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The scientific and theoretical principles of the spatial organization of the regional
economy within the framework of new concepts of regionalism and scientific theories of
foreign and domestic scientists are examined. The conceptual content of the categories
“economic development” and “spatial development”, their difference and informative
characteristics are analyzed. The forms of spatial organization of economy and resettlement
as well as scientific approaches to the placement of elements of economic systems in space
are thoroughly outlined in the article.

The scientific concepts of the formation of economic systems with the definition of
their basic elements, such as the local economic area, based on the principles of
concentration of production in the separate locations and their cities are additionally
analyzed. In the publication the quality of the economic space is determined by the complex
of the definite characteristics (density, location, etc.), while the spatial development is
characterized by a number of specific features of the system development (synergy,
irreversibility, fluctuation, etc.). New trends in the spatial organization of the regional
economy produce a new vision and content of the development of regional economic
systems in accordance with the requirements of the generalized theory of ‘“new
regionalism”.
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Fig. 2. Lit. 15.

Problem setting. Spatial development of the society is one of the fundamental and
applied problems of humanity during the whole historical period of its existence, since any
society always faced the task of searching the perfect and expedient model of its spatial
organization.

The main factors causing peculiarities of the spatial organization of society were:
natural and resource advantages of certain parts of the territory of an individual country;
economic preconditions that determined the directions of production activity of these
territories from the point of view of economic feasibility; spatial features of social and
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infrastructural development; ensuring the most complete and reliable defence from negative
external influences etc. Diverse resources as a natural basis of economic activity, which
organically includes mineral, land, water, forest, recreational, climatic natural resources of
the regions, as well as quantitative and qualitative characteristics of the population living
within them has always acted as the precondition for spatial development. Human-created
preconditions for spatial development include: production potential, forms of social and
territorial organization of the economy, social and, above all, economic relations both in
regional and national and international networks, social infrastructure that provides
intellectual, physical and spiritual development of the population as the main productive
force of the society. The main characteristics of the economic space depend on the objects
it includes and the processes and phenomena occuring in it. However, the conceptual
content of the category “economic space” is currently being formed by scientists and there
is still no single view on this economic phenomenon.

Analysis of recent studies and publications. Numerous works of well-known
Ukrainian scientists, such as M.I. Dolishnii, S.I. Dorohuntsov, V.M. Heits, H.M. Kaletnik,
M.M. Palamarchuk, A.Marshalova and many others were devoted to the problem of
spatious organization of the economy. However, this topic is rather extensive and complex,
and therefore requires further scientific research, especially in terms of arrangement of
economic space.

Setting the aims of the article. The purpose of this study is to carry out the
systematic analysis of the theoretical foundations of the development of economic space in
regional economic systems and outline the main directions and content of its arrangement
within the existing theories of regionalism.

Presentation of the main material. Modern domestic and foreign scientific
theories, concepts and hypotheses that try to explain the trends of the development of
productive forces in the process of their evolution became the methodological basis of the
spatial development of regional systems.

In relation to the development of the theoretical and methodological basis of the
spatial organization it should be noted that American scientist S. Cohen is considered to be
the founder of this scientific direction. Further development of spacial concepts was made
in the synthetic theories of new researchers of this subject (of geoeconomic space), as well
as geopolitical, communication, social, geocultural and other directions.To a large extent,
the study of space is currently included into the research of the general scientific global
picture.

It should be accepted as a definition that in the theory the spatial organization of
economy is structural-parametric and spatio-temporal arrangement and coordination of
elements and connections of space, which provides the efficiency of using its potential [1].
In other words, the spatial organization of the region is a function of the use of regional
opportunities and interests, which is largely determined by the peculiarities of the territory,
the actions of external and internal factors. Adding to this concept the complex of measures
of a structural-functional organization, that is, the power and administrative-territorial
division of the territory, we should obtain a more voluminous content — spatial arrangement.
The quality of spatial organization of the region, that is, its ability to efficient reproduction
processes depends on the understanding of the content and the tendency of development of
such basic categorical notions as “economic space” and “spatial development”.
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Understanding of the indivisibility (continuity) of the economic space, what causes
disputes in the scientific circles, is principally important both for theory and for the practice.
The structural division of space in economic practice depends on how this notion is treated.
A number of scientists [2] consider economic space to be indivisible and heterogeneous, in
which the following poles exist:

The pole of the transnational post-industrial North.

