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AN INNOVATING INSTITUTIONAL GOVERNANCE IN UKRAINE:
REBRANDING THE COUNTRY DUE REGAINING PUBLIC TRUST

B ackground. This manuscript examines how innovative institutional governance — polycentric mechanisms in particular,
with country rebranding in overall, could finalize in regaining public trust towards State, strengthen democratic governance,
improve co-operation among all levels of Public Governance, in period of social transformations and post-war recovery.

Methods. Theresearch applies a multi-layered analytical framework combining the methods and approaches with includes
Institutional and Public Administration approaches. Normative institutional design analysis, drawing on polycentric governance
theory to construct an alternative institutional architecture suitable for transitional democracies. Comparative review of distance
interrelation and anti-corruption reforms in Ukraine, identifying structural constraints embedded within the post-Soviet
administrative legacy. Analysis of polycentric governance models and decentralization practices. Case-study analysis of Ukrainian
reforms. Conceptual designing, developing a polycentric governance framework tailored to Ukraine’'s constitutional and political
context. Strategic governance marketing analysis integrating insights from public sector communication theory to assess how
institutional legitimacy can be strengthened through transparency and performance reporting.

R e s ults. The findings reveal that institutional innovation is one of the other main factors to ensure transparency and
accountability in governance. Polycentric governance style is to strengthen co-operation between central authorities and, local
governance, society and communities. That, rebranding Ukraine internally could improve its image and credibility abroad. Public
trust is regained once the reforms are effective, transparent, and citizen-oriented. Transition following the democratic track is
ensured when corruption, bureaucratic resistance or red-tap, unequal regional capacities, and other challenges are overcome.

Conclusions. The article concludes, successfully recovery and democratic transition of Ukraine heavily depend on
comprehensive institutional modernization, introducing polycentric governance model, transparency, citizen cohesion, and
effective country rebranding. Rebuilding and regaining public trust towards State is identified as one of major factors for economic
sustainability political stability, post-war recovery, European integration.
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European integration.

Background

Currently, Ukraine has experienced high level of corruption
on every level of Public Governance, weak institutions, living
under martial law, political uncertainty, low public confidence in
State and trust. The Revolution of Dignity 2014 aftermath, the
country's aspirations towards European Union, reforms in
decentralization, transparency, governance digitalization, all
these aspects became major. Therefore, institutional
innovation, polycentric governance, and country rebranding
featured as vital instruments for renovation of democratic
legitimacy and regaining public trust towards State and public
institutions.

Generally, polycentric governance refers us to a system, in
which multiple decision-making centers co-operate, including
national, regional and local levels. Such an approach has
become relevant in Ukraine by decentralization reforms, higher
level of public cohesion, interconnection between public
institutions and = communities',  and introducing digital
instruments fin Public Governance or for broader scale.

In the prospects above, the manuscript examines how
modernization in Public Governance, includes polycentric
gover-nance mechanisms, could contribute to enhancing the
management process in general, improving the image of
Ukraine abroad, strengthening institutional effectiveness,
regaining public trust and confidence.

The purpose of the article is to systematically analyze
how innovative institutional governance, polycentric gover-
nance mechanisms, country rebranding could assist State
regain public trust, improve State legitimacy, strengthen
democratic governance, improve cooperation among
governmental, local, and public communities during social
transformation, and post-war recovery.
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Sources. The concept of polycentric governance is most
prominently associated with the work of Vincent and Elinor
Ostrom, who challenged the presumption that centralized
authority is inherently more efficient or legitimate (Ostrom,
1990; Ostrom, 2010; Ostrom, Tiebout, & Warren, 1961).
Polycentric systems, as defined in their scholarship, consist of
multiple decision-making centers operating with autonomy
under an overarching set of rules. Such systems foster
experimentation, mutual monitoring, and adaptive learning.
Subsequent scholarships in  Public Administration and
institutional economics have expanded this framework.
Scholars of new institutionalism emphasize that institutional
performance depends not only on formal rules but also on
norms, incentives, and reputational mechanisms (North, 1990;
Meyer, & Rowan, 1977). Governance network theory further
suggests that complex societies are better managed through
horizontal coordination among public, private, and civil actors
rather than through rigid hierarchies (Klijn, & Koppenjan, 2016;
Pierre, & Peters, 2000). In post-socialist contexts, however,
institutional reforms have frequently relied on transplanting
Western legal and administrative models without fully
transforming governance cultures (Shah et al., 2006; Treisman,
2007). Studies of post-Soviet States demonstrate that formal
decentralization does not automatically yield genuine
autonomy or accountability if fiscal and informational
dependencies remain centralized. Research on public trust
underscores the relationship between transparency, procedural
fairness, and perceived effectiveness. Trust increases when
citizens observe consistent rule enforcement, opportunities for
participation, and measurable policy outcomes (European, &
Van de Walle, 2003; Grimmelikhuijsen et al., 2013).
Conversely, centralized opacity and selective enforcement
from erode confidence even when formal forms are

