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MODELING A NEW BUSINESS ENVIRONMENT
OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION
IN CONDITIONS OF TRANSITION TO A GREEN ECONOMY

Abstract. The course of the economic and ecological crisis of recent years, and especially in the phase of martial
law in Ukraine, shows the urgency of the transition to a new model of the business environment of agricultural
production, since at the moment the "green economy" platform is the only one that allows a comprehensive approach
to development solving the problem of ensuring the sustainable development of the agricultural sector in the post-
conflict period. The methodological provisions for modeling the new business environment of agrarian production are
substantiated and the value of nature, which generates land resources for the fundamental benefits of life support in
rural areas to prevent the risk of ecosystem destruction, is emphasized. Determinants of the effectiveness of the
economic activity of agrarian business entities, subject to the determination of the efficiency of the use of agricultural
land, are provided by the factors of a sustainable system, on which the sustainability of the development of agrarian
production depends. The practical application of the developed provisions makes it possible to model individual
elements of the economic system of agrarian business entities, to improve the efficiency of production infrastructure,
ensure shifts in the ownership structure, organizational forms of management, taking into account the peculiarities of
rural areas in different regions of Ukraine. The transition of the standard model of agricultural production to new
flights of the green economy in Ukraine will mean a change in the economic growth of agrarian business entities in a
new direction, which will simultaneously guarantee the stability of the regional ecosystem on the basis of the
efficiency of the use of agricultural land, greening of production, the increase in the well-being of human resources in
rural areas and social responsibility for restoring energy, for strengthening the role of the state in stimulating green
investments and innovations, for creating conditions for increasing the competitiveness of national producers of green
products and forming a new attitude of the rural population to agricultural production.

Keywords: modeling, business environment, agricultural production, "green economy", agricultural land, rural
areas.
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Formulation of the problem. The course of the economic and ecological crisis of recent years,
and especially in the phase of martial law in Ukraine, shows the urgency of the transition to
another business model of agricultural production, since at the moment the "green economy"
model is the only one that allows a comprehensive approach to the solution problems of ensuring
the sustainable development of the country’s agricultural sector in the post-conflict period.
The main goal of the transformation of agricultural production business models in the context of
the transition to a green economy is the preservation of the land-resource potential of economic
entities as a biotope of the natural landscape as a result of the action of ecological functions and
the reduction of environmental degradation. However, the transition of agricultural production to
the green economy model during the state of martial law requires a long period of modernization
of rural areas and the formation of a new ecological system with a change in the institutional
mechanism. Currently, the development of agricultural production in rural areas is considered one
of the most important factors of the bioeconomy due to the growing demand for biomass produced
mainly in rural areas and associated with the effective use of land resources. The main directions
of the green economy are agriculture and fisheries, water and forestry, agroprocessing industry,
tourism, disposal of household and industrial waste.
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Analysis of recent research and publications. The analysis of in-depth research by world
scientists demonstrates the need for changes in the principles of management of subjects on the
basis of environmental requirements and norms, as a priority for the harmonization of the
development of the Euro-Atlantic civilization, focused on ensuring the sustainable development of
the green economy, which is characterized by its inclusive nature and the ability to promote
economic growth, employment and the eradication of poverty , with the simultaneous formation of
a map of the functioning of the ecosystem, both on a national and global scale. The theoretical
aspects of the formation of the "green economy" on the platform of rural areas are highlighted in
the works of such scientists as R. Amit, T. Zot, L. Baas, K. Eckerberg, E. Miner, S. Halstedt,
H. Broman, K.-Kh. Robert, M. Litido, G. Rignini, A. Mascarefias, P. Coelho, E. Subtil, T. Ramos.
Scientific and practical aspects of the green transformation of the economy of rural areas and the
factors of green economic growth are devoted to the works of such scientists as E. Blanco and
J. Razzak, J. Harris, D. D’amato and J. Korhonen, P. Meyly and A. Teitelbone, R. Pollin,
however, they require an in-depth systemic approach to building green business models for the
restoration of rural areas of the country that suffered as a result of military actions in Ukraine.

