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Functional specialization of public institutions in
entrepreneurship governance: Germany’s experience and
opportunities for Ukraine
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Purpose. The purpose of the article is to identify the institutional and functional features of entrepreneurship
governance in Germany, examine the distribution of functions, powers, and responsibilities among key
institutions, and determine elements of the German model relevant to improving entrepreneurship governance
in Ukraine.

Methodology. The study applies a comparative institutional approach based on legislative acts, government
and programme documents, and materials of public institutions. Comparative, structural and functional
analysis, systematization, generalization, and graphical visualization are used.

Findings. The German model combines federal policy coordination with decentralized implementation by
the Léinder and local authorities. Its key feature is the separation of policy formulation from administrative
implementation, regulation, control, and financial support. Federal ministries formulate policy, while specialized
institutions perform administrative, regulatory, supervisory, and financial functions. BAFA implements
programmes, the Federal Cartel Office enforces competition law, the Federal Network Agency regulates network
industries, and KfW provides financial support. Chambers of industry and commerce perform delegated public
functions and represent business interests. The Ukrainian model is more centralized, with a less pronounced
separation of functions and financial support distributed among several institutions.

Originality. The scientific novelty lies in the comparative systematization of the institutional models of
entrepreneurship governance in Germany and Ukraine according to the functional distribution of policy
formulation, administrative implementation, regulation, control, and financial support, which makes it possible
to identify differences in the degree of institutional specialization and functional separation.

Practical value. The results may improve entrepreneurship governance in Ukraine by clarifying institutional
responsibilities, strengthening specialization and coordination, and improving interaction between public
authorities and business.

Keywords: entrepreneurship governance; public institutions; functional specialization; institutional model;
multilevel governance; small and medium-sized enterprises; Germany,; Ukraine.

Introduction

Entrepreneurship governance in the European Union is characterized by a
diversity of institutional models shaped by differences in state organization,
administrative traditions, levels of decentralization, and economic policy. Germany
occupies a particular place among these models due to the combination of a federal
system of public authority, a high level of institutional stability, developed
mechanisms of intergovernmental coordination, and effective interaction between
the state and the business environment. In the context of Ukraine’s deepening
European integration, the reform of central executive authorities, the development
of decentralization, and the challenges of post-war economic recovery, the German
experience is becoming particularly relevant, as it provides an opportunity to
identify institutional arrangements that may be adapted to the Ukrainian system of
entrepreneurship governance.

The German institutional model of entrepreneurship governance is based on
the distribution of functions and powers between the federal level, the Lander,
local authorities, specialized public institutions, and institutions of economic self-
government. Federal authorities formulate the main directions of economic and
entrepreneurship policy, while a significant part of administrative functions and
public programmes is implemented at the regional level and through specialized
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institutions. Of particular importance is the functional separation of policy
formulation from its administrative implementation, regulation, control, and
financial support. In contrast, the Ukrainian model remains more centralized and is
characterized by a less pronounced separation of these functions. This determines
the relevance of a comparative analysis of the two institutional models and the
identification of elements of the German experience that may be considered in
improving entrepreneurship governance in Ukraine.

Literature Review

The institutional foundations of entrepreneurship and the role of public policy
in shaping entrepreneurial activity are widely addressed in recent international
research. S. Dilli, N. Elert, and A. M. Herrmann (2018) examine the institutional
foundations of different types of entrepreneurship, while H. Hottenrott and R.
Richstein (2020) focus on the role of start-up subsidies and the choice of policy
instruments. M. Ferry (2021) analyses approaches to regional policy coordination
in Europe, and A. Kuckertz and A. Brem (2023) consider the German Federal
Government’s Start-up Strategy in the context of supporting innovation and
growth through entrepreneurship. A separate direction of research concerns the
interaction of policy instruments: D. B. Audretsch, E. E. Lehmann, M. Menter, and
N. Seitz (2026) examine the relationship between science policy, cluster policy, and
entrepreneurship in Germany.

Ukrainian research focuses on the institutional mechanisms and instruments of
entrepreneurship support and on the broader conditions of economic development.
P. M. Koval (2024) examines mechanisms and instruments of state policy for
supporting small and medium-sized entrepreneurship, A. B. Kustryn (2024) analyses
the institutional environment of banking support for small business, and A. O.
Lyndiuk and V. V. Boiko (2025) address institutional support for the innovative
development of entrepreneurial activity in territorial communities. Related studies
consider the correspondence of sectoral markets to European models (Osinska, 2022)
and the relationship between industrial-technological development and economic
security (Ilyash, 2021). At the same time, the functional specialization of public
institutions in entrepreneurship governance, particularly the separation of policy
formulation, administrative implementation, regulation, control, and financial
support in Germany and Ukraine, remains insufficiently covered and requires
further comparative analysis.

