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In the context of globalisation, intensifying external economic challenges and growing
instability in world markets, the capacity of a national economy not only to generate but
also to effectively disseminate multiplier effects through the system of internal intersectoral
linkages becomes particularly important. This determines the need for an in-depth analysis
of the structure of Ukraine’s economy from the perspective of identifying key nodes of
interaction and assessing their role in the formation of value added and economic growth.
The purpose of the article is to identify the centres of intersectoral interaction in the
economy of Ukraine and to provide a comprehensive assessment of the potential for the
dissemination of multiplier effects based on the analysis of output and gross value-added
multipliers using the input-output analytical framework. The methodological basis of the
study is formed by the approaches of input-output analysis, which make it possible to
quantify the direct and indirect effects of interaction between sectors and to determine
their contribution to the formation of the final economic outcome. The article groups
economic sectors according to their functional role in the dissemination of economic
effects, which made it possible to distinguish industrial-production, infrastructure-service
and resource-raw-material sectors as key elements of the structural core of the economy.
It is established that industrial sectors are characterised by the highest multiplier values,
which indicates their leading role in generating chain effects. At the same time, it is
demonstrated that a significant share of the generated multiplier effects is lost as a result
of their externalisation through import-dependent production linkages. This leads to a
decrease in the efficiency with which output growth is transformed into an increase in
domestic gross value added. Additional constraining factors include a high level of import
dependence in intermediate consumption, structural fragmentation of domestic value
chains, and the dominance of raw-material specialisation in certain sectors of the economy,
which limits the depth of processing and reduces multiplier potential. Based on the
results of the study, directions of economic policy aimed at activating internal intersectoral
linkages are substantiated, in particular by stimulating the development of medium- and
high-technology processing sectors, supporting production localisation, reducing import
dependence and forming integrated production chains.

Keywords: intersectoral interaction, economy, output, gross value added, multiplier effects,
import dependence, transformation, development.
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Introduction and statement of the problem
The deepening of intersectoral interaction is one

of the key factors in increasing the efficiency of the
functioning of an economic system, since it is through
interindustry production chains that the multiplier
effects of economic growth are disseminated. Under
modern conditions of globalisation, national economies
function as complex network systems of interconnected
sectors, within which changes in one type of economic
activity can generate significant indirect and induced
effects in related industries. Accordingly, the intensity
and structural balance of intersectoral linkages
determine the economy’s capacity to accumulate and
disseminate value added within the national system.

The theoretical and methodological foundations
for studying intersectoral relationships were formed
within the framework of interindustry balance
analysis, whose basis is the input-output balance
model. The application of the relevant analytical
tools makes it possible to identify the key sectors of
the economy that act as centres of intersectoral
interaction and generate the greatest potential for
the dissemination of multiplier effects. At the same
time, economies with a high level of integration
into global production chains are characterised by
the partial externalisation of multiplier effects through
import-based production linkages, which reduces the
efficiency of their realisation within the national
economy.

For the economy of Ukraine, this problem is of
particular relevance due to the substantial import
dependence of intermediate consumption, the structural
fragmentation of domestic production chains and the
dominance of raw-material specialisation in certain
sectors. Under such conditions, identifying centres of
intersectoral interaction and assessing the potential
for the dissemination of multiplier effects is an
important task from both a scientific and a practical
perspective, since it makes it possible to substantiate
directions of structural and economic policy aimed at
strengthening domestic production linkages.

Analysis of research and publications
The problem of assessing intersectoral

interactions and the dissemination of multiplier effects
in the national economy is a classical issue in
economic science and is actively studied within input-
output analysis. The foundations of the methodology
for determining output and gross value-added
multipliers were laid in the works of W. Leontief,
who developed the input-output model as a tool for
assessing the direct and indirect effects of economic
sectors [1]. The methodological principles of
constructing and interpreting these multipliers, as
well as their extension to more complex models, are

most fully summarised in fundamental studies
[2; 3]. The further development of this field has
demonstrated a transition from purely aggregate
estimates of multiplier effects to the study of their
structural origin. Recent studies combine the classical
multiplier approach with the analysis of global value
chains, structural decomposition and network
characteristics of interindustry linkages, which makes
it possible to interpret more deeply the systemic role
of particular types of activity [4; 5; 6]. Thus, the
concept of global value chains emphasises that a
significant share of indirect economic effects may be
externalised through import linkages, reducing the
impact of domestic sectors on national value added
[7; 8]. Similarly, studies in applied input-output
analysis [9] show that, in countries with a high
import dependence of intermediate production, the
core of intersectoral effects is substantially constrained
by domestic production chains, which creates structural
risks for economic development.

