ pilsÁtas vai lauku ñ jau pats par sevi ir t‚
pozÓcijas determinante starpreÏion‚l‚s ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas hierarhij‚ valsts
ietvaros, jo ekonomisk‚s darbÓbas produktivit‚te tie‚ veid‚ ir atkarÓga no t‚s
koncentr‚cijas pak‚pes.

29. Balstoties uz da˛u starpreÏion‚l‚s ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pÁtÓjumu analÓzi,
kuros tika salÓdzin‚ti viena tipa ñ ìpilsÁtas-pilsÁtasî vai ìlauku-laukuî ñ reÏioni
taj‚ vai cit‚ valstÓ (ieskaitot Latviju), autore noformulÁja divus galvenos secin‚-
jumus:

� lauku reÏioni praktiski vienmÁr ieÚem zem‚kas pozÓcijas jebkuras valsts reÏionu
ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas proces‚ salÓdzin‚jum‚ ar pilsÁtu, un Ópai galvaspilsÁtu
reÏioniem;

� viena tipa reÏioni ñ ìpilsÁtas-pilsÁtasî vai ìlauku-laukuî ñ bie˛i vien arÓ ir ekono-
miski diferencÁti vienas valsts ietvaros, un iemesli tam var b˚t vair‚ki, piemÁram,
ekonomisk‚s masas faktors, t.i., darbspÁjÓgo iedzÓvot‚ju Ópatsvars reÏion‚ reizin‚ts
ar att‚lumu lÓdz ekonomiski nozÓmÓgai pilsÁtai (seviÌi lÓdz valsts galvaspilsÁtai).

30. Regresijas analÓzes rezult‚ti liecina, ka 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ teritorijas spÁja pie-
saistÓt talantus kÔ˚st par teritorijas ekonomisk‚s izaugsmes impulsu (b-koeficients =
+1.508), taËu lai sasniegtu ilgtspÁjÓgu teritorijas ekonomisko veiktspÁju, talanti
ne tikai j‚piesaista, bet arÓ j‚piemÁrojas talantiem, j‚audzina un j‚notur tie (b-
koeficienti = +1.289), t.i., teritorijai j‚kÔ˚st pilnÓb‚ konkurÁtspÁjÓgai pÁc talanta.

31. Autore analizÁja divus praktiskus piemÁrus, kas apliecina R. Floridas rado‚s
Ìiras teorijas dzÓvotspÁju: Eirop‚ tas ir unik‚lais brÓvdabas Klusuma te‚tris, kuru
2006. gad‚ uzb˚vÁja lauku kom˚nas pavaldÓba It‚lij‚un to vada it‚Ôu dzied‚t‚js
Andrea BoËelli, un Latvij‚ t‚ds piemÁrs ir 2013. gad‚ atvÁrtais Daugavpils Marka
Rotko M‚kslas centrs.

32. 20. gadsimt‚ Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas process padziÔin‚j‚s
r˚pniecisk‚s industrializ‚cijas viÔÚu ietekmÁ pÁckara PSRS, jo Latvij‚ strauji
paaugstin‚j‚s urbaniz‚cijas lÓmenis, un rezult‚t‚ veidoj‚s izteikta ekonomisk‚
diferenci‚cija ìpilsÁtas-laukuî griezum‚. 20. gadsimta beig‚s un 21. gadsimta
s‚kum‚ Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas process turpin‚j‚s jau iekÁj‚s
migr‚cijas un emigr‚cijas ietekmÁ.

33. Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pe, lai arÓ samazin‚s, tomÁr
21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ vÁl joproj‚m ir augst‚ka nek‚ vidÁji ES valstÓs un pat augst‚ka
nek‚ vidÁji pasaules valstÓs.

34. Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa virziena un tempa, k‚ arÓ to
atkarÓbas no ekonomisk‚s izaugsmes valstÓ empÓrisk‚ analÓze par‚dÓja, ka Latvijas
reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas pak‚pe 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚ pak‚peniski
samazin‚s lÓdz ar stabilu valsts ekonomisk‚s attÓstÓbas pieaugumu (izÚemot krÓzes
periodu).

35. Promocijas darba pÁtÓjuma objekta ñ Latvijas reÏionu ñ sistÁmisk‚s analÓzes empÓ-
riskais rezult‚ts pier‚dÓja, ka Latvij‚ nav pilnÓb‚ dinamisku, stagnÁjou vai degradÁ-
jou reÏionu, un tas liecina par Latvijas reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa
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konstruktÓvismu 21. gadsimta s‚kum‚, kas teorÁtiski ir raksturÓgs tirgus ekono-
mikai kopum‚ un ir Ópai raksturÓgs postindustri‚lajai ekonomikai.

36. NozÓmÓg‚k‚s reÏionu ekonomisk‚s diferenci‚cijas procesa sekas Latvij‚ ir t‚s, ka
Latvijas reÏioni atrodas da˛‚d‚s ekonomisk‚s attÓstÓbas stadij‚s. RÓgas reÏions
laika period‚ no 2000. gada lÓdz 2017. gadam non‚ca inov‚ciju stadij‚, noturÁj‚s
tur lÓdz krÓzei, un atgriez‚s taj‚ jau pÁc krÓzes 2012. gad‚. PierÓgas reÏions 2013.
gad‚ non‚ca p‚rej‚ no efektivit‚tes uz inov‚ciju stadiju. 2016. gad‚ aj‚ stadij‚
non‚ca arÓ Kurzemes reÏions, bet p‚rÁjie Latvijas reÏioni stabili atrodas efektivit‚tes
stadij‚.

37. RÓgas reÏiona t‚l‚k‚s attÓstÓbas ierobe˛otÓbu var skaidrot ar telpisk‚s ekonomikas
teoriju, saskaÚ‚ ar kuru reÏiona ilgtspÁjÓg‚ attÓstÓba ir atkarÓga ne tikai no paa
reÏiona kapacit‚tes, bet arÓ no apk‚rtesoo reÏionu attÓstÓbas.

