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RISK ASSESSMENT OF INNOVATION AND INVESTMENT PROJECT
IMPLEMENTATION UNDER CONDITIONS OF GROWING
UNCERTAINTY IN SUSTAINABLE ENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT

The article examines a risk-oriented approach to the evaluation and selection of corporate
innovation—investment projects amid escalating environmental uncertainty. It is demonstrated that
innovation initiatives are future-oriented and, by their very nature, cannot be forecast with preci-
sion; therefore, project designers have to account for both uncertainty and risk—itwo forms of
expectation unreliability that differ in the degree to which the probabilities of potential outcomes
are known. Despite a substantial body of research in investment analysis, a number of issues (quan-
titative measurement of uncertainty levels, accurate forecasting of project-efficiency indicators
under alternative scenarios, and clarification of the “risk—return” relationship) remain insuffi-
ciently elaborated and require methodological refinement. Established quantitative risk-assess-
ment approaches are reviewed—source-based classification, event-tree analysis, expected-return
metrics, and historical-data analysis. Particular attention is devoted to indicators derived from the
distribution of expected returns: once a probability-distribution curve is constructed, every possible
income value is weighted by its probability, yielding a mathematical expectation, while variance
and standard deviation serve as the basic measures of risk. The study proves that synthesising the
examined methods enhances their advantages and minimises their drawbacks, thereby improving
the accuracy and reliability of investment decisions. Further improvement of the risk-management
toolkit should combine quantitative simulation techniques with qualitative expert assessments and
expand scenario modelling of agent behaviour under uncertainty. The paper provides recommen-
dations that enable enterprises to adjust their portfolio of innovation initiatives in accordance with
risk and uncertainty levels and to shape a risk-oriented investment policy using an integrated
assessment toolkit. The proposed approaches can be implemented both by individual firms and
within government programmes that support innovation activity, ensuring balanced sectoral devel-
opment in the long term.
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OIIITHKA PU3UKIB PEAJII3ZALII IHHOBAIIIITHO-
THBECTUIIIMHUX ITPOEKTIB 3A YMOB HAPOCTAHHS
HEBU3HAYEHOCTI YMOB CTAJIOTO PO3BUTKY
HIAITPUEMCTBA

