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1. MeToanyeckue peKoOMeHIauu

1.1. Meroauyeckue peKOMEHAANNH MO MOAT0TOBKE K MPAKTHYECKUM 3aHATHAM

B X04€ IMOATrOTOBKM K MPAKTHUYCCKHUM 3aHATHUAM CICAYCT M3YUUTh OCHOBHYIO U
JIONOJTHUTENBHYIO JIUTEPATypy, YYEeCThb PEKOMEHIAIMW MpernojaBaTels u TpeOoBaHHs paboueid
HpOrpaMMBEI.

MOXHO TOIrOTOBUTH CBOM KOHCIEKT OTBETOB IO pPAacCMaTpUBAacMOH TeMaTHuke,
noArOoTOBUTh TE3UCHI JIA BbICTynJIeHI/Iﬁ I1I0 BCEM y‘-IC6HI)IM BOIIpOCaM, BBIHOCUMBIM Ha 3aHATHC.
Crnenyer npoaymarh IpUMEPHI € LENIbI0 00eCeyeH s TECHOM CBSI3U M3y4aeMOM TeOpuH ¢ pealbHON
IIPaKTUKOW. MOKHO JONOJHUTH CIHMCOK PEKOMEHJIOBAaHHOM JIUTEPATYPBl COBPEMEHHBIMH
UCTOYHHKAMH, HE TIPEICTABICHHBIMU B CIIUCKE PEKOMEH/IOBAHHOM JIUTEPATYPHI.

CaMocrosiTenbHasi paboTa CTyA€HTa IMpeanonaraetT paboTy ¢ HaydyHOH U yueOHOHU
JUTEPaTypOi, yMEHHE CO3/1aBaTh TEKCThl. Y POBEHb U ITTyOMHA YCBOCHHUS JAUCLUIIIMHBI 3aBUCAT OT
aKTUBHOM M CHCTEMaTHYECKOM pa6OTI>I Ha MPAKTHYCCKUX 3aHATHUAX, U3YYCHHUA peKOMeHHOBaHHOﬁ
JUTEPATypBl, BBITOJTHEHUS KOHTPOJIbHBIX MUCHbMEHHBIX 3a/1aHUM.

[Ipy mnoOArOoTOBKE K MNPAKTUYECKOMY 3aHATHIO OOy4arouiecss HMEIT BO3MOXKHOCTb
BOCIIOJIb30BaThCsl KOHCYJIbTallUAMHU IMpernojaBaTens. Kpome yka3aHHBIX TeM OHHM BIpaBe, IO
COTJIACOBAHUIO C MPETIoIaBaTeNieM, H30UpaTh M IPyrue HHTEPECYIONINE UX TEMBIL.

1.2. Meroauyeckne peKOMeHAANMH MO MOArOTOBKE BBICTYIUIEHUs] / JAOKJIaAa K
NPaKTHYECKOMY 3aHATHIO

[ToaroToBKy BBICTYIJIEHUS / JOKJaJa CcleAyeT HayuHaThb C HW3Y4YEHMs CHEeIHalbHOU
JUTEpaTyphl, CHUCTEMATHU3alUU U 0000IIeHHs CcOOpaHHOTO MaTepHuala, BBIJEIEHUS TJIABHOTO.
Marepuana 10JKHO OBITh JOCTaTOYHBIM JUIS pacKpbiTUs BbIOpaHHOM Tembl. Iloaroroska
BBICTYIJICHHs / JOKJaJa BKJIIOYaeT B ce0s Takke OTpPadOTKY HAaBBIKOB OpaTOPCTBA U YMEHUS
OpraHU30BaTh U MPOBOAUTH TUCIYT, COOJIIO/IEHNUS 3aJaHHOTO perjlaMeHTa BpeMEHH.

Heo6x011M0 TOMHUTB, YTO BBICTYINIEHHE COCTOUT U3 TPEX YacTeil: BCTYIUICHUS, OCHOBHOM
yacTu M 3akmoueHus. IIpexxae Bcero, cieqyeT Ha3BaTh TEMY CBOETO BBICTYIUIEHUS / JIOKJIaja,
KpaTKo MEepeuYHCINTh paccMaTprBaeMble BOIPOCH], U30paB JUIsl 3TOrO KHUBYIO MHTEPECHYIO (popmy
U3JI0KEHUS.



1.3. MeToguuyeckue peKOMeHAAUNH M0 CO3AAHUIO NMPe3eHTAIUN

ANropuTM CO3aHMS IPE3ECHTALUH:

1 sTan — onpezenaeHue eI NPE3CHTALUH

2 9Tan — noApoOdHOE pacKphITHE HH(OPMAITHH,

3 3Tan — OCHOBHBIE TE€3HUCHI, BEIBOIBI.

