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IHHOBaUiINHE NIANPUEMHMLTBO K AleTepMiHaHTa
TpaHcdopmauii 6isHec-moaenein cyb’eKTiB rocnofapoBaHHA
y cchepi Toprisni B ymoBax yuchposisadii Ta knacrepusagii
eKOHOMIKMN YKpaiHu

lNpeamverom gocnimxeHHs € npoLecy TpaHcghopmalii 6isHec—mopenevi cyb’ekTiB rocrogaproBaHHs
y ctbepi Toprisni rig BraAMBoM iHHOBaUIVIHOIO MiANPUEMHULTBE, UghpoBI3aLlii eKOHOMIYHUX MPOoLeCiB Ta
PO3BUTKY KNacTepHUX ¢hopM opraHisadii 6i3Hecy.

Meroro gocnigxeHHs € 06rpyHTyBaHHSI TEOPETUKO—METOANYHUX 3acas BravBy IHHOBaUIVIHOo nig—
MPUEMHULTBA Ha 3MiHY BI3HEC—MOJEeNevi TOproBeribHYIX Cyb'EKTIB Ta BU3HaYEHHS I0ro posi K KIH4YoBoi
AeTepmiHaHTy aganTauii Toprisni 4o yMOB UmhpoBI3awii Ta knactepu3auli eKoHOMIKY YKpaiHu.

Meroau gocnimpkeHHs. Y poboTi BUKOPUCTaHO METOAV aHarni3y i CUHTe3Y NS y3ararnbHEHHS! Cy4acHUX
rigxogdiB 4o iIHHOBAaLIMHOMO rignpyueMHNLTBAE Ta 6i3HEC—MOLAEMOBaHHS, CUCTEMHU Miaxig A4S AOCIKEHHS
B38EMO3B'I3KY UMthpoBUX TEXHOONMN, MIANPUEMHUNLLKOI aKTUBHOCTI Ta KITaCTEPHUX CTPYKTYP, IHCTUTYLN—
HWW aHarni3 A5 OLIHIOBaHHST YMOB PO3BUTKY IHHOBaLIIHOMO MigrpyYeEMHMLTBA B YKpaiHi, a8 TaKOX MNopIBHSAMb—
HWW aHarni3 Ars 3iCTaBreHHs TpaavuiviHyx | TpaHcghopMoBaHuX bisHec—Mogerne y cehepi Toprissii.

Pesynbratu poborun. [JoBeneHo, L0 IHHOBALIVHE MIZNPUEMHULTBO BUCTYNAE BU3HAYanbHUM YUH—
HUKOM TpaHcghopmadii 6i3Hec—mofener ToproBenbHUX Cyb'ekTiB, 3abe3neqyoyy ixHIo agantawdiio 4o
UnhpoBOro cepenoBuvLa Ta iHTEerpawito y KnacTepHi eKOHOMIYHI cTpykTypu. ObrpyHTOBaHO, L0 NoEn—
HaHHS UnhpoBi3ayii Ta KnacTepu3auii CTBOPHOE YMOBW 4718 NePexXody Bif MiHIVHUX Mogernevi Toprissi 4o
FHYYKMX, MIaTghopMHUX | MepexeBunx bisHeC—Mogfenev, OpIEHTOBaHWX Ha CTBOPEHHS A0[aHoi BapToCTi
T8 MigBULLIEHHST KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOXHOCTI.

Fanysb 3acrocyBaHHA pe3ynbrartiB. Pesynbtatv JOCIIKEHHA MOXYTb BYTY BUKOPUCTaHI CY6'eK—
Tamu TOproBenibHOro bi3Hecy rnpm hopMyBaHHI IHHOBALIMHVX CTPATEri PO3BUTKY, OpraHaMim [epXXaBHoI
Briagv Ta MICLieBOro camMoBpsayBaHHSA rpy Po3pobrieHHI NoiTUKU MIATPUMKY NigNnPUEMHULTBE | Krnac—
TEPHUX IHILIAaTVB, @ TaKOX Yy HayKOBO—OCBITHIN Lisi/IbHOCTI.