Poszeaanymo pusux-opiecnmosanuil nioxio 0o ouinroeanns ma 6id6opy inHoeauiiino-
iHeecmuuiiinux npoexkmie nionpuemcmea 6 yYM08aX HAPOCMAHHA HEBUIHAUEHOCH
Malibymubvoeo, sKe 3a C60EH NPUPOOOI0 He NIOOAEMbCA MOYHOMY NPOSHO3YBAHHIO; OMJiCe,
PO3POOHUKU NpoeKmie 3MyuleHi 8paxoeyeamu K He@U3HAHeHicmb, mak i pusux, moomo 06i
dhopmu nenadilinocmi ouiKysans, wjo pizHAMbCA cyneHem 6idomocmi UMogipHocmell MONCAUBUX
Hacaiokie. Bidsnaueno, wo nonpu 3naunuil nayxoeuil dopo6ok y cghepi ineecmuuiiinozo anaaizy,
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Hu3ka numand (KiAbKicHe GUMIDIOGAHHA DIGHI6 HeGU3HAYEHOCHI, MOYHe NPOCHO3YBAHHA
NOKa3HUKi6 egeKkmusHocmi npoekmie 3a aA1bMEPHAMUGHUX CUeHapiie, B6CMAHOGACHHA
63A€EMO036 3Ky  «PU3UK-00XIOHICMb») 3AAUWAIOMbC  HeQOCHAMHbL0 ONPAubO8anuMu i
nompe6yroms memoouunozo yoockonaaenus. Ilpoanaaizosano ycmaneni nioxoou 0o KiabKichozo
GUMIpPY PUBUKY: 3a 0Mcepeaamu nOX00NCeHHs, uepe3 nodiecei oepesa, 3a OHiKy8aHorw 00Xo0HicHIo
ma Ha ocnoei icmopuunux danux. Ocobaugy ysazy npudiieHo Mempuxam, wio rpyHmMyIOmocs Ha
po3nodiai ouiKysanux 0oxoonocmeli: nicas no6yooeu Kpueoi iMoGIpHICHO20 po3nodity KojcHe
MOMCAUBE 3HAYEHHST 00X00Y 38ANCYEMBCA HA 6AACHY UMOGIDHICHIb, WO OAE mamemamuyme
OuIKy6anHA, a eapiauin i cmandapmue GIOXUACHHA CAYX¥Camb 06a308umu mipamu pusuky.
Jlosedeno, wo cunmes poseasHymux memooieé 0036045€ nocuiunu ixxi nepeséazu i Minimizyeamu
Hedoaiku, nideuwuewu mouwnicmv ma Haodilinicmv inHeecmuuilinux piwenv. Biosnaueno, wo
nooaavuie 800CKOHAACHHA MENOOUMHO20 ANApamy pusuK-meHeoOHCMeHmy Mae 6azyeamucs Ha
NOEOHANHI KIABKICHUX IMImMauiiinux Memooie i3 AKICHUMU eKCRePMHUMU OUIHKAMU Md PO3GUMKY
CUEHAPHO20 MOO0e.1I08AHHS NOGEIIHKU azenmie 6 ymosax nHeeusnauenocmi. Hadano pexomenoauii,
aKi donomoxcymv nionpuemcmeam Kopuzyeamu nopmdeav inHo8auilinux iniyiamue 3
YPaxy8auHAM PpIi6HA PU3UKY | HEGU3HAYEHOCMi, a MaxKoxc opmyeamu noOAIMUKYy pU3UK-
0pIEHMOBAH020 IHEECMYBAHHS, GUKOPUCHOBYIOMU Y3aA2AAbHeHUll iIncmpymenmapii inmezposanoi
ouinxu. Q6TpyHmMOoGari nioxo0u moxcynv Gymu iMnAeMEHMOGAHI AK 6 OKpeMUX KOMNAHIAX, MAaK
i 6 depacasnux npozpamax niOMpuMKU IHHOBAUIHOT JisabHOCMI, 3a6e3neuyrouu 30a1ancoeanull
PO3BUNIOK CEKNOpPY ¥ 00620CHPOKO0GIll nepcneKmuei.

Karouosi caosa: pusux, Hesuznauenicmv, [HHOBAUILIHO-IHEECMUUIUHI NpoeKmMU, OOXOOHICMb,
OUIKYBAHHSA, NAAHYBAHHS, NPOCHO3YEAHHS, YYMAUBICMb, CUCHADHUI AHANI3, CIMAAUL PO36UMOK,
nionpuemcmeo.
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General statement of the problem and its connection with important scientific or
practical tasks. Innovation projects are inherently related to the future, which, by its
nature, cannot be predicted with complete certainty. Therefore, the practice of inno-
vation project development necessarily addresses, among other factors, issues of
uncertainty and risk.

In this context, uncertainty should be understood as the ambiguous evolution of
certain events in the future, the inability to assess the probabilities of potential out-
comes, and the challenge of forecasting key indicators of enterprise performance. In
contrast, risk is characterized by the presence of known probabilities associated with
different possible developments, whereby risk generally refers to the likelihood of an
undesirable event occurring. Both uncertainty and risk reflect the unreliability of
expectations, as the influence of numerous factors in the implementation of innova-
tion and investment projects is often not precisely determined.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Various aspects of evaluating a com-
pany's investment activities under conditions of uncertainty have been examined in
the works of Bernus P. [8], Gustafsson R. [9], Hagen B. [5], Hodgson G. [1], Isenberg
D. [2], Ketels C. [3], Lim J. [12], Lindqvist G. [3], Marinova D. [4], Miceli A. [5],
Nelson R. [6], Ostroverhova G. [7], Phillimore J. [4], Pia Riccardi M. [5], Popov O.
[71, Rabelo R. [8], Ritala P. [9], Rogers E. [10], Semenikhin V. [11], Settembre-
Blundo D. [5], Solvell O. [3], Sotti F. [5], Vonderembse M. [12], Yudina O. [11],
Zhang Q. [12], Zhidik A. [11], Zinchenko G. [11], among others. However, many
theoretical and practical issues related to investment decision-making under uncer-
tainty (such as the quantitative assessment of uncertainty levels, forecasting econom-
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ic indicators of an investment project under various implementation scenarios, estab-
lishing the precise relationship between risk and return, and others) remain insuffi-
ciently explored and lack comprehensive methodological support.

