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FORMATION OF INSTITUTIONAL
ARRANGEMENTS FOR STRUCTURAL
MODERNIZATION THE NATIONAL ECONOMY
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AHinpoBceruit AepsKaBHMII arpapHO-eKOHOMIYHMIT YHIBepcuTeT
A. O. CitroBcbKa,

A. e. H., mpodecop KadeApy eKOHOMIKH,

AHinpoBceruit AepskaBHMII arpapHO-eKOHOMIYHMIT YHIBepCuTeT
O. C. [Tanyoxa,

acnipaHT KaeApy eKOHOMIKH,

AHinpoBceruit Aep>KaBHMII arpapHO-eKOHOMIYHMIT YHIBepCuTeT

OOPMYBAHHA IHCTUTYHHIOHAABHOTO 3ABE3ITEYEHHSA CTPYKTYPHOI
MOAEPHI3ANII HAITIOHAABHOI EKOHOMIKHA

Under the conditions of globalization, it has been established that most sectors of the national economy require
state support and regulation of development processes, taking into account the conditions for the arrangement of an
optimal level of organizational, economic, informational, production, environmental, financial, investment, foreign
economic and economic stability.

It is justified that the use of an institutional approach to the structural modernization of the national economy
determines its multi-criteria context. The scientific pre-conditions for such an approach are the identification of effective
institutional determinants for the arrangement of the structural modernization of the national economy and the search
for a starting point for creating hypotheses and theories in system analysis.

Institutional determinants of structural modernization of the national economy are proposed to be interpreted as
the process of formation and functioning of a system of social institutions whose functions are to structure relations
between economic participants, coordinate their interests, forming motivational and behavioral mechanisms of an
innovative and social nature, providing guarantees to minimize the impact of threats in the economic environment, and
promoting the secure and stable development of enterprises in the national economy in compliance with the requirements
of national and international organizations (standards).
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The effective influence of institutions on ensuring structural modernization of the national economy allows for
diversification of production and transition to new business models, which should take into account probable risks and
threats. The implementation of institutional principles should ensure the structural modernization of the national economy
in the context of globalization and minimize external and internal crises, as well as guarantee the stability of their
functioning in the following areas: adaptability, discontinuity, effectiveness, reasonableness, comprehensiveness,
efficiency and safety.

BcranoBaeHo, 0 B yMOBax rao6anisaniifHux 3miH, GiAbuIiCTb raAy3ei HalliOHAABHOT EKOHOMIKM MOTPEGYIOTH AepIKaB-
HOT MIATPUMKY Ta YPeryAIOBaHHS NPOLeCiB PO3BUTKY 3 ypaXyBaHHIM YMOB 3a0e3leveHHs HaAeJKHOTO PiBHs opraHisauinzo-
eKOHOMiYHO1, iHD OpManiiHOi, BUPOGHNYOT, eKOAOTiIYHOT, PiHAHCOBO-iHBECTULiNHOT, 30BHIIIHDOEKOHOMIYHOT T2 EKOHOMIY-
HOT cTabiABHOCTI.

B eBoAOUil TeOpeTMYHMX ACHEKTIB CTPYKTYPHOI MOAepHi3anii HallioHAaAbHOT eKOHOMIKYM B yMOBax rao6aaizauii Aomi-
HaHTHY POAb Bipirpae iHCTUTYLIiOHAABHMI MIAXiA, IKMI Ma€ BPaXOBYBAaTHU AelieHTpaAi3oBaHe reorpadiyHe NOAOKEHHS roc-
NOAApPIO0YNX Cy6'eKTiB, 6e3neyHe BUKOPUCTAHHS IPUPOAHUX, MATEPiaAbHUX | HeMaTepiaAbHI pecypcCiB AK Akepeaa 3a6es-
neyeHHs: OTPeG Ta CIPUIHATTA eKOHOMIYHOT Ge3reKy K He3aAe3KHOCT] Cy6'eKTa FOCIIOAaPIOBAHHS.

OGrpyHTOBaHO, O BUKOPUCTAHHS {HCTUTYLiOHAABHMII TIAXOAY AO CTPYKTYPHOT MOAepHi3aLii HaLiOHAABHOT EKOHOMi-
KM BU3Ha4a€ GaraTokpurepiaabumi ii kKoutekct. HaykoBumMu nepepAymMoBamu TakOro miAXOAY € BUSBAEHHS Ai€BUX {HCTUTY -
iliHMx pAeTepMiHAHTIB 3a6e3meYeHHs CTPYKTYPHOI MOAE PHi3aLlil HALIOHAABHOT €EKOHOMIKM Ta MOIIYK MEBHOT BIATIPaBHOT TOY-
KM BIAAIKY AASI CTBOpPEHHS riloTe3 i Teopili B CMCTeMHOMY aHaAisi.

