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The scientific study reveals the features of the formation and implementation of digital strategies
for managing innovative entrepreneurship in the process of large-scale post-war economic recovery. It
is substantiated that the depth of structural transformations, limited resource provision and the need
Jor accelerated modernization of economic processes determine the transition to digitally oriented
management models. It is determined that the integration of digital platforms, information and ana-
Iytical systems and network mechanisms of interaction contributes to increasing the efficiency of man-
agement decisions and activating innovative activity. The importance of digital tools in ensuring the
coordination of business processes, optimizing the use of resources and forming new business models is
considered. Approaches to the structuring of digital strategies are generalized and the key effects of
their implementation are outlined, in particular economic, organizational and innovation results that
Jform the basis for sustainable economic development in the conditions of post-war transformation.
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II®POBI CTPATEI1] YIIPABJIIHHS IHHOBAHIﬁHHM
IMIAITPUEMHUIITBOM Y ITPOILIECI MACIITABHOI'O
ITIOBOE€HHOI'O BITHOBJIEHHA EKOHOMIKUN

Y nayxoeomy docaidxncenni poskpumo ocobaueocmi ghopmysanna ma peanizauii yugpoeux
cmpameziii ynpagainHa iHHOGAUINHUM RIONPUEMHUYMBOM Y RPOUeCci MacumabHo20 NOBOEHHO20
6i0Ho6aeHHA exoHomiku. OOTpYHmMO6aHO, W0 2AUOUHA CMPYKMYPHUX MpPAHCHopmayil,
obmedcenicmo pecypcrHoeo 3abesnevennss ma HeoOXiOHicmb npuckopenoi moodepHizauii
EeKOHOMIMHUX npouecié 3yMo641010mo nepexio 00 yughposo opicHmosanux mooeaeil ynpagiiHHs.
Busnaueno, wo inmeepauia wugposux naamgpopm, inpopmauiiino-anarimuynux cucmem ma
Mmepexcesux Mexanizmie 63acmooii cnpusie nidsuuieHHI0 egheKmueHoCmi ynpasAiHCobKux piuens i
akmueizauii innosauiiinoi disavnocmi. Pozeaanymo 3nauenHsa wugposux incmpymenmis y
3a0e3nevenHi KOOPOUHAUIT NIONPUEMHUUBKUX npoyecie, onmumizauyii 6UKOPUCIMAHHA pecypcie ma
dopmyeanni Hoeux 0i3Hec-moodeaeii. Y3acaavneno nioxoou do cmpykmypusauii uugpoeux
cmpameeiii ma OKpecAeHO KAaw406i eghekmu ix 6npoeaodyceHHs, 30Kpema eKOHOMIMHI,
opeanizauiiini ma iHHoeauiini pezyasbmamu, w0 GopMyOms 0CHO8Y 04 CMIK020 PO3GUMKY
EeKOHOMIKU 8 YMO08AX NOBOEHHOI mpanchopmauii.

Karouosi caoea: yugposi cmpameeii, inHosauiline niONpuUEMHUUMB0, NOBOEHHE BIOHOGNCHHS
EeKOHOMIKU, yugposa mpancgopmauis, YnpaeninHs IHHOBAUIAMU, [HHOPMAUIIHO-AHANIMUYHI
cucmemi, eKOHOMIYHULL PO36UMOK, NIONPUEMHUUBKA OISAbHICMb, cCmpameziute YnpasaitHs.

;RS ENGINEERING LLC. Ukraine.
RS ENGINEERING LLC. Ukraine.

© Arsen Dzhabrailov, Serhii Hrybeniuk, 2026



PUBLIC MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 707

Problem statement. Large-scale post-war economic recovery is accompanied by
the need for rapid structural restructuring, restoration of production potential and the
formation of new sources of economic growth. In these conditions, innovative entre-
preneurship is one of the key mechanisms of recovery, as it ensures the creation of
new products, technologies and business models. At the same time, the effectiveness
of its development largely depends on the implementation of digital management
strategies that allow accelerating adaptation processes, increasing the flexibility of
management decisions and ensuring integration into global economic processes.
Digitalization opens up new opportunities for scaling innovation activities, optimiz-
ing resources and increasing transparency of management, which is especially impor-
tant in conditions of limited financial and material resources. At the same time, the
use of digital technologies in the field of innovative entrepreneurship management
requires a systemic approach that takes into account not only technological aspects,
but also institutional, organizational and socio-economic factors. Despite the grow-
ing role of digital technologies, existing approaches to managing innovative entrepre-
neurship in the process of post-war economic recovery are characterized by fragmen-
tation and lack of coherence. The lack of comprehensive digital strategies limits the
possibilities of effective use of innovative potential, complicates coordination of
actions between different economic actors and reduces the effectiveness of manage-
ment decisions.

