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SCREENING TECHNOLOGIES FOR INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
FOR POST-WAR RECONSTRUCTION OF UKRAINIAN REGIONS

Statement of the Problem. The post-war develop-
ment of Ukraine's economy will be a defining period, as
the effective recovery of communities is what deter-
mines the sustainable development of regions. This, in
turn, will ensure social stability and economic growth.

Infrastructure serves as a critically important foun-
dation for the sustainable development of communities
and territories. This is because it establishes not only the
basic prerequisites for livelihoods but also fosters terri-
torial integrity, enables the economic competitiveness of
regions, and guarantees social cohesion. In the face of
wartime challenges and the risks of post-war uncer-
tainty, issues of infrastructure development to a greater
extent define the key directions for the transformation of
domestic policy.

The military actions have significantly impacted
the functionality of local self-government, in part due to
infrastructure destruction, which has also triggered sub-
stantial migration processes. The current socio-eco-
nomic snapshot of territorial development is character-
ized by extremely uneven indicators across Ukraine's re-
gions, which in turn necessitates a differentiated ap-
proach to rebuilding each community. Therefore, the
planning and implementation of a comprehensive recov-
ery program must be formed flexibly, based on a deep
analysis of the situation in each individual settlement,
taking into account its specific needs and opportunities.

The project approach serves as such an adaptive
model for implementing infrastructure solutions under
conditions of limited resources, high uncertainty, and
multi-level governance. Infrastructure projects not only
ensure the restoration of destroyed facilities but also
contribute to creating new opportunities for community
development. The main challenges faced by communi-
ties after the war are the destruction of critical infra-
structure, a shortage of financial resources, the need for
rapid housing stock recovery, migration processes, and
the necessity of integrating internally displaced persons.
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Meanwhile, a well-organized project management
process requires a mechanism for monitoring, control-
ling, and evaluating results to inform further investment.
Such an architecture for post-war infrastructure project
design is a focus of attention for both foreign partners
and investors, as well as domestic stakeholders in the
post-war economic recovery of Ukraine’s regions and
communities.

Furthermore, the highly unconventional conditions
in which our country will find itself after the end of the
military conflict will necessitate innovative approaches
across all stages of approving, allocating, and utilizing
investment funds.

Analysis of Recent Research and Publications.
The specifics of the practical implementation of measu-
res for infrastructure project design and the enhance-
ment of its efficiency have been the subject of study by
a number of both domestic and foreign scholars.

Thus, leading experts from the Institute of In-
dustrial Economics of the National Academy of Sci-
ences of Ukraine, V. I. Liashenko, V. P. Antoniuk, and
Yu. M. Kharazishvili, have emphasized in various years
the importance and potential of infrastructure in imple-
menting innovative technologies, significantly increas-
ing the investment attractiveness of territories, and de-
veloping startups and new methods of economic activity
[1].

Fundamental are the recent studies by Professor
V. Omelianenko on current problems of infrastructure
development in the regions and communities of
Ukraine, which are burdened by wartime conditions,
and its role in strengthening the regional economy. Par-
ticular attention is paid to strategic priorities and modern
innovative solutions in the planning and implementation
of infrastructure projects, including in the postwar pe-
riod [2].

Significant progress in researching methodologies
for assessing the economic and social outcomes of
infrastructure development in recovery areas (illustrated
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by the example of affected communities in various re-
gions of Ukraine) has been achieved by researchers
from the Institute of Economic and Legal Studies
of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine —
I. V. Zablodska, Yu. S. Rohozian, and O. O. Khandii [3].

At the same time, in the works of contemporary
foreign scholars Rosenstein-Rodan P.N. [4], Asheim,
Grillitsch, Trippl [5], Grillitsch, Martin, Srholec [6],
Frangenheim, Trippl, Chlebna [7], Todling, Trippl [8],
an analysis is conducted of the interplay between the de-
velopment of regional innovation systems and effective
local infrastructure development. Moreover, researchers
Hansen [9] and Martin, Simmie [10] emphasize the im-
portance of cross-border cooperation and overcoming
the effects of path dependence, which is particularly rel-
evant for post-war reconstruction.

Relevance of the research. Transparent mecha-
nisms for attracting and allocating funds are an abso-
lutely essential condition for effective post-war devel-
opment. Among the organizational technologies that en-
sure the above-mentioned requirements are clear and ac-
ceptable to foreign partners, screening stands out. It op-
erates within the framework of the Quality Infrastruc-
ture Investment Principles (QII Principles), adopted in
2019 under the auspices of the G20, and provides pro-
ject risk management.

Project screening is not a one-time event, but a con-
tinuous management mechanism that helps minimize
uncertainty and increase the chances of successful im-
plementation of planned tasks.

However, given the challenges in the process of
contemporary infrastructure project implementation in
Ukraine, all stages of infrastructure planning for post-
war regional and local development, including the pro-
ject screening process, require certain adaptation.

Problem Statement. This precisely defines the
purpose of the present research: to analyze the current
state of regional infrastructure and the implementation
of infrastructure projects across the regions of Ukraine,
based on available statistical information, with particu-
lar attention to the process of evaluation and determina-
tion of compliance with planned targets; taking into ac-
count the specifics of the economic situation in Ukraine,
to provide effective recommendations regarding the
screening of infrastructure projects in the context of the
post-war recovery of Ukraine's regions (territorial com-
munities).

The hypothesis of this article's research is the thesis
that infrastructure project screening, as a tool for as-
sessing and subsequent modeling of Ukraine's regional
post-war economic development, given its systemic na-
ture and the presence of adaptive iterative logic, is an
extremely effective technology for the process of com-
munity development strategizing based on a program-
project approach. The adaptive program-project ap-
proach to community development strategizing, unlike
traditional program-target planning, views projects

recommended for implementation as the object of man-
agement. Thus, the program-project approach bears the
hallmarks of an innovative managerial technology for
territorial development.

Presentation of the Core Material. The condi-
tions for Ukraine's post-war economic recovery will re-
quire new conceptual tools for managing territorial de-
velopment, capable of integrating the promptness of
renovations with a strategic long-term vision. One such
lever for development is the formation of a portfolio of
effective future infrastructure projects for the post-war
reconstruction of Ukraine's territorial communities.