The analytical possibilities of input-output tables
in the study of Ukraine’s economy have been
confirmed by works devoted to intertemporal and
cross-country comparisons of sectoral productivity
and costs, assessments of the consequences of war
shocks, and the substantiation of strategically
important industrial activities for post-war recovery
[10; 11; 12; 13]. These studies convincingly
demonstrate that input-output tools are suitable not
only for recording the current state of interindustry
linkages, but also for identifying structural
vulnerabilities, assessing external impacts and
determining sectoral priorities of economic policy.

Despite the developed methodological basis and
the existence of important applied studies, the available
literature lacks a comprehensive assessment of all sectors
of Ukraine’s economy by output and GVA multipliers
with a clear separation of their domestic component
and of the gap between the domestic and total effects
caused by import dependence. It also remains
insufficiently investigated how this gap changes the
real multiplier potential of particular types of activity
and which sectors may become carriers of the greatest
domestic effect under conditions of reconstructive
economic recovery. Accordingly, the research gap lies
not only in the insufficiency of recent comparative
assessments but, above all, in the absence of a coherent
analytical picture that simultaneously combines the
assessment of output and GVA multipliers, the
distinction between their domestic and total
components, and the interpretation of the results
obtained for the needs of Ukraine’s post-war structural
policy. This determines the need for further research
in this area.



109ISSN 2415-3974. Åêîíîì³÷íèé â³ñíèê Äåðæàâíîãî âèùîãî íàâ÷àëüíîãî çàêëàäó
“Óêðà¿íñüêèé äåðæàâíèé õ³ì³êî-òåõíîëîã³÷íèé óí³âåðñèòåò”, 2026, ¹ 1, C. 107-114

Centres of intersectoral interaction in the economy of Ukraine and the potential for the propagation of
multiplier effects

The purpose of the article and the presentation
of the main material

The purpose of the article is to identify centres
of intersectoral interaction in the economy of Ukraine
and to assess the potential for the dissemination of
multiplier effects based on the analysis of output and
gross value-added multipliers.

The analysis of indicators calculated on the basis
of the input-output tables of the Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)
for 2022 [14] shows that the economy of Ukraine is
characterised by relatively long chains of intersectoral
interaction. At the same time, a significant share of
these chains is formed through external supplies of
intermediate products. The average values of the
multipliers are as follows:

– 1.902 – domestic output multiplier;
– 3.004 – total output multiplier;
– 0.606 – domestic GVA multiplier;
– 0.906 – total gross value added (GVA)

multiplier.
This means that domestic intersectoral linkages

provide only about 63% of the potential multiplier
effect, whereas approximately 34-35% of the economic
effect is lost as a result of import leakages in the
process of forming production chains. Such a structure
of multiplier effects indicates a substantial dependence
of the national economy on external suppliers of
intermediate products.

At the same time, the analysis of the structure of
multipliers shows that the main part of the economic
effect is formed precisely through indirect intersectoral
relationships. The share of indirect effects accounts for:

– 76.9% of the domestic output multiplier;
– 80.2% of the total output multiplier;
– 54.6% of the domestic GVA multiplier;
– 63.3% of the total GVA multiplier.
Thus, the main part of the economic effect is

generated not in the process of direct production of
output, but within multilevel intersectoral production
chains. At the same time, a significant share of these
chains is integrated into global production networks,
which limits the scale of value-added dissemination
inside the national economy and reduces the potential
of domestic multiplier effects.