Canenyet ucnonb3oBarb 10-15 cnaiinos. IIpu sTom:

- NEepBbIM ciai — TUTYIpHBIA. [IpenHazHadeH U pa3MelleHMs] Ha3BaHUS NPE3EHTALUH,
MMEHHU JOKJIaJYiKa U €ro KOHTAaKTHON MH(opMaIumy;

- Ha BTOPOM cllaiiie HEOOXOIMMO pa3MECTUTh COJEP)KaHUE MIPE3CHTALUM, a TAKXKe KPaTKoe
OIKCaHHE OCHOBHBIX BOIPOCOB;

- OCTaBUIMECS CJIAlIbl UMEIOT MHPOPMATUBHBIN XapaKTep.

OO0bIuHO NoJ1a4ya MHPOPMALIMU OCYIIECTBISIETCS 10 IUIAHY: TE3UC — apI'yMEHTaLUs — BBIBOJ.

TpeboBanust K 0(pOPMIICHHUIO U TIPECTABICHUIO TPE3CHTAIIH:

1. YurabenbHOCTh (BUAUMOCTb U3 CaMbIX JAJIBHUX YTOJKOB IOMELICHHUS U C pa3iIM4YHbIX
YCTPOMCTB), TEKCT AOJDKEH ObITh HaOpaH 24-30-pM mpUQTOM.

2. TwarenbHO CTPYKTYpUpOBaHHAs HH(pOpMAIIUSL.

3. Hammune KOpPOTKMX W JIAKOHWYHBIX 3aroJIOBKOB, MApKUPOBAaHHBIX M HYMEPOBAaHHBIX
CIMCKOB.

4. Kaxxnomy nososkeHuto (1ee) Hajlo OTBECTH OTAENIbHBIN a03all.

5. I'maBHy!0 H1€10 HAJ10 BBUIOKUTH B IIEPBOM CTpOKe ad3ala.

6. Hcnonb3oBath Tabiu4HbIe (OPMBI TPEACTABICHUS MHPOPMALUHU (JHArpaMMbl, CXEMBI)
JUI WUTIOCTPALMU Ba)KHEMIIMX (akTOB, YTO JACT BO3MOXHOCTbh MOJATh MaTepHaid KOMIIAKTHO U
HarJIsIHO.

7. I'paduka 1O0HKHA OPraHUYHO JOMOJHSTH TEKCT.

8. BricTymienue ¢ npe3eHranueil anurcs He 6onee 10 MHUHYT.

1.4. MeToauyeckne peKOMeHIAMH 110 MOATOTOBKe pedepaTa M riaoccapus

AcnupaHT (COMCKaTenb) BBINOJHSAET MUCbMEHHBIM TEpeBOJ] HAayyHOro TEKCTa 110
CHEIHAIbHOCTH Ha S3bIK 00y4YeHus (T.e. C MHOCTPAHHOTO S3bIKAa Ha PYCCKUM s3bIK). OObEeM TEKCTa -
45 000 meuaTHbIX 3HAKOB (20-25 cTp.).

Acnupant (couckarenab) JOJDKEH IPEACTaBUTh IUCBMEHHBIH NEpeBOJ TEKCTa B
COOTBETCTBUM C BBINOJHAEMON WINM TPEANOIaraéMod TEMOW HCCIENOBAHUS CO CIHCKOM
MPOYUTAHHOMN JUTEPATyphl MO CIEUUATBHOCTU U CIOBapeM TEPMHUHOB IO TEME HCCIIEOBaHMS Ha
MHOCTPAaHHOM SI3bIKE C PYCCKUMH SKBHBajeHTaMH (He MeHee 30 TepMHHOB) He mo3jaHee yeM 3a 30
JTHE# 1o Hadaja PK3aMeHa

Texcr pykonucu pedepata J0KeH ObITh pacriedaTaH Ha KOMIIbIOTEPE HAa OJHON CTOPOHE
CTaHJapTHOIO JiucTa O6enoil ogHocopTHON Oymaru ¢gopmata A4 (210x297 M) yepe3 oIMHAPHBIN
unTepBai (wpudt Ne 14) u nmonsimu Bokpyr Tekcra. Pazmep seBoro nosst - 30 MM, ipaBoro - 10 mm,
BepxHero - 20 MM, HUKHETO - 20 MM.

Bce cHOCKM M OJACTpOYHBIE TPUMEUAHUS MEepenevaThiBaloT (Yepe3 OUMH UHTEpBall) Ha TOH
CTpaHHULe, K KOTOPOH OHU OTHOCSTCS. Bee cTpaHuiibl HyMepyroTcs, HaUMHasi ¢ TUTYJIBHOIO JIMCTA,
Ha TUTYJIBHOM JIUCTE CTpaHHIa He ykasbiBaerca. Lludpy, oOo3Hauaromniyro mopsakoBbIii HOMEp
CTpPaHULIbI, CTABAT B CEPEIUHE HUYKHETO TOJISl CTPAHUIIBI.

