UDC 351.862:330.131.7:658.5:004
JEL: D81, G32,L21, M21, H12, R11, O31

Integration of the enterprise economic security system into the
national security architecture of the state

O. M. Pravdyvets

Purpose. The purpose of the study is to provide a scientific substantiation of a model for integrating enterprise
economic security systems into the multi-level architecture of the state's economic security through the regional
level, under conditions of wartime transformation and systemic risk escalation.

Methodology. The research is based on an interdisciplinary methodological framework combining economic
security theory, risk management, regional economics, and systems analysis. The study applies a systemic
approach, structural-functional analysis, comparative and institutional analysis, as well as economic-
mathematical modeling. Methods of aggregation and weighting of indicators, scenario analysis, and forecasting
are used to model cascading risks and ensure integration across the levels “enterprise — region — state.”
Results. The study develops a multi-level cascade model of economic security integration that ensures vertical
and horizontal synchronization of decisions, risks, and information flows across enterprise, regional, and state
levels. It substantiates the role of the region as a key integrative contour where corporate risks are aggregated
and transformed into national security challenges. An integral mathematical model for assessing enterprise
economic security is proposed, incorporating weighted components and an existentiality criterion. Additionally,
the concept of a unified information and analytical system (IAS) is introduced as a digital integrator of national
economic resilience, enabling real-time monitoring, forecasting, and adaptive decision-making.

Originality. The scientific novelty lies in the development of a comprehensive multi-level integration model of
economic security based on the cascade principle “enterprise — region — state, ” which shifts the paradigm from
fragmented and sectoral approaches to a unified resilience management system. The study further advances the
concept of enterprise economic security as a structural element of national resilience and introduces an integral
assessment model incorporating the existentiality criterion under conditions of military and hybrid threats.
Practical implications. The results can be applied in the formation of state and regional economic security
policies, development of regional monitoring and situational centers, assessment of critical infrastructure
resilience, and implementation of digital risk management tools. The proposed models provide a methodological
basis for creating a unified national information and analytical system for economic security management and
for improving coordination between enterprises and public authorities within the national security framework.
Keywords: economic security, national security, regional economy, resilience, risk management, critical
infrastructure.

Introduction

The full-scale war, digitalization, the digital transformation of the economy,
and the growth of systemic risks caused by the war have led to a transformation
of approaches to ensuring the state’s economic security. At the same time, the
contemporary transformational processes of Ukraine’s economic development under
conditions of military threats, spatial unevenness of socio-economic development,
and increasing systemic risks necessitate a rethinking of the role of enterprises in
ensuring not only corporate stability, but also regional and national security.

Under these conditions, enterprise economic security ceases to be exclusively
an internal economic category and acquires the features of a component within a
multi-level system of ensuring national resilience. Modern threats are characterized
by a networked and cascading nature, which leads to the rapid propagation of local
economic disruptions to regional and national levels.

The traditional model of economic security, within which enterprises, regions,
and the state function relatively autonomously, is losing its effectiveness. The

© O. M. Pravdyvets, 2026.

86 ISSN 1562-0905 Pezionanvna exonomixa 2026, Nel



practice of the wartime period has demonstrated that the resilience of enterprises
determines the viability of regional economies, while the aggregate of regional
resilience shapes the national resilience of the state.

At the same time, the current security management system is characterized
by institutional fragmentation of information flows and the absence of a unified
mechanism for integrating enterprise economic security systems into the state
architecture of risk management.

Thus, a scientific problem emerges, consisting in the mismatch between the
existing regulatory and institutional model for ensuring economic and national
security in Ukraine and the contemporary configuration of military and hybrid
threats. This mismatch manifests itself in the fragmentation of regulatory
requirements, the absence of a unified data contour and measurable resilience
criteria, as well as in the incomplete development of the three-tier integration
architecture “state—regions—enterprises,” resulting in corporate risks not being
aggregated into manageable parameters of regional and national resilience.

Accordingly, there is an objective need to develop a scientifically grounded
model for integrating enterprise economic security systems into the multi-level
architecture of the state’s economic security, with the region identified as the key
integrative level for ensuring its economic resilience.

Literature review. The issue of enterprise economic security has traditionally
been studied within microeconomic and corporate approaches, where it is primarily
interpreted as a state of protection of resource potential, the ability to counter
internal and external threats, and a condition for ensuring sustainable development
of business entities. However, these approaches are largely focused on internal risk
management processes and correspond to relatively stable economic environments,
which limits their applicability under conditions of systemic instability and wartime
economic transformation.