IncTuTyniitHi AeTepMiHAHTH CTPYKTYPHOT MOAepHi3anii HaljioHaAPHOT EKOHOMIKM 3aPOMOHOBAHO TPAKTYBATH K PO-
LjeC CTAaHOBAEHHS Ta QYHKLiOHYBaHHS CUCTEeMM CYCHIABHUX IHCTUTYLiN, QYHKLIAMMU AKUX € CTPYKTYPYBaHHS B3a€EMOBIAHO-
CMH MiXX TOCIIOAApIOYMMH CY6'€KTaMu, Y3rOAKEHHS iX iHTepeciB, GOPMyBaHHS MOTMBALiHO-NIOBEAIHKOBUX MeXaHi3MiB
iHHOBAL|IfHOTO Ta COLiaABHOT'O XapaKTepy, HAAaHHS rapaHTii MiHiMi3anii BOAMBY 3arpo3 B eKOHOMIYHOMY CepeAOBMIIi Ta
CHpPUAHHS 6e3MeK0BO-CTa6iAbHOMY PO3IBUTKY MIATIPMEMCTB HALLiOHAABHOT €EKOHOMIKM BiATIOBIAHO AO BUMOT HALliOHAABHUX i
Mi>KHapPOAHMX OpraHisanii (cTaHAapTiB).

AprymeHTOBaHO, [0 € PEKTUBHMI BIAUB iHCTUTYL il Ha 3a6e3MeYeHHs CTPYKTYPHOT MOAEPHI3a il HaLiOHAABHOT EKOHO-
MikM p03BOAsSIE 3a6e3meunTy AuBepcndikaniro BUpOGHMITBA Ta IIEPETH A0 HOBUX GisHEC-MOAeAeN, IKi IOBMHHI BpaXOByBa-
T AIMOBIPHi pU3NKyM Ta 3arpo3u. IMnaemMedTanis iHCTUTYLiHMX NPUHLKUIIIB Ma€ 3a6e3nedyBaTu CTPYKTY PHY MOAEPHisauito
HaLiOHAaABHOT EKOHOMIKM B YMOBax rao6aaizanii Ta MiHiMi3aniro KpM30BMUX SBUIL 30BHIIIHLOTO Ta BHYTPIUIHBOTO CEPEAOBU-
ma, a TAKOK rapaHTyBaTH cTabiApHICTh iX QYHKUiOHYBaHHS 332 HACTYHMMM HANPAMAMM: aAANITUBHOCTI, Ge3nepepBHOCTI,
€KOHOMIYHOCTi, AOLiABPHOCTi, KOMIOAEKCHOCTi, OePaTUBHOCTI Ta 6e3NeYHOCTi.

Key words: business models, globalization, economic safety, institutions, institutional support,
national economy, structural modernization, resources, risks.

Kn0406i caoba: 6i3nec-modeni, za0barizayis, eKOHOMIUHA Oe3NeKa, THCMUMYYIi, THCMUMYYIio-
HAAvHE 300e3NEUEHH S, HAULOHAAVHA eEKOHOMIKA, CMPYKMYyPHa mOdepHizayis, pecypcu, pusuxu.

INTRODUCTION competitive economic system, which provides for

In the context of globalization, Ukraine is
reclaiming its right to independence, sovereignty,
and stability, and is ensuring that it fulfills its
obligations to its partners in both domestic and
global markets for goods and services. The
economic crisis caused by the war has led to a
significant decline in the country's economic
potential and has negatively affected the
development of the national economy. Most
sectors of the national economy require the state
support and regulation of development processes,
taking into account the conditions for arrangement
of an adequate level of organizational, economic,
informational, production, environmental,
financial, investment, foreign economic and
economic stability. The structural modernization
of the national economy is determined, first and
foremost, by various models of developing a

N

a decisive condition for stable development-
ensuring the highest level of economic security for
economic entities in the context of globalization.

The institutional approach plays a dominant
role in the evolution of theoretical aspects of
structural modernization of the national economy
in the context of globalization. The orientation of
the national economy at the institutional level of
development generates some discussions, but also
gives rise to new concepts and postulates of security-
oriented development. Any direction of the
arrangement of the structural modernization of the
national economy in modern society, including at
various levels of aggregation of this problem, is
decided by basic institutions that use appropriate
instruments of influence for this purpose.

