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The war is still raging, but it is already clear that advance planning is needed to ensure

survival and prepare for Ukraine’s recovery from the destruction caused by Russian

aggression. The damage and losses caused by the aggressor to Ukrainian regions amount

to billions of dollars, which are already being received and will continue to be received in

the form of international technical assistance, reparations, investments, etc. These funds

will be distributed across the regions, taking into account the extent of their destruction, in

the relevant areas (priorities). This process requires clear arguments from the government

and local authorities on the targeting of both funds and priorities that characterise

effectiveness. Therefore, there is a need to find effective tools for assessing the socio-

economic efficiency of post-war reconstruction. Thus, the purpose of the article is to

develop a methodological support for the distribution of territories according to their

functional purpose and practical implementation of the assessment of socio-economic

efficiency of post-war reconstruction of the country. The conceptual foundations of the

proposals presented in the article are based on current legislation, general scientific methods

of cognition, theoretical and empirical orientation. On the basis of the matrix method, a

system of coordinates is built to distribute the regions of Ukraine by their functional type.

The choice of individual indicators as the abscissa and ordinate axes is substantiated. By

converting natural indicators into relative ones, the initial data for the distribution of

regions by their functional type are formed. For the purpose of further comparison of data,

the average value for each indicator and region in the dynamics for five years is calculated.

The proposed approach allows for a substantive approach to determining the priorities of

post-war development, taking into account the typology of territories and their compliance

with the basic conditions and opportunities for development, as well as the degree of

destruction as a result of hostilities.
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Introduction and problem statement

The current conditions for the development of
Ukrainian society can be described as the most
difficult in the recent history of Ukraine. The
deliberate damage of infrastructure by the aggressor
country, and in some cases its complete destruction,

leads to catastrophic consequences, causing a rapid
decline in the economy, rising inflation,
impoverishment of the population, mass migration,
etc. The war has made its own adjustments to the
social, economic and environmental development
of the regions of Ukraine. Since 2014, issues of post-
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war development have been constantly on the agenda
in the public space, including the problems of
assessing losses and the effectiveness of measures to
restore territories destroyed or affected due to the
war. According to an assessment of Ukraine’s
recovery and reconstruction needs conducted jointly
by the government of Ukraine, the World Bank
Group, the European Commission and the United
Nations, since the beginning of Russia’s full-scale
invasion of Ukraine, the restoration will require 411
billion US dollars, of which 135 billion will be used
to compensate for direct damage to infrastructure
[1]. At the same time, it is expected that the cost of
reconstruction and restoration will last for 10 years
and will require both public and private funds. All
this forces relevant ministries, scientists, businesses,
foreign partners and investors to unite to find and
implement effective mechanisms for assessing the
socio-economic efficiency of the country’s post-war
development.

Analysis and research of publications

On April 21, 2022, the president of Ukraine
signed an order on the creation of the National
Council for the restoration of Ukraine from the
consequences of the war, and on May 2, the
committee on economic development of the
Verkhovna Rada presented a recovery plan [2].
Within the framework of this large-scale event, the
Ukrainian academic community is working on finding
effective scientific and methodological tools for post-
war development. Local regulations are being
developed that contribute to the implementation of
development measures. Thus, the draft strategy
“Ukraine – territory of opportunities”, which is
handled by the Department of economics of the
National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, clearly
identifies “restoration of the pre-war level of quality
of life of the population until 2027”; “achievement
of the main socio-economic parameters of Eastern
European countries until 2032”.