At the macro level, contemporary studies emphasize the growing role of state
policy in ensuring enterprise resilience and national economic stability. In particular,
(Laptiev, & Zakharov, 2025) argue that state economic policy under wartime
conditions becomes a key determinant of enterprise stability, while (Reznikova, 2025)
highlights the need for integrating economic, legal, and institutional mechanisms
of public governance. (Yehorova, et al., 2022) demonstrate that the macroeconomic
resilience of the state depends directly on enterprise functioning, preservation of
production capacity, and integration into global economic systems. These studies
indicate a gradual shift from perceiving enterprises as objects of regulation toward
recognizing them as active subjects of national security formation.

Modern studies of regional economic security demonstrate a shift from centralized
models toward territorially oriented and resilience-based approaches. Boschma (2015)
emphasizes the evolutionary nature of regional resilience, highlighting the role of
structural adaptability and innovation in responding to external shocks. (Martin
& Sanley, 2015) further develop this perspective, arguing that regional resilience
is determined by the ability of economic systems to absorb, adapt, and transform
under crisis conditions. Empirical studies (Mulska, et al., 2025) also confirm that
regional resilience directly affects national economic stability, particularly under
conditions of geopolitical instability and wartime economic disruption.

Contemporary research in risk management demonstrates a transition from
static control models to adaptive and dynamic systems capable of functioning under
conditions of high uncertainty. International standards such as ISO 31000 (2018) and
OECD recommendations (2014) emphasize the importance of continuous monitoring,
scenario analysis, and proactive risk governance. Scientific contributions by (Linkov
& Trump, 2021), Renn (2022), and (Aven & Thekdi, 2024) highlight that effective
risk management is based on the integration of resilience principles, adaptive
decision-making, and system-level coordination.
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At the same time, despite the significant development of these approaches, a
methodological gap remains between corporate risk management systems, regional
economic resilience frameworks, and national security architectures. Existing
studies consider these levels either separately or within limited interaction models,
without forming a unified multi-level integration mechanism.

Thus, the current scientific discourse lacks a comprehensive model that
integrates enterprise economic security systems into the broader architecture of
national economic security through the regional level as a key integrative contour.
This gap determines the need for developing a multi-level cascade model of economic
security integration, which forms the basis of this study.

The aim of this article — scientific substantiation of a model for integrating
enterprise economic security systems into the state economic security architecture
through the regional level of governance, based on a unified information and
analytical risk management system.

Methodology. The methodological framework of the study is based on an
interdisciplinary approach that integrates the principles of economic security
theory, risk management, regional economics, and systems analysis. The research is
grounded in the concept of multi-level interaction of socio-economic systems, within
which enterprise economic security is considered as a structural element of national
resilience.

To achieve the research objective, a combination of general scientific and special
methods was applied.

The systemic approach was used as the fundamental methodological basis, which
made it possible to consider economic security as a multi-level integrated system
consisting of interrelated elements at the enterprise, regional, and state levels. This
approach ensured the identification of functional interdependencies between levels
of economic security and substantiated the role of the region as an integrative
contour of national resilience.

The structural-functional analysis method was employed to determine the roles
and functions of each level within the proposed integration model. This made it
possible to define the distribution of responsibilities between enterprises, regional
authorities, and state institutions in the process of ensuring economic security and
managing systemic risks.

The comparative analysis method was used to assess existing theoretical
approaches to economic security and risk management, as well as to identify their
limitations under conditions of military and hybrid threats. This enabled the
substantiation of the need to transition from fragmented and sectoral models to an
integrated multi-level architecture.

The institutional analysis method was applied to examine the regulatory and
legal framework of economic and national security in Ukraine. This made it possible
to identify institutional fragmentation, the lack of a unified data contour, and
inconsistencies between regulatory provisions and the current configuration of
security threats.

The economic and mathematical modeling method was used to develop an
integral model for assessing enterprise economic security and to construct an
aggregated model of national economic resilience. The proposed model is based on the
aggregation of enterprise-level indicators through regional weighting coefficients
and integration parameters, which reflect the contribution of each level to the
overall system resilience.