ProblÁmas un to risin‚anas iespÁjas

1. problÁma: Latvijas Zin‚tÚu akadÁmijas TerminoloÏijas komisijas AkadÁmiskaj‚
terminu datub‚zÁ AkadTerm nav termina, kas definÁtu teritoriju vai soci‚li ekonomisko
p‚r‚dÓbu diferenci‚cijas procesa rezult‚tu ñ diferencÁtÓbu, kaut gan taj‚ pa‚ b‚zÁ
tiek iekÔauti termini, kas definÁ attÓstÓbas procesa rezult‚tu (attÓstÓtÓba) un izglÓtÓbas
procesa rezult‚tu (izglÓtotÓba).

IespÁjamie risin‚jumi:
� Latvijas Zin‚tÚu akadÁmijas TerminoloÏijas komisijai b˚tu j‚iekÔauj termins

ìdiferencÁtÓbaî (angÔu valod‚: state of differentiation, krievu valod‚: дифферен-

цированность) AkadÁmiskaj‚ terminu datub‚zÁ AkadTerm analoÏiski terminiem
ìattÓstÓtÓbaî un ìizglÓtotÓbaî;

� soci‚lo zin‚tÚu pÁtniekiem savos pÁtÓjumos vajadzÁtu atdalÓt diferenci‚cijas procesu
no t‚ rezult‚ta ñ diferencÁtÓbas (jeb diferenci‚cijas pak‚pes), lai metodoloÏiski
korekt‚k izmantotu terminus sav‚ pÁtnieciskaj‚ praksÁ un zin‚tniskaj‚s publik‚-
cij‚s.

2. problÁma: Latvij‚ netiek veikts sistem‚tisks reÏion‚l‚s politikas monitorings,
k‚ arÓ netiek pÁtÓta lauksaimniecÓbas politikas ietekme uz Latvijas reÏionu diferencÁtÓbu,
ieskaitot griezumu ìpilsÁta-laukiî, kas ir Ópai aktu‚li, jo notiek plaas diskusijas par
Vides aizsardzÓbas un reÏion‚l‚s attÓstÓbas ministrijas (VARAM) pied‚v‚to administra-
tÓvi teritori‚lo reformu.

IespÁjamie risin‚jumi:
� Latvijas Republikas Vides aizsardzÓbas un reÏion‚l‚s attÓstÓbas ministrijai reÏion‚-

l‚s politikas veidoanas ietvaros b˚tu j‚organizÁ un j‚veic monitorings par reÏio-
n‚l‚s politikas ietekmiuz Latvijas reÏionu diferencÁtÓbu, izmantojot statistikas
datus un zin‚tnisko pÁtÓjumu rezult‚tus da˛‚d‚s zin‚tnes nozarÁs, t.sk. ekonomik‚,
vadÓbzin‚tnÁ, Ïeogr‚fij‚;

� Latvijas Republikas ZemkopÓbas ministrijai b˚tu j‚organizÁ un j‚veic monitorings
par lauksaimniecÓbas politikas ietekmi uz Latvijas teritorijas diferencÁtÓbu griezum‚
ìpilsÁta-laukiî, pamatojoties uz statistiskajiem datiem un zin‚tniskajiem pÁtÓju-
miem, kas veltÓti lauksaimniecÓbas attÓstÓbas tematikai.
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3. problÁma: Latvijas reÏionu statistikas datu ierobe˛otÓba, Ópai griezum‚ ìpilsÁta-
laukiî. ReÏionu ekonomisko diferenci‚ciju raksturojoie statistikas dati ir gr˚ti salÓdzi-
n‚mi, jo da˛reiz nesakrÓt pieejamo datu laika periods vai, piemÁram, da˛i dati ir pie-
ejami pa ekonomikas nozarÁm, bet citi ñ vienÓgi pa nozaru grup‚m.

IespÁjamie risin‚jumi:
� Latvijas Republikas Centr‚lajai statistikas p‚rvaldei b˚tu j‚uzlabo v‚kto statistisko

datu saskaÚotÓba (piemÁram, ja pa nozarÁm, tad visi attiecÓgie dati ñ pa nozarÁm,
ja pa nozaru grup‚m, tad visi attiecÓgie dati ñ pa nozaru grup‚m), k‚ arÓ j‚paplaina
ìpilsÁtas-laukuî datu kl‚sts, Úemot vÁr‚ pietiekami augstu teritori‚lo diferenci‚ciju
Latvij‚ tiei aj‚ griezum‚, k‚ arÓ lauksaimniecÓbas reformu un politikas efekti-
vit‚tes novÁrtÁanas nol˚kos;

� soci‚lo zin‚tÚu pÁtniekiem paiem vajadzÁtu aktÓv‚k komunicÁt ar Latvijas Repub-
likas Centr‚lo statistikas p‚rvaldi, lai informÁtu to par sav‚m pÁtnieciskaj‚m
vajadzÓb‚m, k‚ arÓ piedalÓties LR CSP organizÁtajos pas‚kumos, piemÁram,
semin‚r‚ ìTeritori‚l‚ statistika un t‚s izmantoanas iespÁjasî, kur norisin‚j‚s
2018. g. 22. maij‚.

4. problÁma: Latvija 2019. gad‚ ieÚÁma 37 vietu 125 valstu vid˚ Glob‚l‚s konku-
rÁtspÁjas pÁc talanta indeksa (GKTI) lieluma ziÚ‚, taËu tai ir salÓdzinoi zems r‚dÓt‚js
t‚dos GKTI komponentos, k‚ spÁja izaudzin‚t talantus un glob‚l‚s zin‚anas (GZ).