The effective post-war development of the
country is aimed at the works of I. Zablodska and
Y. Rohozian, who, based on the analysis of the
experience of developing the territory of Croatia after
the armed conflict, proposed their own classification
of territories that require special state support [3].
In the studies by E. Boichenko and N. Martynovych
on the scientific and methodological substantiation
of the investment attractiveness of territories in the
context of restoring and stimulating the development
of the post-war economy of Ukraine, a scale of
investment promotion of the territory by classes,
according to the level of its destruction, was
developed [4]. S. Hrechana systematised and built a

set of indicators for assessing the socio-economic
efficiency of the development of communities and
regions in the context of post-war recovery [5].
G. Podvalna, O. Bochko, V. Kuziak, N. Stasiuk raise
the issue of effective transport provision in Ukraine,
which would be appropriate after the war [6]. A
significant contribution to the post-war development
of the country was made by scientists of the Institute
of Environmental Management and Ecology of the
National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, who,
together with the Ministry of Environmental
Protection and Natural Resources of Ukraine,
developed a thorough scientific and methodological
support for determining the amount of damage caused
to land and soil as a result of emergencies and/or
armed aggression and military operations during
martial law.

Paying tribute to collective efforts, it is worth
noting that Ukrainian science does not have sufficient
experience in restoring or stimulat ing the
development of regions in war conditions. To date,
there is no appropriate tools for adapting existing
scientific and methodological approaches to the post-
war development of territories, which requires the
search for ways of socio-economic reproduction of
regions that would allow restoring the economic
complex of Ukraine and the usual standard of living
of the population as efficiently as possible in a short
time.

Purpose of the article

The purpose of the article is to develop
methodological support for the distribution of
territories according to their functional purpose and
practical implementation of the assessment of the
socio-economic efficiency of the post-war
reconstruction of the country.

Presentation of the main research material

Preliminary developments on the topic of the
department “Development of territories of priority
development in the context of armed conflict:
assessment of effectiveness and efficiency” give
grounds to assert the need to create a fundamentally
new tool for assessing the pace of restoration of
territories affected by the war. In previously
conducted studies, the results of which are published
in the article [7], the main conceptual provisions
were formulated, according to which, before
proceeding directly to the evaluation procedure, it is
necessary to distribute territories according to their
functional purpose, the typologization of which is
fixed in the law of Ukraine dated 09.07.2022 No.
5323 “On amendments to certain legislative acts of
Ukraine concerning the principles of state regional
policy and the policy of restoring regions and
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territories” [8]. According To Article 112 “For
planning the restoration and stimulating the
development of regions and territories, as well as for
the purpose of introducing special mechanisms and
tools by executive authorities and local self-
government bodies, the following functional types
of territories are defined”:

a) restoration territories (Tr);
b) regional growth poles (Tgp);
c) territories with special conditions for

development (Tscd);
d) territories of sustainable development (Tsd).
With this in mind, the article distributes regions

according to the typologization stipulated in the law.
Based on the matrix approach, it is proposed to form
a coordinate system, the distribution of regions of
Ukraine, to determine the position of a point on a
plane that describes the correspondence of the region
to a specific functional type. The “X” axis is the
economic state, it is advisable to use the values of
the gross regional product (GRP) indicator per 1
person. This is due to the fact that, firstly, we are
talking about the distribution of regions, and
secondly, unlike gross domestic product (GDP), on
the basis of which the level of economic development
of countries is traditionally assessed, GRP includes
value added, which is reflected in quarterly national
accounts by institutional sectors [9].

Value added is calculated as the difference
between the output of goods and services (determined
by their value and is the result of production activities
of resident economic units in the reporting period)
and intermediate consumption (material costs and
payment for services) for each type of economic
activity and sector [9, p. 7, 9]. This approach allows
reflecting the results of the economy as a whole and
answer the questions like “Who creates goods?”,
“Who makes a profit from them?” and “How much
is there per 1 person?” In other words, we can reflect
the economic essence without ignoring the social
component, which the GDP indicator lacks.

The expediency of using GRP per 1 person as
a determining indicator of economic result or
efficiency is evidenced by the works of other authors
in the field of regional economy and sustainable
development. Thus, studies on measuring the
effectiveness of the economy and social progress of
Nobel Prize winners Amartya Sen, Jean-Paul Fitussi
and Joseph Stiglitz present proposals for changing
the statistical accounting system and the role of GDP
in assessing “our life”, which also allow us to argue
for the choice of GRP as a determining indicator.
[10]. A similar point of view is reflected in the works
of G. Linden, J. Dedrick and K. Kremer, who

studied global value chains using the economics based
on the example of Apple’s iPad and iPhone,
calculating the number of people directly involved
in the development, production, transportation and
sale of the iPod, while establishing a significant
difference in the salaries of certain groups of
employees, questioning the objectivity of the
traditional assessment of economic development of
territories based on GDP [11]. Thus, we conclude
that in modern conditions focused on sustainable
development, GRP allows us to draw balanced
conclusions regarding the efficiency of territorial
economic development.