© Taran Yevhenii, Verbytska Marharyta, 2025


https://doi.org/​10.​17721/​3041-​1912.​2025/​4-​7/​10
mailto:yevhenii.taran@knu.ua
mailto:margover5559993@gmail.com

~ 48 ~

B 1 CH WU K Kuiscbkoro HauioHanbHoro yHisepcurety imeHi Tapaca LlleBueHka

implemented (Rothstein, 2009). Despite this extensive
literature, there remains a gap in applying polycentric
governance theory systematically to the Ukrainian institutional
context, particularly in linking structural re-design with strategic
institutional communication. This manuscript seeks to bridge
that gap by proposing an integrated analytical and practical

framework. This literature review, despite being theoretical,
is proved and represented by Tab. 1 and 2. Showing
correlation between governance structure components by
country and comparative institutional performance.

Table 1
Governance structure components by country
T Policy authority Local fiscal Citizen participation
Country Constitutional model distribution authonomy mechanisms
Germany Federal cooperative S hareq legislation * High Fe_de_ral—state
Lander implementation negotiation systems
Administrative &
Poland Unitary decentralized development functions Medium-high Lor(e:}?(ljrsne]lz—géns\{e:{ggnoe)nt
to municipalities p
Central coordination +
. . L digitally enabled . E-governance
Estonia Unitary digital state distributed service . participation tools
delivery
) ’ Strong cantonal ) Direct democracy
Switzerland Federal confederation sovereignty Very high at all levels
Unitary but locally Municipal responsibility Strong local
Nordic municipal model dominant service for welfare and public Very high accour?tabilit
delivery services Y

Sources. OECD trust survey, open government data development & digital state capacity (peer-reviewed comparative studies),

governance transparency and innovation benchmarks.

Table 2
Comparative institutional performance
Institutional Regional policy Digital . . .
Country / model architecture innovation governance capacity Crisis resilience Key structural driver
German Federal cooperative ngh_ - Land_er High High Shared‘ rl‘JIe‘ and
multi-level experimentation subsidiarity
Strong regional . .
. . : . Administrative
Poland Decentralized unitary developmg_nt since Moderate Moderate-high decentralization reform
transition
) Digitally coordinated Strong digital . . Data driven governance
Estonia distributed governance | innovation ecosystem T nigh Qiah infrastructure
. Extreme federal Very high - cantonal . . Direct democracy
Switzerland polycentric system experimentation High Very high and fiscal autonomy
Nordic municipal Mun|C|p_aI service H|gh local v_velfare High Very high Local service
model dominance innovation responsibility

Sources. OECD trust survey, open government data development & digital state capacity (peer-reviewed comparative studies),

governance transparency and innovation benchmarks.

Methods

This study employs a qualitative institutional analysis
grounded in comparative governance theory and gover-
nance reforms. The methodology combines the methods
and approaches as the following. Institutional and Public
Administration approaches. Normative institutional design
analysis, drawing on polycentric governance theory to
construct an alternative institutional architecture suitable for
transitional democracies. Comparative review of distance
interrelation and anti-corruption reforms in Ukraine, identi-
fying structural constraints embedded within the post-Soviet
administrative legacy. Analysis of polycentric governance
models and decentralization practices. Case-study analysis
of Ukrainian reforms. Conceptual modeling, developing a
polycentric governance framework tailored to Ukraine's
constitutional and political context. Strategic governance
marketing analysis integrating insights from public sector
communication theory to assess how institutional legiti-
macy can be strengthened through transparency and
performance reporting.