Against this research background, the formal architecture of entrepreneurship
governance in Germany is determined by constitutional, governmental, and policy
documents regulating the distribution of powers between the Federation and the
Lander and the organization of federal executive authority. The Basic Law of
the Federal Republic of Germany (Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt
fer Justiz, 2026), materials of the Bundesrat (Bundesrat, n.d.), and the Federal
Government (Die Bundesregierung, n.d.-a) establish the principles of federalism,
the allocation of public functions, and the organization of federal ministries. The
role of the Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Energy in economic and
entrepreneurship policy is specified in its organizational structure and policy
materials, including documents on regional economic development and Mittelstand
policy (Bundesministerium fer Wirtschaft und Energie, n.d.-a; 2026a; 2026b).

A separate group of sources concerns the institutional specialization of bodies
involved in the implementation, regulation, and support of entrepreneurship policy.
The National Regulatory Control Council Act (Bundesministerium der Justiz &
Bundesamt for Justiz, 2022) and the legislation governing chambers of industry and
commerce (Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt fur Justiz, 2025a) define
mechanisms of regulatory oversight and economic self-government. The functions
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of the Federal Office for Economic Affairs and Export Control, the Federal Cartel
Office, and the Federal Network Agency are established by the relevant federal
legislation, while the legal framework of KfW and the ERP Special Fund determines
the institutional basis of public financial support for enterprises (Bundesministerium
der Justiz & Bundesamt fvr Justiz, n.d.-a; n.d.-b; n.d.-c; n.d.-d; 2025b). The
Federal Government’s Start-up Strategy (Bundesregierung, 2022) complements this
institutional framework by defining policy priorities for financing, innovation,
digitalization, and the development of start-ups.

The institutional framework of entrepreneurship governance in Ukraine is
determined by the Constitution of Ukraine (Legislation of Ukraine, 1996), the
Law of Ukraine “On the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine” (Legislation of Ukraine,
2014a), and the Law of Ukraine “On Central Executive Authorities” (Legislation of
Ukraine, 2011). The distribution of functions between the Ministry of Economy,
Environment and Agriculture of Ukraine, the Ministry of Finance of Ukraine,
the State Tax Service of Ukraine, the State Customs Service of Ukraine, and the
Antimonopoly Committee of Ukraine is defined by the respective regulations and
legislation (Legislation of Ukraine, n.d.; 2014b; 2019a; 2019b; 1993), while the
Law of Ukraine “On Development and State Support of Small and Medium-Sized
Enterprises in Ukraine” (Legislation of Ukraine, 2012) establishes the general legal
framework for public policy in the field of SME development. These sources provide
the regulatory basis for comparing the organization and functional distribution of
entrepreneurship governance in Ukraine and Germany.

The available studies and official sources predominantly address individual
institutions, policy instruments, or specific components of entrepreneurship
governance in Germany and Ukraine. However, the functional distribution of
responsibilities among public institutions and the separation of policy formulation,
administrative implementation, regulation, control, and financial support have not
been sufficiently considered within an integrated comparative framework. Therefore,
a comparative systematization of the German and Ukrainian institutional models
from the perspective of functional specialization is required to identify differences
in the organization of entrepreneurship governance and the possibilities for applying
relevant elements of the German model in Ukraine.

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the article is to identify the institutional and functional
features of entrepreneurship governance in Germany, to analyse the distribution
of functions, powers, and responsibilities among the key institutions involved in
the formulation and implementation of entrepreneurship policy, and to determine
the possibilities for applying selected elements of the German model to improve the
institutional framework of entrepreneurship governance in Ukraine.

The scientific novelty of the study lies in the comparative systematization of
the institutional models of entrepreneurship governance in Germany and Ukraine
according to the functional distribution of policy formulation, administrative
implementation, regulation, control, and financial support, which makes it possible
to identify differences in the degree of institutional specialization and functional
separation.