The purpose of the article. The purpose of the article is to substantiate the methodological
provisions for modeling the business environment of agrarian production on the basis of the
"green economy", which determines the scalability of the use of resources in rural areas, oriented
to universal methods and tools of the country’s economic strategy, determined by factors of the
effectiveness of agrarian business entities and sustainable development land management.

Presentation of the main research material. A decentralized, sustainable approach to the
development of a "green economy" in agricultural production forms network thinking under the
condition of sustainable use of natural capital. It allows you to justify the methodological
provisions for modeling the business environment of agrarian production on the basis of the
"green economy" and emphasizes the value of nature, which generates land resources for the
fundamental advantages of the livelihood of rural areas and warns of the risk of ecosystem
destruction. At the same time, the determinants of the effectiveness of agrarian business entities
under the condition of development of resources make it possible to determine the efficiency of
the use of agricultural land, as well as the factors of a sustainable system, which depend on the
stability and profitability of the development of agricultural production.

Land resources, as is known are not the product of human labor, but are created under the
influence of objective natural factors. They are a national good, not an imminent norm of private
property. This should be the imperative for the transformation of business models of agricultural
production under the conditions of the transition to a green economy and ecological land use,
which is embedded in the structure of transformations of modern land policy [1]. At the same
time, the regional aspect of the transformation of business models of agricultural production on
the basis of the green economy is strengthened by the connection with the ecological and
economic component of the development of rural areas, which is an important concept of the
European model, which Ukraine is oriented towards with the prospect of joining the European
Union. The transformation of business models of agricultural production under the condition of
transition to a green economy is based on three paradigms [12]: efficiency of resource use;
sustainability of ecosystems; social justice. Since the models of the green economy are formed by
the concept of sustainability, all these paradigms have ecological, economic and social effects in
the transformation of business models of agricultural production. That is, the effectiveness of the
use of land resources in agricultural production depends on the increase of natural capital and the
reduction of costs, which, in turn, increases the aggregate economic value of agricultural lands,
taking into account their entire life cycle and their resistance to risks in the ecosystem. It should be
noted that the members of the European Commission believe that the efficiency of the use of land
resources is positioned with a limited cycle of their use, social responsibility of their exploitation
and minimal impact on the biological environment [11]. In our opinion, social responsibility for
the use of land resources in agricultural production concerns all environmental, economic and
social aspects.
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At the same time, from the point of view of the impact of the bioenvironment on the change in
the structure of business models of agricultural production, the transformation process activates
the replacement of the features of one economic order with similar features of another order, as a
result of which the quantitative criteria of the ecosystem are transformed into qualitative
transformations. These transformations take place in the format of continuous movement of land
resources, which are used by agribusiness subjects under the influence of endogenous and
exogenous factors of the bioenvironment. That is, the transformation process is an objective tool
of the green economy that corrects individual elements of the ecosystem, and in our case it is an
ecological and economic system of agrarian business entities that should improve the efficiency of
the production infrastructure, ensure shifts in the ownership structure, legal and organizational
forms of management, taking into account the peculiarities of rural areas in different regions of
Ukraine. This is necessary for the optimal distribution of land use in agricultural production
according to certain types of products, directions and forms of specialization of agricultural
industries and enterprises, their sizes and organizational structure.

Since the main qualitative property of natural capital is land, then its characteristic specificity
and practical use in combination with land ownership significantly affect the formation of new
land relations of agrarian business subjects in rural areas [2]. Earth as an orgo-mineral body
becomes a means of production if living and past labor joins it. In this regard, land acts as a means
of production in all branches and spheres of activity of agrarian business subjects, because it is
also a general means of labor. However, its role in certain branches of agricultural production is
not the same. Thus, engaged in the production of plant products, creating the necessary
prerequisites for the growth and development of plants, the subject of agrarian business cultivates
the soil, preserving its fertile properties. An important aspect of this activity is the process of land
socialization, which forms new conditions for the regulation of economic activity and transforms
land relations between subjects of agrarian business.