The study does not rely on an empirical dataset only; rather,
it synthesizes existing institutional performance assessments
and theoretical insights to construct a policy-oriented model. The
goal is not merely descriptive, but prescriptive: to outline feasible
pathways for institutional innovation (Tab. 36, Fig. 1).

The integration of these methods provides a
comprehensive analytical toolkit that allows us not only to
diagnose governance shortcomings, but also to generate
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transferable lessons for democratic States operating in
conditions of uncertainty, social transitions.

Results

Democratic reformers believe in institutions and in the
capacity of citizens to cooperate through them. They believe that
the state must remain present, yet its authority must be
legitimate, accountable, and continuously justified through
performance (Beetham, 2013; Rothstein, 2009). Ukraine, more
than three decades after independence and amid existential
security challenges, faces a fundamental institutional question:
how can a post-Soviet governance model be transformed into a
trust-generating democratic architecture?

The inherited institutional framework was designed for
hierarchical control rather than participatory responsiveness.
Centralization, vertical chains of command, and limited
transparency characterized governance structures across
administrative sectors (Treisman, 2007). While successive ways
of reform — decentralization, anti-corruption measures,
digitalization initiatives — have modernized specific functions, the
underlying logic of institutional design often remains centralized
and reactive. Public trust in institutions in transitional
demaocracies is not merely a sociological variable; it is a strategic
resource. Trust affects compliance, civic participation, tax morale,
reform sustainability, and national resilience (Fukuyama, 1995;
Putnam, 1993).

In the Ukrainian case, restoring and sustaining public trust is
inseparable from broader processes of European integration and
democratic consolidation. Some results have demonstrated on
the Fig. 2—4 accordingly.
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Comparison of public trust in institutions in Ukraine versus EU average by indicators Table s
Indicator Ukraine EU average/benchmark
Government effectiveness (WGI score) —0.30 (2019) ~1.00 EU avg.
Rule of law (WGI score) —0.70 (2019) ~1.10 EU avg.
Voice & accountability (WGI score) 0.06 (2019) ~1.20 EU avg.
Corruption perceptions index 36 (2025) ~ 64 EU avg.
Public Service Satisfaction ~ 54 % trust government/services ~ 70 % EU avg.
EU accession governance benchmark Partial (candidate status) Full compliance
compliance

Sources. Developed by author according to [WGI values from World Bank governance dataset, CPl scores from Transparency
International, Public trust surveys (KIIS, EUAM), EU benchmark comparison derived from EU candidate progress assessments
and enlargement benchmarks].

Comparison of public trust in institutions in Ukraine versus EU average by indicators reverted into a generalized 100 poir-1rt2bslcealia1
Indicator Ukraine EU
Government effectiveness 44 70
Rule of law 36 72
Voice & accountability 51 74
CPI 36 64
Service satisfaction 54 70
EU governance alignment 45 100

Sources. Developed by author according to (WGI values from World Bank governance dataset, CPl scores from
(Transparency International, n. d.), Public trust surveys (KIIS, EUAM), EU benchmark comparison derived from EU candidate progress
assessments and enlargement benchmarks).

30

20

Fig. 1. Corruption Perceptions Index Ukraine trend line (2013-2025)
Sources. Visualized by the author based on Transparency International CPI datasets.

Table 5
Government effectiveness before and after decentralization reform
Period Score
2010 (preform) -0.78
2014 (reform start) -041
2017 —0.46
2018 -0.42
2019 —-0.30

Sources. World Bank. 2022. The World Bank Group in Ukraine, 2012—2020. Country Program Evaluation. Independent Evaluation Group.
Washington, DC: World Bank.
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Table 6
Public trust in authorities (post-reform)
Institution Trust, %
National government 54
Regional administrations 49
Local authorities 51

Sources. Level of trust in State bodies of Ukraine in 2023 by KIIS surveys.

