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ECONOMIC SECURITY AS AMULTIDIMENSIONAL CATEGORY AMID
SYSTEMIC UNCERTAINTY

The article examines economic security as a multidimensional category functioning across macroeconomic, meso-
economic, and microeconomic levels amid systemic uncertainty. The study emphasizes that contemporary economic
security cannot be reduced to financial stability or isolated macroeconomic indicators, as it emerges from complex
interactions between structural vulnerabilities, institutional capacity, and adaptive behavior of economic agents.
Particular attention is given to the conceptual distinction between risk, uncertainty, and crisis, highlighting uncertainty
as an independent determinant shaping economic security threats. The analysis demonstrates that cross-level interactions
and feedback effects amplify cumulative vulnerabilities, requiring integrated and adaptive analytical approaches. The
findings contribute to the conceptual refinement of economic security and provide a theoretical basis for developing
comprehensive assessment frameworks applicable to crisis-prone economies.
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Problem Statement. Contemporary economic systems
increasingly operate amid systemic uncertainty driven by
geopolitical tensions, large-scale crises, financial volatility,
and structural disruptions of global economic relations.
These dynamics have significantly expanded the scope of
economic security, transforming it from a narrowly defined
macroeconomic or financial concept into a complex, multi-
layered phenomenon affecting national economies, sectors,
and individual economic agents alike.

However, despite the growing relevance of economic
security, academic discourse remains conceptually
fragmented. Existing studies tend to address economic
security in isolation at the macro-, meso-, or micro-level,
often conflating uncertainty with risk or crisis phenomena.
This fragmentation limits the ability to capture cross-level
interactions and cumulative vulnerabilities generated by
hybrid threats and persistent instability. Consequently, the
absence of an integrated, multidimensional framework
constrains both theoretical advancement and the
development of adaptive economic security policies.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The
conceptual foundations of economic security have been
shaped by interdisciplinary research at the intersection of
economics, political economy, and security studies. One
of the earliest systematic attempts to integrate economic
factors into the broader security discourse was proposed
by Buzan B. [3], who conceptualized economic security
as an integral component of national security, emphasizing
the vulnerability of economic systems to external and
internal pressures. This approach laid the groundwork

for subsequent macro-level interpretations of economic
security.

The role of uncertainty and risk in economic decision-
making has been extensively explored in classical
economic theory. Knight F.H. [8] introduced a fundamental
distinction between measurable risk and unmeasurable
uncertainty, which remains critical for understanding
the limits of prediction and control in economic security
analysis. This distinction was further developed in studies
of systemic instability and crisis dynamics, particularly
in the works of Minsky H.P. [10], who demonstrated how
endogenous financial fragility can undermine broader
economic security even in periods of apparent stability.

Modern interpretations increasingly focus on
the systemic nature of risks and the accumulation of
vulnerabilities. The concept of the “risk society,” advanced
by Beck and further discussed by Leiss W. et al. [9],
highlights the transformation of economic systems in
which manufactured risks, institutional uncertainty, and
unintended consequences become dominant features. These
ideas are echoed in contemporary analyses of extreme
events and structural shocks, including the interpretation of
low-probability, high-impact risks discussed in the context
of Taleb’s work, critically reviewed by Callahan G. [4].

Institutional and policy-oriented perspectives have
significantly contributed to the operationalization of
economicsecurity. Reportsbythe Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development [12] emphasize economic
resilience and security as outcomes of institutional quality,
policy coherence, and adaptive governance. Similarly, the
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Bank for International Settlements [1] examines global
liquidity dynamics as a source of systemic vulnerability,
illustrating the close interaction between financial stability
and broader economic security at the macroeconomic level.

At the international governance level, analytical
frameworks developed by the European Central Bank [6]
and the World Bank [14] underline the growing exposure
of national economies to external shocks, financial
volatility, and geopolitical risks. These challenges are
further contextualized in the global risk assessments of
the World Economic Forum [15], which identify economic
instability, geopolitical fragmentation, and institutional
erosion as interconnected threats to economic security.

Finally, adaptive and resilience-based approaches
have gained prominence in recent scholarship. Studies
on adaptive governance by Chaffin et al. [5] highlight
the importance of flexibility, learning, and cross-level
coordination in managing complex socio-economic
systems. Complementary institutional assessments by
MOPAN [11] and strategic frameworks proposed by the
United Nations Development Programme [13] further
reinforce the need to view economic security as a
multidimensional and dynamic category.