The highest values of domestic output multipliers,
exceeding 2.4, are characteristic of medium-processing
industrial sectors that act as key suppliers of intermediate
products in production chains. This group includes,
in particular, the manufacture of other non-metallic
mineral products (2.73), metallurgy (2.63), the
manufacture of fabricated metal products (2.64), the
wood-processing industry (2.59) and the food industry
(2.54). High multiplier values are also characteristic

of certain mining sectors, in particular other mining
and quarrying activities (2.58) and support service
activities for mining (2.45). The concentration of high
multiplier effects in these sectors indicates their key
role in the formation of domestic production chains
and in the dissemination of intersectoral effects in
the economy of Ukraine.

Medium-processing sectors perform the function
of key suppliers of intermediate products, ensuring
the formation of extensive domestic production chains
and contributing to the dissemination of multiplier
effects within the national economy. The analysis of
gross value-added multipliers confirms their system-
forming role: these industries are characterised by a
high share of indirect effects, which indicates their
deep integration into the network of intersectoral
relationships and their capacity to generate significant
secondary effects in related sectors of the economy.

At the same time, the presence of high multiplier
effects in primary-processing sectors, in particular B08
“Other mining and quarrying” and B09 “Mining
support service activities”, indicates that they perform
not only a resource function but also an important
structure-forming function in the system of
intersectoral interaction. By providing basic material
resources for production, these industries form the
initial basis for the development of production chains
in medium-processing sectors and indirectly influence
the scale of value-added creation in related sectors.
Thus, the combination of the resource role of primary-
processing sectors and the production-integration
function of medium-processing sectors forms the basic
architecture of domestic production chains in the
economy of Ukraine.

The highest values of total output multipliers
are observed in the following types of economic activity:

– chemical industry – 4.154;
– manufacture of other non-metallic mineral

products – 4.127;
– manufacture of fabricated metal products – 4.038;
– manufacture of rubber and plastic products – 4.020;
– other mining and quarrying activities – 4.064.
High values of total output multipliers indicate

that the production chains of these sectors substantially
exceed the scale of the domestic economic structure,
since a significant part of the multiplier effect is formed
through external intersectoral linkages and integration
into international production networks. In fact, this
means that the expansion of production in these sectors
generates significant secondary effects not only in the
national economy but also in global value chains.

At the same time, the analysis of gross value-
added multipliers shows that in these sectors the share
of indirect effects exceeds 60-70%, which indicates



110                       ISSN 2415-3974. Åêîíîì³÷íèé â³ñíèê Äåðæàâíîãî âèùîãî íàâ÷àëüíîãî çàêëàäó
“Óêðà¿íñüêèé äåðæàâíèé õ³ì³êî-òåõíîëîã³÷íèé óí³âåðñèòåò”, 2026, ¹ 1, C. 107-114

Sozanskyy L. Y.

their deep integration into the system of intersectoral
relationships. Such a structure of multiplier effects
points to their role as structural generators of
intersectoral interaction through which production
impulses are disseminated across a wide range of related
industries.

However, the high dependence of the multiplier
effects of these sectors on external production chains
indicates the presence of significant import leakages
in the process of value-added formation, which limits
the potential of the domestic multiplier effect of the
national economy. In particular, the chemical industry
and the manufacture of rubber and plastic products
belong to the sectors with the highest levels of
multiplier leakages – 50.7% and 52.0%, respectively.
High values of the import component of the multiplier
effect are also characteristic of the manufacture of
computer and electronic products (50.1%), water
transport (49.9%) and air transport (47.7%). In these
sectors, a significant share of resources, components
and technological inputs is imported, which causes
the structural leakage of the multiplier effect beyond
the national economy.

The results of the analysis of gross value-added
multipliers confirm the identified pattern: these sectors
are characterised by high values of total GVA multipliers
alongside substantially lower domestic values, which
indicates the significant dependence of their production
chains on imported intermediate resources. Such a
structure of multiplier effects reflects the deep integration
of these industries into global value chains but, at the
same time, limits the potential for the dissemination
of value added within the national economy.

The highest share of indirect effects in the
structure of domestic gross value-added multipliers is
characteristic of sectors that form the most extensive
domestic production chains. These include, in
particular: mining of metal ores – 93.9%; electricity
supply – 87.4%; water supply – 87.8%; public
administration – 87.7%; and education – 87.3%.