The article objectives. The purpose of the study is to substantiate and develop
recommendations for managing a company's investment activities based on risk
assessment during investment decision-making under conditions of uncertainty.

Main part. The analysis and evaluation of innovation projects must, therefore,
incorporate considerations of both risk and uncertainty. To address uncertainty, it is
proposed to apply methods such as sensitivity analysis, risk analysis, and decision tree
analysis.

Sensitivity analysis, for instance, can utilize key indicators such as net present
value (NPV) or internal rate of return (IRR). These indicators reflect two essential
dimensions of innovation and investment projects: profitability and the associated risk.

The insights gained from sensitivity analysis provide guidance for the planning
and control of input variables, as well as the influencing factors. This method is appli-
cable to the evaluation of single-decision models, allowing for an understanding of
model structure and the assessment of the impact of unreliable data. By determining
the relationship between the profitability of alternatives and input variables, decision-
making can be informed based on the results of sensitivity analysis, thus supporting
the decision-maker in the selection process.

Moreover, sensitivity analysis enables the identification of critical input vari-
ables, making it a valuable tool not only for alternative selection but also for the tar-
geted management of planning and monitoring activities. However, a limitation of
the method lies in its assumption of the constancy of non-analyzed variables, which
is rarely observed in practice, as most variables are interdependent. Another drawback
is the isolated examination of certain input values without consideration of the prob-
ability distribution of their deviations. These limitations, however, are largely
addressed by the subsequent application of risk analysis.

In risk analysis, it is typical to represent the possible values of unreliable input
variables in the form of a probability distribution. For both input and output variables,
their probability distributions are determined. Probability distribution can thus be
considered a fundamental basis for decision-making under conditions of uncertainty.

Risk analysis encompasses, beyond the evaluation of the decision-making
model, additional phases such as the establishment of dependencies and data collec-
tion. This method provides a robust framework for decision support; however, it
requires the use of digital tools for effective application. One significant difficulty lies
in the specification of input data, particularly the definition of probability distribu-
tions and stochastic dependencies. Another limitation of risk analysis is that it does
not facilitate conclusions about the individual influence of specific input variables on
the final outcome. These shortcomings can be addressed through the integration of
risk analysis with sensitivity analysis — a combined approach referred to as risk sen-
sitivity analysis.

Within the framework of risk sensitivity analysis, the following elements can be
studied: unreliable input variables and their probability distributions, stochastic inter-
dependencies between unreliable inputs, and input variables previously assumed to be
reliable.
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Another method of risk analysis is scenario analysis, which, alongside the base-
line dataset of a project, allows for the consideration of several alternative datasets
deemed plausible by project developers. This includes projections for adverse and
favorable circumstances. Subsequently, the key investment performance indicator,
calculated under good and bad conditions, is compared with the expected value to
draw appropriate conclusions for making innovation decisions.

Multistage decision-making problems can be represented through a so-called
decision tree. The nodes of the tree represent key events, while the branches con-
necting the nodes correspond to the project activities or alternative decisions.
Additional information, such as timeframes, costs, and the probabilities associated
with each decision, is provided. When using decision trees for investment analysis, the
expected monetary value (EMV) is commonly employed as the target metric. Under
this framework, the optimal decision path is the one yielding the maximum expected
monetary value, conditioned on the state of the external environment.