An additional problem is the discrepancy between the speed of development of
digital technologies and the level of their implementation in the practice of business
management. This leads to the loss of potential advantages associated with the use of
digital tools and inhibits the processes of modernization of the economy. In this
regard, there is a need to develop effective digital strategies for managing innovative
entrepreneurship, which provide a coherent combination of technological capabili-
ties and economic needs in the context of post-war recovery.

Analysis of publications. In scientific works, digital strategies are considered as a
tool for increasing management efficiency and accelerating innovation processes, in
particular in the context of the digital transformation of the economy. Research in the
field of innovative entrepreneurship focuses on the role of technologies, startup
ecosystems and digital platforms in the formation of new business models. At the
same time, the issues of post-war economic recovery are highlighted through the
prism of infrastructure reconstruction, support for entrepreneurship and stimulation
of investment activity. Despite the existing developments, the issues of integrating
digital strategies into the innovative entrepreneurship management system in the con-
text of post-war recovery remain insufficiently addressed, which necessitates further
research [1-20].

Presentation of the main results. Management of innovative entrepreneurship in
the process of post-war economic recovery requires a transition to a new logic of deci-
sion-making, centered on digital strategies as a tool for rapid adaptation and scaling
of economic activity. In conditions of limited resources and high uncertainty, it is dig-
ital solutions that provide the opportunity to synchronize recovery processes, coordi-
nate the actions of business entities, and optimize the use of existing potential. Digital
strategies in the field of innovative entrepreneurship are formed as a complex of inter-
connected solutions aimed at integrating digital technologies into all stages of the cre-
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ation and development of innovative products. This is not only about the automation
of individual business processes, but also about the transformation of the entire man-
agement system, including planning, organization, control, and analytical support.
In this context, digital platforms, analytical systems, cloud technologies, and data
processing tools serve as the basis for the formation of new management models [2;
4; 9-12]. A feature of the post-war period is the need to simultancously solve the tasks
of recovery and modernization, which makes it advisable to introduce innovative
solutions already at the stage of reconstruction of economic processes. This means
that digital strategies must be integrated into the management system from the very
beginning, ensuring not only the restoration of lost opportunities, but also the cre-
ation of new competitive advantages [1; 3; 5-8]. The formation of effective digital
strategies requires detailed consideration not only of individual components, but also
of their interrelationships, resource provision and management tools (Table 1).

Table 1. Architectonics of a digital strategy for managing innovative
entrepreneurship, author's development

Strategy block Key Management Resource Expected Performance
components tools provision effect indicators
Technological digital process information | acceleration of speed of
platforms, automation and operations information
information technical processing
systems base
Organizational flexible adaptive management increased speed of
organizational management resources flexibility decision-
structures making
Information data sets, analytical information | reasonableness | accuracy of
and analytical analytical support resources of decisions forecasting
systems
Innovative research and innovation investment creation of number of
development, support resources new products innovations
innovative implemented
projects
Institutional regulatory regulatory institutional stability of level of state
environment, mechanisms support operation support
partnership
Communication interaction communications | social capital integration of intensity of
networks, management participants interaction
digital
channels
Financial financing fundraising financial access to volume of
tools mechanisms resources financing investments
attracted

The interaction of these components creates a synergistic effect, which is mani-
fested in the ability of business structures to quickly adapt to environmental changes
and implement innovative projects even with limited resources. An important condi-
tion is the consistency between strategic goals and digital tools used to achieve them.
In the process of implementing digital strategies, the use of analytical tools that allow
assessing the effectiveness of management decisions and predicting performance is of
particular importance. This creates the prerequisites for the transition to proactive
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management focused on preventing risks and using new opportunities. For a more
detailed understanding of the impact of digital strategies on the development of inno-
vative entrepreneurship, it is advisable to consider their main effects (Table 2).