In economic theory, the impact of institutional
arrangement on the structural modernization of
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the national economy is examined from various
aspects, as reflected in the scientific works of
I. Vinichenko, O. Goncharenko, E. Danilov,
K. Didur, O. Inshakov, O. Korobchinsky, D. Nort,
I. Ostapenko, N. Trusova, O. Shpykulyak, and
others, and is broadly used in the spheres of public
activity. Therefore, the development of principles
and methodological aspects of institutional
arrangement for the structural modernization of
the national economy in the context of globa-
lization is becoming relevant for economic science
and practice.

RESEARCH RESULTS

An institution is the moving force behind any
purposeful activity and a basic category of insti-
tutional theory. An institute, on the other hand, is
a more complex concept. An institute can be
interpreted as a functional organization through
which a specific system of homogeneous insti-
tutions is implemented. In other words, institutes
should be understood as factors of interaction
between institutions and economic entities within
the economic (business) system. Institutions are
typical complexes that are functional genotypes
of organizations, models that have evolved with a
specific functional structure [4, p. 97]. Accor-
dingly, each institution has a specific set of insti-
tutions within its structure, which makes it possible
to vary the forms of interaction with economic
entities.

In the interpretation of O. Shpykulak, insti-
tutions are rules, traditions, established stereo-
types, while institutes are organizationally forma-
lized entities that support rules and institutions,
determine the conditions oflife and the possibilities
of social existence [9, p. 163]. D. Nort mentions the
existence of effective and ineffective institutions,
the relationship between which determines the real
environment of the national economy [6, p. 68].
Therefore, the formation of institutions must be
grounded in reason, and only those institutions that
function effectively and interact with economic
entities should be implemented. The main
institutions for the arrangement of the structural
modernization of the national economy include:
the institution of property, the institution of state
regulation, the institution of entrepreneurship, the
institution of contracts (agreements), the insti-
tution of competition, the institution of knowle-
dge, etc. Informal institutions include customs,
traditions, religious preferences, moral principles,
stereotypes of economic behavior, etc.

Examining the evolution of approaches to the
arrangement of the structural modernization of
the national economy in the context of contem-
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porary institutional changes, we note the need to
take into account special social institutions. In
addition, a new approach to the arrangement of
the structural modernization of the national
economy in the context of globalization should be
explored in the context of personal and public
safety. At the same time, animportant element that
may protect and simultaneously control the state
of structural modernization of the national
economy in the chain of economic relations
between state institutions is the public as the basis
for the formation of public policy. Therefore, the
arrangement for the structural modernization of
the national economy should be considered in the
context of the relationship between the state,
enterprises, the scientific sector, and the public.
At the same time, the scientific sector facilitates
the formation of an innovative resource for
ensuring the structural modernization of the
national economy in the context of globalization.

The implementation of an institutional
approach to the structural modernization of the
national economy determines its multi-criteria
context. The scientific precondition for such an
approach is the identification of effective
institutional determinants for the structural
modernization of the national economy. This task
is quite complex, as it involves finding a specific
starting point for creating hypotheses and theories
in system analysis [2; 3; 5]. The scope of this system
is very broad, as it includes economics, public
administration, law, politics, science and the public
sphere. The main elements that support and
control its level are the components of the chain
of relations between the state, enterprises, science,
and the public. The long historical evolution of
informal rules of conduct for institutions of the
national economy, using scientific approaches to
the interaction of market institutions in the existing
social structure (culture, traditions, customs,
knowledge, demographic and national charac-
teristics, infrastructure, etc.) has resulted in the
behavior of institutions of the national economy
focusing on preventing crises in the activities of
economic entities and their economic develop-
ment. In the context of our research, we have
identified key institutional determinants for ensu-
ring the structural modernization of the national
economy, which are detailed in terms of the level
of security coordination and the level of influence
ofinstitutions on the stability of economic entities.

Based on the results of the study, we propose
to interpret the institutional determinants of
structural modernization of the national economy
as a process of formation and functioning of a
system of social institutions whose functions are
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to structure relations between economic entities,
coordinate their interests, forming motivational
and behavioral mechanisms of an innovative and
social nature, providing guarantees to minimize the
impact of threats in the economic environment,
and promoting the safe and stable development of
enterprises in accordance with the requirements
of national and international organizations (stan-
dards). Modern institutional theory of structural
modernization of the national economy should
takeinto account such attributes as: decentralized
geographical location of economic entities, safe
use of natural and intangible resources as a source
of arrangement for meeting the needs of enter-
prises, perception of the idea of economic security
as the independence of an economic entity.