Trust in National vs Local Government in Ukraine (2020-2024)
55 A

50 A

Trust (%)

25 A

2020.0 2020.5 2021.0 2021.5 2022.0 2022.5 2023.0 2023.5 2024.0
Year

Fig. 2. Trust by Ukrainian population in national government compared to local one in Ukraine (2020-2024),
where blue line indicates national government and orange line represents local government
Sources. Developed by authors based on KIIS nationwide trust survey (Razumkov surveys, 2020-2024).

Institutional Trust: Ukraine vs EU Average

Trust (%)

\d \ S
ernmeT o iame” Cour®

Institution
Fig. 3. Comparison of institutional trust for Ukraine and EU average, where blue graph represents Ukraine data

and orange graph indicates EU
Sources. OECD trust survey, Eurobarometer.
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Institutional Trust Ranking in Ukraine (~2024, Razumkov synthesis)
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Fig. 4. Institutional trust ranking in Ukraine

Sources. Razumkov survey's synthesis circa 2024.

The strong point, Ukraine must move beyond
incremental reform and adopt a polycentric of institutional
governance. By distributing decision-making authority
across multiple, overlapping centers of competence — while
ensuring coordination, transparency, and accountability —
State can reduce systemic fragility and enhance legitimacy
(Ostrom, 2010; Shah et al., 2006). Our position, through an
integrated framework combining institutional re-design and
strategic governance marketing, Ukraine can reconfigure
public institutions as cooperative platforms rather than
distant hierarchies.

Discussion and conclusions

Ukraine's path toward democratic consolidation and
sustained public trust depends on many factors, includes
increasing the innovative function of Public Governance
(Bondar, 2025), institutional innovation. The post-Soviet model,
characterized by hierarchical centralization, cannot alone meet
the demands of a dynamic, participatory of society.

Moreover, in terms of post-war successfully recovery,
Ukrainian model of governance has to follow democratic
development, comprehensive institutional modernization,
transparency, citizen engagement, and consistent country
rebranding.

To ensure the sustainability, rebuilding public trust is a
determinant of political stability, economic recovery, and
European integration. The authors have argued, polycentric
governance offers a viable alternative. By distributing autho-
rity across multiple interconnected centers while maintaining
constitutional coherence, Ukraine can enhance institutional
resilience and responsiveness. When combined with the
strategic governance marketing grounded in transparency
and measurable performance, such a model transforms
institutions  from abstract authorities into accountable
partners. Public trust is not restored through symbolic
reform. It emerges when citizens observe consistent alignment
between institutional design, institutional behavior, and
institutional com-munication. For our point, a polycentric
governance framework multiplies opportunities for such
alignment. Rethinking institu-tional governance is not merely a
technical exercise. It is a democratic imperative. Through
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structural re-design and communicative transparency, Ukraine
can move beyond the legacy of centralized control and cultivate
a governance system rooted in cooperation, accountability, and
public trust.

To add, governance innovation won't be limited to
admi-nistrative innovation only, but also incorporate
polycentric governance mechanisms, to introduce and
encourage cooperation among all levels of Public
Governance system including civil society organizations,
local communities, and citizens.

The public authorities' input, digital transformation and
decentralization are going to be introduced as practical
mechanisms for improving transparence, reducing corruption,
increasing public cohesion. We focus, polycentric
governance, from the other side, improve institutional
flexibility, particularly during social transformation, or postwar
recovery, by sharing decision-making functions amid different
governance levels.

In addition, the importance of country rebranding in
designing both domestic and international image of Ukraine
is vital. By presenting itself as democratic, reform-successful
subject of international law system, decentralized, Ukraine
could reach its strategic integration goals in more sufficient
manner and time period. At the same time, our acknowled-
gement, the rebranding alone could turn to become insuf-
ficient, without supporting by institutional transformation and
effective governance decisions.

To resume, we argue, at the same time the institutional
innovation with country rebranding, these are the main
factors in reaching public trust in State.

Future studies, in combining qualitative and quantitative
methods, could provide more comprehensive results on how
the institutional innovation, altogether with polycentric
governance, they could contribute to sustainable, democratic,
social cohesion in Ukraine due to increasing public trust
towards Ukrainian State.