Table 2. Effects of implementing digital strategies in post-war reconstruction,
author's development

Effect type Characteristics Manifestation
Economic increased productivity increasing business efficiency
Innovative accelerated development rapid market entry
Organizational flexibility of structures adaptation to change
Informational access to data improved decisions
Social employment, development economic recovery

Therefore, digital strategies for managing innovative entrepreneurship are a key
tool for ensuring effective post-war economic recovery. Their implementation allows
not only to increase the efficiency of enterprises, but also creates the basis for the for-
mation of a new economic model focused on innovation, flexibility and resilience to
external challenges. Further consideration of digital strategies for managing innova-
tive entrepreneurship should be linked to the formation of new mechanisms for coor-
dinating economic activity, which are based on digital platforms and network models
of interaction. In such conditions, the very nature of business processes is changing:
they become more decentralized, open to external participants and capable of rapid
scaling without a significant increase in costs. This creates the prerequisites for the
formation of new types of economic activity, where data, information processing
speed and the ability to integrate into digital ecosystems play a key role [4; 13-15; 19].
A feature of the modern stage is the emergence of platform models for organizing
innovative entrepreneurship, which provide for the unification of various market par-
ticipants in a single digital environment. Such platforms act as intermediaries
between innovators, investors, consumers and government institutions, which allows
to significantly reduce transaction costs and increase the efficiency of interaction. As
a result, a new type of business infrastructure is formed, which is more flexible and
capable of rapid adaptation. An important direction in the implementation of digital
strategies is the use of large data sets and analytical tools to support management
decisions. The use of data processing methods allows to identify hidden patterns,
assess risks and form substantiated forecasts of the development of business activities.
This contributes to the transition from reactive to proactive management, when deci-
sions are made not only on the basis of the current state, but also taking into account
possible development scenarios [2; 16-18; 20]. In the context of post-war recovery, the
integration of digital strategies with state programs to support innovative entrepre-
neurship is of particular importance. This allows to ensure consistency between the
strategic goals of economic development and practical measures for their implemen-
tation. Digital tools in this case act as a means of increasing transparency, control over
the use of resources and the effectiveness of the implementation of recovery projects.

No less important is the formation of digital competencies in innovative entre-
preneurship entities, since the effectiveness of the use of technologies directly
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depends on the level of personnel training. This requires the modernization of edu-
cational programs, the development of a system of continuous learning and the
implementation of new approaches to the formation of human capital. Thus, digital
strategies for managing innovative entrepreneurship form a new basis for economic
development, where speed, flexibility and the ability to integrate into digital environ-
ments play a key role. Their effective implementation allows not only to restore eco-
nomic activity, but also to ensure its further growth on an innovative basis.

Conclusions. Digital strategies for managing innovative entrepreneurship deter-
mine the nature and pace of post-war recovery, as they ensure the transition from
fragmented solutions to systemic coordination of processes. Their implementation
changes the logic of the functioning of the business environment: the emphasis is
shifted to the speed of information processing, the integration of participants and the
ability to scale innovative solutions. The analysis conducted showed that the effec-
tiveness of digital strategies is formed through a combination of technological, orga-
nizational and institutional components. The decisive factor is not the fact of using
digital tools, but the degree of their consistency with strategic development goals and
the ability to ensure adaptation to environmental changes. The use of digital plat-
forms, analytical systems and network models of interaction creates the prerequisites
for reducing transaction costs, increasing productivity and activating innovative
activity. At the same time, it was established that the limitations of the effectiveness of
digital strategies are associated with the unevenness of digital development, insuffi-
cient level of competencies and the lack of a holistic approach to management. This
requires the formation of integrated solutions that combine technological capabilities
with economic needs and institutional support. The generalization of the results
obtained allows us to state that digital strategies are a key tool not only for the recov-
ery, but also for the structural modernization of the economy. Their application cre-
ates the basis for the formation of a new development model focused on innovation,
flexibility and resilience to external challenges, which ensures the long-term compet-
itiveness of the economic system.