The decision tree method, however, is not without limitations. The complexity of
calculations increases significantly as the number of decisions and possible environ-
mental states grows, thus necessitating constraints on the number of considered
states. Moreover, expert bias can arise due to the challenges associated with accurate-
ly estimating the probabilitics of all potential project developments. Additional
insights regarding individual input variables can be obtained through sensitivity
analysis conducted within the decision tree framework.

The examined methods for accounting for uncertainty in the analysis of innova-
tion and investment projects allow us to conclude that sensitivity analysis and sce-
nario analysis using the decision tree method are particularly applicable.

Risk consideration is one of the fundamental aspects of investment analysis. Its
relationship with profitability is reflected in the "golden rule": as expected returns
increase, so too does risk. Based on the assessment of investment risk, a comparative
evaluation of different securities is conducted, enabling the adoption of an innovative
decision and the selection of an investment direction with a level of risk and return
acceptable to the investor.

In economic theory and practice, there exist numerous approaches to measuring
the magnitude of innovation risk, including: risk assessment by sources of origin, risk
assessment through event tree analysis, risk evaluation based on expected returns, and
risk evaluation using historical data.

To determine the magnitude of risk based on its sources of origin, a factor model
of the income formation process for securities is used. This model accounts for the var-
ious factors influencing the return. At the initial stage, factors affecting the return on
securities are identified using specific methods and techniques of factor analysis.
Subsequently, the sensitivity of the security’s return to each factor is determined, and
the sensitivity of other securities to the same factors is also calculated. The sensitivity
coefficient indicates the strength of the relationship between the security and a given
factor and can be utilized for comparative risk analysis among different securities.

A notable limitation of this approach lies in the variability of both the factors
themselves and their values across different periods. Nevertheless, this method
remains applicable if the investor can construct a reliable forecast of the factors influ-
encing the returns of specific securities.

AKTYAIJIbHI TPOBJIEMU EKOHOMIKU Ne 4 (286), 2025



ENTREPRENEURSHIP, TRADE AND EXCHANGE ACTIVITIES 285

Risk evaluation through the construction of an event tree is primarily employed
for high-risk securities when multiple investment alternatives exist. This approach,
however, remains relatively undeveloped in domestic theory and practice.
Nevertheless, it is important to note that a security's return, reflected by the magni-
tude of payouts, simultancously serves as an indicator of its risk level. Moreover, there
are other events that significantly impact the market value, returns, and risk of secu-
rities, including changes in interest rates, GDP growth, currency depreciation, and
increases in interbank lending rates.

The risk analysis process typically involves the following stages:

1. Identification of possible future events that could affect the returns on finan-
cial investments, along with their associated probabilities and outcomes (returns).

2. Construction of an event tree, ensuring that the sum of the probabilities of all
subsequent possible events equals one, with all relevant events prior to the project’s
expiration being accounted for.

3. Calculation of the average expected return, variance, and standard deviation
based on the final outcomes of the events. The standard deviation is accepted as the
measure of risk.

The primary advantage of this approach is its incorporation of future events into
the risk assessment and the resulting risk metric obtained. However, investors must
predict future events affecting returns, establish causal relationships among them,
and such forecasting is not always feasible due to a lack of reliable information.
Furthermore, there is always a danger of subjective judgment, which can reduce the
accuracy and quality of the forecasts.

The most common approach to risk assessment is the historical approach, as his-
torical data on returns over several periods is readily available. Risk assessment with-
in this approach proceeds through several stages.

The first stage involves calculating the return on a security over a specified peri-
od using a standard formula, depending on the type and characteristics of the partic-
ular security. The second stage entails calculating the historical return using either the
arithmetic mean or the geometric mean formula. In the third stage, the variance and
standard deviation are determined, which characterize the distribution of returns and
indicate their deviation from the mean. The greater the deviation, the higher the risk.
Using this method, risk is assessed based on historical events. Its advantage lies in the
use of objective data, independent of the analyst’s opinions and preferences, thus
ensuring relatively high accuracy. However, the method also has limitations—past
trends cannot be fully extrapolated into the future. In this case, the method evaluates
the risk of past investments rather than forecasting the risk of future investments.