Infrastructure is the cornerstone of the country's
post-war regional recovery, as it plays a key role in the
development of both regions and the entire country as a
whole. It is the fundamental basis for the functioning of
the economy, the social sphere, and ensuring the liveli-
hoods of the population. Furthermore, the potential for
its post-war development lies within the framework of
Ukraine's European integration course. Well-developed
infrastructure determines not only the basic living con-
ditions of the population but also ensures spatial integ-
rity, economic competitiveness, ecological balance, and
social cohesion [3].

At the same time, the conditions of uneven regional
destruction, business relocation, labor shortages, and a
deficit in infrastructure project financing necessitate dif-
ferentiated planning for the development of communi-
ties and regions. This planning must be based, among
other things, on analytical methods for assessing both
already implemented and future infrastructure develop-
ment projects [2].

The initial concept of infrastructure as a system of
objects and structures was formulated by American
scholars in the mid-20th century within the context of
military strategy [4]. However, contemporary Ukrainian
researchers assert that «in the face of wartime challenges
and global transformations, the issue of infrastructure
emerges as one of the key priorities of national policy.
Today, it is precisely infrastructure that serves as the
platform upon which new models of regional develop-
ment are built, the innovative potential of communities
is mobilized, and the capacity for long-term recovery is
formed» [2, pp. 15-23].

In contemporary research, infrastructure is concep-
tualized as an integral economic category, the compo-
nents of which may belong to different types of activity
while being united by a common goal-providing the
conditions for sustainable economic growth [11]. An
important function of infrastructure is to support the
spatial integrity of a territory, which facilitates the ef-
fective conduct of economic activities and social devel-
opment.

Broadly speaking, infrastructure encompasses a
wide range of facilities and systems that serve the eco-
nomy, including both «hard» and «soft» infrastructure.
Soft infrastructure comprises legal, regulatory, proce-
dural, and other auxiliary policy frameworks, as well as
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human and institutional capacities. Hard infrastructure
includes physical networks, such as roads, railways, and
ports. The coverage and quality of such hard infrastruc-
ture are significant in reducing trade-related transporta-
tion costs. However, the effectiveness of hard infrastruc-
ture depends on the quality of soft infrastructure [2,
p. 172].

Infrastructure projects form the foundation for fa-
vorable societal development and serve as the basis for
regional growth. Well-planned and constructed infra-
structure surrounds modern individuals, providing them
with essential benefits they use in their daily lives.

In this context, it is important to emphasize that lo-
cal infrastructure projects, for instance, are capable of
minimizing potential risks from large-scale failed pro-
grams or initiatives. They allow for testing resident be-
havior, identifying drawbacks and advantages, and only
then scaling up the project. This becomes particularly
valuable under conditions of critical resource shortages
and the need for rapid solutions, especially in affected
communities. Consequently, under such circumstances,
the institutional-service component gains utmost im-
portance in the development of soft infrastructure,
marking a shift from object-focused to service-oriented
thinking. This refers to infrastructure projects where not
only are facilities built, but an infrastructure ecosystem
is formed around them-with new management formats,
business models, service institutions, and feedback eval-
uation mechanisms.

Modern, and particularly post-war, conditions for
Ukraine's economic recovery and modernization de-
mand new ergonomic approaches to the strategic plan-
ning of regional development. This must take into ac-
count the extreme scarcity of resources while also ne-
cessitating increased community participation in financ-
ing infrastructure solutions [12].

A pool of challenges unprecedented for modern
Ukraine — encompassing crisis and post-crisis develop-
ment, serious demographic shifts, deindustrialization,
the loss of a significant part of the workforce and the
capacities of relocated businesses — simultaneously co-
exists with the conditions of decentralization and cli-
mate transformation. This, in turn, shapes unconven-
tional approaches to solving these issues within infra-
structure project design, as well as within the monitoring
of already implemented projects, their impact on re-
gional development, and the assessment of risks for fu-
ture strategic periods.

Consequently, the present day forms a modern
view of infrastructure not merely as a material base, but
also as a resource that integrates social, managerial, in-
novative, and investment components. This integrated
resource aims to achieve the goal of sustainable, inclu-
sive, and innovative development of regions and the
state as a whole.

Infrastructure Design in Post-War Recovery
Modeling. Utilizing Screening Technology.
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Research on infrastructure project design is a focus
of contemporary scientific thought. In particular, previ-
ous studies by the author have noted:

e The speed of communities returning to normal
life requires qualified synchronous actions and
measures. At the same time, communities lack experi-
ence and specialized knowledge in planning and opti-
mizing the post-war recovery process, organizing pro-
ject work, and attracting funding. Therefore, full-
fledged organizing participation by the state and local
self-government bodies in coordinating processes at the
local level is necessary and appropriate, and the fastest
possible restoration of communities is the driving mech-
anism for national economic renewal.

¢ Planning for future development should be based
on a thorough strategy, not a set of clichés. Particular
attention should be paid to communications with exter-
nal stakeholders and potential grantors, as well as pro-
ject and community promotion. It is the local self-gov-
ernment bodies that should define the community's de-
velopment vision, priorities, and funding sources. Com-
munities need targeted support to develop detailed pro-
ject documentation for projects that will be submitted
for grants.

e The process of strategizing and achieving rele-
vant goals for self-development in territorial communi-
ties requires the adoption of effective management de-
cisions, tools, and mechanisms precisely for efficient
strategic planning, programming, and project manage-
ment.

e The program-project approach to community de-
velopment strategy considers the projects recommended
for implementation as the object of management. Thus,
the program-project approach exhibits the characteris-
tics and serves as an innovative management technology
for territorial development.

e In terms of practical implementation, the process
of infrastructure restoration for communities should be
subject to regular oversight, comprehensive monitoring,
and reporting. The monitoring necessary for effective
restoration must include specific performance triggers:
indicators of adherence to work timelines, quality of
work execution, budget volumes, etc. Then, based on as-
sessing the effectiveness of infrastructure project imple-
mentation in a specific region, actionable recommenda-
tions can be provided to maximize the efficiency of the
process for wartime and post-war infrastructure restora-
tion and the improvement of community residents' lives
[12-13].

According to UN data, in order to maintain the cur-
rent level of consumption for a growing population,
which will reach 10 billion people by 2050, three times
more resources than currently available will be required.
Certainly, in the context of Ukraine's post-war recovery,
particularly given the extreme scarcity of resources, the
efficient use of the investment funds that will be availa-
ble is highly advisable [14]. Furthermore, it is worth not-
ing the number of economic and social development
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infrastructure projects that have already been imple-
mented in the regions of Ukraine. For the purpose of
high-quality strategic planning in subsequent periods, it
is necessary and appropriate to conduct analytical re-
search on already completed projects, their impact on
regional infrastructure, and to determine future funding
trajectories.