High values of the share of indirect effects indicate
that the economic impact of these sectors is realised
mainly through the system of intersectoral relationships.
The expansion of their activity generates a significant
volume of secondary effects in a wide range of related
industries, which determines the dissemination of the
multiplier effect across a substantial part of the national
economy.

Functionally, these types of activity act as the
basic infrastructure of the economic system, since
they provide the material, energy, institutional and
human resources necessary for the functioning of most
production sectors. It is through these sectors that a
significant part of the network architecture of

intersectoral linkages is formed, determining the scale
and depth of the dissemination of domestic multiplier
effects.

Based on the results of the aggregate analysis of
output and gross value-added multipliers, three types
of centres of intersectoral interaction can be
distinguished in the economy of Ukraine, differing in
the nature of the formation and dissemination of
multiplier effects.

First. Industrial-production centres of domestic
multiplier effects. This group includes metallurgy, the
manufacture of other non-metallic mineral products,
the food industry, wood processing and the manufacture
of metal products. These sectors are characterised by
high values of domestic output and gross value-added
multipliers, which indicates their capacity to form
extensive domestic production chains. It is precisely
these industries that act as the core of the internal
production structure of the economy, ensuring the
dissemination of multiplier effects across a wide range
of related sectors.

Second. Import-dependent centres of global value
chains. This group includes the chemical industry, the
manufacture of rubber and plastic products, the
electronics industry and transport engineering. These
sectors are characterised by high total multipliers;
however, a significant part of the multiplier effect is
formed through imported intermediate resources and
realised through international production networks. As
a result, their production chains are largely integrated
into global value chains, which limits the scale of
value-added dissemination within the national economy.

Third. Infrastructure centres of intersectoral
interaction. This group includes energy, water supply,
transport, and public and social services. These sectors
are characterised by a high share of indirect effects in
the structure of multipliers, which reflects their role
as the basic infrastructure of the economic system.
By providing the material, energy, logistics and
institutional conditions for the functioning of
production, they form system-forming intersectoral
linkages that ensure the stability and integrity of the
national economy.

The interaction of these three groups of sectors
determines the architecture of the production chains
of the national economy and the scale of the
dissemination of multiplier effects of economic
development. However, the functioning of the three-
level system of intersectoral linkages in the economy
of Ukraine is characterised by a substantial structural
asymmetry of multiplier effects. The highest multiplier
values are formed in industrial sectors, yet a significant
share of the indirect effects generated by them is
realised through import-based production linkages.
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This indicates that the economy of Ukraine has a
potentially powerful mechanism of intersectoral
interaction; however, a significant share of national
value chains is effectively externalised into external
production networks.

The externalisation of multiplier effects is largely
caused by the following structural risks in the
functioning of the intersectoral system of Ukraine’s
economy:

– high import dependence of intermediate
production, which limits the formation of domestic
production chains;

– insufficient development of medium-processing
sectors, which play a system-forming role in the
formation of domestic value chains;

– fragmentation of domestic production networks
and the presence of structural gaps in national value
chains;

– limited integration of high-technology sectors
into domestic production linkages, which restrains
the dissemination of technological and innovation
effects within the national economy.

Minimising these structural risks requires the
implementation of systemic economic policy measures
aimed at deepening domestic intersectoral linkages
and reducing the leakage of multiplier effects into
external production chains. In this context, it is
considered appropriate to:

– strengthen the development of sectors that
serve as centres of intersectoral linkages by directing
industrial policy instruments towards support for
medium-processing sectors, including metallurgy,
metalworking, building materials, wood processing and
the food industry, which generate the largest domestic
multiplier effects;

– stimulate the formation of domestic production
chains by supporting the creation of new production
facilities in related sectors and the expansion of
domestic production cooperation in order to increase
the share of domestic resources in the structure of
production costs;

– reduce the critical import dependence of
industrial sectors through the implementation of
targeted programmes for the development of production
of key intermediate resources and components that
are imported in significant volumes;

– deepen the integration of high-technology
sectors into domestic production networks, in particular
through the development of domestic mechanical
engineering, the stimulation of localisation of
technological component production and the formation
of innovative production ecosystems;

– accelerate the modernisation of infrastructure
sectors, primarily energy, transport and logistics

infrastructure, and communal infrastructure, which
ensure the functioning of intersectoral production
systems;

– introduce the systematic use of input-output
models in the formation of economic, industrial and
investment policy, in particular when forecasting
structural changes in the economy, determining
priorities of industrial development and defining public
investment priorities with regard to the multiplier
potential of sectors.