K nuceMeHHOMY IEpeBOAY NPUIIATat0TCs:

1. OdopMneHHbIE  TUTYIBHBIH JMCT €  yKazaHueM Imudpa W Ha3BaHUsA
CIEIUAIBHOCTH;

2. Konus TuTynpHOrO M1icTa MOHOTrpaduu;

3. AHHOTAIMs HA THOCTPAHHOM SI3BIKE;

4. Konust opurnHaabHOr0 HHOCTPAHHOTO TEKCTA;

5. I'moccapuii (cnenuaaM3upoOBaHHbIM TEPMUHOJIOTHUYECKHUH CI0Baph K CTaThe);

6. Penensust kanaupatra WM JOKTOpa HAayK IO CIEHUAIbHOCTH, pacKpbIBaroLlast

3HAUYEHHUE PEIEH3UPYEMOro MaTrepuana JJisi JUCCEPTALMOHHOTO UCCIIEI0BAHUS aBTOPA MU C TOUKU
3peHUs aKTyaJbHOCTHU JJI1 COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH OTPAC/Id HAYKH.



IlepeBon nomkeH ObITh MPEACTABIEH B CKOPOCIIMBATENE WK COPOLIIOPOBAH.

I'moccapuii k pedepary (IMCBMEHHOMY HEpPEBOJly HAYYHOTO TEKCTa) MPEICTaBIseT COOOM
BBIIIOJIHEHHE TI€peBOJa TEPMHUHOB MNPO(ECCHOHAIBHOM TEMaTHKH, HCIOJb30BAHHBIX B
pedepupyemom Tekcre. Imoccapuii MoxeT OBITh JONOJIHEH (DOHETHYECKOH TpaHCKpUIIHEH
TEPMUHOB, JaHbl HECKOJIbKO 3HAUYE€HUH TEepMHMHA M INPUMEPbl UX YNOTPEOJEHHMs B TEKCTax IO
CHEINAJIBHOCTH.

PexoMeHpanmy 1o co31aHuto riIoccapusi:

1. 'moccapuit pacnionaraercs CTporo B adaBUTHOM MOPSIIKE.

2. TepMUHBI HE JOJKHBI AYOJIUPOBATHCA.

3.I'moccapuii He AOJKEH ObITH M30BITOUEH: HE HY)KHO BKIIIOYAaTh B CIOBAPh BCE 4YacTO
BCTPEUAIOLIUECS] TEPMUHBI IOJIPSA, TOJIBKO TE CJI0BA, KOTOPBIE XapaKTEPHBI JUIsl 3alaHHOM TEMBI.

1.5. Metoanveckue peKOMeHAAMH 110 PelIeHUI0 TeCTa

TecroBass cuctema mnpeaycMaTpUBaeT BOIPOCHI/33JaHMsI, Ha KOTOpble OOydaroImuics
JIOJDKEH J1aTh OJMH MJIM HECKOJbKO BapHUaHTOB MPABUIBHOIO OTBETA W3 IPENJIOKEHHOIO CIIMCKA
otBeToB. [Ipu moucke orBeTa HEOOXOAMMO MPOSBISATH BHUMATEIBHOCTD.

IIpu otcyrcTBUM Kakoro—iuOO OJHOTO OTBETa Ha BONPOC, MPEAyCMaTpUBAIOIINUN
MHO>KECTBEHHBII BHIOOD, BECh OTBET CUMTAETCS HEMPABIILHBIM.

OTBeThl TpaBUIbHBIE BBLICISAIOTCS B TECTE IOAYCPKUBAHUEM WJIH JIIOOBIM JAPYTHM
JOTTYCTUMBIM CIMBOJIOM.

1.6. MeToau4eckne peKoMeHIAl MM 110 MOArOTOBKE K claye IK3aMeHa

YcnenrHoe BBIMOTHEHHE CAaMOCTOSTEIBHOTO MHCHBMEHHOTO pedepupoBaHUs M YCTHOTO
IepeBoJia MPUMEPOB U3 HAYYHOH JIUTEpaTyphbl B XOJ€ MPAKTUUYECKUX 3aHATUN SBJISETCS YCIOBUEM
JIOITyCKa K KaHIHIATCKOMY d5K3aMeHy. KaduecTBO MUCHbMEHHOTO pedepupOBaHUs OLIEHUBACTCS IO
3a4eTHOM cucreme.

Kannunarckuil 3x3aMeH NpoBOJUTCS B YCTHOM (popMe 1 BKIItOUAET B ceOsl TPU 3a/1aHuUs:

1. Usyyaromee 4uTeHHWE OPHUTHMHAJIBHOIO TEeKCTa Mo crenuanbHocTH. O6bem 2500-3000
NEeYaTHBIX 3HaKOB. Bpems BoimonHeHus padoThl - 45-60 MunyT. @opma npoBepKu: 1) nucCbMEHHBIN
HEepeBO/I CO ClIoBapeM; 2) nepeaada U3BJICUeHHOM HH(OpMAIMY Ha HMHOCTPAHHOM SI3BIKE.

2. bermoe (mpocMOTpOBOE) YTEHHE OPUTHHAIBHOTO TEKCTa IO crenuanbHOoCcTH. O0beM -
1000-1500 meuatHbIX 3HaKOB. Bpems BbimonHeHus - 2-3 MuHyThl. POpMa MpPOBEpKU - Iepeaaya
U3BJICUEHHON WH(pOpMAIMA HAa MHOCTPAHHOM S3bIKE JJISi TYMaHUTApPHBIX CIIEIUAIBHOCTEH W Ha
PYCCKOM $I3bIKE /ISl €CTECTBEHHOHAYUHBIX U JIp. CIIELUATIBHOCTEH.