Land socialization is a holistic system that combines natural and social initial elements for
understanding the biological environment of agrarian production and its place in ensuring the
product base of natural capital in the state, as well as solving a complex of issues of agrarian
business subjects [3]. On the other hand, the social essence of land is manifested in various forms
of activity of economic entities, since human resources that cultivate agricultural land (a special
natural creation with a universal property) are characterized by such qualitative characteristics as
consciousness and freedom in matters of land use and protection resources [5].

The versatility of agricultural land in agricultural production is manifested in the purposeful
provision of the needs of agrarian business entities with resource reserves for the activation of
processes related to the protection of the biological environment. In this sense, agricultural land
becomes an equal natural entity in the transformation process of business models of agricultural
production and their socialization, performing the function of partial reproduction of agricultural
land with various innovative technologies and mechanisms, taking into account their sustainable
influence on soil properties. At the same time, the naturalness of the impact of human resources on
agricultural land is manifested through a variety of conscious social responsibility for
bioenvironmental changes. That is, they consciously and constantly change the natural landscape
to increase production and energy capacities, using agricultural land as a symbiosis of labor
intensity and the output of final products from 1 ha of usable land resources.

The efficiency of agricultural production significantly contributes to the increase in
environmentally safe use of land resources, the creation of a safe environment for human life, and
the provision of food security of the state [15]. The need for greening of agricultural land makes it
possible [10]: the introduction of national, regional and local programs of the "green economy" in
order to determine the goals, tasks, sources and amounts of financing, terms and executors of a set
of relevant measures; carrying out systematic monitoring of the transformation and state of
protection of land resources under the influence of anthropogenic loads; implementation of
protection of land resources from pollution by various effluents, harmful substances and their
rational use in agricultural production; introduction of measures to reduce the eco-destructive
impact on the environment with a scientifically based ratio of agricultural land (arable land,
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natural fodder land, perennial plantations); establishment of a mechanism for seizing (repurchase),
providing ownership or use (for rent) of land plots, subject to the availability of cadastral
information of a certain rural area.

A systematic approach to the transformation of the institutional business model of agricultural
production with a trajectory towards a "green economy" presupposes the introduction of
complementary regulatory tools, which are structural and logical components of the
transformation process of the economic ecosystem with measures of greening and effective use of
agricultural land. The concept of an institutional business model of agricultural production with a
trajectory towards a "green” economy emphasizes the value of natural potential that generates
resource and energy savings in rural areas, warns of the risk of destruction of the economic
ecosystem (Figure 1).

The regulatory toolkit of the institutional business model of agricultural production
with a trajectory towards a ""green" economy
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Figure 1. Interrelationship of regulatory instruments of the institutional business model
of agricultural production with the trajectory to the "'green’" economy"’
Source: improved by the author based on data [1; 7; 8]

The determination of regulatory ecological and economic criteria in combination with the
legislative provision of land use determines the limiting activity of the subjects of agricultural
production and embodies the modern paradigm of energy conservation in rural areas with the aim
of highly productive use of land resources on the basis of a consolidated ecological budget.
That is, the transition of the standard business model of agricultural production to innovative
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methods of the "green™ economy in Ukraine will mean the acceleration of development and
economic growth of agrarian business entities, as well as the provision of guarantees of state
support for the restoration and greening of agricultural lands in the economic ecosystem of the
regions.

In the conditions of the transition of the institutional business model of agrarian production to
the ""green" economy, there is a need for the transformation of land law in the spatial redistribution
of agricultural lands under the control of local self-government bodies and rural self-government
units where there are no restrictions on the pollution of the natural landscape and the exploitation
of land to the point of complete exhaustion.

