WHTEpBaJlaX PbhIHKA. 3HAYCHHE STOTO PE3yJIbTATOM SBISETCS TO,
YTO HMHBCCTOpPBI B HCEABMXXHMMOCTH, KaK IIpaBuJIo, HNMCIOT
YBEIIMYCHHUE JOXOJHOCTH COOCTBEHHOCTH BCSAKHM pa3, Korjaa
MO3UTUBHAS MAaKPOIKOHOMHYECKAasi TIOJMTHKA HANpaBleHa Ha
o0e3omachlBaHNE JKOHOMHKH CTPaHbl. JTO MOXET OBITh:
ynyumieHue 6a3pl  BBII, moBbilnieHne oOMEHHOTO —Kypca,
YBCJIMYCHUC YPOBHA 3aHATOCTU U MOKYIATCIbHAA CHOCO6HOCTB B
PBIHKE JKWJIbs, PACTYIIUH WHTEPEC W TEMIbl HHQISIUU, POCT
apeHIHO W TaTel 3a KWAJIbE W ILEHbl. TeM caMbIM
TOJIOKHUTENEHO BIMSS HA JOXOJ MHBECTOPA.

Ha BO3Bpar  COOCTBEHHOCTM  HETATHBHO  BIUSIOT
HETaTUBHBIC TMOJUTHYECKUE JEHCTBUS, KOTOpHIC NPHBOAIT K
pocty 0e3paboTHUIlbI B SKOHOMHUKE; IOTOMY 000N pa3BUTHE B
SKOHOMHKE JIOJDKHO TMOCTOSIHHO KOHTPOJHMPOBATHCS, UTOOBI
ONpeNeNIuTh, KaK dSTH WM3MCHCHHS BIUSIOT HAa  PBIHOK
coOcTBeHHOCTH. [3, . 1].

Ha ocHoBanMM wuccleqoBaHUS PEKOMEHIYETCS, YTOOBI
THIATENIFHOE M3Y4YeHHWE (AKTOPOB, W3yUCHHE TPONUIBIX U
MPOTHO3HBIX  TOKa3aTeliell  TMOJOXWTENLHO  BIMSJIO — HA
O9KOHOMUYCCKYIO INOJIUTUKY. Takas IIOJIMTUKA JOJIDKHa
MOJIOKHUTENBHO CKa3aThCsl HAa PBIHKE HEJBUKUMOCTH M €ro
KOHTpoJie. B cBOIO ouepesib 3TOT BKJIAJ B CEKTOP HEJBHKUMOCTH
MOJKET MOJIOKUTCIIBHO MMOBJIHATE HAa HAIMOHAJIBHYIO S9KOHOMHUKY.
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The strategic landmark of today's fundamental economic
and political changes is the formation of competitive business
entities as equal partners of the global economic community
through the identification and elimination of existing challenges
and threats under the conditions of a clear understanding of the
reasons for their occurrence in the changing space of functioning.
Being in a state of uncertainty, turbulence and bifurcation,
business entities are obliged to increase their attention to
economic security issues for their own market stability, which is
manifested through resistance, risk reduction and economic
succession.

In today's conditions, corporate fraud is a constant danger
for business, which is impossible to predict, regardless the field of
activity, location or method of management, any enterprise can
become a victim of it.

International Standard on Auditing ISA (ISA) 240 defines
fraud as an intentional act of one or more persons among
management, managerial personnel, employees or others, which
consists in the use of deception to obtain an improper or illegal
benefit [1].

In turn, the Association of Certified Fraud Examiners
(ACFE) [2], which is one of the Ilargest international
organizations in the field of fraud investigators, has about 75,000
members from 150 countries and was founded in 1988 in North
America, interprets the definition of "fraud" as the use of an
official position for the purpose of personal enrichment through
the misuse or theft of corporate property or resources.

Therefore, cognitively analyzing the fundamental
determinants regarding the concept of "fraud", it is possible to
ascertain:
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"fraud at the enterprise is the intentional illegal actions of
one or more persons - employees, management and
counterparties, in relation to the theft of the assets of the business
entity as a result of corruption, misrepresentation and abuse of
trust, manipulation and falsification of financial reports,
distortion of information that leads to one's own moral or
material benefit".