IespÁjamie risin‚jumi:
� Latvijas Republikas IzglÓtÓbas un zin‚tnes ministrijai, izstr‚d‚jot un ievieot refor-

mas izglÓtÓbas jom‚, Úemt vÁr‚ to valstu pieredzi, kuras ir lÓderes talantu audzin‚-
an‚ (ASV, Zviedrija, –veice, NÓderlande, Somija, NorvÁÏija), k‚ arÓ orientÁties
uz to valstu pieredzi, kur‚m ir visaugst‚kais glob‚lo zin‚anu r‚dÓt‚js (Singap˚ra,
Islande, ASV, Zviedrija, Lielbrit‚nija);

� Latvijas Republikas valdÓbai un sabiedrÓbai koncentrÁties uz glob‚lo zin‚anu
(GZ) apakr‚dÓt‚ja paaugstin‚anu, jo taj‚ Latvijai 105. vieta 125 valstu vid˚,
Ópai tas attiecas uz zin‚tnieku un in˛enieru daudzumu valstÓ, k‚ arÓ paaugstin‚t
r‚dÓt‚jus, kuri ietilpst valsts spÁj‚ izaudzin‚t talantus, ñ tie ir sadarbÓba organiz‚ciju
iekienÁ un starporganiz‚ciju sadarbÓba (pÁc iem r‚dÓt‚jiem Latvija ir 101. un
98. viet‚ 125 valstu vid˚).
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ECONOMIC DIFFERENTIATION OF LATVIAíS REGIONS
AT THE BEGINNING OF THE 21ST CENTURY

Justification and arguments for choice of the topic. The problem of too great
economic differences among Latviaís regions as well as among world and European
Union (EU) regions and countries8 has been rather widely investigated in regional
economics. For instance, Eurostat Regional Yearbook (ERY) informs that in 2017
the average GDP per capita in Inner London-West region was 21 times greater than
in North-western region (in Bulgarian: Северозападна) of Bulgaria.

 Regional differentiation is a topical challenge for balanced and sustainable deve-
lopment of Latvia, especially taking into consideration the fact that essential differences
among Latviaís regions continue existing, e.g. in 2017 GDP per capita in Riga region
was 3.2 times bigger than in Latgale region.

Regions of the EU countries greatly differ from one another not only as to GDP
per capita but, for instance, as to the intensity of using information and communication
technologies (ICT), that in turn closely correlates with the material welfare of a regionís
population ñ the lower is the level of ICT use, the lower is the income of the population
of the region, and vice versa. In Latvia there is also rather great regional inequality
comparing the use of ICT, e.g. in 2017 computer and Internet were accessible to 68ñ
69% of households in Latgale region, whereas in Riga region ñ to 83ñ84% households.

The author of the doctoral thesis investigates the economic differentiation of
Latviaís regions as a spatial and dynamic process9  that is especially topical in countries
that experience historically recent transition from planned to market economy. Regio-
nal differentiation has been an important issue in regional economic and other social
science research worldwide including Latvia for several decades.

Hence, the topicality of the problem of too great economic differences among
regions ñ at least in the European Union ñ does not diminish, despite the fact that,
starting with the year of 1988, EU has been implementing the so-called ìpolicy of
convergenceî aimed at helping less competitive regions to enter the joint European
market and approximate the socio-economic development indicator level of these
regions to average in Europe. It is stated in the Annex 3 of Latvian Regional policy
guidelines for 2013ñ2019 that significant differences of socio-economic development
level between regions, including essentially monocentric, towards capital city oriented
population density and economic activity structure, are admitted to be among the
most acute problems of regional development in Latvia. Also Organisation for Econo-
mic Co-operation and Development in its latest economic research in Latvia in 2017
notes that Latvian economy has undergone a rapid and stable growth but it is not

8 For reaching the aim of the given research, all territories under study ñ countries and their
regions ñ will be theoretically treated as regions, as the regional economic streats region as a
territory with specific economy, and according to this definition a country may be called a
region.

9 I.e., process proceeding in space and time.
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sufficient for the reduction of the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions, especially
emphasizing the problematic situation in eastern regions of Latvia. Based on this, the
author considers that there is a need for focused complex research dedicated excep-
tionally to the process of economic differentiation of regions that has its own causes
and factors, indicators, structure, regularities, and consequences. Notwithstanding
that the object of the present research is Latviaís regions, the author investigates the
economic differentiation of regions in the EU and world countries and their regions
as well.

Analysis of the situation of the topic investigation. Practically all present-day
researchers in the sphere of regional economics address the issue of the process of the
economic differentiation of regions. Summarizing the experience and outcomes of
these studies is a rather challenging task as the number of publications dedicated to
this topic is large and they concern various aspects of the process of the economic
differentiation of regions, for instance, causes and factors of differentiation, indicators
of differentiation, structure of differentiation, regularities of differentiation, consequen-
ces of differentiation, as well as refer to different levels of territorial division ñ from
local governments and municipalities.

The main causes and factors of the economic differentiation of regions, according
to researchers, are, in UK ñ commuting to large cities that greatly affect the regional
productivity, in Latvia ñ the geographical location of regions, natural resources, and
differences in the residential spread of the population, education and culture level,10

EU fund distribution across regions (Blumberga, 2012), in Russia ñ the varied economic
potential of regions, different ability of the population to adjust to the new type of
economic relations and to the employment structure. Canadian researchers admit
that there is no unified cause for the regional differences in Canada.

Indicators that make it possible to measure the economic differentiation of regions,
according to researchers, include end consumption in regions and gross regional
product, gross domestic product, pure income at use, population income structure,
population income taxes, occasionally ñ along with wider range of social indicators,
e.g. demographical indicators, employment, education and skills.

Some scientists in their publications emphasize the historically formed and rather
stable structure of differentiation of regions that has a rather strong impact on the
results of the regional policy implementation, e.g. decentralization policy. For instance,
the research on the economic differentiation of regions in Hungary indicates: in the
course of forty-five years the socialist system sustained the traditional division of
eastern and western regions determined by the so-called heavy industry corridor that
stretched from the north-east to the south-west of Hungary and remains also in the
period of capitalist modernization.