Agricultural land is the subject of interest of all, without exception, categories of the population
and a complex node of national, group and individual (private) mutual claims [18], in the
coordination of which we are obliged to take into account the factor that land plots, being an
object immovable property of the subject of agricultural production, is an invaluable natural
resource, which must be limited by the rules of use and protection in order to preserve it for the
future production process [14].

Therefore, the existing institutional requirements of the "green economy" regarding the
restriction of rights to agricultural land plots in various forms of ownership should ensure the
balanced development of sustainable land use in agricultural production through the combination
of ecological and economic factors of the use of land as a multifunctional socio-natural resource
[4]. In this area of rural OTG and commaodity producers of agricultural products in the areas of the
"green economy" not only should not be distant from the ecology of agricultural production, they
should take on the performance of an additional function — the reproduction of the natural
landscape during the conflict (war) period, social responsibility for the introduction of green
investments, the formation of a new attitude to the natural environment (Table 1).

Table 1
Economic and environmental losses in the institutional business model of agricultural
production with a trajectory to the "‘green economy"' during the conflict (war) period

1. Factors of loss of economic trajectory

2. Factors of loss of ecological trajectory

price increase on the market of ecological
agricultural products;

shadow circulation of ecological agricultural
products; saving on rent;

incomplete volumes of payment of taxes

and fees of subjects of agricultural production
located in rural areas;

statutory tax preferences; preferential long-term
lending;

cultivation of unregistered agricultural land in
rural areas.

residual approach to ecological problems of land use;
imperfect measures to control the use of agricultural
land;

lack of effective institutions for greening agricultural
production and restrictions on pollution

of the natural landscape;

curtailment of state greening programs of polluted
territories for the placement of agricultural
production;

violation of the field crop rotation system; shredding
of agricultural land massifs.

Source: built by the author based on data [6; 9;

11; 12]

The regulatory socio-economic tools of the bio-environment, which are able to influence and
coordinate the efficiency of the use of agricultural land by agrarian business entities, include
"creating and maintaining a stable monetary balance™ and “indirect state intervention in those
areas that cannot receive proper development on the basis of only private initiative" [6].
This emphasizes the objectivity of consideration as macroeconomic levers for regulating land
relations in agricultural production and the level of well-being of human resources when using
agricultural land in rural areas. Thus, when regulating land relations in agricultural production
based on the level of well-being of human resources in rural areas, it is necessary to balance the
interests of all subjects of the ecological and economic system — the state, regions, landowners and
land users, as well as individual entrepreneurs in rural areas. At the same time, the coordination of
the actions of the subjects of agrarian business to ensure the appropriate level of welfare of human
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resources involves taking into account the ratio between such indicators as "costs-incomes”,
""costs-profits" [6].

The Committee on World Food Security of the United Nations [8], which states that sustainable
land use largely depends on how exactly people get access to land and other resources. That is, the
key factor of economic growth and well-being of human resources in the socio-economic system
of agrarian business entities is access to land resources and control over them. That is, in most
European countries, the coordination of actions of agrarian business entities regarding the
planning and organization of measures for the protection of agricultural lands is a mandatory
component of green economic policy [15].

In Ukraine, in modern realities, the social direction of the bioeconomic strategy is focused on
the transformation of business models of agricultural production and the achievement of European
and global standards of living of the population in rural areas, which are ensured only through the
efficiency of the use of agricultural land for a certain period of time, taking into account their
territorial location in rural areas [7]. Therefore, in our opinion, when learning the composition of
regulatory ecological and economic instruments of agrarian production under the condition of
transition to a green economy, the following factors become particularly important:
multifunctionality, which involves accounting for a wide range of services provided to landowners
and land users in general by the state; multisectorality, which represents an integrated process of
diversification of land management and land use, creation of new sources of income, increase of
employment and preservation of rural areas; the flexibility of the system of supporting the
economic activity of landowners and land users of agrarian business, based on subsidiary
financing and partnership relations; transparency, which involves the transparency of the process
of restoration of agricultural land, based on simple and understandable legislation.