The pole of the highly industrial West as a complex of industrially developed states.

The pole of the new East, which has been developing mainly due to exploitation of
natural resources.

The belt of the deep South, showing the tendency to the collapse of the states.

The belt of the post-socialist states of the former Soviet Union with a transitional
economy.

Other scientists [3] emphasize that each region has its own internal economic space
and connections with the rest of the world. Herewih, they distinguish two types of internal
spatial structure of the region: homogeneous and nodal, which, in turn, are divided into a
number of typical elements (point, node, core, and periphery), as well as four types of
regional spatial structures: focused, evenly-nodal and agglomeration-nodal.

M. Rybiantseva offers a slightly different definition of economic space. She
examines economic space as a multi-level structure, which should include: the
macroeconomic space of the global level; economic spaces of international business
associations; state economic space; sectoral economic space; regional economic space of
the local self-governing entity [4].

In our opinion, the idea of the indivisibility of space, like its antithesis, have the right
to exist, as they result from the characteristic that lies in the existence of the dialectical unity
of discontinuity and continuity, as well as the very essence of the systems operating in
economic space, stipulate its existence and determine its properties.

The definition of the structure of economic space itself, which has a two-way solution,
should be considered an important scientific problem [5]. The first approach is based on the
direct coordination of economic relations, processes and phenomena in the space, and their
limitation to the clearly defined spatial frameworks (like geographic space). In practice, we
are talking about the economic space of a settlement, an administrative district, a region, an
economic region, a country as a whole, group of countries, continents, etc.

The second approach lies in indirect projection of economic relations, processes and
phenomena, occurring in economic space, on its coordinates. In practical terms, spatial
boundaries may be indistinct, go beyond territorial units, cross or overlay, since the interests of
business entities are not limited by the boundaries of a locality, region or country in the whole.

Modern domestic economic theory examines economic space as a dynamic system,
which includes flows of available development resources (labor resources, information,
production forces, etc.) and infrastructure objects (engineering, communication-
informational, cultural), by which these flows are moved. These include the localized
centers of political management of those flows [6]. In another interpretation, economic
space is an intense territory, which contains many objects and interlinks: settlements,
industrial enterprises, economically engaged and recreational areas, transport and
engineering networks, etc. It is not difficult to understand that in the first case we are dealing
with the dynamic component of this economic category, burdened with the managerial
activity, and in the second — with the statistical one, although they are identical in terms of
structural arrangement. In this case, we perceive the second definition as more precise, since
economic space itself can not be called a reproductive system.
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Characterizing economic space as a field of activity, clear approaches to its features,
specifics and phenomena should be defined. Herewith, it is important to distinguish between
the practical expediency of its division into separate territorial constituents: economic space
of the local economy (administrative district), economic space of the administrative region
(oblast) and single economic space of a complex of homogeneous regions (economic
region) and economic space of the complex of countries as a specific entity with a single
goals and functions (Customs Union, European Union).

Economic space of the country is organically included in the concept of the global
economic space, being its component. In this regard it is important to find a place for the
economic potential of regions and regional formations of states in the global economy. We
are speaking about globalization as the principle of forming a single, integrated economic
supersystem due to:

- deregulation of financial markets of states and the related activities;

- introduction of achievements of scientific and technical progress, which allows
placing the newest production facilities in different countries and regions of the world on
the basis of reducing the cost of production and services;

- the growing institutionalization of financial markets.

In relation to the internal construction of regions, domestic regionalism defines two
of their types: homogeneous and nodal. The congeneric (homogeneous) region does not
have large internal differences by the essential criteria, for example, according to natural
conditions, population density, incomes per capita, etc. It is evident that a completely
homogeneous region is an abstraction, in reality there are no completely homogeneous
regions. Even if, according to many criteria, the region is relatively homogeneous, by some
other — it is definitely heterogeneous. In particular, the presence in the region of any special
natural object (water source, mineral deposits, etc.) or a large city makes the region
heterogeneous by many criteria.