Conclusions
The analysis of output and gross value-added

multipliers made it possible to identify key centres of
intersectoral interaction in the economy of Ukraine
and to assess the potential for the dissemination of
multiplier effects in the national production system.
The results indicate the presence of a pronounced
structural asymmetry in multiplier formation, whereby
the greatest potential for generating indirect effects is
concentrated in industrial sectors, while a significant
part of these effects is realised through import-based
production linkages.

The aggregate analysis of intersectoral interactions
made it possible to distinguish three types of centres
for the dissemination of multiplier effects in the
economy of Ukraine: industrial-production centres,
which form the largest domestic multipliers;
infrastructure-service centres, which ensure the
circulation of resources and services between sectors;
and resource-raw-material centres, which act as basic
suppliers for production chains. Together, these sectors
form the structural core of intersectoral interaction,
and the intensity of multiplier-effect dissemination
in the national economy depends on the efficiency of
this core’s functioning.

At the same time, the results of the analysis
indicate the presence of substantial structural constraints
on the realisation of the economy’s multiplier potential.
Above all, this is manifested in the significant import
dependence of intermediate consumption, which causes
the externalisation of part of the multiplier effects
beyond the national economy. As a result, domestic
production linkages do not fully transform the effects
generated in key sectors into increases in gross value
added and employment within the country.

Additional factors limiting multiplier potential
include the structural fragmentation of production
chains, the insufficient integration of medium- and
high-technology processing sectors into domestic
production networks, and the dominance of raw-
material export specialisation in certain sectors. This
weakens the role of the domestic market as an
environment for the dissemination of multiplier effects
and intensifies the dependence of economic dynamics
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on external production linkages.
Overall, the results of the study confirm that

the economy of Ukraine has a potentially powerful
system of intersectoral interaction; however, the
efficiency of its functioning is significantly constrained
by leakages of multiplier effects through import
channels. In this context, the key task of economic
policy should be to strengthen domestic production
linkages, develop medium- and high-processing
sectors, and deepen the integration of high-technology
and service sectors into national production chains.

Further authorial research in this area will be
devoted to constructing models for optimising
intersectoral interaction according to the criteria of
Ukraine’s economic and technological self-sufficiency.
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Ñòàòòþ ï³äãîòîâëåíî â ðàìêàõ ïðîºêòó
«Ìîäåëþâàííÿ ì³æñåêòîðàëüíèõ çâ’ÿçê³â ó ñèñòåì³
çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ðåêîíñòðóêòèâíîãî â³äíîâëåííÿ
åêîíîì³êè Óêðà¿íè» (Äåðæàâíèé ðåºñòðàö³éíèé
íîìåð: 0126U003510)

ÖÅÍÒÐÈ Ì²ÆÑÅÊÒÎÐÀËÜÍÎ¯ ÂÇÀªÌÎÄ²¯ Â
ÅÊÎÍÎÌ²Ö² ÓÊÐÀ¯ÍÈ ÒÀ ÏÎÒÅÍÖ²ÀË
ÏÎØÈÐÅÍÍß ÌÓËÜÒÈÏË²ÊÀÒÈÂÍÈÕ ÅÔÅÊÒ²Â

Ñîçàíñüêèé Ë. É.