1.  Annpponik, O. JI., KioukoBcekuii, O. B., & Cononenko, 0. B. (2025). InHoBariiine
MiANPUEMHULITBO SIK CKJIQJIOBA CTPATeTil pO3BUTKY HalliOHaIbHOI eKOHOMiKM. EKOHOMIKa i opraHizauis
yrpasininHs, 19-27. https://doi.org/10.31558/2307-2318.2024.3.2

2. Jloxauescbka, O. M., 3ocb-Kiop, M. B., & [HateHko, 1. A. (2024). Tpanchopmauis crpaterii
yIpaBJliHHS 3MiHAMM KOHKYPEHTOOPIEHTOBAHOIO MiANMPUEMCTBA LUISIXOM PO3BUTKY e(hEeKTUBHOI
NUIKATANI3aLi] B yMOBax 0€31eKOBUX 3arpo3. YKpaiHChKUI XypHaJl MPUKIIaAHOI eKOHOMIKM Ta TEXHIKHU.
2024. T. 9.Ne 3. VYkpalHCBKMI1 XypHald NpPUKJIagHOI eKOHOMiKM Ta TexHiku, 9(3), 299-302.
https://doi.org/10.36887/2415-8453-2024-3-52

3. IlapxomeHko, /., bonmapenko, A., & 3ocb-Kiop, M. (2025). MapkeTMHroBa KOHUEILis
knacudikaiii kiieHtiB. BicHuk IloataBchbkKoro aepxaBHOro arpapHoro yHiBepcurery. Cepis
«ExoHoMika, yripaBiiHHs Ta dbiHaHcu», (3), 60-72. https://doi.org/10.32782/pdau.eco.2025.3.8

4. JlaBpuHeHko, C., Xapuenko, C., & Micioposa, K. YrpasiiHHs iHHOBaUilHUM PO3BUTKOM
nianpuemcts: Teopetnunuii acniekT. In The VII International Scientific and Practical Conference
«Theoretical methods and improvement of science», December 12—14, Bordeaux, France. 348 p. (p. 125).
https://dspace.bsmu.edu.ua/bitstream/123456789/26992/1/Horbatiuk%201.B.%20ta%20in.%20Vplyv_u
kr_141-143_2022.pdf

5. 3ock-Kiop, M., Caenko, B., & Tonosau, C. (2025). YrnpaBiiHHS PO3BUTKOM JIiIepChKOTO i
KpPEaTUBHOIO TMOTEHLialiB MiANPUEMCTBA. AKTyalbHi MPOOJEMU MEHEIXMEHTY Ta IyOJiyHOro
YIpaBIiHHS B yMOBaxX cydyacHUX BUKIUKiB, 107-109. https://conference.wunu.edu.ua/index.php/apmpu-
vusv/article/view/802/747

AKTYAJIbHI TPOBJIEMU EKOHOMIKU Ne 1 (295), 2026



PUBLIC MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 71

6. Bonmapuyk, H. B., Bacinbena, JI. M., & MiHbkoBcbKa, A. B. (2022). Ctpareriute yrpaBiiHHs
IHHOBALITHUM PO3BUTKOM arpapHoro MiAnpueMcTBa 1Uid 3a0e3nedyeHHs iioro piHaHCOBO-€KOHOMIYHOT
6e3neku. [TinmpueMHUIITBO Ta iHHOBAII, (23), 37-41. https://doi.org/10.37320/2415-3583/23.7

7. Tuarenko, I. A., & PyGexancbka, B. O. (2018). Jlep>xaBHe peryJiOBaHHS PUHKY Mpaili 3
MO3UIIi#l CTpaTErivHOTrO Ta CTEHMKXOJIIepHO-OpieHTOBaHOTO TiaxoniB. busnec Mudopwm, (8 (487)), 100-
105. https://doi.org/10.36074/21.08.2020.v1.02

8. Awnmpyuikis, b., Kupuu, H., I[Toraiinak, O., MensHuK, JI., Lllepcriok, P., & Cmisak, C. (2016).
Crpaterisi pO3BUTKY KOHCITUHTY B CUCTEMi YNpaBliHHS iHHOBaUiMHMM PO3BUTKOM IIiINPUEMCTBA.
BicHuk ITpua3oBcbKoro aep:kaBHOro texHiyHoro yHiBepcutety. Cepis: EkoHomiuHi Hayku, (32 (1)),
141-149. https://doi.org/10.31498/2225-6725.32.2016.105350

9. TImarenko, I. A. IlinTpuMmka HisIZIBHOCTI BUpOOHMYMX Maiaux mianpueMmctB (Doctoral
dissertation, [HaTeHko Ipuna AnarosniiBHa.—JIyrancek, 2012.—214 c).