Methodology

To achieve the aim of the study, a set of general scientific and special research
methods was applied. In particular, institutional analysis was used to examine
the organization of entrepreneurship governance in Germany and the distribution
of functions and powers among federal authorities, the Linder, specialized public
institutions, and institutions of economic self-government; comparative analysis
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was employed to identify differences between the German and Ukrainian models of
entrepreneurship governance; and structural and functional analysis was applied
to distinguish the functions of policy formulation, administrative implementation,
regulation, control, and financial support. The empirical basis of the study includes
constitutional and legislative acts, official government and ministerial documents,
strategic and programme documents, and materials of public institutions involved
in entrepreneurship governance. Methods of systematization, generalization, and
graphical visualization were used to structure the institutional relationships,
summarize the distribution of functions and responsibilities, and present the
comparative characteristics of the entrepreneurship governance models in Germany
and Ukraine.

Results and Discussion

Institutional system of entrepreneurship governance in Germany. The
institutional system of entrepreneurship governance in Germany is shaped within
a federal model of state organization, under which powers are distributed between
the Federation and the 16 Linder. The Basic Law of the Federal Republic of Germany
defines Germany as a democratic and social federal state and establishes the
principle of the division of powers between the Federation and the Lénder, according
to which the exercise of state powers and the fulfilment of state functions fall
within the responsibility of the Lander unless otherwise provided by the Basic Law
(Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt fir Justiz, 2026). Accordingly, the federal
level establishes the foundations of national economic, competition, financial, and
entrepreneurship policy, adopts federal legislation, and coordinates nationwide
mechanisms of entrepreneurship support, while the Lander authorities are responsible
for the practical implementation of a substantial part of administrative functions
and public programmes at the regional level (Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt
fiir Justiz, 2026; Bundesrat, n.d.; Bundesministerium fiir Wirtschaft und Energie, n.d.-a). The
distribution of powers does not imply the isolated functioning of different levels of
government but presupposes their continuous interaction through the participation
of the Lénder in the legislative process and the implementation of joint mechanisms
for regional economic development (Bundesrat, n.d.; Bundesministerium fiir Wirtschaft
und Energie, n.d.-a).

At the federal level, public administration is exercised by the Federal Government
of Germany, which consists of the Federal Chancellor and the federal ministers
(Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt fiir Justiz, 2026; Die Bundesregierung, n.d.-a).
Under the Basic Law, the Federal Chancellor determines the general guidelines of
government policy, while each federal minister independently manages the respective
area of responsibility within these political guidelines (Bundesministerium der Justiz &
Bundesamt fiir Justiz, 2026). This model combines the political responsibility of the
Federal Government with the functional autonomy of individual ministries and
interministerial coordination of public policy (Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt
fiir Justiz, 2026; Die Bundesregierung, n.d.-a).

Federal ministries are responsible for policy formulation, the preparation of
draft legislation and regulatory acts, coordination of subordinate institutions,
and implementation of public programmes within their respective fields (Die
Bundesregierung, n.d.-a). Within the system of entrepreneurship governance, a
leading role is played by the Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Energy, which
is responsible for economic policy, entrepreneurship support, small and medium-
sized enterprises, industrial policy, innovation, and economic competitiveness (Die
Bundesregierung, n.d.-a; Bundesministerium fiir Wirtschaft und Energie, 2026a).

To summarize the organizational and institutional model of entrepreneurship
governance in Germany and the relationships among its principal actors, Figure
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1 presents an author-developed scheme. The model is based on the principles of
federalism and the multilevel distribution of powers.

The Bundeskartellamt does not formulate entrepreneurship policy but ensures
compliance with competition rules and equal competitive conditions for enterprises
(Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt fiir Justiz, n.d.-b). The Federal Network Agency
(Bundesnetzagentur) regulates electricity, gas, telecommunications, postal services,

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

Determination of public policy priorities and coordination of the activities of institutions

A 4

FEDERAL MINISTRY FOR ECONOMIC AFFAIRS AND ENERGY (BMWE)

Formulation of public policy for entrepreneurship development, preparation of legislative
initiatives, development of strategies and support programmes

|
v . . v

FEDERAL OFFICE FEDERAL CARTEL FEDERAL NETWORK KREDITANSTALT FUR
FOR ECONOMIC OFFICE AGENCY WIEDERAUFBAU (Kfw)
AFFAIRS AND EXPORT | | (BUNDESKARTELLAMT) | | (BUNDESNETZAGENTUR)
CONTROL (BAFA)
Administrative Protection of competition State regulation of Financial implementation
implementation of public and enforcement of network sectors and of public entrepreneurship
policy and entrepreneurship competition legislation ||  ensuring a competitive support programmes
support programmes environment
T g 3 ‘ : il * SME lendin,
« administration of « control of enterprise « regulation of electricity 2
support programmes concentrations \ and gas markets | support for business
» export control e prevention of ‘ ‘ o regulation of stan-uPs . .
e energy programmes anti—competitiv? (| telecommunications . ﬁ“a“‘?'ﬂg O-f111-novatlon
concerted practices and postal services and digitalisation
« performance of other 3
administrative tasks = control of abuse « regulation of rail = simmnl G s tgps
Gihder e law of dominant position transport and venture financing
« implementation of public
development programmes |