The concept of a congeneric (homogeneous) region mainly has conceptual and
methodological significance. Therefore, the analysis of the national economy as a system
of regions focuses on the differences between regions and suggests that the internal
differences of regions are not essential factors, that is, each region is conditionally
homogeneous.

The assumptions of homogeneity of regions are implicitly present in the
macroeconomic theories and models of regional development. It is completely evident that
this concept is quite harmful for understanding the current trends in the development of
regional economic communities, since it serves as the basis for a single economic policy of
the state in relation to the regions without taking into account their features and trends.

The nodal region has one or more nodes (centers) connecting the rest of the space.
A region of this type is also called central, polarized. In our opinion, the formation of this
kind should not be identified as the region, since the content of the administrative-economic
region in its traditionally accepted sense is being “blurred”. The nodal city (local center) is
an economic territory by its content, having a number of elements: a point, an object,
internal dimensions, a center, periphery, etc., but does not fall under the complex of region-
forming systemic features.

In economic space it is accepted to determine the diversity of forms of organization
of economy and resettlement. An elementary spatial object — a location — is a locality
(“small territory”) having one of the objects. It can be a compact settlement, enterprise,
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community, that is, location can be settler, transport, recreational, etc. The combinations of
locations make the specific forms of spatial organization of economy and resettlement, the
main function of which is to increase the efficiency of economic activity and the use of local
resources (Fig. 1).

Increase in the efficiency Increase in the efficiency of the
of economic < Targets N resource potencial
system

Forms of spatial
organization of economy
and resettlement

v v
spatial organization

Forms of resettlement

industrial node v v

urban rural
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A 4
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agglomeration
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> megalopolis

Fig. 1. Forms of spatial organization of economy and resettlement
Source: developed by the authors

The spatial forms presented at Fig. 1 can be perceived as elements of the general
theory of placement and as the basic elements of formation of a new concept for the
development of economic activity in the territory.

The mentioned above spatial organization of the regional economy is quite obvious
and methodically proved for characterization of regional systems of the post-socialist period.
The steady conceptual imagery of the region as an integral part of the national economy, with
the impact on its efficiency on the part of the central government is seen in it.

At the same time, if we analyze organizational aspects of spatial organization in
relation to the new economic conditions, then we discover the other realities. It is known
that according to most researchers and practitioners, the term “local economy” coincides
with the notion “local subordinate territory”. Local economy is treated in the same way by
local governments as well.

In reality, it is not like that at all. Economic territory, as it has been stated above,
consists of economic components, including the place of work and residence of the
workforce of this territory, it does not depend on the boundaries of the administrative district
and the location of economic structures. Economic territory itself is static.
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However, if an element (location) of a spatial organization (industrial node, transport
node, TIC) is combined with the form of resettlement (village, settlement, urban-type
settlement, city nodes, urban settlements), then we can get local economic territory.

Then the economic space can be considered as a complex of economic territories.
However, this is not the economy yet, as such environment is not self-sufficient, that is, it
Is not able to independently carry out the reproductive process and produce competitive
products and services.

In these conditions, difficulties in placing the elements of economic systems in space
may arise. The essence of the problem is in dividing the territory into homogeneous places
and finding the optimal combination of functions for them which are manifested in: a)
development of natural and raw resources; b) production of certain goods and services; c)
resettlement of the population as consumers and as the workforce. It is typically that the
farther away from the optimal place one or another element of the economic system is
located, the greater “pressure of the place” it feels. Under the influence of this, mobile
elements of the economic system (labor, consumers) can change their location, while
immobile (fixed assets) — their properties.

According to R. Barr [7], economic space in the narrow sense is a parameter of the
action and influence of the economic unit, and in the broader sense it is a system of relations
that makes the essence of existence of this unit, in particular in the market — it is a system
of relations which provides getting the highest profits with the least possible losses.

F. Perroux examines economic space as:

1) the content of the plan (program);

2) a homogeneous ensemble belonging to one price system;

3) the field of forces formed by the “poles of growth” [8].