10. MenbHuk, C. 1. (2009). ®opmyBaHHS i pO3BUTOK iHHOBAIIITHOTO TIiIITPUEMHHUIITBA B YKpaiHi.
BicHuk XMeJIbHUIBKOTO HalliOHAJIBHOTO YHiBepcuTeTy, (6), 32-38.

11. ®enipeusp, O., 3oce-Kiop, M., [HateHko, 1., & 3emuos, M. (2025). IHHOBaLiliHa KOHLETLIist
Oe3nepepBHOI ajanTailii B CTpaTeriYHOMY YIpaBJiHHI KOHKYPEHTOCHPOMOXHICTIO TYPUCTUYHUX
mignpueMctB.  Modeling the development of the economic systems, (1), 468-476.
https://doi.org/10.31891/mdes/2025-15-60

12. 3ocb-Kiop, M. B., Ctpudyns, O. B., & Lona, A. P. (2025). IIporHo3yBaHHs e(eKTUBHOCTI
ciMmeiiHoro Gi3Hecy MpU 3aJyyeHHi 3a0lUaJXeHb JOMOIOCIOJAPCTB B €KOCUCTEMY MiINPUEMHULTBA B
YMOBaxX COLIaJIbHO BiMOBINaJIbHOIO MAapKETUHTY. AKTYyalbHi IPOOJeMHU CTasoro po3BuTky, 2(7), 140-
149. https://doi.org/10.60022/2(7)-16S

13. Capuenko, C. O., AbnsizoBa, H. P, & Cykau, O. M. (2021). [HHOBaLiiiHKIi MapKeTUHT Y
cUCTeMi  yMpaBiaiHHS  TignpueMcTBoM. [lizmpueMuunTBo Ta  iHHoBamii, (17), 46-49.
https://doi.org/10.37320/2415-3583/17.9

14. Tuarenko, 1. A., & Pybexancebka, B. O. (2016). BrummB mro6asizaliii Ha HalliOHATLHUIN Ta
perioHanbpHi puHKM mpaui B YkpaiHi. BicHuk Opgecbkoro HauioHajabHOro yHiBepcutety. Cepisi:
Exonowmika, (21, Bum. 3), 109-112. http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/Vonu_econ_2016_21_3 26

15. Benosa, A. 1. (2014). CrpykrypHO-IMHaMiuHi TpaHcdopmalii B omepauiiiHiii cucremi
MiANPUEMCTB 3a pe3yJbTaTaMU BIIPOBAJKEHHS TEXHOJIOTII YIPaBJIiHHS PeCTPYKTYpU3ali€lo. ArpocBiT,
(17), 7-13. URL: http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/agrosvit 2014 17_3

16. 3ocw-Kiop, M. B., llla6ensHuk, C. C., & [Hatenko, 1. A. (2025). CrpareriuHe IT1aHyBaHHS Ta
yIpaBJliHHS 3MiHaM1 y 3akiagax ocBitu. 11 MixkHaponHOi HayKOBO-IpaKTUYHOI KOoHdepeHilii, M. Kuis,
19 6epesnst 2025 p. KuiB: Akamemist mpaiii, collialbHUX BiTHOCMH Ta Typusmy/3a 3ar. pen.. HB
[Mucapenko, BB Cyxomuun,—Kwuis. 2025. 378 c. BukjameHo MmaTepiaJu IOIOBiAel yYacCHUKIB
KOHepeHIlii, B SKUX PO3IJISHYTO MPOOJEeMaTUKy MapKEeTUHIOBUX, €KOHOMiuYHUX, (iHAHCOBHUX,
yIOpaBIiHCBKUX  Ta, 250. https://labmv.knutd.edu.ua/bitstream/123456789/32763/1/PDF _
GO_%d0%b7%d0%b1%d1%96%d1%80%d0%bd%d0%b8%d0%ba%20%d0%ba%d0%be %d0%bd%d 1%
84%d0%b5%d1%80%d0%b5%d0%bd%d1%86%d1%96%d1%97%202025_3ac70bff-f7de-4b3a-920f-
243fdSaabb2d.pdf

17. Kouko, T. A. (2016). ®opmyBaHHSI oriepalliiiHOI cTpaTerii eHeproreHepyYrX MiAMPUEMCTB
YKpaiHu B yMOBax akTUBi3allii 3arpo3 30BHillIHbOTO cepenoBuia. EKoHoMiuHuMii BicHuk HauioHanbHOro
TeXHIYHOro YyHiBepcurery YkpaiHu KwuiBcbkuit mnositexHiuHuit inctutyt, (13), 283-289.
https://doi.org/10.20535/2307-5651.13.2016.80334