Regarding the economic differentiation of countries and regions, researchers revea-
led that differences among countries are often not as large as those within the country

10 One of media publications in Latvia even states thatÑLatvia has the highest differences in
regional development in the European Union, the main cause for that being not the great
poverty of Latgale but rather the great wealth of the capitalcity.
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among its regions, in many cases the reduction of the degree of differentiation among
countries is rather connected with the development of the capital city regions, as the
political and economic life of the whole country is concentrated in these regions; this
is especially characteristic of Central and East Europe. In Europe there is a huge
regional differentiation of the level of employment that is related to great differences
in per capita production indicators.

Scholars worldwide note the ambiguity of the consequences of economic diffe-
rentiation of regions; they state that, from the aspect of economic effectiveness, territo-
rial inequality may be both constructive and destructive. On the other hand, socio-
economic differentiation in a country stimulates the development of poorer regions,
facilitates the sustainability of regional development, whereas the stimulating effect
of territorial differentiation is observed only to a certain point.

The results of the research produced by the author testify to the fact that in Latvia
various aspects of region economic differentiation are studied not only in works by
regional economists and management researchers. This topic in Latvia is elaborated
by geographers within regional and human geography,11 that coincides with the
common trends worldwide; this happens so because regional economics historically
developed from the science of geography and continues closely interacting with itin
the framework of regional science, because investigation of the spatial correspondences
and mutual relatedness of nature and social processes brings out the common interest
field of economic geography and regional economics.

Within EKOSOC-LV project 5.2.3. ìProcesses of Latvian Rural and Regional
Development and Possibilities within the Framework of Knowledge-Based Economyî,
B. Rivzha (B. Riv˛a), M. Kruzmetra (M. Kr˚zmÁtra), and E. Yermolayeva (E.
Jermolajeva) summarized scientific researchs produced in Latvia on the development
of cities, regions, and rural territories concluding that the majority of researchs is
dedicated to describing the situation (business trends, cluster trends, quality of
development programmes, etc.), whereas little analysis is produced on the activities
of the territoryís population for changing the situation and the quality of the local
authoritiesí activity for approximating the territory development level to smart life
space. These two aspects, however, could become the main directions of the current
research activity focusing on the causes that determine the great regional differences
and accounting for the role of smart people and smart governance in creating smart
life space. One of the EKOSOC-LV project outcomes is a monographÑKnowledge-
Based Economy for Latvian Rural and Regional Viabilityî (in Latvian: ìZin‚anu
ekonomika Latvijas lauku un reÏionu dzÓvotspÁjaiî) (2018), in the preface whereof
the chair of Latvian Association of Local and Regional Governments G. Kaminskis
(G. Kaminskis) states that, ìin order to act on the world level, neither a great local
government nor large enterprise is needed ñ it is sufficient to have mindî.

11 These scientific research directions are indicated in the homepage of the Department of
Human Geography of Faculty of Geography and Earth Sciences of University of Latvia (https://
www.geo.lu.lv/geografijasnodala/cilvekageografijaskatedra/).
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In the monograph ìKnowledge-Based Economy for Latvian Rural and Regional
Viabilityî published within EKOSOC-LV project (2018) it was stated that highest
speed of growth of both general entrepreneurship and knowledge-based economy as
to the number of enterprises and the number of employees is observed in Pieriga
region exceeding the indicators of the large cities. This is facilitated by the growth of
knowledge-based services that in this region reaches maximum percentage among
Latviaís regions.

The object of the research: Latviaís NUTS 3 level regions or statistical regions:
Riga (RÓga) region, Pieriga (PierÓga) region, Vidzeme region, Kurzeme region, Zemgale
region, Latgale region.

The subject of the research: economic differentiation of regions as a spatial and
dynamic process.

The hypothesis of the research: Latviaís regions are historically differentiated and
monocentrically developed in the economic aspect, yet at the beginning of the 21st

century there are changes related to deconcentration of economic activity in Riga
region and growing concentration of economic activity in Pieriga region.

The aim of the research: to investigate and define peculiarities of economic diffe-
rentiation of Latviaís regions as a spatial and dynamic process at the beginning of the
21st century against the background of economic and other kinds of differentiation of
world and EU countries and their regions.

In accordance with the aim, the following objectives of the research are set:
1) to analyze the theoretical aspects of the economic differentiation of regions;
2) to create the methodological base for studying the economic differentiation of

regions;
3) to investigate various aspects of the economic differentiation of the world and EU

countries and their regions;
4) to assess empirically the economic differentiation of regions in Latvia.

Methods used in the doctoral thesis: The doctoral research used both general
scientific ñ theoretical and empirical ñ methods as well as special econometric methods.

General scientific theoretical methods: 1) monographic method for the analysis
of scientific literature and research outcomes; 2) retrospective analysis method for the
historical analysis of the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions; 3) logical
analysisand synthesis methods; 4) deduction and inductionmethods for systemic ana-
lysis of the object of research in the context of the process of economic differentiation.

General scientific empirical methods: 1) comparative analysis of the economic
differentiation of regions against the background of other kinds of differentiation; 2)
investigation of the form of the economic differentiation of regions using the law of
normal distribution, graphically illustrated by Gauss curve, and Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test12 or Shapiro-Wilk test;13 3) investigation of the pace of the economic differentiation
of regions with the mean value of the module of annual percentage change of the

12 For samples with more than 50 objects.

13 For samples with less than 50 objects.
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coefficient of variation; 4) investigation of mutual coherence by correlation analysis;
5) investigation of the significance of talent in the economic performance and growth
of a region using linear regression analysis as well as case study method.

Special econometric methods: 1) investigation of the state of economic differen-
tiation of regions with coefficient of variation; 2) investigation of the direction of
economic differentiation process with methods of technical analysis, method of the
relative high and relative low, as well as the analysis of simple moving average; 3) inves-
tigation of the economic differentiation of regions on various territorial levels with
comparing the coefficient of variation amongcountries and within them, i.e. acrossinner
regions of these countries; 4) investigation of the concentration of economic activity
in Latviaís regions with location quotient (LQ).