At the same time, the features of the green economy in business models of agricultural
production are important, namely: effective use of land resources; preservation and increase of
natural capital; reduction of pollution; low carbon emissions; protection against loss of
biodiversity; in general, a decline in the anthropogenic load on the biological environment. These
properties differ from the current model of economic development of agricultural production, and
even more so during the period of martial law in Ukraine, when losses in the agricultural sector in
2022 amounted to more than 137.8 billion dollars. USA. The total financial needs of our state for
the reconstruction and restoration of the economy and, in particular, of agricultural production
exceed 349 billion dollars. USA [9]. Plans for the post-war reconstruction of Ukraine for the
period until 2032 provide for the allocation of 750 billion dollars by international donors. of the
United States of general funding (including USD 20 billion for the restoration of the biological
environment and the sustainable development of the green economy in agricultural production) for
the implementation of fifteen national programs [4].

Such restoration does not in any way mean the return of the structural parameters of domestic
agricultural production to the pre-war state, but aims at its systematic structural transformation.
They should be implemented on the basis of Ukraine’s deep integration into the European
economic space in accordance with the requirements of the European Green Course, which is a
guarantee of our country’s fulfillment of the Copenhagen criteria for EU membership. Therefore,
in the post-conflict (post-war) period, Ukraine will be able to get rid of many objects of physically
and morally outdated construction, not only by rebuilding the infrastructure of the agrarian sector
of the economy with the participation of international partners, but also by forming fundamentally
new economic institutions and structural segments of the green agrarian economy.

The specified determinants will make it possible to carry out scenario forecasting of the
postwar development of a new business model of agricultural production in Ukraine, based on the
initial parameters of the socio-economic state of rural areas and the description of key variables
associated with the change in the structural dynamics of indicators of greening and effective use of
agricultural land appointment. The confirmation of this thesis is, in particular, the wide variety of
models and scenarios offered by the International Institute of Applied System Analysis regarding
the dynamics of global cycles and the circulation of air, soil and atmosphere [23].
The interpretation of their influence on the resource possibilities of agricultural production in the
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state in relation to the realization of national economic interests is an important task and requires a
systematic approach in the formation of trans-connections between representatives of the branches
of the agrarian sector of the economy of different countries.

Conclusions. Thus, the business model of agricultural production in rural areas during the
martial law is experiencing a strong and multi-level technological transition. The potential of rural
areas can be revealed, in particular, due to automation, robotics, digitalization, visualization of
virtual reality regarding new ways of working at the level of rural territorial communities.
The transition of the standard model of agricultural production to new flights of the green
economy in Ukraine will mean a change in the economic growth of agrarian business entities in a
new direction, which will simultaneously guarantee the stability of the regional ecosystem on the
basis of the efficiency of the use of agricultural land, greening of production, the increase in the
well-being of human resources in rural areas and social responsibility for restoring energy, for
strengthening the role of the state in stimulating green investments and innovations, for creating
conditions for increasing the competitiveness of national producers of green products and forming
a new attitude of the rural population to the biological environment.

References:

1. Bespalko, R. I., Hryschuk, S. Yu. (2013). Problematic issues of land use optimization. Geodesy, cartography
and aerial photography, 78, 226—229.

2. Gronska, M. V. (2014). Rational use of agricultural lands through the prism of organizational and legal
support. Bulletin of the Petro Vasylenko Kharkiv National Technical University of Agriculture, 149, 128-136.

3. Dorosh, O. S., Kupriyanchyk, I. P. (2016). The role of socio-economic and institutional components in the
formation and functioning of agricultural holdings in Ukraine. Land management, cadastre and land monitoring,
3,12-19.

4. Green post-war recovery of Ukraine: vision and models (2022). Analytical note. "Resource-Analytical Center
"Society and Environment".

6. Kaminetska, O. V. (2017). Economic theories of well-being as the basis of efficiency and fairness of social
distribution of land resources. Formation of market relations in Ukraine, 2(189), 66—72.