Business space is a variety of economic space in market conditions [9]. The most
active part of it is the market, the market space, where the recognition of the public utility
of industrial products (goods) takes place. In general, this happens on a competitive basis.
And the main characteristics of the market space are the price and consumer potential.

The process of formation of economic systems is based on the theory of territorial
concentration of production, in particular the “growth poles” according to J. Budville and
F. Perroux as well as the theory of “growth axis” according to P. Pottier [10]. Herewith, the
central places where the economic growth takes place are especially highlighted.

On the other hand, the process of regionalization of socio-economic systems is based
on the scientific theories of A. Weber, 1. Isard, A. Lesh and I. Thuenen on the strict
abstraction of the economic space as a factor of economic growth. These studies provide
the idea of the broader nature of the polarized economic development, when the shifts in
the dynamics of economic processes lead to the emergence of the points of concentration
of capital and production in a spatial dimension, which become the generators of the growth
of the local economy. In particular, I. Thuenen in his study “The Isolated State” (1826) first
defined the space as an economic phenomenon and marked cities with concentric circles
around which agrarian enterprises are located, taking into account such factors as transport
costs, the demand of urban dwellers for products, etc. [11]. In the continuation of this
subject, W. Isard believed that in the science of regions the central place will be taken by
the district and inter-district ones [12].

Hence, if the city is the centre of economic territories and economic activity is
centralized in and around it, we are dealing with the local economic district.
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The identified local economic district is a complex integrated system with the high
degree of interdependence between economic, social, institutional and household activities.

We should agree with the opinion of O.P. Kovalev who said that such a center has a
significantly higher rank in comparison with other nodal cities of the district and a territorial
organization will be characterized by symmetry of similarity [13]. Moreover, in the process
of regionalization of economic space, the local economic district can be self-limiting, and
then the so-called “interregional” space remains, which is not subordinate to the the
economic center — the city. The above mentioned fact suggests that the economic and
administrative boundaries of the local economic discrict may not coincide. At the same
time, for business practice, we consider a local economic district within the boundaries of
the administrative district, otherwise the possibility of regulating the reproductive processes
by the local authorities and self-government in the definite territory is lost.

Some researchers deny the idea that local economic districts are based on cities, they
state that there are strong economic zones within the entire national economy. However “rural
areas” do not exist [ 14]. This means that the entire local economy is firmly connected to some
city core. If so, then geographically the entire territory of Ukraine should be fully divided into
local economic districts or regions within the administrative boundaries of the regions.

The suggested considerations concerning the essence of the notion of the local
economic districts allow to characterize them as:

- centers of economic growth through the sources of new ideas, technologies and
innovations both within the district itself and the regional economy;

- the basic components of the regional economy, providing its organizational
arrangement and development;

- centers of local government and making managerial decisions.

Surely, local economic districts should not be understood as self-sufficient, since
they are open systems and their productivity and efficiency depends on the flows of
products, innovations, ideas and information from a higher-level of the economic system.
Regional specialization and the growth of reliability of ties with other local structures are
converted in direct proportion to the growing interdependence within the broader system of
local economic districts. In this case we are talking about the economic region.

The notion “spatial development” can be considered as a derivative from the
economic space, which should be percieved as the reproductive process of the elements of
space, functioning as the system of real energy flows (raw materials, goods and services,
organizational, financial and human capital, etc.) and a complex of organizational measures
for the management of elements and links of the territory [15].

According to the theory of economic systems, spatial development has a number of
system-forming features (Fig. 2).

Their availability should be found in modern theoretical studies, analyzing, in
particular, the evolutionary component of the theory of spatial development.