BucHoBKwW. IHHOBaLiviHe NiANpUEMHULTBO B yMOBaXx LMchpoBi3auii Ta knactepu3alii eKoHoMiKu Ykpa—
iHM HabyBae cUCTEMOYTBOPKOKHOIO 3HaYeHHS s TpaHcghopmadii 6isHec—mogenev y cehepi Toprissi Ta
hopmyBaHHS CTIIKUX KOHKYPEHTHUX epeBar.

KumouoBi cnoBa: iHHoBauiviHe nignpyeMHULTBO, bisHeEC—Mogenb, UMhpoBi3alis, KnacTepu3alis,
TOPriB/s, TpaHcghopmaLisi 6i3HECY, EKOHOMIKE YKpaiH.
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IRYNA HNATENKO
Innovatsiine pidpryiemnytstvo yak determinanta
transformatsii biznes-modelei subiektiv hospodariuvannia
u sferi torhivli v umovakh tsyfrovizatsii ta klasteryzatsii
ekonomiky Ukrainy

The subject of the study is the processes of transformation of business models of business
entities inthe field of trade under the influence of innovative entrepreneurship, digitalization of economic
processes and the development of cluster forms of business organization.

The purpose of the study is to substantiate the theoretical and methodological principles of the
influence of innovative entrepreneurship on changing the business models of trade entities and to
determine its role as a key determinant of the adaptation of trade to the conditions of digitalization and
clusterization of the Ukrainian economy.

Research methods. The work uses methods of analysis and synthesis to generalize modern
approaches to innovative entrepreneurship and business modeling, a systemic approach to study the
relationship between digital technologies, entrepreneurial activity and cluster structures, institutional
analysis to assess the conditions for the development of innovative entrepreneurship in Ukraine, as well
as comparative analysis to compare traditional and transformed business models in the field of trade.

Results of the work. It is proven that innovative entrepreneurship is a determining factor in the
transformation of business models of trade entities, ensuring their adaptation to the digital environment
and integration into cluster economic structures. It is substantiated that the combination of digitalization
and clusterization creates conditions for the transition from linear trade models to flexible, platform and
network business models focused on creating added value and increasing competitiveness.

Field of application of the results. The results of the study can be used by trade business entities
in the formation of innovative development strategies, state authorities and local governments in the
development of palicies to support entrepreneurship and cluster initiatives, as well as in scientific and
educational activities.

Conclusions. Innovative entrepreneurship in the context of digitalization and clusterization of the
Ukrainian economy acquires a system—forming importance for the transformation of business models

in the field of trade and the formation of sustainable competitive advantages.

Keywords:
business transformation, economy of Ukraine.

Problem statement. In the current condi—
tions of digital transformation of the economy and
strengthening of cluster forms of business organi—
zation, the sphere of trade is undergoing profound
structural changes. Traditional business models,
focused on linear value chains, physical presence of
retail facilities and standardized consumer offers,
are increasingly proving unable to ensure the long—
term competitiveness of business entities. Under
such conditions, innovative entrepreneurship acts
as a key mechanism for adapting retail business to
new economic realities. For Ukraine, the relevance
of this problem is enhanced by the need to restore
and modernize the economy, integrate into the Eu-
ropean economic space and overcome structural
imbalances in development. At the same time, the
lack of a halistic vision of the role of innovative en—

innovative entrepreneurship, business model, digitalization, clusterization, trade,