Risk measurement based on expected returns involves the use of random vari-
ables and the calculation of their characteristics, specifically the expected return and
the standard deviation (and sometimes the risk is expressed in concrete monetary loss
amounts and their associated probabilities). Initially, a probability distribution curve
(either discrete or continuous) of expected returns is constructed. Subsequently, for
each expected return, the probability of occurrence is determined. By multiplying
each return by its probability and summing the products, the average expected return
is obtained. Following this, the variance and standard deviation of the expected value
are calculated as measures of risk.
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When calculating the standard deviation, no distinction is made between favor-
able and unfavorable outcomes, that is, between returns above or below the expected
average. As a result, the assessment of compensation for risk—specifically, returns
exceeding the average—tends to reduce the perceived attractiveness of an innovation.

This aspect is particularly important because the distribution of returns general-
ly does not follow a normal distribution. Therefore, practitioners recommend sup-
plementing the standard deviation with other indicators, such as: the probability of
"shortfall" — measuring the likelihood that the return will fall below the expected
value; semi-variance — an analogue of variance calculated only on returns below the
expected average.

These additional indicators are particularly useful when comparing securities
and making decisions regarding acceptable levels of risk.

The standard deviation enables the comparison of securities with identical
expected returns, whereas the coefficient of variation is used for analyzing securities
with different expected returns, indicating the amount of risk per unit of return.
Although the approach to risk assessment based on expected returns is effective, its
application presents certain challenges due to the requirement for knowledge of
expected return values, and despite the existence of methodologies for their calcula-
tion, the reliability of such estimates is not always satisfactory.

Thus, based on the analysis of existing approaches to risk assessment in eco-
nomic theory and practice, it can be concluded that the advantages of each method
can be maximized, and their limitations minimized, only through the justification
and synthesis of complementary use of the various methods discussed.

Conclusions. Measuring risk on the basis of expected returns requires treating
returns as random variables and calculating their key characteristics—namely, the
expected (mean) return and the standard deviation (and, in some cases, expressing
risk directly as possible monetary losses and their probabilities). The procedure is as
follows. First, a probability-distribution curve (discrete or continuous) of expected
returns is constructed. Second, each possible return is paired with its probability of
occurrence. Third, multiplying every outcome by its probability and summing the
products yields the mean expected return. Fourth, the variance and the standard
deviation of that mean are calculated as a measure of risk. When standard deviation
is computed, no distinction is made between favourable and unfavourable out-
comes—that is, between returns above or below the mean. Consequently, the compo-
nent of the distribution that represents compensation for bearing risk (returns exceed-
ing the mean) is treated as “risky,” which, in effect, understates the attractiveness of
an innovation. This drawback is especially important because empirical return distri-
butions rarely follow the normal law. Practitioners therefore recommend supple-
menting standard deviation with additional metrics such as: shortfall probability—the
likelihood that actual return will fall below the expected level; semi-variance—an
analogue of variance that considers only returns below the expected value.

These indicators are particularly useful when comparing securities and deciding
what level of risk is acceptable. Standard deviation is appropriate for comparing secu-
rities that share the same expected return, whereas for instruments with different
expected returns analysts employ the coefficient of variation, which shows the
amount of risk per unit of return.
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Although the “expected-return” approach to risk assessment is conceptually
sound, its practical use is complicated by the need for reliable estimates of expected
returns; existing estimation techniques do not always yield sufficiently accurate fig-
ures.

Accordingly, a review of theoretical and practical methods suggests that their
strengths can be enhanced and their shortcomings mitigated only through a well-
grounded synthesis and mutually complementary application of the techniques
described above.

Future research in this field will focus on developing methodological approaches
for scenario-based modelling of agent behaviour strategies under conditions of uncer-
tainty.
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