Infrastructure is a modern service complex that re-
quires almost constant reconfiguration, as it must reflect
the constantly changing demands of society, based on
feedback from the residents of the territory.

Therefore, organizational technologies are needed,
which are an important part of project management.
They help organizations choose the most valuable and
appropriate methods for implementation, one of which
is screening.

Project screening is a process used in project man-
agement to evaluate and filter potential projects based
on their feasibility, potential for success, and alignment
with the organization’s strategic goals. It is a crucial step
in the project selection process, as it helps organizations
prioritize their resources and focus on projects most
likely to deliver value [15].

The importance of project screening for both recip-
ients of infrastructure investments and donors is unques-
tionable. We believe that project screening is important
for several reasons:

» Resource allocation: It helps allocate resources
efficiently by prioritizing projects that are most likely to
succeed and provide the highest return on investment.

* Risk management: It helps identify and miti-
gate potential risks associated with each project.

« Strategic alignment: It ensures that selected
projects align with the organization's strategic goals.

The Infrastructure Agenda of international organi-
zations, adopted in 2019 within the framework of G20

activities, endorsed the Principles for Quality Infrastruc-
ture Investment (QII Principles). These principles define
what sustainable and investment-attractive infrastruc-
ture projects should be. The six QII Principles compre-
hensively cover various aspects of infrastructure project
preparation and implementation, including economic,
governance, social, and environmental dimensions [16]:

1. Alignment with Sustainable Development Goals
and support for national economic growth.

2. Economic efficiency throughout the project
lifecycle.

3. Environmental friendliness and minimal nega-
tive impact on the surrounding environment.

4. Project safety and resilience to emergencies.

5. Social orientation of project decisions.

6. Management effectiveness and transparency in
investment decision-making.

A relevant challenge for infrastructure projects in
many countries, from the perspective of analyzing po-
tential risks of participation in their implementation, is
that stakeholders lack comprehensive information for
decision-making, particularly investment decisions. In-
stitutional investors face the greatest difficulties in un-
derstanding whether infrastructure project initiatives
align with their mandates and investment policies,
which include sustainable development approaches. In
contemporary Ukraine, these risks are further exacer-
bated by the state of war, active hostilities, significant
labor force outflow, uncertainty risks, and business re-
location, including abroad.

Given this, the development of the QIll Principles
has taken into account, to the greatest extent possible,
the requirements and approaches of international financ-
ing organizations and investors, which are currently
tasked with helping to bridge the infrastructure gap.

The stakeholders in the infrastructure investment
process can be schematically represented as follows:

Long-term investors

Consultants,
investment funds

Management
companies

Other investors

Technical experts,
engineering companies

Government agencies

v

Infrastructure projects

\ 4

Investment banks

Fig. 1. Stakeholders in the infrastructure investment process

Source: compiled by the authors

We believe that, as part of the practical implemen-
tation of ESG principles in the contemporary and espe-
cially post-war period, in order to enhance investment
attractiveness, it is necessary to develop a system for as-
sessing the quality and sustainability of infrastructure
projects, an integral part of which will be screening.

213

Project screening models. Advantages of their use.
There are several models that can be used for screening
project ideas, such as:

e Financial Models: These models focus on the
financial aspects of a project, such as the expected Re-
turn on Investment (ROI), Net Present Value (NPV),
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and the payback period. For instance, a project with a
high ROI and a short payback period would be consid-
ered more favorable.

e Scoring Models: These models use a weighted
scoring system to evaluate various aspects of a project,
such as its strategic alignment, potential risks, and an-
ticipated benefits. Each aspect is assigned a weight
based on its importance, and the project with the highest
total score is selected.

e Bubble Charts: These are graphical models that
display projects on a plot based on two or three im-
portant criteria, such as cost, benefit, and risk. Projects
that fall into the most favorable area of the chart (e.g.,
high benefit, low cost, low risk) are selected [17].

Using project screening models offers several ad-
vantages:

Objective Decision-Making: These models provide
a systematic and objective way to evaluate and compare
projects, reducing the influence of personal biases and
subjective judgments.

Integrated Assessment: They allow for a compre-
hensive project evaluation, taking into account numer-
ous aspects such as financial viability, strategic align-
ment, and risk.

Clear communication: They provide a clear and
visual way to communicate assessment results to stake-
holders, facilitating the justification of project selection
decisions.

The European Commission, in the Guide to
Cost-Benefit  Analysis of Investment Projects —
Cohesion Policy Economic Appraisal Tool 2014-2020
(https://mnww.funduszeeuropejskie.gov.pl/media/115282/

Energy

Transport

Municipal infrastructure and services
Healthcare

Education and science

Housing

Social sphere

Public safety

Legal activities and judiciary
Environment

Public finance

Public services and related digitalization

)]

=

=
B
3

Przewodnik_AKK_14 20 pl.pdf), refers to screening
in infrastructure project design as a rapid comprehend-
sive-analytical assessment of a project's profitability,
aimed at filtering potential projects based on their feasi-
bility, success potential, and alignment with strategic
objectives. Screening helps in determining priorities for
key reforms [19].

Challenges in the Modern Implementation Process
of Infrastructure Projects in Ukraine. According to data
from the DREAM analytics portal, Ukraine has cur-
rently completed or is in the process of implementing
195 infrastructure projects and programs, with a total
value of almost UAH 13 trillion. [20].

The infographic on the unified state project portfolio
(number of projects and programs by economic sector
and funding volumes) is as follows (Fig. 2, Table 1):

Table 1. Estimated cost of projects by sectors

Sector Projects
Energy 7,46 trillion
Municipal infrastructure and services 66,64 billion
Transport 732,82 billion
Dwelling 0,00
Education and science 4,45 billion
Healthcare 52,96 billion
Social sphere 8,16 hillion
Environment 0,00
Public services and related digitaliza-
tion 0,00
Legal activities and litigation 3,02 billion
Public Finance 2,60 billion
Public safety 2,50 hillion

Source: [20]

B
NS

N
(-]
[any
[o)]

(Y
[N

mPrograms ®Projects

Fig. 2. Number of infrastructure projects and programs by economic sectors, units

Source: [20]

Statistics by regions of Ukraine regarding the im-
plementation of infrastructure projects are as follows:

* Total number of projects — 14949;

* Total estimated budget — 2.03 trillion UAH,

* Available funding 181.3 billion UAH.