trepreneurship in the transformation of retail busi—
ness models reduces the effectiveness of man—
agement decisions and restrains the potential of
clustering as a tool for economic growth.
Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. Modern scientific research devotes con-—
siderable attention to the issues of innovative en—
trepreneurship, business digitalization and the
development of cluster structures. In the works of
foreign and domestic authors, innovative entre—
preneurship is considered as a source of econom-—
ic growth, increased productivity and the formation
of new markets. Studies of the digital transforma-—
tion of business models focus on changing the log—
ic of value creation, the transition to platform and
ecosystem formats and the growing role of da-
ta and intangible assets (Shariy V., Zos—Kior M.,
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Kyrylyuk 1., Chmeruk G., Storozhenko O., Siruk O.,
etc.) [1—16]. At the same time, the scientific liter—
ature does not sufficiently systematize the impact
of the combination of innovative entrepreneurship,
digitalization and clustering on the sphere of trade,
especially in the conditions of the transformational
economy of Ukraine. This necessitates the need for
a comprehensive study of these processes.
Presentation of the main material. Innova—
tive entrepreneurship in the field of trade in the con—
text of digitalization acts as a catalyst for changes in
the ways of organizing business processes, interact—-
ing with customers and forming value propositions.
Digital technologies are changing the nature of trade
activities, transforming it from a process of selling
goods into a complex system of services, informa-—
tion flows and personalized solutions. In such condi-
tions, innovative entrepreneurship provides the ability
of business entities to experiment with new formats
of business models, quickly adapt to changes in de—
mand and use digital tools to scale activities.
Clustering of the economy creates additional op—
portunities for the development of innovative en—
trepreneurship in trade by forming an environment
for sharing resources, knowledge and technolo—
gies. Trade clusters act as spaces of concentra—
tion of entrepreneurial activity, where manufactur—
ers, logistics companies, financial institutions and
digital services interact. Within such clusters, busi—
ness models are transformed from isolated to net—
worked, which allows to increase the efficiency of
creating added value and reduce transaction costs.
Digitalization promotes the transition of trade
entities to platform business models, in which da—
ta, customer networks and digital communication
channels become key assets. Innovative entrepre—
neurship in this context is manifested in the ability
to integrate online and offline trade, use analytical
tools to forecast demand and introduce new for—
mats of interaction with consumers. Such a trans—
formation changes the competitive environment
in trade, strengthening the role of intangible re—
sources and entrepreneurial creativity. In Ukrai—
nian conditions, the adaptation of innovative en—
trepreneurship to institutional constraints and
regional disparities in development is of particular
importance. Cluster initiatives in the field of trade
can act as a tool for overcoming market fragmen-—
tation, stimulating local entrepreneurship and inte—
grating small and medium—sized business entities

IHHOBAUIVIHO—IHBECTVILIVHA MOMITKA

into wider economic networks. This contributes to
the formation of more sustainable business mod—
els that can withstand external shocks and ensure
long—term development [1—5].

Innovative entrepreneurship also changes the so-
cio—economic role of trade, enhancing its impor—
tance as a sector of employment, income generation
and human capital development. The transformation
of business models in the digital and cluster environ—
ment contributes to the emergence of new profes—
sions, increasing the requirements for entrepre—
neurial and digital competencies and the formation
of an innovative culture in the trade sector. Further
consideration of the transformation of business
models in the trade sector should focus on chang-
ing the internal logic of economic value creation un—
der the influence of innovative entrepreneurship. In
a digitalized economy, trade entities increasingly
rarely compete solely on price advantages or scale
of implementation. Competitive struggle is shifting
to the plane of the speed of innovation, the ability to
adapt and the effectiveness of integration into clus—
ter networks that combine production, service and
information components. Under such conditions, the
business model is transformed from a fixed scheme
of activity organization into a dynamic structure that
is constantly updated in response to changes in the
digital environment [4—81.

Innovative entrepreneurship plays a key role in
rethinking the functions of trading entities in value
chains. Trade is gradually moving beyond interme-—
diary activities and acquiring the features of an in—-
tegrator of market interactions, which connects
consumers, manufacturers, logistics operators and
digital platforms. This leads to the transformation
of business models in the direction of service orien—
tation, where the main source of income is not on—
ly purchase and sale transactions, but also relat—
ed services, analytical solutions and customer data
management. In conditions of economic clustering,
innovative entrepreneurship in the field of trade en—
hances the effect of interaction between business
entities, creating a synergy of knowledge, technol-
ogies and market opportunities. \Within trade clus—
ters, business models are transformed from in—
dividually oriented to collectively embedded ones,
where competitive advantages are formed not on—
ly at the level of an individual enterprise, but also at
the level of the entire cluster system. This contrib—
utes to increasing the sustainability of trade busi—