Materials used for the objectives of the doctoral thesis:
� scientific literature and prior research works of foreign and Latvian scientists on

the economic differentiation of regions;
� Latvian Academy of Sciences (LAS) Terminology Commissionís Academic term

database AkadTermfor translating the terms and notions defining differentiation
of regions;

� Territorial statistics from the Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia on Latviaís regions
in the period from 2000 to 2017;

� Historical territorial statistics from the Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia;
� World Bank data;
� World Economic Forum Global Competitiveness Report data;
� Eurostat data;
� Sub-national Human Development Index (SHDI) database latest version (March

2019) created by the Netherlands Institute for Management Research of the
Radboud Universi.14

Theoretical and methodological base of the research. The theoretical base of the
investigation of the economic differentiation of regions is formed by theories of regional
inequality, starting from A. Smithís (1776) classical conception of the territorial division
of labour and D. Ricardoís (1817), E. Heckscherís (1919), B. Ohlinís (1933) neoclassical
trade models based on comparative advantage, up to the ìnew economic geographyî
models by P. Krugman (1991), A. Venables (1996) and D. Puga (1999) based on
imperfect competition and capital revenue.

Based on methodological approach of M. Fujita and J. Thisse (2002), S. Kim
(2008), S. Galle, A. Rodriguez-Clare, M. Yi (2017) to territorial differentiation as the
result of interaction of forces of concentration and dispersion, the author used for
creating the theoretical framework of investigation of the economic differentiation of
regions spatial economics theories by W. Isard (1956), M. Fujita, P. Krugman, and
A. Venables (1999) and spatial interaction models by A. Fortheringham (1989, 2000)

14 Elaborated on the basis of Human Development Index (HDI) database created by United
Nations Development Programme (UNDP). This database contains not only sub-indexes of
HDI but also indicators of populationís income, school education duration, and new-bornsí
life expectancy in the inner regions of 161 countries in the world.
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and A. Granberg (А. Гранберг, 2004), as well as agglomeration and localization
economics theories starting with A. Marshallís (1890) theory of agglomeration effects
at the 19th century in industrial regions of England up to modern theories of
agglomeration and localization economics by G. Hanson (1996), D. Andretsch (1998),
M. Fujita and J. Thisse (2002).

Methodological base for investigating the essence of economic differentiation of
regions and its major determining factors in the contemporary world is formed by
modernization theories by S. Eisenstadt (1966), D. Bell (1973, 1989), R. Ingleharta
(1977, 1997), A. Toffler (1970, 1980) as well ashuman-centred approach to regional
differentiation by A. Sen (1970, 1983, 1999), A. Andersson (1985), J. Rauch (1993),
including R. Floridaís (2001) creative class theory.

Limitations of the research. The period under researchis limited to the beginning
of the 21st century (2000ñ2017), though the historical analysis of the economic
differentiation of Latviaís regions covers also the period of the 16th, 17th, 19th, and
20th centuries.

The structure of the doctoral thesis comprises the introduction, three chapters,
and conclusion.

Chapter one of the doctoral thesis provides the analysis of theoretical and metho-
dological aspects of the economic differentiation of regions, including economic theories
that might account for the economic differentiation of regions as a spatial and dynamic
process, it considers the system of terms and notions that characterizes the economic
differentiation of regions as well as methodological approach and methods that can
be used in studying the economic differentiation of regions.

Chapter two provides the empirical study of the economic differentiation of the
world and European Union countries and their regions in compliance with the structural
operationalization of the research subject ñ the economic differentiation of regions ñ
executed in chapter one, as well as proceeding from the methodological base of the
investigation of the economic differentiation of regions elaborated in chapter one and
using the research data of social scientists.

Chapter three produces empirical assessment of the economic differentiation of
Latviaís regions including the historical analysis of the economic differentiation of
Latviaís regions along with the investigation of its essence and major determining
factors in the 21st century, taking into consideration the prior experience of Latvian
scientists in the sphere of regional economic differentiation studies and using the
territorial statistics from the Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia.

The doctoral thesis ends with the formulation of major conclusions, detection of
problems and providing recommendations for their solution.

Scientific novelty of the doctoral thesis:
� systematizing the theories accounting for and terms defining the economic diffe-

rentiation of regions;
� critical analysis of classical economic theory as contemporary understanding of

spaceless economicsî;
� systemic investigation of the economic differentiation of regions as a spatial and

dynamic process;
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� analyzing the form of economic differentiation of regions using the law of normal
distribution;

� empirical proof of the significance of talent in the economic performance and
growth of a region;

� historical analysis of the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions;
� empirical detection of complex socio-economic differentiation of regions (with

the economic dominant).

Practical significance of the doctoral thesis:
� for regional policy makers in Latvia ñ the systemic analysis of the economic

differentiation of Latviaís regions within the doctoral thesis is the basis for more
efficient implementation of regional policy;

� for academic staff of higher education institutions ñ the theoretical, methodological,
methodical, and empirical material in the doctoral thesis may be used for elabo-
rating higher education level study courses in the sphere of territorial economic
differentiation;

� for analysts ñ the methods of the empirical research produced within the doctoral
thesis is an additional instrument for further investigation of the situation of
economic differentiation on various levels of territorial division.

Theses set for the defence:
1) choice of terminology in the investigation of the process of regional differentiation

depends on the research object and subject;
2) economic differentiation of regions is not an unique phenomenon of Latvia, it is

observed in the developed countries of the world and the European Union;
3) economic differentiation in Latvia developed historically and occurred not only

among regions but along the axis ìurban-ruralî and across the branches of
economy;

4) the ability of a region to attract talents is an impulse of economic growth, however,
for the economic performance to be sustainable, the region must be fully compe-
titive in terms of talent.