* Financial coverage — 9% The infographic by re-
gions of Ukraine looks like Fig. 3.
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From the provided charts, it is evident, first, that
there is an objectively conditioned yet significant dis-
parity among regions in the implementation of infra-
structure projects, and second, that the figures concern-
ing the financial coverage of these projects are striking
in their inadequacy.
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Kyiv
Kharkiv
Dnipropetrovsk
Odesa
Mykolaiv
Chernihiv
Lviv
Kirovohrad
Sumy
Cherkasy
Khmelnytsia
Kherson
Poltava
Vinnytsia
Chernivtsi
Zaporizhzhia
Rivne
Zhytomyr
Ivano-Frankivsk
Zakarpattia
Ternopil

I 1181
I 1008
I 957
I 744
I 736
I 694
I 683
I 611
I 570
I 493

I 487

I 460

I 458

I 447

I 432

I 427

I 423

I 410

. 409

I 356

Fig. 3. Number of infrastructure projects

implemented by regions of Ukraine
Source: [20]

Project screening is a complex task of analyzing its
key parameters aimed at determining compliance with
planned indicators, identifying deviations, and develop-
ing corrective actions. It covers all stages of the life cy-
cle — from the start of work to their completion — and
serves as the basis for making management decisions.

In contrast to superficial oversight, evaluation in-
volves a thorough analysis of a range of aspects:

o efficiency — how well the project aligns with
the assigned tasks;

e resource intensiveness - the optimal use of
budget, time, and human capital.

e risks — potential threats and their impact on
project execution outcomes;

e quality - compliance of completed tasks with
the project stakeholders' expectations.

Therefore, project screening is not a one-time

I 1902 event but a continuous management mechanism that

helps minimize uncertainty and increase the chances of
successful implementation of planned tasks.

Project Screening Methods. Financing infrastruc-
ture projects in the postwar period is a complex task that
requires attracting significant funds from various
sources, including international financial institutions,
the state budget, the private sector, and donor organiza-
tions. The state budget is also an important source of in-
frastructure project funding; however, its capacity may
be limited due to the consequences of the war and the
need to allocate resources to social needs. Consequently,
public policy should be aimed at developing effective
mechanisms for distributing budget funds and creating
favorable conditions for attracting additional resources.

Public-private partnerships can play a significant
role in financing, as they allow for attracting business
investments to implement strategically important infra-
structure projects. Another source of funding is crowd-
funding platforms and public initiatives, which enable
raising funds from the population and the international
community. Under conditions of recovery, communities
can independently initiate projects and attract resources
through online platforms, promoting active citizen en-
gagement in the restoration process [18].

However, developing long-term strategies for
Ukraine's post-war economic recovery, taking into ac-
count international experience, requires the creation of
monitoring and evaluation mechanisms for the imple-
mentation of restoration measures. This will help ensure
the sustainable development of territorial communities
and the country's overall recovery.

Project evaluation requires a comprehensive ap-
proach, depending on the scale, specifics, and stage of
implementation. Modern professionals use a variety of
methods to obtain objective data for making manage-
ment decisions and completing tasks.

The following architecture for screening infra-
structure projects in the context of post-war recovery in
the regions (territorial communities) of Ukraine is pro-
posed (Fig. 4):

Screening methods

N—,*—\*

Quantitative Quality Hybrid or modern
PERT - SWOT - Expert assessment . . Data-driven
CRM analysis analysis method Agile metrics analysis
EVM- analysis Scenario analysis BSC scorecard

Fig. 4. Case study of screening methods
Source: compiled by the authors
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The details of the methods presented in Figure 4
are as follows:

Quantitative Methods

e Critical Path Method (CPM) — identifies key
tasks that affect project deadlines, helping the team to
optimize time expenditure.

e PERT analysis - uses probabilistic estimates of
project duration, which is particularly useful for tasks
with high uncertainty.

e Earned Value Management (EVM) — integrates
planned versus actual data for cost, schedule, and work
performed.

Qualitative methods

e SWOT analysis — identifies the strengths and
weaknesses of the project, as well as potential oppor-
tunities and threats to the accomplishment of tasks.

e The method of expert assessments — involves
specialists for a subjective, yet professional analysis of
key aspects.

e Scenario analysis — examines different poten-
tial courses of events, helping to prepare for possible
changes in project implementation plans.

Hybrid and Modern Approaches

e Agile metrics (sprint velocity, task completion
rate) provide operational assessment in flexible metho-
dologies.

e Data-driven analysis — uses Big Data techno-
logies and machine learning to predict outcomes.

e The Balanced Scorecard (BSC) - evaluates a pro-
ject from several perspectives: finance, processes, cus-
tomers, development.

Proposals for a combined metrics case in the infra-
structure design of post-war regional recovery.

Particular attention should be paid to metrics as in-
dicators of a system's state in general and as indicators
of the effectiveness of infrastructure projects in particu-
lar. Thus, contemporary Ukrainian researchers V. Ome-
lianenko and 1. Mitsenko have proposed adaptability
metrics and evaluation metrics. However, the proposed
tools are applied by the researchers only for strategizing
the post-war development of industrial regions [2].

At the same time, the development of recom-
mendations for the effective post-war development of
regional infrastructure and the strategizing of post-war
infrastructure planning must consider the potential of in-
terregional cooperation, as well as be adapted for nation-
wide projects.

Therefore, we consider it necessary to supple-
ment the presented set of metrics with Agile metrics.
This toolkit is the most adapted and has proven itself
best in conditions of extreme dynamism and high uncer-
tainty. Furthermore, thanks to their flexibility and rapid
adaptability, Agile metrics help maintain competitive-
ness by enhancing the efficiency of project teams and
improving the quality of final results. However, imple-
menting Agile requires not only a change in manage-
ment approaches but also the development of a metrics
system that allows for an objective assessment of work
outcomes, identification of problem areas, and optimi-

216

zation of processes. The main task is not merely to state
facts but to provide data for process improvement. In
Agile approaches, assessment is iterative in nature, al-
lowing for flexible adaptation of the project to changing
working conditions.

The choice of a specific method or their combina-
tion depends on the objectives: operational control re-
quires agile metrics, while strategic management calls
for comprehensive approaches like the Balanced Score-
card (BSC).