Further research could focus on analyzing the long-
term effectiveness of institutional reforms, particularly
focused on public trust, democratic cohesion and
participation, governance quality.
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Finally, broader strategic impact could be ensured by
deeper insights into governance modernization strategies. In
particular, related to the role of digitalization in empowering
transparency and citizen cohesion; the influence role of
media and public communication on country rebranding;
institutional reforms in public perceptions across different
regions of Ukraine; indicators to set and analyze of public
trust and institutional legitimacy over time and last but not
the least, the role of international organizations, from one
part, and European integration, from the other — in ensuring
governance innovation stable process.

Authors' contributions: Yevhenii Taran — methodology,
formal analysis, writing-review and editing; Marharyta Verbytska —
conceptualization, investigation, resources data curation, writing-
original draft preparation.

Sources of funding. This study did not receive any grant from
a funding institution in the public, commercial, or non-commercial
sectors.

References

Beetham, D. (2013). The legitimation of power (2nd ed.). Palgrave
Macmillan. URL: https://books.google.com.ua/books?id=P_tGEAAAQBAJ&
printsec=frontcover&hl=ru#v=onepage&q&f=false

Bondar, V. (2025). The innovative function of a State in the conditions of
world hybrid confrontation and era of artificial intelligence. Society and
national interests, 8(16), 375-387. https://doi.org/10.52058/3041-1572-
2025-8(16)-375-387

Bouckaert, G., & Van de Walle, S. (2003). Comparing measures of citizen
trust and user satisfaction as indicators of "good governance": Difficulties in
linking trust and satisfaction indicators. International Review of
Administrative  Sciences, 69(3), 329-343. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0020852303693003

European Commission. (n. d.). Ukraine reports; EU-Ukraine Association
Agreement implementation reports; Enlargement progress reports.

https://enlargement.ec.europa.eu/association-implementation-report-
ukraine_en?prefLang=uk

Fukuyama, F. (1995). Trust: The social virtues and the creation of
prosperity, Nueva York. The Free Press. URL: https://www.researchgate.
net/publication/364585736_Fukuyama_Francis_Trust_the_social_virtues_
and_the_creation_of_properity_Nueva_York_The_Free_Press_1995
ISBN_0-241-13376-9_Howard_Williams_David_Sullivan_and_Gwynn_
Matthews_Francis_Fukuyama_and_the_end

Grimmelikhuijsen, S., Porumbescu, G., Hong, B., & Im, T. (2013). The
effect of transparency on trust in government: A cross-national comparative
experiment. Public Administration Review, 73(4), 575-586. https://www.
researchgate.net/publication/263301206_The_Effect_of_Transparency_
on_Trust_in_Government_A_Cross-National_Comparative_Experiment.

Klijn, E.-H., & Koppenjan, J. (2016). Governance networks in the public
sector. Routledge. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284158898_
Governance_Networks_in_the_Public_Sector.

€sreHin TAPAH, kaHa. noniT. Hayk, Ao,
ORCID ID: 0000-0002-1822-6978
e-mail: yevhenii.taran@knu.ua

KuviBcbkui HalioHanbHUI yHiBepcuTeT imeHi Tapaca LUeB4yeHka, KuiB, YkpaiHa

Mapraputa BEPBULIbKA, marictpaHT
ORCID ID: 0009-0006-0770-6390
e-mail: margover5559993@gmail.com

Meyer, J. W., & Rowan, B. (1977). Institutionalized organizations:
Formal structure, myth and ceremony. American Journal of Sociology,
83(2), 340-363. http://www.iot.ntnu.no/innovation/norsi-pims-courses/
harrison/Meyer%20&%20Rowan%20(1977).PDF

Ministry of Digital Transformation of Ukraine. (n. d.). https://expo.diia.gov.ua

National Agency on Corruption Prevention. (n. d.). Official reports and
data. https://nazk.gov.ua/en

North, D. C. (1990). Institutions, institutional change, and economic
performance. Cambridge University Press. https://www.researchgate.net/
publication/228179880_Institutions_Institutional_Change_and_Economic_
Performance.

Ostrom, E. (1990). Governing the commons: The evolution of institutions
for collective action. Cambridge University Press. https://www.cambridge.
org/core/books/governing-the-commons/
7AB7AE11BADA84409C34815CC288CD79.