Final statements

In the present research on the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions at the
beginning of the 21st century, methodologically assuming that the economic diffe-
rentiation of regions is an unavoidable process characteristic of market economy, and
that the economic differentiation of regions is not a unique phenomenon of Latvia,
the author has proved the hypothesis that Latviaís regions are historically differentiated
and monocentrically developed in the economic aspect, whereas at the beginning of
the 21st century there are marked changes related to deconcentration of economic
activity in Riga region and enhanced concentration in Pieriga region.

To wit, it was proven that the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions started
in the late 16th-early 17th century as a result of Reformation and grew with the 19th

century capitalist and 20th century Soviet industrialization. Comparison of the degree
of the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions to the degree of other kinds of
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differentiation brought out that, similar to the EU countries and in the world generally,
the state of economic differentiation of Latviaís regions at the beginning of the 21st

century is stably dominant in comparison to the state of differentiation of Latviaís
regions according to the education and health of the population. Notwithstanding
the fact that the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions is still rather strong and
monocentered, there are changes in the process of the economic differentiation of
Latviaís regions: Riga region is leading in the hierarchy of economically differentiated
Latviaís regions, yet there starts deconcentration of the economic activity that is empi-
rically manifested by diminishing of the location quotient of the economic activity. In
turn, Pieriga region is undergoing most dynamic development and is actively changing
its position in the hierarchy of economically differentiated Latviaís regions.

One of the major features of the process of the economic differentiation of regions
in Latvia, according to the author, is that Latviaís regions are currently at various
stages of economic development nut in Latvia there are no completely dynamic, stagna-
ting, or degrading regions that attests to the constructive character of the process of
the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions. Hence, the research aim has been
reached ñ the author has investigated and determined the peculiarities of the economic
differentiation of Latviaís regions as a spatial and dynamic process at the beginning
of the 21st century against the background of the economic and other kinds of diffe-
rentiation of the world and EU countries and their regions.

Main conclusions

1. Classical and neoclassical economic theories and models that are unjustly accused
of by some contemporary scholars for ignoring the spatial aspect in economics,
still justify the opinion that the process of differentiation of regions is set off by
territorial division of labour and this happens also along the axis ìurban-ruralî
that must be taken into consideration also in the empirical investigation of the
economic differentiation of Latviaís regions.

2. Already in the classical period of the development of economic theories there was
disagreement about the main factor of territorial differentiation ñ their tech-
nological advantages or abundance of resources. The neoclassical model by
D. Ricardo may be considered as a precondition for further modernization theory
development and justification of the significance of technological factor in the
differentiation process of regions.

3. In classical works on spatial economics, main determining factors of the diffe-
rentiation of spatial production in geographical space were considered to be nature
factors but A. Lyosh (A. Lˆsch) proved that territorial division of labour is
determined exactly by economic factors ñ production concentration effect and
transportation costs.

4. Spatial economic theories justify variousmodes of organization of differentiated
(as opposed to symmetrical) regions in relation to the type of economic activity
centralization, i.e. monocentric (centre-periphery) or polycentric (having several
poles of growth).
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5. Theories of agglomeration and localization economics justify, firstly, the natural
and unavoidable aspect of region differentiation because the economic life is
concentrated within a rather limited number of populated places and, secondly,
causes of economic differentiation of regions that, despite the indubitable
significance of nature conditions, have an economic or technological content.

6. Modernization theories accentuate a close bond between the technological deve-
lopment of the contemporary world and the growth of the degree of differentiation
of countries and regions, stating that technologies make the political and economic
environment more asymmetrical and unpredictable. Too strong ñ at times destruc-
tive ñ economic differentiation of regions may be called the ìpriceî of technological
progress.

7. In 2002, R. Florida published the book ìThe Rise of the Creative Classî that
aroused great interest in creativity and its significance in economics. R. Floridaís
creative class theory in economic science developed within the human-oriented
approach. In accordance with this theory, human creativity or talent nowadays
more and more determines the position of a territory in the process of economic
differentiation rising above the role of nature resources and physical capital.

8. In the world research practice, talent in relation to territory is measured by the
competitiveness of the territory as to talent not relating it to particular branches
of economy. Scientific literature in this respect operates with Global Talent
Competitiveness Index (GTCI) as well as indicators that measure the competi-
tiveness of world countries according to talent by two components included in
Global Competitiveness Index (GCI): countryís capacity to attract and retain talent.

9. Correlation analysis for 2018 in the sample of EU countries showed that GTCI is
more significant than the share of the employed in creative industries, in relation
to the amount and growth pace of GDP, as well as export of creative industries of
EU countries. Therefore the author of the doctoral thesis considers GTCI more
efficient instrument for measuring the talent in a territory than the rate of the
employed in creative industries.

10. Differentiation of regions is a process with a certain result ñ state of differentiation
of regions, i.e. certain degree of differentiation. The methodological approach for
separating the process of differentiation from its result ñ state of differentiation,
used in the present research, is analogous to separation of the development process
and its result ñ state of development.

11. In the course of investigating the topic of differentiation of regions, the author
encountered the practice of using varied terms and their combinations in scientific
literature. Choice of terminology in studying differentiation depends on a concrete
research object ñ whether it is a territory per se or a socio-economic phenomenon.
The present research regarded only the economic differentiation of regions as a
research object in comparison to other kinds of differentiation.

12. For a more complete and complex understanding of the object and subject of the
doctoral research, the author carried out structural and factoral operationalization
of the research subject ñ economic differentiation of regions ñ as well as systemic
analysis of the research object ñ Latviaís regions ñ in the context of their economic
differentiation.
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13. Each of the kinds of differentiation of regions (economic, social, culture, political,
linguistic, ethnic, etc.) has the following structural elements: state and form of
differentiation, direction and pace of differentiation, territorial level of differen-
tiation (inter-country or intra-country regional, inter-regional or intra-regional)
and axis (urban-rural).