Thus, it can be argued that contemporary scientific
discourse is a synergy of various methodolo-
gical approaches to strategizing the development of re-
gional infrastructure, social and territorial innovations,
marketing, and digital solutions. The toolkit for con-
ducting comprehensive assessment and selection of pro-
jects for future strategizing is also a subject of interest,
as the success of the evaluation largely depends on the
tools. They enable the automation of data collection, vis-
ualization of indicators, and prompt management deci-
sion-making.

The key categories of tools for conducting compre-
hensive project analysis are as follows:

Project Management Systems

e Jira — powerful tool for agile teams that offers
built-in  development velocity metrics, burn-down
charts, and task performance analysis.

e Microsoft Project — a comprehensive solution for
traditional project management with PERT analysis and
critical path functions.

¢ Asana/Trello — cloud platforms with task tracking
and workflow automation capabilities.

Innovative technologies

e Al-analytics (Clari, Forecast) — artificial intelli-
gence-based systems for predicting task completion
timelines and risks.

¢ Blockchain trackers — ensure transparency and
data immutability in distributed teams.

¢ VVR-simulators —are used in complex engineering
projects for virtual evaluation of work results.

Tool selection should be based on the specifics of
the project: for IT development, Jira and GitLab are op-
timal; in construction, Primavera is indispensable; and
for startups, lighter solutions like Trello are suitable. It
is important that tools not only provide data but also in-
tegrate into existing business processes, ensuring a con-
tinuous cycle of evaluation and improvement. Modern
cloud solutions enable real-time remote project monitor-
ing, which is particularly relevant for distributed teams.

Guidelines for Structuring a Project Screening As-
sessment

Project evaluation is a structured multi-level task
that requires the sequential execution of interdependent
stages to obtain reliable results. A well-organized eval-
uation system enables not only the assessment of the
project's current state but also the forecasting of its de-
velopment, as well as the formulation of effective cor-
rective measures. A detailed structure of each key stage
of this process is proposed (Table 2).
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Table 2. Stages of conducting a screening assessment
of infrastructure projects
Source: compiled by the authors

Evalua-

tion stage

Essence

The initial stage includes a set of preparatory
measures. Defining goals and objectives:

« formulating specific measurable goals;

* highlighting key aspects for analysis;

» establishing a time frame for the assessment;
« forming an assessment team;

* selecting qualified specialists;

» assigning roles and areas of responsibility;

* organizing a system of interaction between
participants Developing a methodological
framework;

* selecting assessment criteria and indicators;
* determining methods for collecting and ana-
lyzing data;

« establishing measurement scales and standards.
development of evaluation regulations:

Preparatory stage of screening

é’ iR « approval of reporting forms;
S % * coordination of procedures with interested
2 participants Particular attention is paid to coor-
g g‘ S dination with key project participants, which
S5 = ensures objectivity and practical value of future
T 3 conclusions. At this stage, it is also important to
]¢e determine the evaluation budget and necessary
resources.

.+ < | This phase includes a set of measures to obtain
8 .8 | reliable information:
ER=EN * Monitoring of current indicators;

O C = . .
8 ST * Qualitative research;
8 8 g * Documentary analysis;

- » Data verification
The stage of deep processing of the collected

8 & o | information:
S 8.5 | »Quantitative analysis;
‘£ 8 | - Qualitative analysis;
<© » Comprehensive assessment

« assessment of the degree of achievement of
goals;

* determination of the efficiency of work of
team members;

« analysis of rational use of resources;

« identification of successful practices and
problem areas

Forming con-
clusions

Each stage requires thorough methodological de-
velopment and must be adapted to the specifics of the
particular project, taking into account its scale, industry
affiliation, and implementation phase.

Regular evaluation based on this framework ena-
bles the creation of a continuous improvement system
for project activities, minimizes risks, and enhances the
overall effectiveness of infrastructure project manage-
ment.

Conclusions. Post-war community reconstruction
is the mainstream of today, since delays or ineffective
recovery processes result in increased population migra-
tion, decreased quality of life, and reduced access to util-
ities and other basic services.

Strategic planning for post-war development is,
first and foremost, a navigation mechanism in the face
of external and internal uncertainty, multifaceted influ-
ences, and fundamental economic changes confronting

countries that have experienced deep post-crisis struc-
tural deformations.

The process of strategizing, implementing regional
infrastructure projects, and enabling territorial commu-
nities to achieve relevant goals for their own develop-
ment requires the involvement of effective management
decisions, tools, and mechanisms specifically for effi-
cient strategic planning, programming, and project man-
agement.

An adaptive program-project approach to commu-
nity development strategizing, in contrast to traditional
program-target planning, considers projects recom-
mended for implementation as the object of manage-
ment. Thus, the program-project approach possesses the
features and serves as an innovative management tech-
nology for territorial development.

Simultaneously, infrastructure project screening
serves as a systemic tool for assessing and subsequently
modeling regional post-war development, as it is sys-
tematic, incorporates adaptive iterative logic—-meaning
the ability to analyze and model the further development
process of regional infrastructure based on obtained in-
dicators and quantitative metrics.

Post-war development is a unigue phenomenon
that requires both short-term and long-term strategic
planning. The research materials present and justify a
number of recommendations for enhancing the effec-
tiveness of infrastructure planning in the post-war de-
velopment of regions and communities, including:

e A comprehensive approach to the strategizing
process has been proposed by augmenting the program-
project approach, substantiated in the author's previous
research as an innovative management technology for
territorial development, with an institutional-service
component. This addition enables the shift from an ob-
ject-based to a service-oriented mindset.

e detailed combined case of infrastructure project
metrics, proposed to supplement the presented case with
agile metrics. This particular toolKkit is the most adapted
and has proven most effective in conditions of extreme
environmental dynamism and high uncertainty;

e the architecture of screening methods is pre-
sented, and the stages of its implementation are system-
atized.

For Ukraine, which will emerge from military ac-
tions under non-standard, unique conditions, the process
of modeling post-war recovery will require a holistic vi-
sion of the effects, extremely rational use of resources,
and not just quantitative, but precisely qualitative re-
vival of all spheres of life.

Undoubtedly, regional infrastructure is the corner-
stone of the country's post-war recovery. It is strategiz-
ing and modeling based on the efficient use of resources
and the assessment of the impact of already imple-
mented infrastructure projects that become intellectual
tools for forecasting the country's development, inte-
grating information from various sources, and designing
interrelationships between the actors of post-war recov-
ery over a time horizon.