As you know, the first studies of geographic space and its influence on the
development of territorial-economic systems are present in the writings of A. Weber, |I.
Isard, A. Lesh, W. Bung, J. Harvey, where the emphasis is made mainly on the analysis of
the efficiency of economic activity in a certain territory. The theory of Thuenen allowed
acertain isolation of space and, essentially, its idealization, referring to the factors of
production as the dominant placement of productive forces.
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Spatial development

Irreversibility Synergetics
Unbalance Fluctuation activity
Systematic approach Complexity
Polystructure Relative openness
Relative isolation Socio-economic integrity
Dynamism

Fig. 2. System-forming features of spatial development
Source: developed by the authors

On the contrary, the authors of the theory of socio-cultural systems (Thompson,
Wildavskii) explain the trends in the development and placement of productive forces
within socio-cultural formations. They believe, that the same economic action or process
can differently manifest itself in different dimensions of the socio-cultural condition of the
territory. In other words, the socio-cultural space determines the time and peculiarities of
the course of certain economic actions.

More modern theories of spatial development are based on the principles of
geopolitics. The theory of placement of economic forms and the spatial division of labor in
the world economy, which was laid in the late nineteenth century by such scientists as G.
Brown and A. Muller, became the basis for this direction. In these theories the rethinking
and review of existing theoretical concepts that explain the development and placement of
productive forces take place.

If in most of the previous theoretical developments the opinion on the leading role
of capital in spatial development was expressed, then in modern economic science the
importance of key factors (resources) of development such forms as: natural resources,
fixed assets, industrial enterprises, investments, innovations, infrastructure, as well as
knowledge, information and possessing technologies gradually increases.

The mentioned theories, depending on the form and factors of influence, has
generated a variety of scientific approaches to spatial development, the most famous of
which are the concepts of post-industrial, informational and network society.

The author of the concept of the industrial society J. Galbraith believes that the new
sources of energy and the possibility of their use in the processes of production and
distribution in future will become the basis of spatial development.
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The concept of a post-industrial society (D. Rismen) determines scientific and
technological progress as the main source of growth, and productivity — as a technology of
knowledge generation, information processing and symbolic communication
(transmission). His followers (F. Machlup, W. Martin, V. Masuda) generally believe that
the production of an information product is a priority in the creation of material wealth,
emphasizing the key role of knowledge, that is, knowledge acquired by the person, and not
existing in general, beyond his/her consciousness.

The authors of the concept of networked spatial development combine the above-mentioned
theories into the concept of “information society”, emphasizing the fundamental changes in the
arrangement of the economic space in the conditions of globalization of the economy.

The latest trends in spatial organization, based on social capital, modify the
traditional notion of economy, turning it into a “knowledge economy”, a “knowledge-based
economy”, which marks the paradigm of development and important content for the
generalized theory of “new regionalism”:

1. The form of organization of production is changed; traditional schemes of
production concentrations are replaced by the spatial development what implies
decentralization of production and, consequently, settlement policy;

2. The change of conditions of production automatically leads to denationalization
of management with the delegation of significant powers to its lower levels, in particular,
local self-government bodies;

3. The system of values of economic practice changes, which means the primary
satisfaction of the social needs of the population of the territory;

4. Foundation of the centers of local territories and on their basis local economy
within the local economic districts allows characterizing the latter as the basic units of
organization of economic space and spatial development of the regional economy, which in
complex form a network of regional economic communities.

Conclusions. Thus, the study of the content of the role of economic space, ways of
optimization of socio-economic processes in it should be carried out within the framework
of the new methodology of spatial development, which is still in the state of conceptual
formation, but the necessity for which is becoming more obvious, based on modern
conceptual ideas of development of regional economic systems.
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AHOTANIA
ITPOCTOPOBA OPT'AHIBAIIA PEI'TOHAJIBHOI'O EKOHOMIYHOI'O
PO3BUTKY

MA3YP Anamonii I puzoposuu,
00KMOp eKOHOMIYHUX HAYK,
npocghecop kagheopu azpapnozo meneorcmenmy,

KYBAH Oxcana I'puzopisna,

Kanouoam eKOHOMIYHUX HAYK,

doyenm Kagheopu azpaprozo meneoHcmeHmy,
Binnuyvkuii nayionanvHuil azpapruil ynigepcumem
(m. Binnuys)