Attributes of institutional arrangement for
structural modernization of the national economy
also include identifying the institutional environ-
ment for economic activity. This primarily involves
the implementation of property rights to land and
means of production, economic relations between
social groups, and control over the interaction
between local communities and economic entities.
In conditions of external instability, negative
trends in the development of national economic
sectors, and overcoming the consequences of war,
the effective functioning of national economic
enterprises can only be achieved through the
application of principles of sustainable economic
security for economic entities at the institutional
level. During wartime, national economic
enterprises are forced to operate in conditions of
threat and uncertainty. First of all, this is explained
by the instability of market infrastructure, rising
prices, the seasonal nature of production, and its
dependence on restrictions on the use of available
resources. This requires the formation of a stable
state of economic security for enterprises in the
national economy in the context of globalization
changes.

The effective role of institutions in the arran-
gement of the structural modernization of the
national economy in the context of globalization
allows for the diversification of production and the
transition to new business models that must take
into account a significant number of risks and
unpredictable threats. To ensure the structural
modernization of the national economy, it is
necessary to follow a certain system of institutional
principles that influence their interaction with
other economic entities. A principle is a funda-
mental starting position, a rule that forms the basis
of any enterprise'sactivities and contributes to the
formation of its stable position in the arrangement
of economic security under the influence of real
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and hidden crisis conditions [3, p. 23]. The impact
of real and hidden crisis processes on the limitation
of resource flows in the economic cycle causes a
pre-crisis and crisis state of development of
enterprises in the national economy in the context
of globalization.

The institutional principles of structural mo-
dernization of enterprises of the national economy
form the protection of their property assets,
personnel, and information resources from po-
ssible threats, provided that "material and financial
and credit processes are coordinated" [8]. In
addition, the unity of principles is ensured by a
production of modern dialectics of cognition — a
security system [1, p. 21], which should operate
on a permanent basis, protecting the interests of
enterprises of the national economy in conditions
of open trade with European partners. Institu-
tional principles in the activities of national
economy enterprises must be implemented on the
basis of current regulations. All security measures
must be based on legal arrangement, which
simplifies the process of compensation for losses
and grounds the criteria for the viability of econo-
mic entities based on their level of economic
stability.

To maximize future results, the main measures
for the arrangement of the structural moderni-
zation of the national economy based on the
institutional principles of openness and confiden-
tiality must be known to all participants in the
economic process. This will allow for the timely
identification and prevention of potential and
actual crises, risks, and threats. However, a whole
range of ways, measures, and methods for ensuring
the structural modernization of the national
economy in the context of globalization must be
known to a wide range of participants in the
economic cycle. This makes it possible to more
effectively minimize both internal and external
threats and to prevent possible losses to national
economy enterprises in a timely manner [7; 8,
p. 214].

CONCLUSIONS

The impact of structural modernization on the
development of the national economy and its
individual sectors is realized through the use of
available resources to minimize the effects of
threats and risks and is determined by the nature
of economic relations and their components. The
implementation of institutional principles should
provide for the structural modernization of the
national economy in the context of globalization
and minimize crisis phenomena (threats) in the
external and internal environment, as well as
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ensure the stability of their functioning in the
following areas: adaptability, continuity, cost-
effectiveness, efficiency, complexity, efficiency,
and safety.

Aireparypa:

1. Binivenko L.I., Aiayp K. M., Aiayp O.B. 3na-
YeHHSA PeCypCHOIO MOTeHIiary arpapHOTO
niAnpueMcTBa B 3a6e3nedeHH] IPOAOBOABYOT 6e3-
nexu kpaiuu. Arpocsit. 2023. Ne 16. C. 20—27.

2.Tonuapenxko O.B., Ocranenxko I.T. Inctury-
nioHaabHe 3a6e3nedeHHss POPMYBaHHs {HHOBa-
uiitHoro 6i3uecy B Vkpaini. Ekonomiunnit BicHnk
AHITPOBCHKOTO A€pP>KABHOTO TEXHIYHOTO YHiBEp-
cutery. 2022. Ne 1 (4). C. 7—13.

3. Aaniarosa E. I. Konuenuis cucremuoro
MAXOAY AO YIPaBAIHHS eKOHOMIYHOIO 6€3MEeKOI0
mianpueMcTBa: MoHOTpadia. Binuuma: €sponerics-
Ka HayKoBa naatdopma, 2020. 342 c.