7. Kireitseva, O. V. (2016). Modern trends in the functioning of the land market in France. International
scientific journal "Internauka", 12(2), 74-76.

5. Libanova, E. M., Khvesyk, M. A. (2014). Socio-economic potential of sustainable development of Ukraine and
its regions. Kyiv: TU TEPSR NAS of Ukraine.

8. Ukraine joined the UN Food Security Committee (2021). URL: https://www.kmu.gov.ua/news/ukrayina-
priyednalasya-do-komitetu-z-vsesvitnoyi-prodovolchoyi-bezpeki-fao

9. Ukraine: rapid assessment of damage and recovery needs (2022). Cvitovyi Bank, Uriad Ukrainy, Yevropeiska
Komisiia. URL: https://www.minregion.gov.ua/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/zvit-shvydka-oczinka-zavdanoyi-
shkody-ta-potreb-na-vidnovlennya_-ukr-1.pdf

10. Amit, R., Zott, C. (2012). Creating value through business model innovation. MITSLOAN Management
Review, Magazine: Spring. URL: https://sloanreview.mit.edu/article/creating-value-through-business-model-
innovation/

11. Baas, L. (2008). Industrial symbiosis in the Rotterdam Harbour and Industry Complex: reflections on the
interconnection of the techno-sphere with the social system. Business Strategy and the Environment, 17, 330-340.

12. Blanco, E., Razzaque, J. (2012). Natural Resources and the Green Economy: Redefining the Challenges
for People. Leiden-Boston: Martinus  Nijhoff Publishers. URL: https://books.google.com.ua/books/about/
Natural_Resources_and_the_Green_Economy.html?id=y_TZNgmMz94C&sredir_esc=y

13. D’Amato, D., Korhonen, J. (2021). Integrating the green economy, circular economy and bioeconomy
in a strategic sustainability framework. Ecological Economics, 188, 107143. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.ecolecon.2021.107143

14. Eckerberg, K., Mineur, E. (2003). The Use of Local Sustainability Indicators: case studies in two Swedish
municipalities. Local Environment, 8(6), 591-614.

15. Fischer-Kowalski, M. (2011). Decoupling natural resource use and environmental impacts from economic
growth. A Report of the Working Group on Decoupling to the International Resource Panel. UNEP.

16. Hallstedt, S. 1., Broman, G. I, Robért, K.-H. (2007). A method for sustainable product development based on a
modular system of guiding questions. Journal of Cleaner Production, 15, 1-11.

17. Harris, J. (2019). Green Keynesianism: Beyond Standard Growth Paradigms. GDAE Working Paper, 13-02.
URL.: https://www.bu.edu/eci/files/2019/06/13-02HarrisGreenKeynesianism.pdf

18. Lee, J.-Y., Marotzke, J., Bala, G., Cao, L., Corti, S., Dunne, J.P., Engelbrecht, F., Fischer, E., Fyfe, J.C., Jones,
C., Maycock, A., Mutemi, J., Ndiaye, O., Panickal, S., Zhou, T. (2021). Future Global Climate: Scenario-Based
Projections and Near-Term Information. Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, 553-672.

47



36ipnux nayxosux npaus THATY imeni [Imumpa Momopnozo (exonomiuni nayku) Ne 1(50), 2024

CnHCOK BHKOPHCTAHHUX JKepeJt:

1. becmnambko P. I, Xpumyk C. [O. IlpoGnemHi muTaHHS ONTHMIi3allii BUKOPHCTAHHS 3EMJICKOPHUCTYBAaHb.
Teooesia, kapmoepagis i aepoghomosnimanns. 2013. Bun. 78. C. 226-229.

2. FpOHCLKa M. B. PaHiOHaJ’ILHe BUKOPUCTAHHA 3€MEJIb CiHLCLKOFOCHOZ{apCLKOI‘O MPpU3HAYCHH 4Y€PE3 IMPUBMY
OpraHizallifHO-TIpaBOBOTO  3a0e3medeHHs. Bichux Xapkigcbkoco HAYIOHANLHO2O MEXHIYHO20 VHigepcumemy
cinbcvrozo eocnodapemaa imeni Illempa Bacunenxa. 2014. Bun. 149. C. 128-136.