The Y-axis is the social status. In previous
studies on this topic, special attention has been paid
to social efficiency, and it has been found that social
efficiency is viewed by scientists through human
capital, social development, compliance with the
planned state, result, goals, as a system-forming
factor, etc. In general, it is worth noting that the
problem of finding the optimal criterion for social
effectiveness remains debatable to this day.
Considering that, we consider it appropriate to
consider social efficiency through social development
and propose to understand the state of the social
system characterized by effective development of the
economy to ensure the social sphere (compiled by
the author).

Relying on the above, it becomes obvious that
the objective distribution of regions by social
component should occur according to a set of
indicators that would be placed on one axis. The
implementation of such manipulation is possible due
to the use of an integral coefficient, which combines
a set of individual indicators that characterize the
state of social development. Consequently, social
efficiency, the «Y» axis, was reflected through the
totality of the main socio-economic indicators
proposed by the State statistics of Ukraine. These
include:

a) population by region, thousand people, (Np);
b) employment of the population in the regional

context aged 15-70 years, thousand people, (Ep);
c) disposable income of the population per

person, UAH, (Ip);
d) expenses of the population per person, UAH,

(EXp).
As already noted, to place all these indicators

on one axis, it is necessary to calculate the integral
coefficient by constructing five intermediate tables
based on these indicators in dynamics over five years.
This technique allows modifying cost indicators, both
by abscissa and ordinate, into relative ones by dividing
the value of the indicator by the region by its value
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for the country as a whole, and the dynamic series
allows taking into account changes over the period.

Official statistics were used to allocate territories.
In particular, the initial and resulting tables with
socio-economic indicators are based on the principles
of the statistical collection “Gross Regional Product
for 2021” [12], Statistical collections “Regions of
Ukraine, 2017-2021” [13-17]. The use of the method
is illustrated by the data for 2016-2020, since as of
20.03.2023 there are no statistics on GRP. In general,
the assessment of the socio-economic efficiency of
the post-war reconstruction of the country is carried
out by two-level scheme:

Level 1: distribution of regions by functional
types;

Level 2: assessment of each type of territory
using separate methods for each type. Taking into
account the research topic, in the future the author
will assess territories with special development
conditions.

Based on the obtained relative values, in order
to harmonize the results and bring different-

dimensional indicators to the general dimension for
further comparison, the average value for each
indicator and region was calculated. Average indicator
(ij) is calculated using the formula

n

ni 1
ij

K
.

n

 


  (1)

The following are the results of practical testing
of the territory distribution methodology.

Table 1 shows the initial data for the Y-axis –
economic status. Table 2 contains intermediate data
for X-axis – social status, namely, according to the
indicator “population size” (Np). All data on abscissa
and ordinate are entered in the resulting table, which
was used to distribute regions by their functional
type, which are located on the coordinate plane
(Figure).

The procedure for generating initial data was
carried out in stages: 1) entering indicators from
statistical collections in Tables; 2) converting

Table  1

Initial data for the “Y-axis – economic status” – GRP per person

Revised data of regional accounts for 2017-2019 (taking into account changes in the NBU balance of payments)

Source: calculated by the author based on the data [7]

GRP per person, UAH. The ratio of GRP per person to GRP in Ukraine 
Regions 

2016 20171 20181 20191 2020 

Ukraine 55899 70171 84228 94632 101138 
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