Pozenaoaromeca  naykoso-meopemuuni  3acaou  npocmopoeoi  opeaizayii
PEe2IOHANbHOT eKOHOMIKU 8 PAMKAX HOBUX KOHYEnyiu pe2ioHanizmy ma HAyKOo8ux meopiu
3apyOincHUX ma BIMYUSHAHUX 6YeHUX. AHANI3YeEmMbCs NOHAMIUHULL 3MICM Kame2opil
“exonomiunull po3sumox”’ ma ‘“‘npocmopoguti po3eumox’”’, ix 6iOMIHHOCMI Ma 3MICMOGHI
xapakmepucmuxu. Y cmammi 0emanvHO SUKIAOEHO (opmu npocmopogoi opeanizayii
20Cn00apcmea i po3ceients ma HayKosi nioxoou wooo po3MieHHs 8 NPOCMOPI eleMenmia
E€KOHOMIYHUX CUCTEM.

Oxkpemo auanizyromvcsi HayKoGl KOHYenyii CMaHOB1eHHS eKOHOMIYHUX cucmem 3
BUBHAYEHHAM DA3068UX IX eNeMeHmi8, MAKUX, AK MiCYesUuli eKOHOMIYHUL PALLOH, 3ACHOBAHUL
HA NPUHYUNAX KOHYeHmpayii eUpoOOHUYmMEa 6 OKpemux MICYsAX ma Micmax, wo 6 Hux
3HAX00AMbCA. AKicmb eKOHOMIUHO20 NPOCMOpPY 8 nYONIKAYii BUSHAUAEMbCA 3a CYKYNHICIIO
BU3HAYEHUX XAPAKMEPUCUK (WiNbHICMb, PO3SMIWEHHS MOWO0), A NPOCMOPOSUL PO36UMOK
Xapakmepusyemocs psaoom cneyupiunux O03HaAK CUCMEMOYMBOPEHHs (CuHepeemusM,
He380pomHuicmo, haykmyamuenicmes mowo). Hosimmui menoenyii npocmoposoi opeamnizayii
PeciOHANbHOT eKOHOMIKU NPOOYKMYIOMb HO8e OAYeHHs | 3MICM PO36UMKY De2iOHANbHUX
EKOHOMIYHUX cuCmeM 8 PYCIi UMO2 Y3A2AalbHeHOT meopii “Ho8o2o pezionanizmy .

KurouoBi cjioBa: npocTip, opranizaiiisi, perioHajibHa eKOHOMIKa, KOHIIEMIIIT, Teopii,
¢dbopmu, SKICTh, O3HAKU, TEH/ICHIII1, PET10HAIII3M, PO3BUTOK.

Puc. 2. Jlir. 15.
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AHHOTALMS
MPOCTPAHHCTBEHHASI OPTAHU3ALIMSI PETHOHAJILHOI'O
9KOHOMMYECKOI'O PA3BUTHUS

MA3YP Anamonuii I'puzopvesuu,
O00OKMOP IKOHOMUUECKUX HAYK,
npogeccop, 3aeedyrouiuil Kagheopoi azpaprHozo meHeoHcmenma,

KYBAU Oxkcana I’ puzopvesna

KaHOuoam IKOHOMUUECKUX HAYK,

doyenm Kageopel azpapnozo menedscmenma,
Bunnuykuii hayuonanbHulil azpapHslil yHugepcumem
(e. Bunnuua)

Paccmampusaromesn HAYYHO-meopemu4eckue  OCHOBbl NPOCMPAHCMBEHHOT
Op2aHU3aYUY PESUOHATLHOU IKOHOMUKU 8 PDUMKAX HOBbIX KOHYENYUll PeSUOHaIU3mMd, a makoice
HAYYHBIX Meopull 3apy6eofcnblx U OMeYeCmEeHHbIX y4EHbLY. Ananusupyemcs nonsmuinoe
coodepaicanue kamezopuil ‘‘d9KoHomudeckoe pazgumue’”’, u “‘npocmpancmeerHoe pazgumue”’, ux
pasyue U cooepicamernibHble Xapakmepucmuku. B nyomuxayuu uznosicervi qboprz
NPOCMPAHCMBEHHOU OP2AHU3AYUU XO3AUCMBA U PACCeNeHUs, A MAaKdice HAYuHble N0OX00bl K
PasmeujeHuIo 8 nPOCMpanHcmee 1eMeHmo8 IKOHOMUYECKUX CUCTEM.