3. Hopom O. C., Kynpisauuk 1. I1. Ponb comiaapHO-eKOHOMIYHOI # IHCTHTYWIHHOI CKIa0BUX Y (GOpPMYyBaHHI i
(hyHKIIOHYBaHHI arpoXOJANHTIB B YKpaiHi. 3emueycmpiti, kaoacmp i monimopune semens. 2016. Ne 3. C. 12-19.

4. 3encHe MOBOEHHE BiTHOBJICHHSA YKpaiHM: Bi3is Ta Mopeni. AHaNITHYHA 3amucka. «Pecypcro-ananimuynuii
yeump «Cycninocmeo i dogxinisay. 2022.

6. Kawminenpka O. B. EkoHoMiuHI Teopii 100poOyTy sk ocHOBa e(eKTUBHOCTI Ta CIIPaBEJIMBOCTI CYCIIJIBHOTO
PO3MOALTY 3eMENBHUX pecypciB. @opmyeants punkosux sionocur 6 Yrpaini. 2017. Ne 2(189). C. 66—72.

7. Kipeiiniea O. B. CyuacHi TeHneHmii QyHKIIOHyBaHHS PUHKY 3emii y ®paniii. Miocrnapoouuil Haykosuii
acypran «Inmepuayxa». 2016. Ne 12(2). C. 74-76.

5. JlibanoBoi E. M., XBecuka M. A. ColianbHO-€KOHOMIYHUI MOTEHIia] CTaJOr0 PO3BUTKY YKpaiHu Ta il
perioniB. Kuis : 1V TEIICP HAH VYkpainu, 2014. 776 c.

8. Vkpaima yBifimuia 10 Komitery mpomoBoibyoi Gesmekm OOH. 2021. URL: https://www.kmu.gov.ua/
news/ukrayina-priyednalasya-do-komitetu-z-vsesvitnayi-prodovolchoyi-bezpeki-fao

9. VkpaiHa: mBHIKa OIliHKA 3aBHaHOl MIKOMW Ta motped Ha BimHOBIeHHS. Ceéimosuii bauk, Ypsao Vkpainu,
Esponeiicoka Komicis. 2022. 269 c. URL: https://www.minregion.gov.ua/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/zvit-shvydka-
oczinka-zavdanoyi-shkody-ta-potreb-na-vidnovlennya_-ukr-1.pdf

10. Amit R., Zott C. Creating value through business model innovation. MITSLOAN Management Review,
Magazine: Spring. 2012. URL: https://sloanreview.mit.edu/article/creating-value-through-business-model- innovation/

11.Baas L. Industrial symbiosis in the Rotterdam Harbour and Industry Complex: reflections on the
interconnection of the techno-sphere with the social system. Business Strategy and the Environment. 2008. Vol. 17.
P. 330-340.

12. Blanco E., Razzaque J. Natural Resources and the Green Economy: Redefining the Challenges for People.
Leiden-Boston: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers. 2012. 272 p. URL: https://books.google.com.ua/books/about/
Natural_Resources_and_the_Green_Economy.html?id=y_TZNgmMz94C&redir_esc=y

13. D’Amato D., Korhonen J. Integrating the green economy, circular economy and bioeconomy in a strategic
sustainability framework. Ecological Economics. 2021. Vol. 188. P. 107143. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.ecolecon.2021.107143

14. Eckerberg K., Mineur E. The Use of Local Sustainability Indicators: case studies in two Swedish
municipalities. Local Environment. 2003. Vol. 8(6). P. 591-614.

15. Fischer-Kowalski M. Decoupling natural resource use and environmental impacts from economic growth. A
Report of the Working Group on Decoupling to the International Resource Panel. UNEP. 2011. 174 p.