12 ®dopmMyBaHHS pUHKOBUX BiHOCKH B YkpaiHi Ne1 (296)/2026



IHHOBAUIVIHO—IHBECTUVILIVHA MOMITNKA

ness and reducing risks associated with the insta—
bility of the external environment. Digitalization acts
as a catalyst for the transition to flexible business
models, in which strategic decisions are based on
data analysis and consumer behavior forecasting.
Innovative entrepreneurship provides the ability of
trade entities to quickly test new formats of activity,
scale successful solutions and abandon ineffective
models. As a result, the business model becomes a
strategic management tool, and not just a descrip—
tion of operational activities [7—11].

In Ukrainian conditions, the transformation of busi—
ness models in the field of trade has a pronounced
adaptive nature. Innovative entrepreneurship allows
business entities to compensate for limited finan—
cial resources through the use of digital tools, par—
ticipation in cluster initiatives and the development
of partnership relations. This creates opportunities
for the integration of small and medium—sized en—
terprises into more complex economic structures,
which increases their competitiveness and viability.
Fig. 1 shows the transformation of business models
in the field of trade under the influence of innovative
entrepreneurship (Fig. 1).

The further development of transformed busi—
ness models in trade is closely related to the deep—
ening clustering of the Ukrainian economy. Clus—
ters create institutional conditions for the joint use

of digital infrastructure, the formation of common
standards and the exchange of knowledge, which
lowers the barriers to the implementation of in—
novations. In such an environment, innovative en—
trepreneurship acquires a collective dimension,
when innovations arise not in isolation, but as a re—
sult of interaction between cluster participants. An
important socio—economic consequence of this
transformation is the change in the requirements
for entrepreneurial competencies. In the field of
trade, the importance of strategic thinking, digital
literacy and the ability to work in network struc—
tures is increasing. Business models formed under
the influence of innovative entrepreneurship be—
come more open to cooperation and less depen—
dent on rigid hierarchies, which corresponds to the
logic of the digital and cluster economy [9—14].

Table 1 summarizes the impact of digitalization
and clustering on the evolution of business models
of trade entities in Ukraine.

Thus, innovative entrepreneurship in the context
of digitalization and clusterization of the Ukraini—
an economy forms a qualitatively new paradigm of
trade development, within which the business mod-
el acts as a dynamic tool of strategic management
[13—16]. Such a paradigm ensures not only the
economic efficiency of trading entities, but also their
ability to integrate into complex cluster structures,

Criterion

» Source of value

Traditional model

Transformed model

« Sales of goods

= Complex of services

creation » One-time transaction and data
* Nature of interaction » Trading process * Long-lasting digital
with the client operator relationships
* The role of the » Initiator of
entrepreneur mnovations and
partnerships

Figure 1. Transformation of business models in the field of trade under the influence of
innovative entrepreneurship
Source: author's development

Table 1. The impact of digitalization and clustering on business models in trade
Manifestation in the business
model
Platform and hybrid trade formats
Network partnership models
Flexibility and speed of adaptation

Transformation factor Economic effect

Digitalization
Clustering

Innovative entrepreneurship
Source: author's development

Increased scalability
Reduced transaction costs
Increased business sustainability
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contributing to the modernization of the trade sec—
tor and increasing its role in the national economy.

Conclusions

The conducted study confirms thatinnovative en—
trepreneurship is a key determinant of the trans—
formation of business models of economic entities
in the field of trade in the context of digitalization
and clusterization of the Ukrainian economy. The
combination of entrepreneurial innovations, digital
technologies and cluster forms of business organi—
zation creates conditions for the transition to more
flexible, networked and sustainable development
models. It is substantiated that the effectiveness
of the transformation of business models in trade
depends on the ability of economic entities to inte—
grate into cluster structures, use digital tools and
develop innovative entrepreneurial potential. In this
context, innovative entrepreneurship is not only a
factor of competitiveness, but also the basis for the
structural modernization of the trade sector.