OmoenbHo aHanu3UpYIOmcs HayyHvle KOHYenyuu CmaHoGNIeHUs SKOHOMUYECKUX CUCTEM C
obo3naueHuem 0A306blX UX INEMEHMOB, MAKUX, KAK MEeCmHbll IKOHOMUYECKUL PALioH,
Op2aHU308AHHBII HA NPUHYUNAX KOHYEHMPAYULU NPou3800Cmead 8 OMOeIbHbIX MECIAX U 20p0o0ax,
Komopvle 6 Hux Haxoosmcs. Kauecmeo sKkoHoMuueckoeo mnpocmpancmea 6 WNyOnuKayuu
0bo3nauaemcs No COBOKYNHOCMU XAPAKMEPUCMUK (NIOMHOCMb, pasmewjenue u m.o0.), a
NPOCMPAHCMBEEHHOe Pa3gumue Xapakmepuzyemcs YeubiM psaooM cneyuhuyeckux Kame2opu
(cunepeemuzm,  HeoOpamumocmv,  Gaykmyayus u  m.0.). Hoeetiwme — menoenyuu
NPOCMPAHCMBEHHOU OP2AHU3AYUU PESUOHANLHOU IKOHOMUKU NPOOYYUPYIOM HOBOE BUOEHUE U
cooeparcanue paseumusi pecUOHAIbHLIX IKOHOMUUECKUX CUCIEM C YYEMoM mpebosanull meopuuu
“Hoeoeco pecuonanusma’”’.

KiroueBble ci0Ba: MpOCTPaHCTBO, OpraHM3AIMs, PETHOHAIbHAs HSKOHOMHKA,
KOHIICTIIIUH, TCOPUH, (POPMBI, KAYECTBO, TCHICHIIUHU, PETUOHAIIM3M, CUCTEMA.

Puc. 2. Jlur. 15.
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MA3YP Amnarodgiii I'puropoBu4 — JIOKTOp EKOHOMIYHHMX Hayk, Mpodecop,
3aBiAyBau Kadeapu arpapHoro MEHEIKMEHTY, BIHHMIbKUN HalllOHAJbHUN arpapHui
yHiBepeutet (21008, M. Binuuus, By, Constana, 3, e-mail: agment@vsau.vin.ua).
KYBAU Oxcana I'puropiBHa — KaHIMIaT €KOHOMIYHHUX HayK, JIOLCHT kadenpu
arpapHoro MeHE/PKMEHTy, BiHHMIbKUI HalioHadpbHUN arpapHuit yHiBepcuter (21008,
M. Binnauns, Byn. Consyna, 3, e-mail:oksanakubai@gmail.com).

MAZUR Anatolii — Doctor of Economic Sciences, Professor, Head of the
Department of Agrarian Management, Vinnytsia National Agrarian University (21008,
Vinnytsia, 3, Soniachna Str., e-mail: agment@vsau. vin.ua).

KUBAI Oksana — Candidate of Economic Sciences, Associate Professor of the
Agrarian Management Department, VinnKtsia National Agrarian University (21008,
Vinnytsia, 3, Soniachna Str., e-mail: oksanakubai@gmail.com).

MA3YP Aunaroumii I'puropbeBuY — IOKTOp SKOHOMHUYECKUX HayK, mpodeccop,
3aBeayromui kadeapoi arpapHOro MEHePKMEHTa, BHHHUIIKMIT HAITMOHATLHBINA arpapHbIi
yauBepcuret (L. Buraunna, yin. Comnednas, 3, e-mail: agment@vsau. vin.ua).

KYBAU Oxcana I'puroppeBHa — KaHIUJIAT SKOHOMHUYECKHUX HAyK, JOLICHT
Kadeapsl arpapHOro MEHE)KMEHTa, BUHHUIIKUI HAI[MOHAIBHBIA arpapHbli YHUBEPCUTET
(r. Buanauna, yn. Conneunasi, 3, e-mail: oksanakubai@gmail.com).
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