Â óìîâàõ ãëîáàë³çàö³¿, ïîñèëåííÿ çîâí³øí³õ åêîíîì³÷-
íèõ âèêëèê³â òà çðîñòàííÿ íåñòàá³ëüíîñò³ ñâ³òîâèõ ðèíê³â
îñîáëèâîãî çíà÷åííÿ íàáóâàº çäàòí³ñòü íàö³îíàëüíî¿ åêîíî-
ì³êè íå ëèøå ãåíåðóâàòè, àëå é åôåêòèâíî ïîøèðþâàòè ìóëü-
òèïë³êàòèâí³ åôåêòè ÷åðåç ñèñòåìó âíóòð³øí³õ ì³æñåêòî-
ðàëüíèõ çâ’ÿçê³â. Öå âèçíà÷àº ïîòðåáó ó ïîãëèáëåíîìó àíàë³ç³
ñòðóêòóðè åêîíîì³êè Óêðà¿íè ç ïîçèö³é âèÿâëåííÿ êëþ÷îâèõ
âóçë³â âçàºìîä³¿ òà îö³íþâàííÿ ¿õ ðîë³ ó ôîðìóâàíí³ äîäàíî¿
âàðòîñò³ é åêîíîì³÷íîãî çðîñòàííÿ. Ìåòîþ ñòàòò³ º ³äåí-
òèô³êàö³ÿ öåíòð³â ì³æñåêòîðàëüíî¿ âçàºìîä³¿ åêîíîì³êè
Óêðà¿íè òà êîìïëåêñíå îö³íþâàííÿ ïîòåíö³àëó ïîøèðåííÿ
ìóëüòèïë³êàòèâíèõ åôåêò³â íà îñíîâ³ àíàë³çó ìóëüòèïë³êà-
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òîð³â âèïóñêó òà âàëîâî¿ äîäàíî¿ âàðòîñò³ ç âèêîðèñòàí-
íÿì ³íñòðóìåíòàð³þ ì³æãàëóçåâîãî áàëàíñó. Ìåòîäîëîã³÷íîþ
îñíîâîþ äîñë³äæåííÿ º ï³äõîäè ì³æãàëóçåâîãî àíàë³çó, ùî
äîçâîëÿþòü ê³ëüê³ñíî îö³íèòè ïðÿì³ òà îïîñåðåäêîâàí³ åôåê-
òè âçàºìîä³¿ ì³æ ñåêòîðàìè, à òàêîæ âèçíà÷èòè ¿õ âíåñîê
ó ôîðìóâàííÿ ê³íöåâîãî ðåçóëüòàòó. Ó ñòàòò³ çä³éñíåíî ãðó-
ïóâàííÿ ñåêòîð³â åêîíîì³êè çà ¿õ ôóíêö³îíàëüíîþ ðîëëþ ó
ïîøèðåíí³ åêîíîì³÷íèõ åôåêò³â, ùî äàëî çìîãó âèîêðåìèòè
ïðîìèñëîâî-âèðîáíè÷³, ³íôðàñòðóêòóðíî-ñåðâ³ñí³ òà ðåñóðñ-
íî-ñèðîâèíí³ ñåêòîðè ÿê êëþ÷îâ³ åëåìåíòè ñòðóêòóðíîãî ÿäðà
åêîíîì³êè. Âñòàíîâëåíî, ùî ñàìå ïðîìèñëîâ³ ñåêòîðè õà-
ðàêòåðèçóþòüñÿ íàéâèùèìè çíà÷åííÿìè ìóëüòèïë³êàòîð³â,
ùî ñâ³ä÷èòü ïðî ¿õ ïðîâ³äíó ðîëü ó ãåíåðàö³¿ ëàíöþãîâèõ
åôåêò³â. Ðàçîì ç òèì äîâåäåíî, ùî çíà÷íà ÷àñòèíà ñôîð-
ìîâàíèõ ìóëüòèïë³êàòèâíèõ åôåêò³â âòðà÷àºòüñÿ âíàñë³äîê
¿õ åêñòåðíàë³çàö³¿ ÷åðåç ³ìïîðòîçàëåæí³ âèðîáíè÷³ çâ’ÿçêè.
Öå çóìîâëþº çíèæåííÿ åôåêòèâíîñò³ òðàíñôîðìàö³¿ çðîñ-
òàííÿ âèïóñêó ó ïðèð³ñò âíóòð³øíüî¿ âàëîâî¿ äîäàíî¿ âàð-
òîñò³. Äîäàòêîâèìè ñòðèìóþ÷èìè ÷èííèêàìè âèçíà÷åíî
âèñîêèé ð³âåíü ³ìïîðòîçàëåæíîñò³ ïðîì³æíîãî ñïîæèâàííÿ,
ñòðóêòóðíó ôðàãìåíòàö³þ âíóòð³øí³õ ëàíöþã³â ñòâîðåííÿ
âàðòîñò³, à òàêîæ äîì³íóâàííÿ ñèðîâèííî¿ ñïåö³àë³çàö³¿ â
îêðåìèõ ñåêòîðàõ åêîíîì³êè, ùî îáìåæóº ãëèáèíó ïåðåðîáêè
òà çíèæóº ìóëüòèïë³êàòèâíèé ïîòåíö³àë. Ó ðåçóëüòàò³ äîñ-
ë³äæåííÿ îá´ðóíòîâàíî íàïðÿìè åêîíîì³÷íî¿ ïîë³òèêè, ñïðÿ-
ìîâàí³ íà àêòèâ³çàö³þ âíóòð³øí³õ ì³æñåêòîðàëüíèõ çâ’ÿçê³â,
çîêðåìà ÷åðåç ñòèìóëþâàííÿ ðîçâèòêó ñåêòîð³â ñåðåäíüîãî
òà âèñîêîòåõíîëîã³÷íîãî ïåðåä³ëó, ï³äòðèìêó ëîêàë³çàö³¿
âèðîáíèöòâà, çíèæåííÿ ³ìïîðòîçàëåæíîñò³ òà ôîðìóâàííÿ
³íòåãðîâàíèõ âèðîáíè÷èõ ëàíöþã³â.