14. Systemic analysis of the research object ñ Latviaís regions ñ showed that under
the impact of interaction of the forces of concentration and dispersion, there
happens concentration or deconcentration of the economic activity (that is the
driving force of the process of the economic differentiation of regions) in separate
regions of Latvia. As a result, Latviaís regions are economically differentiated
and they may be classified into some ìpureî types of regions.

15. As to the degree, direction, and pace of the concentration of economic activity
regions of Latvia (similar to regions of any other country) may be classified into
the following ìpureî types of regions: completely dynamic regions, completely
stagnating regions, completely degrading regions. The presence of authorís iden-
tified ìpureî types of regions in a country testifies to the fact that the state of
economic differentiation of regionsis too strong and slows down both the develop-
ment of regions and the whole country.

16. In the course of empirical interpretation of the process of economic differentiation
of regions and its results, the author separated the indicators of the economic
activity per se (GDP per capita and the income of the population) from the indi-
cators of the stateof economic differentiation of regions (coefficient of variation)
and of the concentration of economic activity in regions (location quotient).

17. Comparative analysis of the degree of the economic differentiation of countries
testifies to the stable dominance of the economic differentiation of the world and
EU countries in comparison to other kinds of differentiation, e.g. state of diffe-
rentiation according to the income of the population in the time period from
2000 to 2017 in average in the world countries was 2.4 times higher than differen-
tiation according to education (in the EU ñ 3.1 times), and 7.5 times higher than
differentiation according to health (in the EU ñ 8.9 times).

18. The state of economic differentiation of European countries per se at the beginning
of the 21st century was in average three times weaker than the state of economic
differentiation of the world countries notwithstanding that, according to the
comparison within the EU, the state of the economic differentiation of its countries
the same as in the world on the whole (and even more than in the world on the
whole) is stably dominant against the background of other kinds of differentiation.

19. The analysis of the correspondence of the dispersion of the world and EU countries
and their regions (according to probabilities of economic indicators) to normal
distribution revealed that the form of economic differentiation of the world
countries, unlike the form of economic differentiation of the EU countries, in the
contemporary world does not correspond to the normal distribution that, in the
authorís opinion, testifies to the destructive character of the process of the economic
differentiation in the world on the whole.

20. In the European Union countries, the process of economic differentiation at the
end of the first decade of the 21st century became constructive that sets apart as
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advantageous the EU from the world on the whole, as it is a favourable condition
of economic development both for individual EU countries and the whole of the
European Union. In the sample of countries that were EU member states in 2017,
the average income level of the population in the time period between 2000 and
2017 had always been higher than in the world in general.

21. The author produced a pilot analysis of the form of the economic differentiation
of inner regions in the selected world and EU countries. It turned out that almost
all analyzed countries (except China) that are at different stages of economic
development and that respectively demonstrate a very diverse average level of the
population income, to a certain extent are similar because dispersion of their
regions according to the mean probabilities of the population income corresponds
to normal distribution.

22. The analysis of the direction of economic differentiation process in countries
showed that the world on the whole and the EU have a descending trend of
economic differentiation at the beginning of the 21st century, i.e. the degree of
economic differentiation of the world and EU countries constantly diminishes
notwithstanding short periods of the growth of the degree of economic differen-
tiation in EU countries.

23. The analysis produced by the author showed that in the sample of the world
countries at the beginning of the 21st century Kuznetsí hypothesis was empirically
proven, besides the liminal level of the population income, at which the form of
the correlation between the average level of the population income and the degree
of economic differentiation changes from directly proportional to inversely
proportional, equals 5,000 USD per capita. However, it is just a statistical regularity
and not an economic law.

24. The author shares the opinion of many scientists that the expression of correlation
between the level of the average population income and the degree of economic
differentiation of regions in each individual country will not always be in the
form of inverted-U curve, it may have a different form depending mostly on the
regional socio-economic policy of the government.

25. The analysis of the pace of the process of economic differentiation of the world
and EU countries shows that the average pace of reduction of the degree of the
economic differentiation in the EU countries at the beginning of the 21st century is
almost three times bigger than in the world on the whole ñ respectively 2.6%
annuallyand 0.9% annually, and, as a result, in 2017, as compared to 2000, the
degree of economic differentiation of the EU countries diminished for 36.2%,
while in the world on the whole this reduction makes just 14.1%.

26. The comparison of the inter-country and intra-country regional economic
differentiation showed that at the beginning of the 21st century neither the world
nor the EU economic differentiation among countriesí inner regions dominated
over the inter-country differentiation, however after 2015, the state of the economic
differentiation of the inner regions of countries in the EU started exceeding inter-
country economic differentiation, that became a specific feature of the European
Union.
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27. Empirically justified answer to the question whether inter-country differentiation
process in the European Union is determined by mostly the growth of capital city
regions is affirmed as the dynamics of the coefficient of variation in the time
period from 2000 to 2017 shows that the degree of economic differentiation
among the EU countriesí capital city regions is lower than among the EU countries
in general. This difference gradually decreases, indicating that at the beginning of
the 21st century in the European Union there is growth of the economic significance
of non-capital city regions.

28. Analysis of the economic differentiation of regions along the axis ìurban-ruralî
in the world and EU countries showed that the type of a region ñ urban or rural ñ
per se is a determinant of its position in the hierarchy of economically differentiated
inner regions of a country, as the efficiency of the economic activity directly depends
on its concentration degree.

29. Based on the analysis of some studies on economic differentiation that compare
regions of the same type ñ ìurban-urbanî or ìrural-ruralî ñ within some particular
countries (including Latvia), the author formulated two main conclusions:

� Rural regions almost always occupy lower positions in the process of economic
differentiation of regions in any country as compared to urban, especially capital
city, regions;

� One type regions ñ ìurban-urbanîor ìrural-ruralî ñ are often economically diffe-
rentiated within one country, and there may be several reasons for that, e.g.
economic mass factor, i.e., the rate of employable population in the region
multiplied to the distance to an economically significant city (especially to the
capital city).