The method of aggregation and weighting of indicators was applied to form
integral indices of economic security at the enterprise, regional, and national levels.
This method ensured the transformation of heterogeneous security indicators into a
unified system of measurable parameters.
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The scenario analysis and forecasting methods were used to model the
propagation of risks and to assess cascading effects within the “enterprise — region
— state” system under conditions of high uncertainty and wartime shocks.

In addition, elements of the digital systems approach were applied to substantiate
the concept of a unified information and analytical system (IAS), which provides
continuous data exchange, real-time monitoring, and adaptive decision-making
within the national economic security framework.

Thus, the applied methodological toolkit ensured the development of a
scientifically grounded model of integration of enterprise economic security systems
into the multi-level architecture of the state’s economic security, taking into account
the regional dimension and the conditions of systemic instability.

Results and discussion. The contemporary conditions of Ukraine’s economic
functioning are characterized by the transformation of the security environment
under the influence of military, economic, energy, cyber, and socio-demographic
threats, which have acquired a systemic and existential nature (Mulska, et al.,
2025). Under these conditions, ensuring national security increasingly depends
not only on the capacity of central state authorities, but also on the resilience of
regional economic systems and the functional reliability of enterprises that provide
essential services, production processes, and economic activity within territories
(Linkov & Trump, 2021).

Military aggression has demonstrated that most threats are spatially realized,
i.e., through specific regions where infrastructure destruction occurs, logistical
connections are disrupted, production is relocated, labor potential is lost, and
investment activity declines. It is precisely at the regional level that corporate risks
of enterprises are transformed into risks affecting the functioning of territorial
economies, and subsequently into systemic threats to the economic and national
security of the state as a whole.

At the same time, the current system of regulatory and legal support for national
and economic security in Ukraine has been formed predominantly according to
sectoral or centralized principles, which do not fully take into account the regional
nature of contemporary threats. Legislation defines the strategic foundations of
national security, the functioning of critical infrastructure, and economic resilience;
however, it does not establish a comprehensive mechanism for integrating enterprise
economic security systems into regional security management frameworks and their
subsequent synchronization with the national security architecture.

An in-depth analysis of legislation has shown that Ukraine has already developed
a multi-level regulatory framework that objectively presupposes the integration of
enterprises into the national security system; however, this integration remains
latent and unsystematic.

At the constitutional and legal level, economic security is defined as one of
the highest functions of the state, which implies the legitimacy of state influence
on economic processes under threat conditions. At the same time, the legislation
does not specify the mechanism for incorporating enterprises into the security
architecture as structural elements of national resilience.

The regulatory environment of integration is characterized by institutional
multi-channel governance and consists of several subsystems in the absence of a
unified architectural center for their synchronization, in particular:

the national security system (strategic planning);

the critical infrastructure protection system;

the cybersecurity system;

the financial and banking system of risk monitoring;

sanction and anti-corruption compliance mechanisms;

martial law and mobilization management mechanisms.
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At the same time, the analysis of state security policy has shown that enterprises
have effectively become subjects of national security implementation through:

the functioning of critical infrastructure;

the maintenance of employment;

the provision of logistics and production chains;

the stability of regional economies.

However, information on risks remains fragmented across various institutions,
which prevents the timely forecasting of systemic threats. Therefore, a key
prerequisite for integration is the creation of a unified information (digital) risk
management framework (Aven & Thekdi, 2024).

Thus, the institutional problem lies not in the absence of norms, but in the lack
of their systemic integration into a unified multi-level architecture for managing
economic security.

At the same time, the regional level — which should perform the function of
the operational environment for implementing the state’s economic security policy
— remains insufficiently institutionalized within the state’s security architecture.
This leads to a situation in which local economic crises, enterprise shutdowns,
or infrastructure disruptions rapidly scale into interregional imbalances and
macroeconomic risks.

Moreover, the region acts as the central link in the system of the state’s economic
security. It is at the meso-level that the following processes occur: aggregation of
enterprise risks; management of intersectoral dependencies; ensuring the functioning
of critical infrastructure; and coordination of responses to crisis events.

Any corporate risk has a spatial dimension. Its consequences manifest through:

the shutdown of regional production clusters;

reduction in employment;

disruption of the territory’s energy balance;

breakdown of logistics routes;

reduction of the tax base of local budgets.

Thus, the regional economic system represents the first level of risk aggregation,
where corporate risks are transformed according to a cascading principle: a single
disruption can trigger a cascade:

R — R — R

Thus, the region simultaneously performs the functions of a buffer, a
transformer, and a multiplier of threats.