μ 

Vinnytsia 46615 58296 71098 83133 88380 0.83 0.83 0.84 0.88 0.87 0.8 

Volyn 34310 49937 58294 73192 75193 0.61 0.71 0.69 0.77 0.74 0.7 

Dnipropetrovsk 75396 97043 114750 122298 126209 1.35 1.38 1.36 0.29 1.25 1 

Donetsk 32318 39299 45936 49385 50124 0.58 0.56 0.54 0.52 0.49 0.5 

Zhytomyr 38520 49700 62905 70225 76017 0.69 0.71 0.75 0.74 0.75 0.7 

Zakarpattia 25727 34197 41706 48853 49538 0.46 0.49 0.49 0.51 0.49 0.5 

Zaporizhzhia 59729 75196 85764 91452 99738 1.07 1.07 1.01 0.96 0.99 1 

Ivano-Frankivsk 37220 46282 57030 63237 66245 0.66 0.66 0.68 0.67 0.65 0.7 

Kyiv 74216 89904 112510 123216 135817 1.33 1.28 1.33 1.30 1.34 1.3 

Kirovohrad 47469 55128 67743 77788 81166 0.85 0.78 0.8 0.82 0.8 0.8 

Luhansk 14251 13873 16300 18793 20297 0.25 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.2 0.2 

Lviv 45319 58183 70169 85177 94317 0.81 0.83 0.83 0.9 0.9 0.8 

Mykolaiv 50091 60486 70325 82121 86750 0.99 0.86 0.83 0.87 0.86 0.9 

Odesa 50159 62643 72731 82879 92823 0.99 0.89 0.86 0.87 0.9 0.9 

Poltava 81145 105994 123722 134383 136608 1.45 1.51 1.47 1.42 1.35 1.4 

Rivne 33958 42004 49038 58318 62485 0.71 0.6 0.58 0.62 0.62 0.6 

Sumy 41741 51367 62943 70550 75815 0.75 0.73 0.75 0.74 0.75 0.7 

Ternopil 29247 38563 46828 54821 60565 0.52 0.55 0.55 0.58 0.6 0.5 

Kharkiv 57150 69409 86889 92835 97428 1.02 0.99 1.03 0.98 0.96 0.99 

Kherson 36585 45486 52914 59972 66973 0.65 0.65 0.63 0.63 0.66 0.6 

Khmelnytskyi 37881 49858 59576 65893 77153 0.68 0.71 0.70 0.69 0.76 0.7 

Cherkassy 48025 59612 76881 86279 91817 0.86 0.85 0.91 0.91 0.9 0.88 

Chernivtsi 23365 31495 37443 46135 50110 0.42 0.45 0.44 0.49 0.49 0.4 

Chernihiv 41726 55139 69712 78098 85435 0.75 0.78 0.83 0.82 0.84 0.8 
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indicators to relative ones; 3) determining the average
value for each year, region for each indicator; 4)
summarizing the results in one Table 3. It is worth
noting that by analogy with Table 2, the initial data
for the “X-axis – social status” were compiled by
indicators (Eð)- employment of the population in
the regional context aged 15-70 years, thousand
people; (Ið) – disposable income of the population
per person, UAH; (EXp) – expenses of the population
per person, UAH.

After receiving the initial data, we divide the
coordinates on the plane. The Figure shows that the
regions of Ukraine are divided between three
quadrants: territories of restoration, territories with
special conditions for development and sustainable
development. None of the regions fell to the
territories of the regional poles.

The above fragment of practical testing of
theoretical provisions proves the effectiveness and
expediency of implementing this approach for further

assessment of the socio-economic efficiency of the
post-war reconstruction of the country. The proposed
approach allows us to take a substantive approach to
determining the priorities of post-war development,
taking into account the typologization of territories
and their compliance with basic conditions and
development opportunities, as well as the degree of
destruction as a result of military operations.