217

Exonomiunnii Bicauk Joubacy Ne 4 (82), 2025

ISSN 1817-3772



0. Borodina, T. Korytko

LITERATURE

1. Anpanranis cTpareryBaHHs cMapT-clienianizaunii B perionax YKpaiHu : KojekTuBHa MoHorpadis / 3a 3ar. pex B. 1. Jlsmenka;
HAH Vkpaiuu, [H-T ekorHomiku npom-cri. Kuis, 2025. 354 c. https://doi.org/10.37405/ASSSRU.2025

2. IndpacTpyKTypHI IPOEKTH PO3BUTKY TEPUTOPIH: CTpaTEeTiuHi NIPIOPUTETH Ta IHHOBaLiiiHI PIlIEHHS: KOJICKTUBHA MOHOTpadis
/ 3a pen. B. Omenbsinenka, O. Omenbsnenko. HAH Vkpainu, [H-T ekoHOMiku npoMm-cTi; CyMcbkuil epik. nen. yH-T imeHi A. C. Ma-
kapenka. Kuis; Cymu, 2025. 230 c. https://doi.org/10.37405/IPTD.2025

3. 3abmonceka I. B., Porozsn 0. C., Xangiii O. O. MeTonndHMiA MaTepH 3 OLIHIOBAHHS EKOHOMIYHUX Ta COIIIaTbHUX Pe3yIIbTaTIB
po30yIOBH TEPUTOPIi BIAHOBICHHS (Ha MPHKIAAi TEPUTOpiabHUX rpoMana JloHembkoro periony). Pecionanvua exonomira. 2024.
Ne 1 (111). C. 5-15. https://doi.org/10.36818/1562-0905-2024-1-1

4. Rosenstein-Rodan P.N. Notes on the theory of the «Big Push». Cambridge, 1957.

5. Asheim B., Grillitsch M., Trippl M. Introduction: Combinatorial Knowledge Bases, Regional Innovation and Development
Dynamics. Economic Geography. 2017. Vol. 93, Iss. 5. P. 429-435. https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2017.1380775

6. Grillitsch M., Martin R., Srholec M. Knowledge Base Combinations and Innovation Performance in Swedish Regions.
Economic Geography. 2017. Vol. 93, Iss. 5. P. 458-479. https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2016.1154442

7. Frangenheim A., Trippl M., Chlebna C. Beyond the Single Path View: Interpath Dynamics in Regional Contexts. Economic
Geography. 2020. Vol. 96, Iss. 1. P. 31-51. https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2019.1685378

8. Todtling F., Trippl M. Regional innovation policies for new path development — beyond neo-liberal and traditional systemic
views. European Planning Studies. 2018. Vol. 26, Iss. 9. P. 1779-1795. https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2018.1457140

9. Hansen T. Bridging regional innovation: cross-border collaboration in the @resund Region. Geografisk Tidsskrift-Danish
Journal of Geography. 2013. Vol. 113, Iss. 1. P. 25-38. https://doi.org/10.1080/00167223.2013.781306

10. Martin R., Simmie J. Path dependence and local innovation systems in city-regions. Innovation. 2008. Vol. 10, Iss. 2-3.
P. 183-196. https://doi.org/10.5172/impp.453.10.2-3.183

11. Cipux 3. O., Koc'ssaenxo I1. I'. [ndpacTpykTypHi IpoekTH Maii0y THEOTO y PO3BUTKY IPOMaJl y HMIiCIIBOEHHUM 1epion. Axmy-
anvhi npobremu innosayitinoi exonomiku ma npasa. 2025. Ne 4. C. 68-73. https://doi.org/10.36887/2524-0455-2025-4-16

12. bopogina O. A., [InetasoB M. 1., Baxnakosa B. B. /Iep:kaBHa miaTpuMKa ICOKYIIOBaHUX TEPUTOPiil. Yaconuc ekoHoMIuHUX
peghopm. 2025. Ne 1 (57). C. 92-106. https://doi.org/10.32620/cher.2025.1.11

13. Bopoaina O. (2024). TeopeTnuHi Ta METOANYHI MiIXOJH JO OLIHKK BIUIMBY COLIAJIbHO-€KOHOMIUHOI iHppACTPYKTYpH Ha
MiCLIeBHI €KOHOMIYHHI PO3BUTOK. Exonomixa ma npaso. Ne 74(3). C. 101-115. https://doi.org/10.15407/econlaw.2024.03.101

14. 17 Goals to Transform Our World. UN. URL: https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/

15. Ocena efektow oraz systemu zarzgdzania i wdrazania Szwajcarsko-Polskiego Programu Wspodlpracy: Raport koncowy.
Ministerstwo Rozwoju. Warszawa, czerwiec 2017. URL: https://www.programszwajcarski.gov.pl/media/44166/Raport_koncowy_ew-
aluacja_SPPW_PL .pdf

16. G20 Quality Infrastructure Investment. URL: https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/linked-documents/reg-54036-001-tar-
1d-02.pdf

17. Kpasuuk Jl., 3apyuska O., 3axapkina JI., Kpimxkosa I1., Bakymsuux O., Jlonenko, T. MexaHi3M OUKIIYHO-THHAMIYHOTO
CKPHUHIHTY JiSUIHOCTI Cy0’€KTiB NMepBHHHOTO (iHaHCOBOro MoHiTOpuHry B ymoBax Biiinn. ®IHAHCOBO-KPEJAUTHA AIAJIb-
HICTb: npo6semu teopii i mpaktuku. 2025. Ne 3 (62). C. 210-228. https://doi.org/10.55643/fcaptp.3.62.2025.4809

18. Ierpoga I. I1., IlInnenaunpkwuii I1. 1. [Ty6niuno-niprBaTHE MapTHEPCTBO Y MMOBOEHHIH BinOya0BiI YKpaiH!: OCHOBHI BUKIIMKH
Ta HaNpsIMH PO3BUTKY. Ynpagninus exonomikow: meopis ma npaxmuka. Yymauenxiecoki uumanns. 2024. C. 140-153.
https://doi.org/10.37405/2221-1187.2024.140-153

19. Przewodnik po analizie kosztdw i korzys$ci projektow inwestycyjnych Narzedzie analizy ekonomicznej polityki spdjnosci
2014-2020. Komisja Europejska. 2014, Grudzien. URL: https://www.funduszeeuropejskie.gov.pl/media/115282/Prze-
wodnik_AKK_14 20 pl.pdf

20. State single project pipeline. DREAM-analytics portal. https://bi.dream.gov.ua/#/spp (nara 3sepuenns 09.11.2025)

Haoiwna oo peoaxyii 18.11.2025 p.
Ipuiinsma 0o opyxy 16.12.2025 p.