At the regional level, the following are concentrated: executive authorities;
territorial units of security forces; operators of critical infrastructure; regional
financial institutions; and production clusters. It is precisely at this level that the
operational synchronization between enterprise economic security systems and state
policy becomes possible.

Therefore, the region acts as a key integrative contour between the enterprise
and the state, while regional resilience acquires the characteristics of an operational
component of Ukraine’s national security.

Accordingly, a conceptually grounded multi-level cascade model for integrating
enterprise economic security into the state economic security system is presented
in Fig. 1.

The model is constructed according to a hierarchical principle of interaction
among three functionally interconnected levels: the state, regional, and corporate
levels, which are unified by a single information and analytical system for data
exchange between economic security systems.

At the state level, strategic management of national security is carried out,
including the formation of economic resilience policy, the identification of critical

- R

enterprise cluster regionel national
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risk indicators, and the coordination of activities of actors within the security
and defense sector. This level performs the functions of regulatory governance,
strategic forecasting, and centralized managerial decision-making.

The regional level acts as an integrative contour for aggregating information on
the state of enterprise economic security, ensures monitoring of the functioning of
regional economic systems, management of critical infrastructure, and coordination
of responses to crisis situations. It is at this level that corporate economic risks are
transformed into regional security challenges and subsequently transmitted to the
national system of governance.

At the enterprise level, economic security systems operate to ensure the
identification, assessment, and mitigation of internal and external risks, the
maintenance of business continuity, and the formation of primary indicators of
economic resilience.

Vertical information linkages between levels ensure the transmission of
analytical data, risk indicators, and managerial signals, while feedback information
flows form a mechanism for the adaptive response of the economic security system.

A key element of the proposed cascade model for integrating enterprise economic
security systems into the national security architecture is a unified information and
analytical system (IAS), which ensures continuous data exchange, aggregation of
economic resilience indicators, and the formation of managerial decisions across all
levels of interaction “enterprise — region — state” (UNDP, 2023).

The IAS performs the function of a digital integrator of economic resilience,
transforming fragmented corporate security indicators into consolidated indicators
of regional and national resilience.

The functioning of the information and analytical system is based on the
following cycle: Data Collection — Aggregation — Analytics — Forecasting —
Managerial Decision — Feedback, as illustrated in Fig. 2.

Thus, the model implements a closed-loop cycle of adaptive management of
national resilience, within which the state’s economic resilience is formed as an
aggregated result of the functioning of enterprise and regional economic security
systems. This is achieved through the principle of continuous real-time monitoring
of the state’s economic securlty and the formation of a digital contour of national

economic resﬂlen(ERmrmm: — F[EE ER Datq_)_

That is, national security becomes a function of the controllability of economic data.

At the corporate level, the IAS is integrated with the enterprise’s economic
security system, where the enterprise acts as a primary sensor of the state’s economic
risks and generates primary data on: financial stability; production continuity;
workforce stability; cybersecurity; energy dependence; logistics risks; compliance
risks; mobilization and critical capacity; and also forms an integral indicator of
enterprise economic security:

region’ enterprize’

n

ERa:zrar'pisa (t) = Z ERE [t) ' Fax "y

n=1

where:

ER (1) — the level of economic security of the first component of the subsystem
of the system of economic security of the enterprise at time ¢;

n —the number of components of the economic security system of the enterprise;

F__— criterion of the existence of an enterprise, reflects its ability to exist and
develop in the face of complex challenges and uncertainty, in particular in wartime;

q,— weight coefficient of the first component of the subsystem of the economic
securlty system of the enterprise.
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Functional cycle of the information and analytical system for
economic security management

Fig. 2. Adaptive cycle of national resilience management
Source: developed by the author:

The regional subsystem of the IAS performs the following functions: aggregation
of indicators of enterprises; identification of critical industry dependencies;
identification of territorial imbalances; assessing the risks of critical infrastructure
functioning; forecasting regional crisis scenarios. At the same time, the integral
stability of the region is defined as:

N

ER?'agion = Z € E'Earzra?'prisal-’

i=1
where:

a — the compnany’s share in the regional GRP or criticality;

ER,pterprise,— level of economic security of the enterprise.

The region effectively performs the role of an operational center of national
resilience, at the level of which the following processes occur: transformation
of local risks into systemic ones; spatial propagation of economic threats; and
formation of regional resilience indicators.