Therefore, the development of innovative en—
trepreneurship in the context of digitalization and
clustering of the Ukrainian economy should be
considered as a strategic priority aimed at ensur—
ing sustainable growth, increasing the adaptability
of business models and forming a modern trade in—
frastructure integrated into national and interna—
tional economic networks.

Cnucok BUKOPUCTaHWUX [)Kepen:

1. Lapwui, B. I, 3ocb—Kiop, M. B., & Knpuntok, |. M.
(2020). IHcTuTyuinHa mMogenb 3eMesflbHMX BIOHOCUH B
YkpaiHi. BicHnk Hepkacbkoro HauioHanbHOro yHiBepcu—
TeTy iMeHi borgaHa XmenbHuuekoro. Cepia EkoHOMIYHI
Haykw, (2), 107-116.

2. MHatenko, I. A, & Markux, |. M. (2025, October).
MopMyBaHHS CTIKMX aHTUKPU30BUX BisHEC—MOfenen B
ymMoBax BiHW. In |HHOBaLiHa ekocrcTemMa ansa Binbyno—
BY YkpaiHu. K1iBCbKMIA HaLliOHaNbHUA YHIBEPCUTET TEeX—
HOMOriv Ta AU3anHy.

3. Ymepyk, I. T, & CtopoxeHko, O. 0. (2019). Lindpo-—
Ba TpaHcd)opMalisa 9k HoBa dhopma TpaHcdiopMalii doi—
HaHCOBWX BIOHOCWH Cy6'EKTIB rocnopgaproBaHHsA. BicHMK
Opecbkoro HauioHaneHoro yHisepcuteTy. Cepia: ExkoHo—
mika, (24, Bun. 4), 164—168.

4. HateHko, |. A, Myaupeos, C. 0., & CutHuk, . |
(2024). EBponeicbki NpakTUKM iIHHOBALIMHOr0 HaBYaHHSA
y 6isHec—ocBiTI. In IMnepaTnBM eKOHOMIYHOI0 3pOCTaHHS
B KOHTEKCTi peanisauji (mobaneHux Liner ctanoro po3—

IHHOBAUIVIHO—IHBECTVILIVHA MOMITKA

BUTKY. KMIBCbKMIA HaLiOHaNbHUIM YHIBEPCUTET TEXHONOT I
Ta ON3anHy.

5. Cipyk, O. (2024). Undposizauia 6i3Hecy Ta ii BNIvB
Ha KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOXHICTb Cy6'EKTIB rOCNOAaproBaHHsA
y cchepi Toprieni. EkoHomika Ta cycninecTeo, (66).

6. 3ocb—Kiop, M, InbiH, B., & Ceupupa, E. (2020). Pos—
BWTOK TPYLOBOr0 NOTEHLiany B CUCTEMI eDEKTUBHOMO Me—
He)XMeHTY opraHizauii. ExoHomika Ta cycninbctso, (22).

7. Wayneceka, 1. B., YopHa, H. I, & ®epawko, T.
(2024). CouianbHo—ekoHOMIYHa TpaHcdopMalia cy—
CninbCTBa Ta ii BNAVMB Ha MOBediHKY Cyb’ekTiB rocnoga—
proBaHHA. AKTyanbHi MMTaHHA EKOHOMIYHKX Hayk, (3—4).

8. MNHaTteHko, |. A., & Xyxpa, O. . (2025, October). Lind—
poBi iHHOBaUii Ak OpaBepu edeKTUBHOMO YrpaBniH—
Hs1 iIHTerpoBaHMK 6isHec—cTpykTypamu. In IHHoBaLiNHa
ekocuctema ang sinbynosun YkpaiHu. KuiBcbkuin Hauio—
HanbHWN YHIBEPCUTET TEXHOMONIN Ta AN3aiiHy.