3. becema c¢ »Kk3amMeHaTOPOM Ha WHOCTPAHHOM SI3BIKE€ II0 BOIPOCAM, CBSI3aHHBIM C
M30paHHON CIEeUaIbHOCTRIO U HaAyYHOU paboTON acupaHTa (COMCKATes).

W30paHHas CIIENUAILHOCTD: COJEP)KAHHUE IMPEeIMeTa, UCTOPHUS Pa3BUTHs JaHHOW oOjacTu
HAayKH{, BBIJAIOIIMECS y4YEHble B COOTBETCTBYIOLIEH 00JacTH HayKd (MX OTKPBITUS U 3HAu€HHE),
HOBEHIIIME JOCTIXKCHHS B HM30paHHOW OO0JacTH, COIMAIbHO-d)KOHOMHUYECKHE AaCIEKThl JaHHOU
00J1aCTH HayKH.

Hayunoe wmccrnenoBanue: mpoOIeMbl, COCTOSHHE TPOOIEMBI, IIeNb, 3aJa4d, METO/IbI
UCCIIEIOBaHMS, PE3YJIbTAThl, BHIBOJIBL.

2. [InaHbl NPAKTHYECKUX 3aHATHI

3ansTue 1. Pedepar u ero conepxanue (yactp 1)
Ilnan:
1. CooO1ieHue o TeMe UCCACAOBAHHUS.
2. llenp uccaenoBaHusl.
3. Orenka.

BOnpOCbl ons CaAMOKOHMPOJIA.



Kakumu cpeactBamu cooOmiaeTcst 0 TeMe padoThl / TpeIMETe UCCIIeIOBAHUs?
Kakue cpeacTBa UCTIONB3YIOTCS I JOTMYECKOTO BBIJICIICHUS COOOIIEHUS?
Kaxk 00o3Ha4aroTCs [eJIv NCCIIEA0BaHU?

Urto HE0OXOAMMO UCTIONB30BATh /ISl OLICHKH paboThI (MeTOa, MaTepuana)?

Jlumepamypa: [1, 339-340].

3ansitue 2. Pedepar u ero comep:xkanue (4actb 2)
Ilnan.

Coo01IeHns 0 pe3yybTaTax UCCISIOBaHUS.

HMcxogHpie MOMEHTEI.

Nurepnperanus.

BrIBOABI 1 3aKIIOUCHHE.

PonbdE

Bonpocwi 0na camoxonmpons:

Uro TpebyeTcst HCHOIb30BaTh AJISl COOOIIEHUS O Pe3yabTaTaxX UCCIIETOBAHUSI?
Kak MoxHO nepefaTh Ka4eCTBO HHTEPIIPETALIUU PE3YIIHTATOBR?

Uro BKIIOYAETCS B 3aKIIOYUTENBHBIC MTPpeIoxKeHus pedepatoB?

Jlumepamypa: [1, 341-343].

3ausTue 3-4. UcnoJib30BaHNe aHTJINCKUX BHI0-BpeMeHHbIX (hopMm (YacTsb 1)
Iinan:
1. The Present Simple.
2. The Past Simple.

Bonpocwt ons camokonmpons:

1. KaxoBbI OCHOBHbBIE Cly4an YIOTpeOIeHUs BUI0-BpeMeHHBIX (opM Present Simple u
Past Simple?

2. Kak naHHble BUJ10-BpeMEHHBIE ()OPMBI UCTIONIB3YIOTCS B Pa3HbIX TUIAX MPEATIOKESHUN?

Jlumepamypa: [2, 4-11].

3ansitue 5-6. Mcnosib30BaHne aHTINCKUX BHI0-BPpeMeHHBIX (hopM (d4acTsh 2)
Inan:
1. The Present Perfect.
2. The Present Perfect Continuous.

Bonpocvl ona camoxkonmpons:

1. KaxoBbI OCHOBHBIE CITy4an ynoTpeOieHus: BUI0-BpeMeHHBIX popM Present Perfect u
Present Perfect Continuous?

2. Kak nanHble BUJ10-BpeMeHHBIEe ()OPMBI UCTIONIB3YIOTCS B Pa3HBIX TUIAX MPEATIOKESHUN?

Jlumepamypa: [2, 14-29].

3ansaTue 7. IlepeBoa macCHBHBIX KOHCTPYKIUIA
ILnan:
1. IlpuuuHbl ynoTpedaeHHus CTPAAATENIbHOTO 3aJI0Ta B aHTJTUICKOM SI3bIKE.
2. Wcnionb3oBanue Oe3IMYHBIX / HEONPEACTCHHO-TMIHBIX TPEITOKEHHMN.
3. YnotpebieHue I71aroyioB B MacCHBE MPHU OJHOPOIHBIX WIEHAX MPEJIOKEHHS.

BOnpOCbl ons CaAMOKOHMPOJIA.