Ostrom, E. (2010). Polycentric systems for coping with collective action
and global environmental change. Global Environmental Change, 20(4),
550-557. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2010.07.004.

Ostrom, V., Tiebout, C. M., & Warren, R. (1961). The organization of
government in metropolitan areas: A theoretical inquiry. American Political
Science Review, 55(4), 831-842. https://econpapers.repec.org/article/
cupapsrev/v_3a55_3ay 3al961_3ai_3a04_3ap_3a831-842_5f12.htm

Pierre, J., & Peters, B. G. (2000). Governance, politics, and the state.
Macmillan. https://www.academia.edu/83077326/Governance_politics_
and_the_state

Razumkov Centre.  (2020-2024).  Public  opinion
https://razumkov.org.ua/en/surveys.

Rothstein, B. (2009). Creating political legitimacy: Electoral democracy
versus quality of government. American Behavioral Scientist, 53(3), 311—
330. URL: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/319579428_ Creating_
Political_Legitimacy_Electoral_Democracy_versus_the_Quality_of_
Government

Shah, A, Shah,S., Heymans, Ch.,, Steffensen,J., Qiaqo, B.,
Alok, O.M.V.N., ... Araujo, E. (2006). Local Governance in Developing
Countries. World Bank. URL: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/
268523702_Local_Governance_In_Developing_Countries

Transparency International. (n. d.). Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI).
https://www.transparency.org/en/cpi/2025

Treisman, D. (2007). The Architecture of Government: Rethinking
Political Decentralization. Cambridge University Press. https://doi.org/10.
1017/CB0O9780511619151

United States Agency for International Development. (n.d.). Civil Society
Organization Sustainability Index. https://www.fhi360.org/resources/civil-
society-organization-sustainability-index-reports/

World Bank. (2022). The World Bank Group in Ukraine, 2012—-20: Country
program evaluation. Independent Evaluation Group. https://openknowledge.
worldbank.org/entities/publication/blac221c-3290-4d9c-b7d7-
ef6c6ca8606f

World Values Survey. (n. d.). World Values Survey (WVS). https://www.
worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSContents.jsp.

surveys.

OTpumaHo pepakuiet xypHany / Received: 01.09.25
NMpopeueHszoBaHo / Revised: 12.09.25
CxBaneHo Ao Apyky / Accepted: 18.09.25

KuiBcbkui HalioHanbHUI yHiBepcuTeT imeHi Tapaca LUeB4yeHka, KuiB, YkpaiHa

IHHOBALIII B IHCTUTYLINHOMY YMPABJIHHI B YKPA'I'I-!_I:
PEBPEHOVHI KPAIHM 3ABAOAKM BIAHOBINEHHIO CYCMIJIbHOI OBIPU

B c Ty n. fJocnidxeHo, sk iHHo8ayiliHe iHcmumyuyiliHe ynpaesiiHHs — 30KpeMa nosliueHMpuUYHi MexaHi3mu, i3 pe6peHOUH20M KpaiHu 3a2asiom,
Moke npueecmu do 8iOHoe81eHHs1 Aoesipu 2poMadcbkocmi 0o depxxaeu, 3MiyHEeHHs1 0eMOKpamu4YHO20 ynpaesiHHs, noninweHHs cnienpayi Mix ycima
pieHsMU dep)xagHO20 ynpaesliHHsI 8 nepiod coyianbHUX mMpaHcgopmauyil i nicss80eHHO20 8iOHOBTEHHS.