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: ì³æñåêòîðàëüíà âçàºìîä³ÿ, åêîíîì³êà,
âèïóñê, âàëîâà äîäàíà âàðò³ñòü, ìóëüòèïë³êàòèâí³ åôåêòè,
³ìïîðòîçàëåæí³ñòü, òðàíñôîðìàö³ÿ, ðîçâèòîê.

CENTRES OF INTERSECTORAL INTERACTION IN
THE ECONOMY OF UKRAINE AND THE POTENTIAL
FOR THE PROPAGATION OF MULTIPLIER EFFECTS

Sozanskyy L. Y.

State Institution “Institute of regional research named after
M.I. Dolishniy of NAS of Ukraine”, Lviv, Ukraine

In the context of globalisation, intensifying external economic
challenges and growing instability in world markets, the capacity
of a national economy not only to generate but also to effectively
disseminate multiplier effects through the system of internal
intersectoral linkages becomes particularly important. This
determines the need for an in-depth analysis of the structure of
Ukraine’s economy from the perspective of identifying key nodes
of interaction and assessing their role in the formation of value
added and economic growth. The purpose of the article is to identify
the centres of intersectoral interaction in the economy of Ukraine
and to provide a comprehensive assessment of the potential for the
dissemination of multiplier effects based on the analysis of output
and gross value-added multipliers using the input-output analytical
framework. The methodological basis of the study is formed by the
approaches of input-output analysis, which make it possible to
quantify the direct and indirect effects of interaction between sectors
and to determine their contribution to the formation of the final
economic outcome. The article groups economic sectors according
to their functional role in the dissemination of economic effects,
which made it possible to distinguish industrial-production,
infrastructure-service and resource-raw-material sectors as key
elements of the structural core of the economy. It is established

that industrial sectors are characterised by the highest multiplier
values, which indicates their leading role in generating chain effects.
At the same time, it is demonstrated that a significant share of the
generated multiplier effects is lost as a result of their externalisation
through import-dependent production linkages. This leads to a
decrease in the efficiency with which output growth is transformed
into an increase in domestic gross value added. Additional
constraining factors include a high level of import dependence in
intermediate consumption, structural fragmentation of domestic
value chains, and the dominance of raw-material specialisation in
certain sectors of the economy, which limits the depth of processing
and reduces multiplier potential. Based on the results of the study,
directions of economic policy aimed at activating internal
intersectoral linkages are substantiated, in particular by stimulating
the development of medium- and high-technology processing sectors,
supporting production localisation, reducing import dependence
and forming integrated production chains.

Keywords: intersectoral interaction, economy, output, gross
value added, multiplier effects, import dependence,
transformation, development.
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