1. KakoBbI OCHOBHBIC CTydau YIOTPEOJCHUS CTPAIATSIILHOTO 3a10Ta B aHNIHHCKOM
SA3BIKE?
2. B deM 3akirodaeTcs «IEHTPAM30BaHHAs CTPYKTYpay aHTJIMHCKOTO TIPETONKCHIS ?

Jlumepamypa: [1, 228-236]; [2, 84-93].

3ansaTus 8. Ilepeson nHPpUHNTHBA U MHPUHUTHUBHBIX KOHCTPYKIM
ITnan:
1. OcobennoctH nepeBojia MHOUHUTHBA HA PYCCKUN S3BIK.
2. IHQUHUTHUB B CJIOXKHOM JIOTIOJTHEHUH.
3. IHQUHUTUB B COCTAaBHOM IJIarOJIbHOM CKa3yeMOM.

Bonpocwi ona camokonmpons:

1. Ha uyto Heo6xonuMo o0OpamaTh BHUMaHUE NP MepeBojie HOUHUTHUBA HA PYCCKUI
A3BIK?

2. Kak nepeBoautcsi HHQUHUTHB B IPUIATOYHOM JTOTIOJHUTEIEHOM MPEATIOKECHIH?

3. KakoBsl 1Ba crioco6a nepeBosia MHPUHUTHBA B COCTABHOM I'JIar0JIbLHOM CKazyeMoM?

Jlumepamypa: [1, 249-259], [2, 108-119].

3ansaTue 9. [lepeBon repyHausi U repyHAHAIbHBIX KOHCTPYKIUH
ILnan:
1. CnocoOsI iepeBoia repyHANs U TepyHIUATBHBIX 000POTOB.
2. OcobeHHOCTH TMepeBo/ia Ha PYCCKUN A3bIK MMEHEM CYILECTBUTEIbHBIM, HHOUHUTHBOM.
3. IlepeBo repyHIusl COYETAHUEM MOJAIBHBIX IJIAr0JIOB ¢ HHOUHUTHBOM U MPHUIATOYHBIM
IPEJIOKEHUEM.

Bonpocwi ona camoxonmpons:

1. Ha uto HeoO6xoauMo oOpaliath BHUMaHUE TIPU TIEPEBOJIEC TEPYHIUS HA PYCCKUH SI3BIK?

2. B kakux ciyyasix repyHIHi NepeBOIUTCA UMEHEM CYIIECTBUTEIbHBIM, a B KAKHX -
UHOUHUTHBOM?

3. KakoBbl ciiydan nepeBojia repyHAaus COYeTaHuEeM MOJIAJIbHBIX TJIaroJioB ¢ HHPHHUTUBOM

U IPUIATOYHBIM MPEIIOKEHHEM?
Jlumepamypa: [1, 242-249]; [2, 106-135].

3ansaTue 10. [lepeBox npuyacruii
ILnan:
1. ®yHKUUU NpUYaCTHBIX 00OPOTOB B aHTVIMHCKOM HPEIOKEHHUH.
2. Crnoco0bl nepeBojia aHIIIMMCKUX MPUYACTHI HACTOALIET0 M MPOLIEAIIEr0 BPeMEHH Ha
PYCCKHH SI3BIK.
3. OOGOpPOTHI M CTPYKTYPHI, MPEACTABIAIONINE TPYAHOCTD ISl IEPEBOJIAa HA PYCCKHIM A3BIK.

Bonpocwi ona camoxonmpons:

1. B ueM 3aknroyaeTcs pa3nuure MKy aHTJTMHCKUMHA U PYCCKUMM IPUYACTUMA?
2. B ueM cocTouT TpyIHOCTH IepeBOAa PUYACTHUS IIPOLIEIIET0 BPEMEHU Ha PYCCKUI
A3BIK?

Jlumepamypa: [2, 184-195].



3ansTue 11-12. CroBooOpa3oBaHue B AHIJIHIICKOM sI3bIKe

ILnan:
1. IlpaBuna oOpazoBaHuUs aHIJIUICKUX CIIOB.
2. Ilpedukcol B aHTIMIICKOM fA3bIKe: UX (YHKIIHUS, BUJIbI 3HAUCHUS
3. Cyddukchl B aHIIHIICKOM SI3bIKE: UX (YHKIIHSI, BUbI, 3HAYCHHUSL.

Bonpocwi 0na camoxonmpons:

1. [nst yero UCHOib3YIOTCS NpedUKCH @ AaHTITMICKOM s3bIKe?

2. B uem coctout posb cyhPprKCOB B aHTITMHCKOM SI3BIKE?

3. Kakme wactu peun MOXXHO 00pa3oBBIBaTh C MOMOILIBIO Cy(PPHUKCOB B aHIIHUHCKOM
A3bIKE?

Jlumepamypa: [1, 182-185].