:

ENTERPRISES, SMALL AND MEDIUM-SIZED ENTERPRISES,
START-UPS, AND PERSONS STARTING THEIR OWN BUSINESS
Receiving administrative services, financial support, and functioning in a competitive
and regulated environment

Fig. 2. Functional distribution of powers and responsibilities among federal institutions in the field of
entrepreneurship development in Germany

Source: Compiled by the authors based on official materials of the German Federal Government (Die
Bundesregierung, n.d.-a); official materials of the German Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Energy
(Bundesministerium fiir Wirtschaft und Energie, 2026a; 2026b), the legislation governing the Federal Office
for Economic Affairs and Export Control, the Federal Cartel Office, the Federal Network Agency, and KfW
(Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt fiir Justiz, n.d.-a; n.d.-b; n.d.-c; n.d.-d); the Law on the ERP Special
Fund for 2026 (Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt fiir Justiz, 2025b),; and the Federal Governments
Start-up Strategy (Bundesregierung, 2022).
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and railways, while financial support is provided primarily through the Kreditanstalt
fiir Wiederaufbau (KfW ), which implements programmes for SMEs, business start-
ups, innovation, digital transformation, energy efficiency, and sustainable
development (Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt fiir Justiz, n.d.-c; n.d.-d; 2025b).
Figure 2 summarizes the distribution of functions, powers, and responsibilities
among the principal federal institutions and illustrates the separation between
policy formulation and its administrative, regulatory, supervisory, and financial
implementation.

Comparative analysis with the current institutional model of entrepreneurship
governance in Ukraine shows substantial differences in institutional organization
and the distribution of powers. The German model is based on federalism, functional
specialization, and the separation of political, administrative, regulatory, and
financial functions, whereas the Ukrainian system is more centralized and concentrates
a broader range of functions within central executive authorities (Bundesministerium
der Justiz & Bundesamt fir Justiz, 2026; Bundesrat, n.d.; Die Bundesregierung, n.d.-a;
Bundesministerium fiir Wirtschaft und Energie, 2026a; 2026b; Bundesregierung, 2022;
Legislation of Ukraine, 1996; 2011; 2014a).

In Ukraine, the leading role belongs to the Ministry of Economy, Environment
and Agriculture, while individual functions are also performed by the Ministry of
Finance, the State Tax Service, the State Customs Service, and the Antimonopoly
Committee within their legally defined competences (Legislation of Ukraine, 1993;
2011; 2012; 2014a; 2014b; 2019a; 2019b; n.d.).

Financial support for entrepreneurship is provided through specialized public
financial institutions, with a central role assigned to the Kreditanstalt fiir Wiederaufbau
(KfW ), apublic-law credit institution of the Federation that implements programmes
supporting SME lending, business start-ups, innovation, digital transformation,
energy efficiency, and sustainable development (Bundesministerium der Justiz &
Bundesamt fiir Justiz, n.d.-d; 2025b). This separation of policy-making, regulation,
control, and financial support contributes to institutional specialization and limits
duplication of functions.

Comparative analysis with the current institutional model of entrepreneurship
governance in Ukraine shows that Germany and Ukraine pursue the same general
objective — creating a favourable environment for entrepreneurial activity — but
differ substantially in institutional organization and the distribution of powers.
The German model is based on federalism, functional specialization, and a clear
separation of political, administrative, regulatory, and financial functions, whereas
the Ukrainian system is formed within a unitary state structure and is characterized
by a greater concentration of powers at the central executive level (Bundesministerium
der Justiz & Bundesamt fiir Justiz, 2026; Bundesrat, n.d.; Die Bundesregierung, n.d.-a;
Bundesministerium fiir Wirtschaft und Energie, 2026a; 2026b; Bundesministerium der Justiz
& Bundesamt fiir Justiz, n.d.-a; n.d.-b; n.d.-c; n.d.-d; 2025b; Bundesregierung, 2022;
Legislation of Ukraine, 1996; 2011; 2014a).