16. Hallstedt S. 1., Broman G. I., Robert K.-H. A method for sustainable product development based on a modular
system of guiding questions. Journal of Cleaner Production. 2007. Vol. 15. P. 1-11.

17. Harris J. Green Keynesianism: Beyond Standard Growth Paradigms. GDAE Working Paper. 2019. Vol. 13-02.
URL.: https://www.bu.edu/eci/files/2019/06/13-02HarrisGreenKeynesianism.pdf

18. Lee J.-Y., Marotzke J., Bala G., Cao L., Corti S., Dunne J.P., Engelbrecht F., Fischer E., Fyfe J.C., Jones C.,
Maycock A., Mutemi J., Ndiaye O., Panickal S., Zhou T. Future Global Climate: Scenario-Based Projections and
Near-Term Information. Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, 2021, pp. 553-672.

48



36ipnux nayxosux npaus THATY imeni [Imumpa Momopnozo (exonomiuni nayku) Ne 1(50), 2024

Tpycosa H. B., 0.e.n., npoghecop

Taspiticoxuti Oepaicagrull a2pomexHoI02IuHUL YHIgepcumem
imeni /[mumpa Momoproeo

trusova_natalya5@ukr.net

ORCID: 0000-0001-9773-4534

Ilpucmemcokuiu O. C., 0.e.1., npoghecop

XepconcbKutl 0epacasHull azpapHo-eKOHOMIYHUL YHIgepcumem
pristemskiyaleksandr@gmail.com

MOJAEJIIOBAHHSA HOBOI'O BIBHEC-CEPE/IOBHUIIA
AT'PAPHOI'O BUPOBHHUIITBA
B YMOBAX INEPEXOJY 10 3EJJEHOI EKOHOMIKH

Anomayin. O0Tpynmosano Memoouuni NONONCEeHHA 00 MOOENO8aHHA HO8020 Oi3Hec-cepedosuua aspapHozo
BUPOOHUYMEA ™A NIOKPECAEHO YIHHICTNG NPUPOOU, KA 2eHepyE 3eMeNbHi pecypcu O QYHOAMENmantbHux nepesaz
Jcummesabesneyents CitbCobKux mepumopiti ma nepedbauenHs pusuxy pyunyeanus exocucmemu. Ilepexio
cmanoapmuoi Mooeli azpapHozo UPObHUYMEA HA HOBL Pelicu 3el1eHOI eKOHOMIKU 6 YKpaiui osHauamume 3MIiHY
EKOHOMIYHO20 3pOocmaHHA ¢y '€kmie aspaphozo OisHecy 6 HOB0MY HANPAMI, WO OOHOYACHO 2apanmysamume
cmadinbHicms exocucmemy pezionié Ha 3acadax egexmueHocmi GUKOPUCMAHHS 3eMelb CLlbCbKO20CHOOAPCHKO20
NPUSHAYEHHA, eKoN02i3ayii 8UPOOHUYMSEA, 3POCMAHHA 000pOOYmMY IH0OCLKUX PecypCi8 & CilbCubKill micyesocmi ma
coyianvHy BION0BIOANbHICINb 3d BIOHOBMIOBAHHA eHepeli, 34 NOCUNEeHHS POJi 0epicasu y CMUMYTIO8AHHI 3eleHUX
iHeecmuyill ma IHHOBAYIl, 3d CMBOPEHHS YMO8 00 NiOBUWEHHI KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONCHOCMI HAYIOHANbHUX
mMo8apo8upoOHUKIE 3eneHoi npoOyKyii ma opmysanHs HOB020 CMABIEHHA CIIbCbKO20 HACENEeHHSA 00 aA2papHoeo
8UpPOOHUYMEA.

Knwouosi cnoea: modenosanns, 06iznec-cepedoguwye, azpapue UPOOHUYMBO, «3€eHd eKOHOMIKA», 3eMii
CiIbCbK020CN00APCLKO20 NPUSHAYEHHS, CLIbCLKI MepUmopii.
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