3anstue 13-14. [IucbMeHHBII TePeBO/I CTATHH IO CNENHAJIbHOCTH CPEACTBAMHU POTHOTO
13bIKA
Ilnan:
1. Yrenue TekcTa Ha aHTJIMHACKOM SI3BIKE.
2. Jlekcuko-rpaMMaTHYECKHi pa300op TEKCTa.
3. CocraBieHHE TEKCTa TIEPEBOIA.
4. Tlpe3eHTanus MoAroTOBICHHOTO IEPEBO/Ia TEKCTA.

Stochastic stability in monotone economies
Takashi Kamihigashi, John Stachurski
(Abstract)

The stability results for monotone economies developed in Hopenhayn and Prescott (1992,
Theorem 2) have become a standard tool for analysis of dynamics and stationary equilibria. For
example, Huggett (1993) used their results to study asset distributions in incomplete-market
economies with infinitely lived agents. The same results were applied to variants of Huggett’s
model with features such as habit formation, endogenous labor supply, capital accumulation, and
international trade. They were used to study the classical one-sector optimal growth model by
Hopenhayn and Prescott (1992), a stochastic endogenous growth model by de Hek (1999), and a
small open economy by Chatterjee and Shukayev (2012). They have been used in a wide range of
overlapping generations (OLG) models with features such as credit rationing, human capital,
international trade, nonconcave production, and occupational choice.

Other well known applications include variants of Hopenhayn and Rogerson’s (1993) model
of job turnover and Hopenhayn’s (1992) model of entry and exit.

Bonpocvi 0na camoxonmpons:

1. CocraBienne TeMaTHYECKOTO TIIOCCAPHSL.

2. IlpopaboTKa HOBOM JEKCHUKH.

3. IloaroroBka nepeBoja TEKCTa Ha PYCCKHUH S3BIK.

Jlumepamypa: [3, 6].

3ansitue 15-16. OcCHOBBI MHCHMEHHOT0 H YCTHOI'O MePeBO/Ia TEKCTOB HAYYHOI TeMAaTHKH
(MoHorpadmuii, nepuoIuKH)
ITnan:
UreHne TEKCTa HAa aHTJINHCKOM SI3BIKE.
Jlexcuko-rpaMmmaTuyecKuil pa3doop Tekcra.
CocraBieHue TeKcTa epeBoa.
[Ipe3eHTanus MOArOTOBIEHHOIO NIEPEBOIA TEKCTA.

el A



Rhetoric in legislative bargaining with asymmetric information
Ying Chen, Hugh Eraslan

We analyze a three-player legislative bargaining game over an ideological and a distributive
decision. Legislators are privately informed about their ideological intensities, i.e., theweight placed
on the ideological decision relative to the weight placed on the distributive decision.
Communication takes place before a proposal is offered and majority rule voting determines the
outcome. We show that it is not possible for all legislators to communicate informatively. In
particular, the legislator who is ideologically more distant from the proposer cannot communicate
informatively, but the closer legislator may communicate whether he would “compromise” or
“fight” on ideology. Surprisingly, the proposer may be worse off when bargaining with two
legislators (under majority rule) than with one (who has veto power), because competition between
the legislators may result in less information conveyed in equilibrium. Despite separable
preferences, the proposer is always better off making proposals for the two dimensions together.

Legislative policy-making typically involves speeches and demands by legislators that may
shape the proposals made by the leadership. For example, in the 2010 health care overhaul in the
United States, one version of the Senate bill included $100 million in Medicaid funding for
Nebraska and restrictions on abortion coverage in exchange for the vote of Nebraska Senator Ben
Nelson. As another example, consider the threat in 2009 by seven members of the U.S. Senate
Budget Committee to withhold their support for legislation to raise the debt ceiling unless a
commission to recommend cuts to Medicare and Social Security was approved.1 Would these
senators indeed have let the United States default on its debt or was their demand just a bluff? More
generally, what are the patterns of demands in legislative policy-making? How much information
do they convey? Do they influence the nature of the proposed bills? Who gets private benefits and
what kind of policies are chosen under the ultimately accepted bills?

Bonpocvi 0na camoxonmpons:
1. CocraBiieHre TeMaTUYECKOTO TII0CCAPHSL.
2. TlpopaboTka HOBOI JEKCHUKH.
3. TloaroroBka nmepeBoja TeKCTa Ha PYCCKHH S3BIK.

Jlumepamypa: [3, 11-12].

3ansitue 17-18. OcHOBBI MHCHMEHHOT'0 H YCTHOI'O N€PeBO/Ia TEKCTOB HAYYHO# TeMaTHKH
(MoHorpadmuii, NnepuoIMKH)
ILnan:
1. YreHue TekcTa HA AaHTIIUICKOM SI3BIKE.
2. JIekcuKO-TpaMMaTHYECKUN pa3dop TEeKCTa.
3. CocraBieHue TeKkcTa nepeBoja.
4. IlpeseHTanus NoAroTOBIEHHOTO MEPEBOJIA TEKCTA.