18. Kopeniok, IT. I., & 3oce-Kiop, M. B. (2025). ®@iHaHcoBe ynpaBliHHS B 3aKJanax OXOPOHH
3JI0POB'ST B yMOBax AWIKUTANi3alii: iHHOBaUiliHi cTapTany MiIBMILNEHHS COLIialIbHO-€KOHOMIYHOI
edextuBHOCTI. [HBecTuii, 202547. https://doi.org/10.32702/2306-6814.2025.8.47

19. Tnarenko, I. A. (2015). TIpoGieMu KiJbKiCHOTO Ta SIKICHOTO BH3HAYEHHS MaJux
MPOMUCIIOBUX MianpueMcTB. HaykoBuil BicHUK ByKOBMHCBHKOTO I€p>KaBHOTO (PiHAHCOBO-EKOHOMIYHOTO
yHiBepcutety. EKoHOMiuHi Hayku, 4, 82-84.

20. Topsiuenko, 0. I (2021). YnpaiiHHS iHHOBaUiiiHUM PO3BUTKOM TMiINPUEMCTB B yMOBaX
uudposizaii. [lixnmpueMHuiTBo Ta iHHoBaii, (17), 34-38. https://doi.org/10.37320/2415-3583/17.6

1. Andronik, O. L., Klochkovskyi, O. V., & Solonenko, Yu. V. (2025). Innovatsiine pidpryiemnyt-
stvo yak skladova stratehii rozvytku natsionalnoi ekonomiky. Ekonomika i orhanizatsiia upravlinnia, 19-27.

ACTUAL PROBLEMS OF ECONOMICS, # 1 (295), 2026



712 NYBJNIYHE YINPABJIHHSA TA AQMIHICTPYBAHHSA

2. Lozhachevska, O. M., Zos-Kior, M. V., & Hnatenko, I. A. (2024). Transformatsiia stratehii
upravlinnia zminamy konkurentooriientovanoho pidpryiemstva shliakhom rozvytku efektyvnoi dydzhytal-
izatsii v umovakh bezpekovykh zahroz. Ukrainskyi zhurnal prykladnoi ekonomiky ta tekhniky. 2024. T.
9.Ne 3. Ukrainskyi zhurnal prykladnoi ekonomiky ta tekhniky, 9(3), 299-302.

3. Parkhomenko, D., Bondarenko, A., & Zos-Kior, M. (2025). Marketynhova kontseptsiia klasy-
fikatsii kliientiv. Visnyk Poltavskoho derzhavnoho ahrarnoho universytetu. Seriia «Ekonomika, upravlinnia
ta finansy», (3), 60-72.

4. Lavrynenko, S., Kharchenko, S., & Misiurova, K. Upravlinnia innovatsiinym rozvytkom pid-
pryiemstv: teoretychnyi aspekt. In The VII International Scientific and Practical Conference «Theoretical
methods and improvement of science», December 12—14, Bordeaux, France. 348 p. (p. 125).

5.  Zos-Kior, M., Saienko, V., & Holovach, S. (2025). Upravlinnia rozvytkom liderskoho i
kreatyvnoho potentsialiv pidpryiemstva. aktualni problemy menedzhmentu ta publichnoho upravlinnia v
umovakh suchasnykh vyklykiv, 107-109.

6. Bondarchuk, N. V., Vasilieva, L. M., & Minkovska, A. V. (2022). Stratehichne upravlinnia inno-
vatsiinym rozvytkom ahrarnoho pidpryiemstva dlia zabezpechennia yoho finansovo-ekonomichnoi
bezpeky. Pidpryiemnytstvo ta innovatsii, (23), 37-41.

7. Hnatenko, I. A., & Rubezhanska, V. O. (2018). Derzhavne rehuliuvannia rynku pratsi z pozyt-
sii stratehichnoho ta steikkholderno-oriientovanoho pidkhodiv. Byznes Ynform, (8 (487)), 100-105.

8. Andrushkiv, B., Kyrych, N., Pohaidak, O., Melnyk, L., Sherstiuk, R., & Spivak, S. (2016).
Stratehiia rozvytku konsaltynhu v systemi upravlinnia innovatsiinym rozvytkom pidpryiemstva. Visnyk
Pryazovskoho derzhavnoho tekhnichnoho universytetu. Seriia: Ekonomichni nauky, (32 (1)), 141-149.