Conclusions from this study. In the article,
based on a summary of previous theoretical and
methodological developments, the applied problem
of dividing regions by their functional purpose is
solved. As a result of the conducted research, a
number of conclusions and proposals were formed
that form the basis for assessing the socio-economic
efficiency of the post-war development of the
country, the main ones of which are as follows:

On the basis of the matrix method, the author
proposes to form a coordinate system for the
distribution of regions of Ukraine in order to

Table  2

Output data for the “X-axis – social status” – population size, thousand people (Np)

1Revised data of regional accounts for 2017-2019 (taking into account changes in the NBU balance of payments)

Source: calculated by the author based on the data [8-12]

Population size 
The ratio of the population by region to the 

population by Ukraine Regions 

2016 20171 20181 20191 2020 

Ukraine 42584.5 42386.4 42153.2 41902.4 41588.4 
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

μ 

Vinnytsia 1590.4 1575.8 1560.4 1545.4 1529.1 0.037 0.037 0.037 0.037 0.037 0.04 
Volyn 1041.0 1038.5 1035.3 1031.4 1027.4 0.024 0.024 0.024 0.025 0.025 0.02 
Dnipropetrovsk 3230.4 3231.1 3206.5 3176.6 3142.0 0.075 0.076 0.076 0.076 0.075 0.07 
Donetsk 4244.0 4200.5 4165.9 4131.8 4100.3 0.099 0.099 0.099 0.099 0.098 0.10 
Zhytomyr 1240.5 1231.2 1220.2 1208.2 1195.5 0.029 0.029 0.029 0.029 0.029 0.03 
Zakarpattia 1258.8 1258.1 1256.8 1253.8 1250.1 0.029 0.029 0.03 0.029 0.03 0.03 
Zaporizhzhia 1739.5 1723.2 1705.8 1687.4 1666.5 0.04 0.040 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 
Ivano-Frankivsk 1379.9 1377.5 1373.3 1368.1 1361.1 0.03 0.032 0.033 0.033 0.033 0.03 
Kyiv 1734.5 1754,3 1767.9 1781.0 1788.5 0.04 0.041 0.042 0.042 0.043 0.04 
Kirovohrad 965.8 956.3 945.6 933.1 920.1 0.022 0.022 0.022 0.022 0.022 0.02 
Luhansk 2195.3 2167.8 2151.8 2135.9 2121.3 0.051 0.051 0.051 0.051 0.051 0.05 
Lviv 2534.0 2529.6 2522.0 2512.1 2497.8 0.059 0.059 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 
Mykolaiv 1150.1 1141.3 1131.1 1119.9 1108.4 0.027 0.027 0.027 0.027 0.027 0.03 
Odesa 2386.5 2383.1 2380.3 2377.2 2368.1 0.056 0.056 0.066 0.057 0.057 0.06 
Poltava 1426.8 1413.8 1400.4 1387.0 1371.5 0.033 0.033 0.033 0.033 0.033 0.03 
Rivne 1162.7 1160.6 1157.3 1153.0 1148.5 0.027 0.039 0.027 0.027 0.028 0.03 
Sumy 1104.5 1094.3 1081.4 1068.3 1053.5 0.025 0.026 0.026 0.025 0.025 0.02 

Ternopil 1059.2 1052.3 1045.9 1038.7 1030.6 0.025 0.025 0.029 0.025 0.025 0.03 
Kharkiv 2701.2 2694.0 2675.6 2658.5 2633.8 0.063 0.063 0.063 0.063 0.063 0.06 
Kherson 1055.6 1047.0 1037.6 1027.9 1016.7 0.025 0.025 0.025 0.024 0.024 0.02 
Khmelnytskyi 1285.3 1274.4 1264.7 1254.7 1243.8 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 
Cherkassy 1231.2 1220.4 1206.4 1192.1 1178.3 0.03 0.029 0.029 0.028 0.03 0.03 
Chernivtsi 908.1 906.7 904.4 901.6 896.6 0.02 0.021 0.021 0.021 0.021 0.03 
Chernihiv 1033.4 1020.1 1005.8 991.3 976.7 0.024 0.024 0.024 0.024 0.023 0.02 
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determine the position of a point on the plane
describing the correspondence of a region to a specific
functional type stipulated in the Law of Ukraine
No. 5323 dated 09.07.2022 “On amendments to
certain legislative acts of Ukraine regarding the
principles of the state regional policy and the policy
of restoration of regions and territories”.