REFERENCES

1. Lyashenko, V. I. (Ed.). (2025) Adaptation of smart specialization strategy in regions of Ukraine [collective monograph]. Kyiv.
https://doi.org/10.37405/ASSSRU.2025

2. Omelyanenko, V., & Omelyanenko, O. (2025). Infrastructure projects for the development of territories: strategic priorities
and innovative solutions [collective monograph]. Kyiv; Sumy. https://doi.org/10.37405/IPTD.2025

3. Zablodska, I. V., Rogozyan, Yu. S., & Khandiy, O. O. (2024). Methodological pattern for assessing the economic and social
results of the development of recovery territories (on the example of territorial communities of the Donetsk region). Regional Economy,
1(111), 5-15. https://doi.org/10.36818/1562-0905-2024-1-1.

4. Rosenstein-Rodan P. N. Notes on the theory of the «Big Push». Cambridge, 1957.

5. Asheim, B., Grillitsch, M., & Trippl, M. (2017). Introduction: Combinatorial Knowledge Bases, Regional Innovation and
Development Dynamics. Economic Geography, 93(5), 429-435. https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2017.1380775

6. Grillitsch, M., Martin, R., & Srholec, M. (2017). Knowledge Base Combinations and Innovation Performance in Swedish
Regions. Economic Geography, 93(5), 458-479. https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2016. 1154442

7. Frangenheim, A., Trippl, M., & Chlebna, C. (2020). Beyond the Single Path View: Interpath Dynamics in Regional Contexts.
Economic Geography, 96(1), 31-51. https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2019.1685378

8. Todtling, F., & Trippl, M. (2018). Regional innovation policies for new path development — beyond neo-liberal and traditional
systemic views. European Planning Studies, 26(9), 1779-1795. https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2018.1457140

9. Hansen, T. (2013). Bridging regional innovation: cross-border collaboration in the @resund Region. Geografisk Tidsskrift-
Danish Journal of Geography, 113(1), 25-38. https://doi.org/10.1080/00167223.2013.781306

10. Martin, R., & Simmie, J. (2008). Path dependence and local innovation systems in city-regions. Innovation, 10(2-3), 183-
196. https://doi.org/10.5172/impp.453.10.2-3.183

11. Siryk, Z. O., & Kos'yanenko, P. G. (2025). Infrastructure projects of the future in the development of communities in the
post-war period. Current problems of innovation economics and law, 4, 68-73. https://doi.org/10.36887/2524-0455-2025-4-16

218
ISSN 1817-3772 Exonomiunwmii Bicuuk J{onbacy Ne 4 (82), 2025



https://doi.org/10.36818/1562-0905-2024-1-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095
https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2016
https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2019.1685378
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2018.1457140
https://doi.org/10.1080/00167223.2013.781306
https://doi.org/10.5172/impp.453.10.2-3.183
https://doi.org/10.15407/econlaw.2024.03.101
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/
https://www.programszwajcarski.gov.pl/media/44166/Raport_koncowy_ewaluacja_SPPW_PL.pdf
https://www.programszwajcarski.gov.pl/media/44166/Raport_koncowy_ewaluacja_SPPW_PL.pdf
https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/linked-documents/reg-54036-001-tar-ld-02.pdf
https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/linked-documents/reg-54036-001-tar-ld-02.pdf
https://doi.org/10.55643/fcaptp.3.62.2025.4809
https://www.funduszeeuropejskie.gov.pl/media/115282/Przewodnik_AKK_14_20_pl.pdf
https://www.funduszeeuropejskie.gov.pl/media/115282/Przewodnik_AKK_14_20_pl.pdf
https://bi.dream.gov.ua/#/spp
https://doi.org/10.36818/1562-0905-2024-1-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095
https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2016
https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2019.1685378
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2018.1457140
https://doi.org/10.1080/00167223.2013.781306
https://doi.org/10.5172/impp.453.10.2-3.183

0. Borodina, T. Korytko

12. Borodina, O. A., Pletnev, M. I., & Vakhlakova, B. V. (2025). State support for deoccupied territories. Journal of economic
reforms, 1(57), 92-106. https://doi.org/10.32620/cher.2025.1.11

13. Borodina, O. (2024). Theoretical and methodological approaches to assessing the impact of socio-economic infrastructure
on local economic development. Economics and Law, 74(3), 101-115. https://doi.org/10.15407/econlaw.2024.03.101

14. UN (n.d.). 17 goals for societal transformation. https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/

15. Ministerstwo Rozwoju (2017, czerwiec). Ocena efektow oraz systemu zarzadzania i wdrazania Szwajcarsko-Polskiego Pro-
gramu Wspotpracy [Raport koncowy]. Warszawa. https://www.programszwajcarski.gov.pl/media/44166/Raport_koncowy_ewalu-
acja_SPPW_PL.pdf [in Polish].

16. G20 Quality Infrastructure Investment (n.d.). https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/linked-documents/reg-54036-001-tar-
1d-02.pdf

17. Kravchyk, D., Zarutska, O., Zakharkina, L., Krishkova, P., Vakulchyk, O., & Dotsenko, T. (2025). Mechanism of cyclical-
dynamic screening of the activities of primary financial monitoring entities in wartime. Financial and Credit Activity Problems of
Theory and Practice, 3(62), 210-228. https://doi.org/10.55643/fcaptp.3.62.2025.4809

18. Petrova, I. P., & Shylepnytskyi, P. I. (2024) Public-private partnership in the post-war reconstruction of Ukraine: main chal-
lenges and directions of development. Economic management: theory and practice. Chumachenkovski readings, 140-153.
https://doi.org/10.37405/2221-1187.2024.140-153

19. Komisja Europejska (2014, Grudzien). Przewodnik po analizie kosztoéw i korzysci projektow inwestycyjnych
Narzedzie analizy ekonomicznej polityki spojnosci 2014-2020. https://www.funduszeeuropejskie.gov.pl/media/115282/Prze-
wodnik_AKK_14 20 pl.pdf [in Polish].