ONE-SIDED UNCERTAINTY AND DELAY
IN REPUTATIONAL BARGAINING
Dilip Abreu, David Pearce, Ennio Stacchetti
(Abstract)

A two-person in nite-horizon bargaining model where one of the players may have either of
two discount factors, has a multiplicity of perfect Bayesian equilibria. Introducing the slightest
possibility that either player may be one of a rich variety of stationary behavioral types singles out a
particular solution and appears to support some axiomatic treatments in the early literature in their
conclusion that there is a negligible delay to agreement. Perturbing the model with a slightly
broader class of behavioral types that allows the informed player to delay making his initial demand
still achieves powerful equilibrium revetment. But there is substantial delay to agreement, and



predictions depend continuously on the ex ante probabilities of the patient and impatient types of
the informed player, counter to what the literature suggests.

Rubinstein (1982) delighted economists by establishing uniqueness of perfect equilibrium in
an in_nite horizon bargaining model. Once the surprise wore o_, attention moved to another
intriguing feature of the model: in the unique equilibrium, agreement is reached immediately. While
this does not square well with some real-world phenomena (protracted haggling over prices, strikes
in labor negotiations and so on), it was expected that introducing asymmetric information into the
model would easily produce delay to agreement. If the purpose of holding out for a better deal is to
signal the strength of one's bargaining position, then the existence of asymmetric information
(without which there would be nothing to signal) might naturally be expected to go hand in hand
with delay to agreement.

The asymmetric information bargaining literature did not unfold exactly as hoped. The early
papers revealed a vast multiplicity of perfect Bayesian equilibria, even for one-sided asymmetric
information (Rubinstein (1985)) or for only two periods in the case of bilateral informational
asymmetry (Fudenberg and Tirole (1983)). More specific results relied on severely limited strategy
spaces (Chatterjee and Samuelson (1987)), appeals to reasonable™ selections from the equilibrium
correspondences (Sobel and Takahashi (1983), Cramton (1984), Chatterjee and Samuelson (1988))
or axiomatic restrictions of equilibrium (Rubinstein (1985) and Gul and Sonnenschein (1988)). The
latter two papers study one-sided asymmetric information and produce solutions displaying
virtually no delay to agreement. Gul and Sonnenschein's solutions have a further Coasean feature:
the uninformed player, facing an opponent drawn from a distribution of payo_ types, does as badly
as she would if she instead faced, with certainty, the strongest possible opponent from that
distribution.

Bonpocul 0na camokonmpoas:

1. CocraBieHue TeMaTHYECKOTO III0CCApHSL.

2. IlpopaboTKa HOBOW JTEKCHKH.

3. IoaroroBka mnepeBojia TEKCTa Ha PYCCKUM SI3bIK.

Jlumepamypa: [3, 14-15].

3ansitue 19-20. OcHOBBI NHCHBMEHHOT0 H YCTHOI'O NlepeBO/ia TEKCTOB HAYYHOI TeMATHKH
(MmoHorpadmuii, nepuoIuKm)
ILnan:
UreHune TeKCTa Ha aHTJIMACKOM SI3BIKE.
Jlekcuko-TpaMMaTHUecKuil pa30op Tekcra.
CocraBiieHue 1aHa nepeBoja TeKcTa.
IIpencraBieHne NOArOTOBIEHHOIO IEPEBOJA TEKCTA.
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Communication and influence
Antoni Calvé-Armengoly, Joan de Marti, Andrea Prat
(Part 1)

We study the information flows that arise among a set of agents with local knowledge and
directed payoff interactions, which differ among pairs of agents. First, we study the equilibrium of a
game where, before making decisions, agents can invest in pairwise active communication
(speaking) and pairwise passive communication (listening). This leads to a full characterization of
information and influence flows. Second, we show that, when the coordination motive dominates
the adaptation motive, the influence of an agent on all his peers is approximately proportional to his
eigenvector centrality. Third, we use our results to explain organizational phenomena such as: the
emergence of work cliques; the adoption of human resources practices that foster communication
(especially active communication); and the discrepancy between formal hierarchy and actual
influence.



Communication is one of the defining characteristics of humans. A large part of our day is
spent on various media, ranging from having informal conversations to writing formal reports, from
exchanging email messages to participating in social media. This is true in social contexts as well as
in the workplace. Corporate leaders spend upwards of 80 percent of their work time on
communication-centered activities (Mintzberg 1973, Bandiera et al.2009).

Bonpocvl ona camoxkonmpons:

1. CocraBneHnue TeMaTHYECKOTO TII0CCAPUs.

2. IlpopaboTKa HOBOM JEKCHUKH.

3. IloaroroBka nepeBojia TEKCTA Ha PYCCKUH S3bIK

Jlumepamypa: [3, 22].