It is proposed to use the value of the gross
regional product (GRP) indicator per 1 person as
the “X-axis – economic status”, and for the “Y-
axis – social status”, use a set of indicators that
would be placed on one axis. The author substantiates
the expediency of the author’s vision for GRP per 1
person (X-axis) and a set of indicators, such as the
population by region, thousand people, employment
of the population in the regional context aged 15-70
years, thousand people, disposable income of the
population per person, UAH, expenses of the
population per person, UAH (Y-axis).

Based on statistical collections, initial data are
generated for the distribution of regions by their
functional purpose. The natural values of indicators,

both by abscissa and ordinate, are modified to relative
values by dividing the value of the indicator by the
region by its value for the country as a whole. Based
on the obtained relative values, in order to further
compare them, the average value for each indicator
and region was calculated.

Initial data were generated for the distribution
of regions of Ukraine by their functional type and
grouped by restoration territories; territories with
special conditions for development; territories of
sustainable development and regional growth poles.

Prospects for further exploration in this
direction. The next stage of research is aimed at
testing the assessment of territories with special
development conditions directly. Scientific and
practical recommendations on the distribution of
territories by their functional type and assessment of
the socio-economic effectiveness of the post-war
reconstruction of the country will be sent to the
Ministry of Community and Territory development
of Ukraine.