20. State single project pipeline (n.d.). DREAM-analytics portal. Retrieved November 09, 2025, from https://bi.dream.gov.ua/#/spp

Received: 18.11.2025
Accepted: 16.12.2025

Borodina O., Korytko T. Screening technologies for infrastructure projects for post-war restoration of regions of
Ukraine

The research conducted in the article is devoted to the consideration of screening as a technology for assessing and filtering
potential projects for the development of regional infrastructure based on their feasibility, potential for success and compliance with
the strategic goals of post-war development of the territory. The close connection between infrastructure development and the trans-
formation of domestic policy in the context of the challenges of wartime and the risks of post-war uncertainty is emphasized. Based on
the analysis of the current socio-economic cross-section of territorial development, the need for a differentiated approach to the recon-
struction of each community is noted. Transparent mechanisms for attracting and controlling the use of investment funds are identified
as a necessary condition for effective post-war development. Screening, as one of the organizational technologies for project manage-
ment that provide the above requirements, is a relevant and acceptable mechanism for foreign partners. It lies in the plane of the
Principles of Quality Infrastructure Investment (QII Principles), adopted in 2019 within the framework of the G20 activities, and en-
sures project risk management. The analysis of screening as a continuous management mechanism that helps minimize project uncer-
tainty allowed the stakeholders of the infrastructure investment process to be systematized and a case study of screening methods was
proposed. The study paid special attention to metrics as indicators of the state of the system in general and indicators of the effectiveness
of infrastructure projects, and a combined approach to determining their set in the process of infrastructure design of post-war devel-
opment was proposed. Based on the research materials, the entire process of conducting a screening assessment of infrastructure pro-
jects was systematized with its detailing into stages. It was found that the adaptive program-project approach to community develop-
ment strategizing, unlike traditional program-target planning, has the characteristics and plays the role of an innovative management
technology for territorial development.

Keywords: screening, infrastructure projects, post-war development, regions, project management.

Bopoaina O. A., Koputbko T. 0. Texnosorii ckpuHiHry iH(ppacTpyKTypHUX NPOEKTIB I NOBOEHHOI0 BiTHOBJICHHS
perioHiB Ykpainu

JlocmimKeHHs, IPOBEIEHE Y CTATTI, IPUCBIYCHO PO3IIISAY CKPUHIHTY K TEXHOJIOTIT OI[IHKK Ta (hiIbTpallii MOTEHIIHHIX IIPO-
€KTiB PO3BUTKY PETiOHANLHOI iHGPACTPYKTYpPH HA OCHOBI IXHLOI AOLIILHOCTI, HOTEHLIaNy YCIIXy Ta BiANOBIIHOCTI cTpaTeriyHuM
LIISIM ITOBOEHHOT'O PO3BUTKY TepuTOpii. HaromoreHo Ha TICHOMY 3B’ 3Ky PO3BUTKY 1H(PACTPYKTYypH Ta TpaHchopMarlii BHyTPIITHBOT
MOJIITHKKA B YMOBaX BHUKIJIHKIB BOEHHOTO 4Yacy Ta PU3WKIB MOBOEHHOI HEBH3HA4YeHOCTI. Ha OCHOBI aHami3y aKTyaJbHOTO COLiaIbHO-
€KOHOMIYHOTO 3Pi3y TEPUTOPIaIbHOTO PO3BHUTKY Bil3HAUYEHO HEOOXiAHICTh MU(EPEHIIHOBAHOTO MiAX01y 0 BiA0YI0BHU KOXKHOI IPO-
maan. HeoOXimHO0 yMOBOIO €(heKTHBHOIO ITOBOEHHOIO PO3BUTKY BH3HAYCHO IMPO30PI MEXAHI3MH 3aly4eHHS Ta KOHTPOIIIO 32 BUKO-
PHUCTAHHAM IHBECTHILIHHUX KOIITIB. CKPUHIHT, SIK OJ{HA 3 OPraHi3alliiHIX TEXHOJIOTIH YITPaBIiHHS MPOEKTAMHU, 10 3a0e3MeUyIOTh Ha-
BEJICHI BUMOTH, € aKTYaJIbHUM Ta MPUHUHATHUAM JUIS iHO3EMHUX MMapTHEPIB Mexai3MoM. BiH nexurs y mionusi [TpHHIUIIB SKiCHHX
iHppactpykrypuux iHBectuilii (Ipuamumu QII), npuiiaatux y 2019 pori y pamkax aisiasHOCTi G20, Ta 3a0e3meuye ynpaBIiHHSI
PU3MKAMU IIPOEKTIB. AHAIII3 CKPHHIHTY SIK O€3[IePEPBHOr0 YIIPABIIHCHKOTO MEXaHI3MY, [0 JOIIOMAara€ MiHiMi3yBaTH HEBU3HAYEHICTh
MPOEKTIB, J03BOJIMB CHCTEMATH3YBaTH CTEMKXOJIEPIB MPOLECY iHOPACTPYKTYPHOTO iHBECTYBAHHS Ta 3alPOINOHYBATH KEWC METOIIB
mpoBeAcHHs CKpuHiHTy. OKpeMoi yBaru y AOCTIIKEeHHI MPUIIICHO METPUKaM SIK IHIMKATOpaM CTaHH CUCTEMH B3araji Ta IHIUKaTO-
paM e(peKTUBHOCTI IH(DPACTPYKTYPHUX IPOEKTIB, 3aIIPOITIOHOBAHO KOMOIHOBAHMI MiAXIJ O BU3HAYCHHS iX HAOOpy y mporieci indpa-
CTPYKTYPHOI'O TMIPOEKTYBAHHS MOBOEHHOI'O PO3BUTKY. Ha OCHOBI MaTepialliB JOCHIHKEHHS MPOBEICHO CHCTEMATH3AIII0 YChOTO MPO-
1IeCy MPOBEACHHS CKPUHIHTOBOI OIIIHKH 1HPPACTPYKTYPHUX IIPOEKTIB i3 JeTajizali€ero Horo Ha etanu. KoHcTaroBaHo, 110 afanTHBHUI
MIPOTPAMHO-TIPOEKTHHH MIiAXIN MO CTpaTeryBaHHS PO3BHTKY TPOMaJl, Ha BIIMIHY BiJ TPaAWIIHOTO MPOTPAMHO-IIILOBOTO IUIAHY-
BaHHs, Ma€ O3HAKH Ta BUKOHYE POJIb IHHOBALIMHOT yIIPaBIiHCHKOT TEXHOJIOTIT PO3BUTKY TEPUTOPII.

Kniouoei cnosa: ckpuHiHT, iHGPACTPYKTYPHI IPOEKTH, TOBOEHHHUI PO3BHTOK, PET10HH, YIPABIIHHS MIPOEKTAMH.
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