In turn, the national segment of the IAS ensures: strategic monitoring of
economic security; interregional risk analysis; forecasting og systemic crises;
support for the functioning of situational centers; and the formulation of state
resilience policy, where the national economic resilience index is defined as:

ER K'nr 'Ef::l W, ::=1 € ER

national ~ i enterpises >

where:
K, — integration coefficient;
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W, — the weight coefficient of the contribution of the r-th region to the overall
level of economic security and stability of the state;

a — the company’s share in the regional GRP or criticality;

ER pterpize — level of economic security of the enterprise.

Thus, the economic security of the state is formed as an aggregate function
of the stability of regions, which in turn depends on the resilience of enterprises.
National economic resilience emerges as a result of the integrated interaction of
enterprises, regional economic systems, and state institutions, where each level
performs the functions of risk generation, transformation, and aggregation (Sheffi,
Y., 2005).

Conclusion. As a result of the conducted research, it has been demonstrated that
the state’s economic security is not formed in a centralized manner, but rather as a
result of the integrated interaction of enterprise economic security systems, regional
socio-economic systems, and state governance institutions. It has been established
that the region acts as a key integrative environment for the transformation of
corporate economic risks into nationwide security challenges, while the enterprise
serves as the fundamental carrier of economic resilience and the primary element
in the formation of national resilience. The proposed cascade integration model
“enterprise — region — state” ensures a transition from reactive security provision
to systemic management of national economic resilience.

The theoretical significance of the obtained results lies in the development of
the scientific foundations of economic security through a transition from traditional
sectoral and object-based approaches to its consideration as a multi-level integrated
system functioning within the architecture of national security. The study expands
the theoretical provisions of regional economics regarding the role of territorial
socio-economic systems in ensuring national resilience and substantiates the regional
level as the key contour for the aggregation and transformation of economic risks.
Furthermore, the concept of enterprise economic security as a structural element of
national resilience has been further developed, which made it possible to construct an
integral model for its assessment, taking into account the criterion of existentiality
of socio-economic systems under conditions of military and hybrid threats.

The practical significance of the research results lies in the possibility of
applying the proposed model of integration of enterprise economic security
systems in the formation of regional and state policies aimed at ensuring economic
resilience. The developed scientific and methodological approaches can be utilized
by public authorities and regional governance bodies in the creation of systems
for monitoring the economic security of territories, the functioning of regional
situational centers, the assessment of critical infrastructure resilience, and the
coordination of interaction between business entities and institutions of the security
and defense sector. The proposed integral model of enterprise economic security
provides a methodological basis for the digitalization of risk management, the
formation of regional economic resilience indices, and the implementation of a
unified information and analytical system for the exchange of security data across
the levels “enterprise — region — state.”

Further research should be directed toward the development of methodologies
for the quantitative assessment of the existential economic security index of regions,
the modeling of cascading interregional risks under conditions of wartime economic
shocks, as well as the empirical validation of the proposed model for integrating
economic security systems at critical infrastructure enterprises in Ukraine and in
the processes of post-war recovery of the regional economy.
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Mpaausens O. M. InTerpamisi cucreMn eKOHOMIYHOI 0e3NMeKH MIANPUEMCTB Yy HAIOHAJIBLHY apXiTeKTypy
0e3MeKH Aep:KaBu

Mema. Memorw 0ocniddcenHs € HayKoge OOIPYHMYBAHH MOOeli inmezpayii cucmem eKOHOMIYHOI bezneku
nionpuemcma y bazamopieHegy apxXimexkmypy eKOHOMIYHOI OesneKku Oeporcasu uepes peioHANbHULL PI6eHb 8 YMOBAX
60€HHOI mpanchopmayii ma 3pOCMAanHs. CUCIMEMHUX PUSUKIE.

Memooonozin. /locniodxcents 6a3yemocst Ha MiHCOUCYUNTIHAPHOMY MeMOOO0I0STUHOMY NIOX001, Wo NOEOHYE Meopiio
EeKOHOMIYHOI be3neKU, pUsUK-MeHeONCMEeHN, PeiOHAbHY eKOHOMIKY ma cucmemHutl ananis. Bukopucmano cucmemmuil
nioxio, cmpyKmypHo-@YHKYIOHATbHUL AHANI3, NOPIGHANIbHUL MA THCMUMYYIUHUL AHALI3, A MAKO’C eKOHOMIKO-
mMamemamudne MOOen08anHa. 3acmocosano Memoou azpe2y8anHs ma 36axcy8anHs NOKA3HUKIE, CYeHAPHO20 AHANIZY

ISSN 1562-0905 Pezionanvna exornomixa 2026, Nel 95



ma npocHo3y8anHs Ot MOOENIOBAHHS KACKAOHUX PU3UKIG | 3a0e3neuentst inmeepayii Midic pieHAMU «RIONPUEMCTIGEO
— pecion — deparcasa.