Table  3

Initial data for constructing a coordinate plane

Source: calculated by the author

№  Regions Np Ep Ip
 EXp

 Х У lim 

1 Vinnytsia (Tscd) 0.04 0.04 0.95 0.91 0.8 0.49 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

2 Volyn (Tscd) 0.02 0.02 0.79 0.85 0.7 0.42 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

3 Dnipropetrovsk (Tsd) 0.07 0.09 1.24 1.15 1 0.64 Хsd0,5; Уsd0,5 

4 Donetsk (Tr) 0.10 0.04 0.56 0.40 0.5 0.28 0<Хr 0,5; 0<Уr0,5 

5 Zhytomyr (Tscd) 0.03 0.03 0.91 0.92 0.7 0.47 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

6 Zakarpattia (Tscd)  0.03 0.03 0.71 0.78 0.5 0.39 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

7 Zaporizhzhia (Tsd) 0.04 0.04 1.15 1.09 1 0.58 Хsd0,5; Уsd0,5 

8 Ivano-Frankivsk (Tscd) 0.03 0.03 0.84 0.85 0.7 0.44 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

9 Kyiv (Tsd) 0.04 0.05 1.10 1.30 1 0.62 Хsd0,5; Уsd0,5 

10 Kirovohrad (Tscd) 0.02 0.02 0.88 0.92 0.8 0.46 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

11 Luhansk (Tr) 0.05 0.02 0.35 0.26 0.2 0.17 0<Хr0,5; 0<Уr0,5 

12 Lviv (Tsd) 0.06 0.06 0.96 1.01 0.8 0.52 Хsd0,5; Уsd0,5 

13 Mykolaiv (Tscd) 0.03 0.03 0.94 0.94 0.9 0.49 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

14 Odesa (Tsd) 0.06 0.06 1.07 1.20 0.9 0.60 Хsd0,5; Уsd0,5 

15 Poltava (Tsd) 0.03 0.03 1.04 1.00 1 0.53 Хsd0,5; Уsd0,5 

16 Rivne (Tscd) 0.03 0.03 0.82 0.82 0.6 0.43 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

17 Sumy (Tscd) 0.02 0.03 0.97 0.89 0.7 0.48 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

18 Ternopil (Tscd) 0.03 0.02 0.75 0.78 0.5 0.40 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

19 Kharkiv (Tsd) 0.06 0.08 1.01 1.25 0.99 0.60 Хsd0,5; Уsd0,5 

20 Kherson (Tscd) 0.02 0.03 0.87 0.95 0.6 0.47 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

21 Khmelnytskyi (Tscd) 0.03 0.03 0.90 0.91 0.7 0.47 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

22 Cherkassy (Tscd) 0.03 0.03 0.87 0.95 0.88 0.47 0,5Хscd; 0<Уscd0,5 

23 Chernivtsi (Tr) 0.03 0.02 0.74 0.85 0.4 0.41 0<Хr 0,5; 0<Уr0,5 

24 Chernihiv (T ) 0.02 0.03 0.89 0.92 0.8 0.47 0,5Х ; 0<У 0,5 
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ÐÎÇÏÎÄ²Ë ÐÅÃ²ÎÍ²Â ÇÀ ¯Õ ÔÓÍÊÖ²ÎÍÀËÜÍÈÌ
ÒÈÏÎÌ, ßÊ ÅÒÀÏ ÎÖ²ÍÞÂÀÍÍß ÑÎÖ²ÀËÜÍÎ-
ÅÊÎÍÎÌ²×ÍÎ¯ ÅÔÅÊÒÈÂÍÎÑÒ² ÏÎÂÎªÍÍÎ¯
ÐÎÇÁÓÄÎÂÈ ÊÐÀ¯ÍÈ

Ìàðòèíîâè÷ Í.Î.

Â³éíà òðèâàº, àëå âæå ñüîãîäí³ ñòàº çðîçóì³ëèì, ùî ïî-
òð³áíå çàâ÷àñíå ï³äãîòîâêè äî â³äíîâëåííÿ Óêðà¿íè ï³ñëÿ ðóé-
íóâàíü, ñïðè÷èíåíèõ ðîñ³éñüêîþ àãðåñ³ºþ. Çáèòêè òà âòðàòè
íàíåñåí³ êðà¿íîþ àãðåñîðîì óêðà¿íñüêèì ðåã³îíàì ñêëàäàþòü
ì³ëüÿðäè äîëàð³â, ÿê³ âæå îòðèìóþòüñÿ òà áóäóòü íàäõîäèòè
ó âèãëÿä³ ì³æíàðîäíî¿ òåõí³÷íî¿ äîïîìîãè, ðåïàðàö³é, ³íâåñ-
òèö³é òîùî. Ö³ êîøòè áóäóòü ðîçïîä³ëåí³ ïî ðåã³îíàõ, ç îãëÿäó
íà ¿õ çðóéíîâàí³ñòü, çà â³äïîâ³äíèìè íàïðÿìàìè (ïð³îðèòåòà-
ìè). Äàíèé ïðîöåñ ïîòðåáóº ÷³òêî¿ àðãóìåíòàö³¿ ç áîêó óðÿäó
òà îðãàí³â ì³ñöåâî¿ âëàäè ö³ëüîâî¿ ñïðÿìîâàíîñò³ ÿê êîøò³â,
òàê ³ ïð³îðèòåò³â, ùî õàðàêòåðèçóþòü åôåêòèâí³ñòü. Ç îãëÿ-
äó íà ùî âèíèêàº íåîáõ³äí³ñòü ó ïîøóêó ä³ºâîãî ³íñòðóìåíòà-
ð³þ îö³íêè ñîö³àëüíî-åêîíîì³÷íî¿ åôåêòèâíîñò³ ïîâîºííî¿ ðîç-
áóäîâè. Òàêèì ÷èíîì, ìåòà ñòàòò³ ïîëÿãàº ó ðîçðîáö³ ìåòî-
äè÷íîãî çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ðîçïîä³ëó òåðèòîð³é çà ¿õ ôóíêö³îíàëü-
íèì ïðèçíà÷åííÿì òà ïðàêòè÷íî¿ ðåàë³çàö³¿ îö³íþâàííÿ ñîö-
³àëüíî-åêîíîì³÷íî¿ åôåêòèâíîñò³ ïîâîºííî¿ â³äáóäîâè êðà¿íè.
Êîíöåïòóàëüí³ îñíîâè ïîäàíèõ ó ñòàòò³ ïðîïîçèö³é ´ðóíòó-
þòüñÿ íà ÷èííîìó çàêîíîäàâñòâ³, çàãàëüíî íàóêîâèõ ìåòîäàõ
ï³çíàííÿ, òåîðåòè÷íî¿ é åìï³ðè÷íî¿ ñïðÿìîâàíîñò³. Íà çàñàä³
ìàòðè÷íîãî ìåòîäó ïîáóäîâàíî ñèñòåìó êîîðäèíàò, ðîçïîä³ëó
ðåã³îí³â Óêðà¿íè çà ¿õ ôóíêö³îíàëüíèì òèïîì. Îá´ðóíòîâàíî
îáðàííÿ îêðåìèõ ïîêàçíèê³â â ÿêîñò³ îñåé àáñöèñè òà îðäèíà-
òè. Øëÿõîì ïåðåâåäåííÿ íàòóðàëüíèõ ïîêàçíèê³â ó â³äíîñí³,
ñôîðìîâàíî âèõ³äí³ äàí³ äëÿ ðîçïîä³ëó ðåã³îí³â çà ¿õ ôóíêö³î-
íàëüíèì òèïîì. Ç ìåòîþ ïîäàëüøîãî ñï³âñòàâëåííÿ äàíèõ,
çä³éñíåíî ðîçðàõóíîê ñåðåäíüîãî çíà÷åííÿ ïî êîæíîìó ïîêàçíè-
êó ³ ðåã³îíó â äèíàì³ö³ çà ï’ÿòü ðîê³â. Çàïðîïîíîâàíèé ï³äõ³ä
äîçâîëÿº ïðåäìåòíî ï³ä³éòè äî âèçíà÷åííÿ ïð³îðèòåò³â ïîâîº-
ííî¿ ðîçáóäîâè, ç îãëÿäó íà òèïîëîã³çàö³þ òåðèòîð³é òà ¿õ â³äïî-
â³äíîñò³ áàçîâèì óìîâàì é ìîæëèâîñòÿì ðîçâèòêó, à òàêîæ
ñòóïåíåì ðóéíàö³¿ â íàñë³äîê áîéîâèõ ä³é.