M e T 0o A4 u. 3acmocoeaHo 6azamopieHesy aHanimuyHy cmpykmypy, w0 noedHye memodu ma niéxodu, oxonmoyu iHcmumyuyiiiHi i depxasHo-
ynpaeniHcbKi, a came: aHasli3 HOpMamueHo20 iHCmMumyuyiliHo2o yknady, CnuparYuchb Ha Meopito NoNiyeHMPUYHO20 ynpaeniHHs, — 0ns1 no6ydosu
anbmepHamueHoi iHcmumyuitiHoi apximekmypu, npudamHoi Ans1 nepexiOHux deMoKpamili; nopieHsINbHUL 0251510 ducmaHyiliHol e3aemodii Ui aHmu-
KopynyiliHux pegbopm e YKpaiHi — Onsi auzHa4eHHs1 cmpyKmypHux o6MexeHb, y6ydoeaHux y nocmpadsiHcbKy adMiHicmpamueHy cnadujuHy; 30itic-
HEeHO makox aHasi3 modesiell nosliyeHMpPU4YHO20 ynpaeJsliHHA ma npakmuku deyeHmpanizayii ma memamuyHux docnidxeHb yKpaiHCbKUX peghopM;
KOHUenmyanbHe Modesto8aHHs, po3po6ieHHs NoniyeHmpuYHoOi cucmemu ynpaesiHHsi, adanmoeaHoi Ao kKoHcmumyuyitiHo2o i Monimu4Ho20 KOHme-
Kcmy Ykpainu; npoeedeHo cmpamezidHuli MapkemuH208uli aHasni3 ynpaeniHHs, w0 iHmeapye 3HaHHs1 meopii kKoMyHikayili ep)xagHo20 ceKkmopy, —
0n1s1 oyiHrO8aHHS1 MO20, sIK iIHcmumyUyiliHy e2imuMHicmb MOXHa nocunumu 3a orMoMo20r0 MPo3opocmi ma 3e8imHocmi Npo eghekmueHicme.

P e3ynbTa T u loka3aHo, wjo iHcmumyuiiiHi iHHoeauii € 0OHUM 3 OCHOBHUX ¢hakmopie 3abe3nedyeHHs1 nNpo3opocmi ma nidzeimHocmi e
ynpaeniuHi. Moniyenmpuy4Huli cmunb ynpaesiHHsA nosnsi2ae y 3MiyHeHHi criienpayi Mix yeHmpanbHUMU op2aHamu es1ladu ma Micyesum camospsidy-
8aHHSIM, cycninbcmeom i epomadamu. Omxxe, pebpeHOUH2 YkpaiHu ecepeduHi KpaiHu MoxXe noninwumu ii iMidx i dosipy 3a kopdoHoM. [pomadcbka
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doeipa eidHoer0EMBLCS, KONU peghopmMu € eheKmueHUMU, NMPO30PUMU Ui OpieHMoB8aHUMU Ha 2pomadsiH. lNepexi0 deMoKkpamMuYyHUM wWiisixoM 3abe3neyy-
embCsl, Konu nodosiaHo Kopynuiro, 6ropokpamuyHuli onip abo 6ropokpamito, HepieHi pezioHarnbHI MoxJ1ueocmi U iHWI 8UKITUKU.

B 1 c H 0 B Kk U. 3p06s1eHO 8UCHOBOK, W0 ycniwHe eiGHo8IeHHSI ma deMoKpamuyYHuli nepexid YkpaiHu 3Ha4HOI Miporo 3asiexxamb 6i0 KOMIIeK-
CHoI iHcmumyuyiliHoi ModepHi3auii, ynpoeadeHHs nosliyueHmpu4Hoi Modesi ynpassliHHs, Mpo30opocmi, 32ypmoeaHocmi 2pomadsiH U egheKmueHo20
pebpeHOuH2y KpaiHu. BiOHoeneHHs1 ma noeepHeHHs1 doeipu 2pomadcbkocmi Ao dep)xaeu eu3Ha4yeHO OOHUM 3 OCHOBHUX ¢hakmopie eKOHOMiYHOI
cmitikocmi, nonimu4yHoi cmabinsHocmi, nicnsieoeHHo20 8iOHOBJIEHHSI, egpornelicbKoi iHmezpaui.

Knwo4yoBi cnoBa: nybniyHe ynpaeniHHs, iHcmumyuiliHi iHHoeauii, 2pomadcbka doeipa, noniyeHmpu4yHe ynpaesiHHsi, 2poMadcbka 32yp-
moeaHicmb, egpornelicbka iHmeapauyisi.

ABTOpM 3as9BNSAIOTH NPO BiACYTHICTb KOH(MIKTY iHTepecis. CnoHcopu He Bpanu yyacTi B po3pobneHHi gocnimkeHHs; y 36opi, aHanisi un
iHTepnpeTauii AaHWX; y HanUCaHHI PyKonucy; B piLLeHHi Npo ny6nikauito pesynbTaTis.
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