In Ukraine, entrepreneurship policy is formulated and implemented by the
Cabinet of Ministers through the system of central executive authorities. Figure 3
summarizes the comparative distribution of functions and powers among key public
authorities, financial support institutions, and regional levels of entrepreneurship
governance in Germany and Ukraine. The leading role belongs to the Ministry of
Economy, Environment and Agriculture of Ukraine, while individual functions
are also performed by the Ministry of Finance, the State Tax Service, the State
Customs Service, the Antimonopoly Committee, and other authorities (Legislation
of Ukraine, 1993; 2011; 2012; 2014a; 2014b; 2019a,b).

The analysis shows that the division of functions among Ukrainian public
authorities is less pronounced than in Germany. Ukrainian central executive
authorities may combine policy formulation, implementation, regulation, and
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control functions, whereas in Germany these functions are more clearly separated
between federal ministries and specialized bodies with administrative, regulatory,
supervisory, or financial competences (Bundesministerium fiir Wirtschaft und Energie,
2026a; Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt fiir Justiz, n.d.-a; n.d.-b; n.d.-c¢; n.d.-d;
2025b; Bundesregierung, 2022). A significant difference also concerns financial
support: in Germany, public financing programmes are implemented primarily
through KfW, while in Ukraine similar mechanisms are distributed among the
Entrepreneurship Development Fund, state-owned banks, and individual budget
programmes, resulting in a more fragmented support system (Bundesministerium der
Justiz & Bundesamt fiir Justiz, n.d.-d; 2025b; Legislation of Ukraine, 2012).

Differences are also evident in institutional autonomy: German regulatory
and supervisory functions are assigned to specialized federal bodies established
by separate laws, whereas the Ukrainian model remains more centralized and
interaction among public administration actors is largely determined by the Cabinet
of Ministers and central executive authorities (Bundesministerium der Justiz & Bundesamt
fiir Justiz, n.d.-a; n.d.-b; n.d.-c; n.d.-d; 2025b; Bundesregierung, 2022; Legislation of
Ukraine, 1996; 2011; 2012; 2014a; 2014b; 2019a; 2019b; n.d.).

Overall, the key feature of the German model is a high degree of functional
specialization, the legislative delimitation of competences, and the institutional
separation of policy formulation, policy implementation, public regulation, and
financial support for entrepreneurship. Ukraine is characterized by a more centralized
model of public administration, within which certain functions remain concentrated
in the system of central executive authorities. The application of selected elements of
the German experience, primarily a clearer functional distribution of powers among
public authorities and the development of specialized entrepreneurship support
institutions, may contribute to the further improvement of the institutional system
of entrepreneurship governance in Ukraine.

Conclusions and Directions for Further Research

The study confirms that entrepreneurship governance in Germany is based on
a multilevel institutional model combining the distribution of powers between the
Federation and the Linder with a high degree of functional specialization of public
institutions. Federal ministries concentrate on policy formulation and coordination,
while specialized federal bodies, development institutions, and Léinder authorities
perform administrative, regulatory, supervisory, and financial functions.

The results of the study show that the distinctive institutional feature of the
German model is the functional separation of entrepreneurship governance functions.
Policy formulation, administrative implementation, competition and network
regulation, financial support, and representation of business interests are assigned
to institutionally differentiated actors. This configuration reduces functional
overlap and combines political coordination with specialized implementation and
economic self-government.

The comparative analysis identifies two different institutional configurations of
entrepreneurship governance. The German model is characterized by a higher degree
of functional specialization and institutional separation, whereas the Ukrainian
model remains more centralized and combines a broader range of functions within
central executive authorities. The identified differences are particularly evident
in the organization of policy implementation and financial support, which in
Germany are concentrated within specialized institutions, while in Ukraine they are
distributed among several public bodies and programmes.