9. KopeHtok, M. I, & 3ocb—Kiop, M. B. (2025). ®iHaH—
COBE yrpaBIiHHSA B 3aK1agax 0XOpoHW 340P0B’A B yM0OBax
OnopKnTanisawii: iHHoBaLiHI cTapTany NigBULLIEHHS COLli—
anbHO—eKoHOMIYHOI edhekTnBHOCTI. IHBecTuuil, 202547 .

10. Ozamynny, M., Ctawyk, O., LLImaTtkosekka, T., & Ma—
psra, 1. (2023). TpaHcdopmalia 6isHecy B ymoBax iH—
dhopmaLiHo—MepexxeBoi ekoHoMiku. Economic journal of
Lesya Ukrainka Volyn National University, 4(36), 26—33.

11.Zos—Kior, N. V. (2011). Foreign economic activity
management of Ukrainian enterprises in conditions of
globalization. Ekonomiczno—Informatyczny Kwartalnik
Teoretyczny, (28), 87—-96.

12.TMeperyga, HO. A. (2025). EKoOHOMIYHWI MEexaHi3M
undbpoBoi TpaHcdopmadii piterny B YkpaiHi. AkagemidHi
Bisii, (40).

13.ToH4apeHko, I. M., & THaTeHko, |. A. (2025). Bnnue
TEXHOMNOrYHMX IHHOBAaLI Ha PO3BUTOK NIGNPUEMHMLITBA
B ymMOBax umdpoBoi TpaHcdopmalii. In JomiHaHT co—
LianbHO—EKOHOMIYHOr0 PO3BUTKY YKpaiHW y HOBUX pe—
anisax. Kniscbkuni HalioHanbHWUIA YHIBEPCUTET TEXHOMOTI
Ta Anu3anHy.

14. 3ocb—Kiop, M. B,, Ctpubyns, O. B, & Lona, A. P.
(2025). NporHo3yBaHHA ediekTMBHOCTI CIMeHOro 6isHecy
Mpy 3any4eHHi 3a0LlakeHb AOMOroCnofapcTB B EKOCU—
cTemMy NiGNPUEMHMLITBA B YMOBaX COLLianbHO Bignosigans—
HOro MapKeTUHry. AkTyanbHi npobnemu cTanoro po3sBuTKy.

15. Zos—Kior, M. V. (2020). Otsinka personalu orha—
nizatsii v systemi korporatyvnoho taim—menedzhmentu.
Ekonomichnyi forum, (1), 57—-63.

References:
1. Sharyi, V. I, Zos—Kior, M. V., & Kyryliuk, I. M. (2020).
Instytutsiina model zemelnykh vidnosyn v Ukraini. Visnyk

14 ®dopmMyBaHHS pUHKOBUX BiHOCKH B YkpaiHi Ne1 (296)/2026



IHHOBAUIVIHO—IHBECTUVILIVHA MOMITNKA

Cherkaskoho natsionalnoho universytetu imeni Bohdana
Khmelnytskoho. Seriia Ekonomichni nauky, (2), 107—-116.

2. Hnatenko, I. A., & Miahkykh, I. M. (2025, October). For—-
muvannia stiikykh antykryzovykh biznes—modelei v umovakh
viiny. In Innovatsiina ekosystema dlia vidbudovy Ukrainy. Ky—
ivskyi natsionalnyi universytet tekhnolohii ta dyzainu.

3. Chmeruk, H. H., & Storozhenko, O. O. (2019). Tsy-
frova transformatsiia yak nova forma transformatsii fi—
nansovykh vidnosyn subiektiv hospodariuvannia. Visnyk
Odeskoho natsionalnoho universytetu. Seriia: Ekonomi—
ka, (24, Viyp. 4), 164—-169.

4. Hnatenko, I. A, Puzyrov, S. O., & Sytnyk, D. I. (2024).
Yevropeiski praktyky innovatsiinoho navchannia u bi-
znes—osviti. In Imperatyvy ekonomichnoho zrostannia
v konteksti realizatsii Hlobalnykh tsilei staloho rozvytku.
Kyivskyi natsionalnyi universytet tekhnolohii ta dyzainu.