3aunsTue 21-22. OcHOBBI NMCbMEHHOT0 H YCTHOTO MEepeB0/a TEKCTOB HAYYHOM TeMaTHKH
(MoHorpaduii, nepuoIuKH)
Iinan:
YUreHne TeKCcTa Ha aHTJIMICKOM SI3BIKE.
Jlekcuko-TpaMMaTHYECKUN Pa3doop TEKCTa.
CocraBiieHue J1aHa IEPEBO/IAa TEKCTA.
[Ipe3enTanusi MOATOTOBIECHHOTO NIEPEBO/IA TEKCTA.
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Communication and influence
Antoni Calvé-Armengoly, Joan de Marti, Andrea Prat
(Part 2)

The endogeneity of communication patterns should lie at the center of a theory of
organization (Arrow 1974). We have some control on whom we decide to speak to, email, or
telephone. As communication requires time, we are selective and instrumental in how much we
invest in communicating with different agents. As Simon (1986) noted: .If we record the frequency
of communication between different nodes, we [will] find that the pattern is not uniform but highly
structured. In fact, the pattern of communication frequencies [should] react, approximately, the
pattern of authority..The objective of this paper is to develop a model of endogenous costly
communication and to use it to understand influence patterns.

The model can be sketched as follows. There are a number of agents who face local
uncertainty (for simplicity, local states are assumed to be mutually independent). Each agent
observes the realization of his local state and must take an action. The payoff of each agent depends
on his local state, his own action, and the action of other agents. For every pair of agents, action
interdependence is measured as a continuous intensity and it can be asymmetric (agent A places
more importance in coordinating with B than with C) and directed (agent A wants to coordinate
with B more than B wants to coordinate with A).

Before choosing his action, an agent can engage in communication. He can inform other
agents about his own state of the world and he can gather information about other agents. Formally,
the agent selects a vector of active communication intensities and a vector of passive
communication intensities. The precision of the communication of one agent to another is then
determined by how much the sender invests in active communication (talking) and how much the
receiver invests in passive communication (listening).

Both types of communication are costly, and the cost is an increasing and convex function
of communication intensity. In this model, the intensity of communication and influence (how
much an agents state influences another agents action) is represented by continuous variables. This
allows us to study varying degrees of interpersonal ties, as suggested by the sociological literature
(Granovetter, 1973).

Bonpocul ona camokonmpons:
1. CocraBieHre TeMaTHYECKOTO TII0CCaAPHSL.



2. TIpopaboTka HOBOM JICKCHUKH.
3. IloaroroBka nepeBojia TEKCTa Ha PYCCKUH SI3BIK

Jlumepamypa: [3, 23-24].

3ansaTue 23-24. OCHOBBI MUCHMEHHOI'0 ¥ YCTHOTO MEePEeBO/Ia TEKCTOB HAYYHOI TeMATHKH
(MmoHorpadwuii, nepuoaNKu)
Inan:
1. YreHue TekcTa HA AHTJIUICKOM S3BIKE.
2. Jlekcuko-rpaMMaTU4YECKUN pa3dbop TeKcTa.
3. CocraieHue TUIaHa IEPEeBOIa TEKCTA.
4. TlpeseHTanus NoAroTOBIEHHOTO MEPEBOJIA TEKCTA.

Characterizing the Limit Set of PPE Payoffs withUnequal Discounting
Takuo Sugaya

We study repeated games with imperfect public monitoring and unequal discounting. We
characterize the limit set of perfect and public equilibrium payoffs as discount factors converge to 1
with the relative patience between players fixed. We show that the pairwise and individual full rank
conditions are sufficient for the folk theorem.

In this paper, we characterize the equilibrium payoffs in repeated games with imperfect
public monitoring and unequal discounting as discount factors converge to one with relative
patience fixed. In particular, we show that the pairwise and individual full rank conditions are
sufficient for the folk theorem.

Lehrer and Pauzner (1999) (henceforth LP) analyze two-player repeated games with perfect
monitoring and unequal discounting. They de.ne the set of feasible and sequentially individually
rational (henceforth SIR) payoffs and show that, in two-player games with perfect monitoring, the
limit set of subgame perfect equilibrium payoffs coincides with that of SIR payoffs as discount
factors converges to one with the relative patience fixed (the folk theorem). Recently, Chen and
Takahashi (2012) extend the result to n-player games with perfect monitoring.

This paper extends their results to imperfect public monitoring. While the proofs of both
Lehrer and Pauzner (1999) and Chen and Takahashi (2012) are constructive, we employ a non-
constructive approach using the recursive structure of the perfect and public equilibrium (henceforth
PPE). Specifically, we attain a characterization of the set of PPE payoffs as discount factors
converge to one. In addition, we characterize SIR payoffs. Given these characterizations, we show
that, if the pairwise and individual fullrank conditions are satisfied, these two sets coincide, that is,
the folk theorem holds.

The characterization of limit PPE payoffs with equal discounting is provided by Fudenberg
and Levine (1994) (henceforth FL). Using this characterization, we can prove the folk theorem in
repeated games with equal discounting and imperfect public monitoring, which is first shown by
Fudenberg, Levine and Maskin (1994) (henceforth FLM). That is, if the pairwise and individual full
rank conditions are satisfied, then the set characterized by FLM coincides with the set of feasible
and individually rational payoffs.

Bonpocul 015 camokoHmpons:

1. CocraBieHue TeMaTHYECKOTO TIIOCCapHSL.

2. TlpopaboTKka HOBOW JTEKCHKH.

3. IloaroToBka mepeBosia TEKCTa Ha PYCCKHIA S3bIK

Jlumepamypa: [3, 56-57].