Prospects for further research on this topic are related to identifying
institutional mechanisms for adapting selected elements of the German model to
entrepreneurship governance in Ukraine, particularly a clearer distribution of
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powers and responsibilities, separation of policy formulation from administrative and
regulatory implementation, and further development of specialized entrepreneurship
support institutions.
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Lisimn O., XayctroBa B. @yHkuioHnajbHa cneniasizanis iHCTHTYLi 1epKaBHOT0 YNPAaBJIiHHSA NiANPHEMHUIITBOM:
nocBin HiveuunHu Ta MOKIMBOCTI 1011 YKpaiHu

Merta. Memoio cmammi € 8Us8LeHHS IHCIMUMYYILIHUX [ (DYHKYIOHATLHUX OCOOIUBOCMET OePIHCABHO20 YNPABTIHHS

nionpuemnuymeom y Hiveuuuni, 0ocniodcents po3nooiny (yHKYil, NOBHOBANCEHD i BIONOBIOAIbHOC MIJIC KIHOHYOBUMU
IHCmumyyiamu ma usHavents eneMenmis HiMeybkoi Mooeni, penesanmuux 05l 00CKOHANEHHS 0ePAHCABHO20 YNPAGIIHHS
NIONPUEMHUYMBOM 8 VKpaiHi.

132

ISSN 1562-0905 Pezionanvna exornomira 2026, Ne3



MeTtopoJorisi. ¥ docridoicenni 3acmocosano nopieHAnbHUL IHCMUMYYIUHUL NIOXIO, WO IPYHMYEMbC HA
AHANI3] 3AKOHOOABUUX AKMIB, YPAOO0BUX I NPOSPAMHUX OOKYMEHMIB, d MAKONMC MAMePIanie 0eplcasHUX iHCmumyyitl.
Bukopucmano memoou nopigHanibno2o, CmpyKmypHo-(hYHKYIOHATbHO2O AHANI3Y, CUCIEMAMU3Aayii, y3aeaibHeHHs ma
epacghiunoi sizyanizayii.

PesyawbraTu. Hiveyvka mModens noeonye KoOpouHayito nOLimuKku Ha ¢edepanvHOMy PiHi 3 0eyeHmpanizoeaHon
peanizayicio ynxyiii na pieni zemens i micyesux opeanieé énaou. Ii knou06010 ocobrusicmio € gidokpemnens
Gopmysanns nonimuku 6i0 adminicmpamuenoi peanizayii, pe2yn06anis, KOHMpPONIO ma GIHAHCOBOI NIOMPUMKU.
Dedepanvhi minicmepcmsa opmyroms noAIMuKY, mooi K Cneylanizo8ani iLCMumyyii 6UKOHYIONb AOMIHICIMPAMUGHI,
pecysamopHi, KoHmponvhi ma ginancosi Gyukyii. BAFA peanizye npoepamu, ®edepanvhe KapmenbHe 8I00MCMBEO
3abesneyye npasosacmocysanus y cgepi konxypenyii, edepanvie mepescese a2eHMCME0 peyniOe Mepexrcesi
cexmopu, a KfW sabesneuye ¢inancogy niompumxy. Topeoo-npomuciosi naramu 6UKOHYIOMs 0ene208ami nyoniuni
@yuryii ma npeocmagasioms inmepecu oiznecy. Ykpaincoka mooens € 0inbll YyeHmpanizo8anoio, 3 MEHUL BUPAICEHUM
PO3MENCYBAHHAM (PYHKYIL | POZNOOINOM (HIHAHCOBOT NIOMPUMKU MIJIC KITbKOMA THCIMUMYYISMU.

OpurinanbHicTb. Haykosa HoOU3HA NONA2AE 8 NOPIBHANbHIN cucmeMamu3ayii IHCMmumyyiHux mooenei
Oeporcasrozo ynpasninus nionpuemuuymeom y Hivmeyuuni ma Yxpaini 3a ¢hynxyionansnum posnooinom ¢popmyeanns
NONIMUKU, AOMIHICMPAMUSHOT peanizayii, pe2ynoeanHs, KOHMpPOJ Ma QIHAHCOB0L NIOMPUMKU, U0 OAE 3MO2Y BUAGUMLU
8IOMIHHOCII Y cmyneHi incmumyyitiHoi cneyianizayii ma QyHKYIOHATLHO2O POIMENHCYBAHHSL.

IMpaxTuyuna wiHHiCTB. Pesyibmamu modicyms Oymu UKOPUCAHI 0I5l B00CKOHANIEHHS OEPIHCABHOLO YNPABTIHHS
nIONPUEMHUYMBOM 6 YKPAIHI WAAXOM YMOYHEeHHs THCMUMYYIUHUX NOBHOBAMNCEHb, NOCUNEeHHs cneyianizayii ma
KOOPOUHAYIT, @ MAKONC NONNUWEHHSL 83AEMOOIL Midic opeanamu nyoriunoi enaou ma OizHecom.
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