Despite annual crimes increase in business, most managers
are convinced that the risk of committing fraudulent actions
against their company is small, and funds for preventive measures
will cost the business more than possible losses from fraud. As a
result, they pay attention to the indicators of the growth of such
illegal actions only after revealing glaring facts or causing
significant damage. According to various studies, corporate fraud
annually causes losses to enterprises in the amount of 5-15% of
annual turnover. However, the real percentage of losses for
enterprises is much higher because not all cases are detected;
quite often, the company tries not to publish such information in
order not to lose its reputation and not to be ashamed in front of
customers; in addition to direct monetary losses, fraud creates
additional risks for business - criminal proceedings against the
company and top managers who did not discover the scheme,
lawsuits from counterparties, inspections by regulatory authorities
[3].

According to the global survey "Occupational Fraud 2022:
A Report to the nations" [4], conducted by the international
organization ACFE, which included a sample of 133 countries,
from 2,110 detected cases of fraud, in 2022 the main types of
professional fraud at enterprises were corruption, financial
reporting fraud and asset misappropriation, which caused losses
to business entities in the amount of more than $3.6 billion in
total (Fig. 1).

ACFE’s research shows that fraudsters in business usually
use false and altered documents to hide their act, as a result of
which the company suffers considerable financial losses — from
$200,000 to $500,000 in such sectors of the economy as real
estate, wholesale trade, transportation, etc. (Fig. 2). In terms of
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gender disparities among professional fraudsters, the percentage
of wrongdoing committed by women and men varies significantly
depending on the geo-scheme of the world. For instance, in the
USA and Canada, 38% of professional frauds are committed by
women, while in South Asia, East and North Africa, the
percentage is much lower — 5% and 10%, respectively (Fig. 2). It
is worth understanding that no matter how much the company
tries to prevent all cases of fraud, it is not be possible to do it
completely, so it remains only to detect such actions quickly.
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Fig. 1. Classification of types of fraud at the enterprise
according to the ACFE survey
Note: source [4]
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The global experience of combating fraud on business
entities shows that innovative approaches such as forensics and
compliance have become widely used tools for combating and
eliminating its manifestations.

The concept of "forensic" (English: "forensic" — judicial,
criminal) means a comprehensive independent investigation of
the financial and economic activities of a business entity to
prevent the occurrence of risks of corporate fraud, detection of
facts of violations of current legislation by employees and
management of the company, falsification of accounting and tax
reporting, cases of embezzlement or improper use of assets,
corruption and abuse of authority, as well as assessment of
damages from them and development of an acceptable
mechanism for compensation for damage and return of assets to
owners [3].
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Fig. 2. The main methods of concealing fraud at the enterprise,
the main sectors of the economy in terms of losses received as a
result of fraud and the gender disparity of fraudsters by region
(ACFE data)Note: source [4]

Comparing audit and forensics it should be noted that the
second is a promising modern approach and is used to determine
violations by establishing compliance of events with the financial
strategy and modeling deviations of the predicted results from the
basic financial strategy [5]. Undoubtedly, forensics is a more
effective tool for ensuring the economic security of enterprises
than inspections by controlling or law enforcement agencies,
since unlike the intervention of law enforcement agencies,
forensics makes it impossible for someone to influence the course
of inspections and their results, it leaves the customer with the
absolute right to choose the consequences for detected facts of
fraud [6-7]. It is necessary to emphasize that forensics is a tool for
ensuring the economic security of enterprises, therefore, it seeks
to protect business from the inside, it studies not only the facts of
committed offenses, but also the possible risks of fraud [3].

The term "compliance" was first used in the US Foreign
Corrupt Practices Act [8] and means a set of business protection
measures that should prevent the actions of company employees
that violate the law, and according to which corporate business
ethics is being built, based on compliance with external and
internal requirements, norms and laws [9].

Therefore, if we take into account the number and
complexity of economic crimes, the inability of existing methods
to successfully prevent or detect them, forensics and compliance
are promising innovative approaches in the field of fraud
investigations both from the point of view of their detection,
prevention and avoidance. Their purpose is to help businesses
protect their own reputation, guarantee minimization of financial
losses, work efficiently, strengthen competitiveness, determine
vectors of further development and implement strategic plans.
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