30. Regression analysis results prove that at the beginning of the 21st century the
capacity of a territory to attract talents becomes the impulse of the economic
growth of the territory (b-coefficient = +1.508), yet, to reach sustainable economic
performance of the territory, talents are not only to be attracted but also enabled
to, grown up, and retained (b-coefficients = +1.289), i.e., the territory must become
fully competitive as to talent.

31. The author provided two practical examples that prove R. Floridaís creative class
theory viability: in Europe it is the unique out-door Theatre of Silence that in
2006 was constructed by the local government of rural community in Italy and is
run by Italian singer Andrea Bocelli, and in Latvia such an example is Daugavpils
Mark Rothko Art Centre opened in2013.

32. In the 20th century, the process of the economic differentiation of Latviaís regions
grew under the impact of industrialization waves in the post-war USSR, as the
urbanization level in Latvia advanced rapidly resulting in the formation of a distinct
economic differentiation along the axis ìurban-ruralî. At the end of the 20th and
the beginning of the 21st century the process of economic differentiation of Latviaís
regions continued under the impact of internal migration and emigration.

33. The degree of economic differentiation of Latviaís regions, though decreasing at
the beginning of the 21st century, is still higher than in the EU countries in average
and even higher than in average in the world.
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34. The empirical analysis of the direction and pace of the process of economic differen-
tiation of Latviaís regions, as well as their dependence on the economic growth in
the country showed that the degree of economic differentiation of Latviaís regions
at the beginning of the 21st century is gradually decreasing in parallel with stable
growth of economic performance of the country (except the period of the crisis).

35. The empirical result of the systemic analysis of the research object of the doctoral
thesis ñ Latviaís regions ñ proved that there are no completely dynamic, stagnating,
or degrading regions in Latvia, and this testifies to the constructive character of
the process of economic differentiation of Latviaís regionsat the beginning of the
21st century, that theoretically is characteristic of the market economy in general
and is especially marked for post-industrial economy.

36. Major consequences of the process of economic differentiation of Latviaís regions
are their being at different stages of economic development. Riga region in the
time period from 2000 to 2017 reached the innovation-driven stage and stayed
there until the crisis, and returned to it after the crisis in 2012. Pieriga region in
2013 reached the interim position between efficiency-driven stage and innovation-
driven stage. In 2016 this interim position was reached by Kurzeme region, whereas
the rest of Latviaís regions are stable in the efficiency-driven stage.

37. The limitation of further development of Riga region may be explained by theory
of spatial economics, according to which sustainable development of a region
depends not only on the capacity of the region itself but also on the economic
performance and development of the adjacent regions.

Problems and their solution opportunities

Problem 1: Latvian Science Academy Terminological Commission Academic Term
base AkadTerm lacks a term that would define the result of the process of differentiation
of socio-economic phenomena ñ state of differentiation, though this term base includes
terms that define the result of the process of development ñ state of development.

Possible solutions:
� Latvian Science Academy Terminological Commission ought to include term ìstate

of differentiationî (in Latvian: diferencÁtÓba, in Russian: дифференцированность)
in the Academic Term base AkadTerm by analogy with ìstate of developmentî
(in Latvian: attÓstÓtÓba, in Russian: развитость);

� Social science researchers in their studies should separate the process of differen-
tiation from its result ñ state of differentiation (or degree of differentiation), in
order to use terms in a more methodologically appropriate way in their research
practice and scientific publications.

Problem 2: In Latvia no systemic monitoring of regional policy is carried out,
neither is there investigated the influence of agricultural policy on the state of diffe-
rentiation of Latviaís regions, including ìurban-ruralî aspect, that are especially topical
because there are on-going broad discussions on the administrative territorial reform
offered by the Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development.
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Possible solutions:
� Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development of the Republic

of Latvia within its regional policy ought to organize and carry out monitoring of
the influence of regional policy on the state of differentiation of Latviaís regions,
using statistical data and scientific research results in various branches of science,
including economics, management science, geography;

� Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Latvia ought to organize and carry out
monitoring of the influence of agricultural policy on the state of differentiation of
Latviaís territory along the axis ìurban-ruralî, on the basis of statistical data and
scientific research dedicated to the topics of agriculture development.

Problem 3: Limitedness of the statistical data on Latviaís regions, especially along
the axis ìurban-ruralî. Statistical data characterizing the economic differentiation of
regions are hard to compare because sometimes there is no correspondence of the
time period for the available data or, for instance, some data are available across
branches of economics while others ñ only across branch groups.

Possible solutions:
� The Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia ought to improve the coordination of the

collected statistical data (e.g. according to branches or according to branch groups
for all respective data), as well as expand the range of ìurban-ruralî data taking
into consideration the sufficiently high territorial differentiation in Latvia exactly
in this section as well as for the purpose of the assessment of the efficiency of
agricultural reforms and policy;

� Social science scholars ought to engage in more active communication with the
Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia in order to inform of their research needs as
well as participate in events of the bureau, e.g. seminar on territorial statistics and
opportunities of its use held on 22 May 2018.

Problem 4: Latvia in 2019 was listed as 37th among 125 countries as to the Global
Talent Competitiveness Index (GTCI), yet it has a rather low indicator for those
components of GTCI as the capacity to grow talents and global knowledge (GK).

Possible solutions:
� Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of Latvia in elaborating and

implementing reforms in the sphere of education ought to take into consideration
the experience of those countries that are leading in growing talents (USA, Sweden,
Switzerland, the Netherlands, Finland, Norway), as well as focus on the experience
of those countries that have the highest GK indicator (Singapore, Island, USA,
Sweden, UK);

� The government and the society of Latvia ought to focus on raising the indicator
of global knowledge (GK), as Latvia is listed as 105th among 125 countries
according to it, especially this refers to the number of scientists and engineers in
the country, also enhance indicators that belong to the capacity of the country to
grow talents ñ these are cooperation within organizations and inter-organization
cooperation (according to these indicators Latvia ranges as 101st and 98t h among
125 countries).