9. Hnatenko, I. A. Pidtrymka diialnosti vyrobnychykh malykh pidpryiemstv (Doctoral disserta-
tion, Hnatenko Iryna Anatoliivna.—Luhansk, 2012.—214 s).

10. Melnyk, S. 1. (2009). Formuvannia i rozvytok innovatsiinoho pidpryiemnytstva v Ukraini.
Visnyk Khmelnytskoho natsionalnoho universytetu, (6), 32-38.

11. Fedirets, O., Zos-Kior, M., Hnatenko, 1., & Zemtsov, M. (2025). Innovatsiina kontseptsiia
bezperervnoi adaptatsii v stratehichnomu upravlinni konkurentospromozhnistiu turystychnykh pidpryiem-
stv. Modeling the development of the economic systems, (1), 468-476.

12. Zos-Kior, M. V,, Strybul, O. V., & Tsiupa, A. R. (2025). Prohnozuvannia efektyvnosti simeino-
ho biznesu pry zaluchenni zaoshchadzhen domohospodarstv v ekosystemu pidpryiemnytstva v umovakh
sotsialno vidpovidalnoho marketynhu. Aktualni problemy staloho rozvytku, 2(7), 140-149.

13. Savchenko, S. O., Abliazova, N. R., & Sukach, O. M. (2021). Innovatsiinyi marketynh u syste-
mi upravlinnia pidpryiemstvom. Pidpryiemnytstvo ta innovatsii, (17), 46-49.

14. Hnatenko, I. A., & Rubezhanska, V. O. (2016). Vplyv hlobalizatsii na natsionalnyi ta rehional-
ni rynky pratsi v Ukraini. Visnyk Odeskoho natsionalnoho universytetu. Seriia: Ekonomika, (21, Vyp. 3),
109-112.

15. Bielova, A. 1. (2014). Strukturno-dynamichni transformatsii v operatsiinii systemi pidpryiemstv
za rezultatamy vprovadzhennia tekhnolohii upravlinnia restrukturyzatsiieiu. Ahrosvit, (17), 7-13.

16. Zos-Kior, M. V., Shabelnyk, S. S., & Hnatenko, I. A. (2025). Stratehichne planuvannia ta
upravlinnia zminamy u zakladakh osvity. IT Mizhnarodnoi naukovo-praktychnoi konferentsii, m. Kyiv, 19
bereznia 2025 r. Kyiv: Akademiia pratsi, sotsialnykh vidnosyn ta turyzmu/Za zah. red.: NV Pysarenko, VB
Sukhomlyn,—Kyiv. 2025. 378 s. Vykladeno materialy dopovidei uchasnykiv konferentsii, v yakykh rozgh-
lianuto problematyku marketynhovykh, ekonomichnykh, finansovykh, upravlinskykh ta, 250.

17. Kotsko, T. A. (2016). Formuvannia operatsiinoi stratehii enerhoheneruiuchykh pidpryiemstv
Ukrainy v umovakh aktyvizatsii zahroz zovnishnoho seredovyshcha. Ekonomichnyi visnyk Natsionalnoho
tekhnichnoho universytetu Ukrainy Kyivskyi politekhnichnyi instytut, (13), 283-289.

18. Kopeniuk, P. 1., & Zos-Kior, M. V. (2025). Finansove upravlinnia v zakladakh okhorony
zdorovia v umovakh dydzhytalizatsii: innovatsiini startapy pidvyshchennia sotsialno-ekonomichnoi efek-
tyvnosti. Investytsii, 202547.

19. Hnatenko, I. A. (2015). Problemy kilkisnoho ta yakisnoho vyznachennia malykh promyslovykh
pidpryiemstv. Naukovyi visnyk Bukovynskoho derzhavnoho finansovo-ekonomichnoho universytetu.
Ekonomichni nauky, 4, 82-84.

20. Horiashchenko, Yu. H. (2021). Upravlinnia innovatsiinym rozvytkom pidpryiemstv v umovakh
tsyfrovizatsii. Pidpryiemnytstvo ta innovatsii, (17), 34-38.

AKTYAJIbHI TPOBJIEMU EKOHOMIKU Ne 1 (295), 2026