Pesynvmamu. Pospobneno bazamopienegy Kackaony mooeny inmezpayii ekonomiunoi besnexu, sxa sabesneyye
BEPMUKAIIbHY MA 20PUBOHMANLHY CUHXPOHIZAYII0 YAPAGIIHCOKUX PIlUEeHb, PUSUKIE Ma iHGOPpMAaYitiHuUX NOMOKI6 MidiC
pisHaAmMuU nionpuemcmaa, pe2iony ma oepoicasu. OOIPYHMOBAHO POilb Pe2iOHY AK KAI0Y08020 IHMeZPayitiHo20 KOHMypY,
0e KOpnopamusHi pusuKu azpecyiomsvcs ma mpanchopmylomscs 8 3a2po3u HayioHaibiil besneyi. 3anponoHo8ano
iHmezpanbHy MamemMamuymy Mooeib OYiHIO8AHHS eKOHOMIYHOT 6e3neKu NiIONPUEMCMEA 3 021510V HA 36AICeH] KOMNOHEHMU
ma kpumepiti ekzucmenyiansnocmi. Taxooic cpopmynvosano konyenyio €Ounoi inghopmayitino-ananimuyunoi cucmemu
AK Yughposozo inmezpamopa ekoHoMiuHoi cmitikocmi, wo 3abe3nedye MOHIMopune y peaibHOMY Haci, RPOSHO3Y6AHHS
ma adanmuere NPUUHAMMS PilleHb.

Haykosa nosusna. Haykosa Hosuszna nonseac 6 po3poOienti KOMnieKCHoi bazamopienesoi mooeni inmezpayii
EeKOHOMIUHOT be3neKu Ha 0CHOBI KACKAOHO020 NPUHYUNY «NIONPUEMCIMEO — Pe2ion — 0epiIcasay, wo 3abesnewyc nepexio
610 (hpacmenmapmux i 2any3esux nioxodis 0o cOunoi cucmemu ynpasninus cmiikicmio. Ilooansuio2o po3eumxy Haoyno
MPAKmMy8anHs eKOHOMIUHOT Oe3neKu NIONPUEMCIMEA K CIMPYKMYPHO20 CKAAOHUKA HAYIOHALHOT CIMIUKOCMI, d MAKO0IC
3aNpPONOHOBANHO THMESPANbHY MOOENb il OYIHIOBANHHSA 3 021A0Y HA KpUMepill eK3UCMeHYIaTbHOCMI 8 YMOBAX 60EHHUX |
2IOpUOHUX 3a2PO3.

Ilpakmuune 3nauenns. Ompumani pesyrbmamu MO}Cyms Oymu UKOpUCMAHT N0 Yac Qopmy6eanHs 0epuHcasHoi
ma pe2ioHaNbHOT NONIMUKU eKOHOMIYHOI Oe3NeKU, CMEOPEHHsl PeLiOHANbHUX CUCTEM MOHIMOPUHZY MA CUMYAYIHUX
YeHmpis, OYIHIGAHHS CMIUKOCMI KPUMUYHOT IHpaAcCmpyKmypu ma 8npoeaodCceHHs Yupposux iHCMpymMeHmis
VIpaeninma pusukamu. 3anpononosani nioxoou popmyioms Memooon0eiuHy 0cHo8Y 05l CMEOpenHs €OUHOT HaYioHanbHOT
IHGhopMayitiHo-aHanimu4Hol cucmemu YnpaeiiHHi eKOHOMIYHOI 6e3NeKo ma nidGUWeHHsT KOOPOUHAYIL 63aEMOOTT
MidHC NIONPUEMCMBEAMU 1 OEPHCABGHUMU THCIUMYYIAMU.

Knrwwuosi cnosa: exonomiuna Oesneka, HayioHaibHa Oe3nekd, pecioHalbHa eKOHOMIKA, CMIUKICMb, YNPAGIIHHI
PUBUKAMU, KPUMUYHA THpacmpyKkmypa.
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