5. Siruk, O. (2024). Tsyfrovizatsiia biznesu ta vyii vplyv
na konkurentospromozhnist subiektiv hospodariuvannia
u sferi torhivli. Ekonomika ta suspilstvo, (66).

6. Zos—Kior, M., llin, V., & Svyryda, E. (2020). Rozvytok
trudovoho potentsialu v systemi efektyvnoho menedzh—
mentu orhanizatsii. Ekonomika ta suspilstvo, (22).

7. Shaulska, L. V., Chorna, N. P., & Fedashko, T. (2024).
Sotsialno—ekonomichna transformatsiia suspilstva ta yii
vplyv na povedinku subiektiv hospodariuvannia. Aktualni
pytannia ekonomichnykh nauk, (3—4).

8. Hnatenko, I. A., & Khukhra, O. |. (2025, October).
Tsyfrovi innovatsii yak draivery efektyvnoho upraviin—
nia intehrovanymy biznes—strukturamy. In Innovatsiina
ekosystema dlia vidbudovy Ukrainy. Kyivskyi natsionalnyi
universytet tekhnolohii ta dyzainu.

9. Kopeniuk, P. I., & Zos—Kior, M. V. (2025). Finansove
upravlinnia v zakladakh okhorony zdorovia v umovakh dy—
dzhytalizatsii: innovatsiini startapy pidvyshchennia sot-
sialno—ekonomichnoi efektyvnosti. Investytsii, 202547.

10. Dziamulych, M., Stashchuk, O., Shmatkovska, T., &
Hariaha, L. (202 3). Transformatsiia biznesu v umovakh in—

formatsiino—merezhevoi ekonomiky. Economic journal of
Lesya Ukrainka Volyn National University, 4(36), 26—33.

11.Zos—Kior, N. V. (2011). Foreign economic activ—-
ity management of Ukrainian enterprises in conditions
of globalization. Ekonomiczno—Informatyczny Kwartalnik
Teoretyczny, (28), 87—-96.

12.Perehuda, Yu. A. (2025). Ekonomichnyi mekha—
nizm tsyfrovoi transformatsii riteilu v Ukraini. Akademi—
chni vizii, (40).

13. Honcharenko, I. M., & Hnatenko, I. A. (2025). Vplyv
tekhnolohichnykh innovatsii na rozvytok pidpryiemnytstva
v umovakh tsyfrovoi transformatsii. In Dominanty sotsi—
alno—ekonomichnoho rozvytku Ukrainy u novykh realiiakh.
Kyivskyi natsionalnyi universytet tekhnolohii ta dyzainu.

14.Zos—Kior, M. V., Strybul, O. V., & Tsiupa, A. R.
(2025). Prohnozuvannia efektyvnosti simeinoho biznesu
pry zaluchenni zaoshchadzhen domohospodarstv v eko—
systemu pidpryiemnytstva v umovakh sotsialno vidpovi—
dalnoho marketynhu. Aktualni problemy staloho rozvytku.

15. Zos—Kior, M. V. (2020). Otsinka personalu orha-
nizatsii v systemi korporatyvnoho taim—menedzhmentu.
Ekonomichnyi forum, (1), 57—63.

HAaHi npo aBTOopa

MHarenko IpuHa AHartoniiBHa

L. €. H., npodhecop, npodiecop kadegpy MeHemKMEHTY,
KuiBcbkni HauioHanbHUIA YHIBEPCUTET TEXHONOorin Ta
onsanHy, Kvis, YkpaiHa

ORCID: https:/ /orcid.org/0000—0002—-0254—2466

e—mail: q17208@ukr.net

Data about the author

Iryna Hnatenko,

Doctor of Economics, Professor, Professor of the De—
partment of Management, Kyiv National University of
Technologies and Design, Kyiv, Ukraine

e—mail: q17208@ukr.net

®dopmyBaHHSa pYHKOBYMX BigHOCUH B YkpaiHi Ne1 (296)/2026 15