4. Inmakos O. B. Incturyninaa apxiTekTonika
i MmexaHi3MM €KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY iIHCTUTYTIB.
Exonomivyna reopis. 2015. Ne 1. C. 94—116.

5. Kopo6unucernit O.A. Meroanka dhopmy-
BaHHS CUCTEMM EKOHOMIYHOT Ge3mery mAnpuem-
crBa. Axryaapni npo6aemu ekonomiku. 2019.
Ne 4. C. 41—45.

6. Hopr A. IucturyTn, incturyninai 3minn Ta
¢dyurnionyBanHa ekoHOMikM. Mykadeso: ITHIT
"Ing-IIpar”, 1997. 200 c.

7. Ocranenko L.T., 'onuapenko O.B., Xaaa-
typ C. M. Tpancdopmanisa iHCTUTYIIiOHAABHOT
poAl AepsKaBM B KOHTEKCTi IOBOEHHOI'O BiAHOB-
AeHHA ekoHOMiKkM. EderTuBHa exonomika. 2022.
Ne 8.

8. Tpycosa H.B., Cakyn A.JK. Tpaucdopma-
uis iHcTHTYLiNHOT 6i3HEC-MOAeAl arpapHOTO BM-
poGHHUIITBA 3 TPAEKTOPiEO A0 "3eAeHOT" €eKOHO-
mikn. Modern Economics. 2024. Ne 44. C. 213—220.

9. Hlnuxyask O. I'. Ekonomivni incTuTy1ii Ta

iHCTMTYTH YV PO3BUTKY Teopii puHKY. EkoHOMIKa
ATIIK. 2010. Ne1. C. 159—165.

References:

1. Vinichenko, I.I. Didur, K.M. and Didur, O. V.
(2023), "The importance of the resource potential
of an agricultural enterprise in ensuring the count-
ry's food security", Ahrosvit, vol. 16, pp. 20—27.

2. Honcharenko, O. V. and Ostapenko, I. H.
(2022), "Institutional support for the formation of
innovative business in Ukraine", Ekonomichnyy
visnyk Dniprovs'koho derzhavnoho tekhnichnoho
universytetu, vol. 1 (4), pp. 7—13.

3. Danilova, E. I. (2020), Kontseptsiya sy-
stemnoho pidkhodu do upravlinnya ekonomich-
noyu bezpekoyu pidpryyemstva [The concept of
a systematic approach to managing the economic

N\

N

security of an enterprise], Yevropeys'ka naukova
platforma, Vinnytsia, Ukraine.

4. Inshakov, O. V. (2015), "Institutional archi-
tecture and mechanisms of economic development
of institutions", Ekonomichna teoriya, vol. 1,
pp. 94—116.

5.Korobchyns'kyy, O. L. (2019), "Methodolo-
gy for forming an enterprise economic security
system", Aktual'ni problemy ekonomiky, vol. 4,
pp. 41—45.

6. Nort, D. (1997), Instytuty, instytutsiyni
zminy ta funktsionuvannya ekonomiky [Institu-
tions, institutional changes and the functioning of
the economy], PNTS Inf-Prat, Mukachevo,
Ukraine.

7. Ostapenko, I. H. Honcharenko, O. V. and
Khalatur, S. M. (2022), "Transformation of the
institutional role of the state in the context of post-
war economic recovery", Efektyvna ekonomika,
vol. 8.

8. Trusova, N. V. and Sakun, A. ZH. (2024),
"Transformation of the institutional business model
of agricultural production with a trajectory
towards a "green" economy", Modern Economics,
vol. 44, pp. 213—220.

9. Shpykulyak, O. H. (2010), "Economic
institutions and institutes in the development of
market theory", Modern Economics, vol. 1,
pp-159—165.

Cmammsa nadivuaa 0o pedaxyii 15.10.2025 p.

https://nayka.com.ua
EnekTpoHHe paxoBe BUAAHHA

YAOCKOHAIEHHS! Ta PO3BUTOK

Buxoautb 12 pasiB Ha pik

BKJIIOYEHO 10 Nepeniky HayKkosux ghaxoBux Bnaanb YKpainu
3 nutanb [IEP)KABHOI0 YNPABJIIHHSA
(Kareropis «b»)

Haxa3s MinicTepcrBa ocBitu i Haykm YKkpaitn
BiA 28.12.2019 Ne1643

CneuyianbHictb 281

e-mail: economy_2008@ukr.net
(©) viber: +38 050 3820663

IlepeanraTumit inpexc 21847

YWROC B \WNe RO S

N\