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: ñîö³àëüíî-åêîíîì³÷íà åôåêòèâí³ñòü,
ðåã³îí, ðåã³îíàëüíèé ðîçâèòîê, ôóíêö³îíàëüíèé òèï
òåðèòîð³é, ïîâîºííà â³äáóäîâà êðà¿íè.
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The war is still raging, but it is already clear that advance
planning is needed to ensure survival and prepare for Ukraine’s
recovery from the destruction caused by Russian aggression. The
damage and losses caused by the aggressor to Ukrainian regions
amount to billions of dollars, which are already being received and
will continue to be received in the form of international technical
assistance, reparations, investments, etc. These funds will be
distributed across the regions, taking into account the extent of their
destruction, in the relevant areas (priorities). This process requires
clear arguments from the government and local authorities on the
targeting of both funds and priorities that characterise effectiveness.
Therefore, there is a need to find effective tools for assessing the
socio-economic efficiency of post-war reconstruction. Thus, the purpose
of the article is to develop a methodological support for the distribution
of territories according to their functional purpose and practical
implementation of the assessment of socio-economic efficiency of
post-war reconstruction of the country. The conceptual foundations
of the proposals presented in the article are based on current
legislation, general scientific methods of cognition, theoretical and
empirical orientation. On the basis of the matrix method, a system of
coordinates is built to distribute the regions of Ukraine by their
functional type. The choice of individual indicators as the abscissa
and ordinate axes is substantiated. By converting natural indicators
into relative ones, the initial data for the distribution of regions by
their functional type are formed. For the purpose of further comparison
of data, the average value for each indicator and region in the
dynamics for five years is calculated. The proposed approach allows
for a substantive approach to determining the priorities of post-war
development, taking into account the typology of territories and their
compliance with the basic conditions and opportunities for
development, as well as the degree of destruction as a result of
hostilities.

Keywords: socio-economic efficiency, region, regional
development, functional type of territories, post-war reconstruc-
tion of the country.
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