Overall, the reviewed literature demonstrates
substantial theoretical and empirical contributions to the
study of economic security. However, existing research
remains largely segmented across analytical levels and
thematic perspectives. This fragmentation underscores
the need for an integrated conceptual framework that
systematically links macroeconomic, meso-economic, and
microeconomic dimensions of economic security amid
systemic uncertainty.

The purpose of this article is to conceptualize
economic security as a multidimensional category
by systematically integrating macroeconomic, meso-
economic, and microeconomic perspectives and examining
their interactions amid systemic uncertainty.

Presentation of the main research material. The
concept of economic security has evolved alongside
transformations in economic thought and the changing
nature of socio-economic risks. Early theoretical
foundations were closely linked to national security
studies, where economic factors were recognized as critical
sources of vulnerability and power. In this context, Buzan
conceptualized economic security as an essential pillar of
national security, emphasizing the exposure of economic
systems to both external pressures and internal structural
weaknesses [3].

Subsequent developments in economic theory
expanded this perspective by incorporating uncertainty
and instability as inherent characteristics of economic
systems. Classical contributions by Knight F.H. introduced
the distinction between measurable risk and fundamental
uncertainty, highlighting the limits of rational calculation
and prediction in economic decision-making [8]. This
distinction became particularly relevant for economic
security analysis, as uncertainty undermines the reliability
of conventional forecasting and control mechanisms.

The evolution of the concept further intensified with the
emergence of theories of endogenous instability. Minsky
H.P. demonstrated that financial systems tend to generate
internal fragility over time, even in the absence of external
shocks, thereby posing systemic threats to economic

security [10]. These theoretical advances shifted the
understanding of economic security from a static condition
to a dynamic process shaped by structural imbalances and
cyclical vulnerabilities.

In contemporary economic discourse, economic security
is increasingly viewed as a multidimensional component
of national and socio-economic security rather than a
narrowly defined macroeconomic objective. Institutional
approaches emphasize that economic security encompasses
the capacity of an economy to withstand shocks, maintain
functional continuity, and ensure acceptable living
standards for the population. This perspective is reflected
in the analytical frameworks developed by international
organizations such as the OECD, which links economic
security to institutional quality, policy coherence, and
long-term resilience [12].

At the macroeconomic level, economic security is
closely associated with fiscal sustainability, financial
system stability, and external balance. Analyses by the
Bank for International Settlements underline how global
liquidity conditions and cross-border financial flows can
amplify systemic vulnerabilities, thereby affecting national
economic security beyond domestic policy control [1].
Similarly, assessments by the European Central Bank
highlight the interconnectedness of financial stability and
broader economic security, particularly in environments
characterized by heightened volatility and uncertainty [6].

From a socio-economic perspective, economic
security also entails safeguarding employment, income
stability, and social cohesion. Strategic documents and
assessments by international institutions emphasize that
persistent economic insecurity undermines social trust
and institutional legitimacy, reinforcing the link between
economic performance and societal stability [14; 13].

Although economic security is frequently associated
with related concepts such as stability, resilience, and
sustainability, these categories are not synonymous and
should be analytically distinguished. Economic stability
primarily refers to the absence of excessive fluctuations
in key macroeconomic indicators, while resilience
emphasizes the capacity of economic systems to absorb
shocks and recover from disruptions. Sustainability, in
turn, focuses on long-term development trajectories and
the preservation of economic, social, and environmental
resources.

Economic security integrates elements of all three
concepts but extends beyond each of them. While stability
contributes to short-term predictability, it does not
guarantee protection against structural or systemic risks.
Resilience addresses adaptive capacity but may overlook
distributional and institutional dimensions of security.
Sustainability ensures long-term viability but does not
necessarily mitigate immediate threats arising from crises
or uncertainty. As highlighted in global risk assessments by
the World Economic Forum, economic security emerges at
the intersection of these concepts, reflecting the ability of
economic systems to function effectively amid persistent
and multidimensional risks [15].

Furthermore, contemporary risk society theories
emphasize that modern economies increasingly face
manufactured and systemic risks that challenge traditional
policy instruments. The works associated with the “risk
society” paradigm underscore the growing complexity
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and interdependence of economic threats, reinforcing the
need to conceptualize economic security as a dynamic and
adaptive category rather than a fixed state [9].

Uncertainty constitutes a fundamental determinant
of economic security, shaping the nature, scale, and
transmission of threats across economic systems. Unlike
conventional risk-based approaches, which rely on
probabilistic assessments, uncertainty reflects situations
in which future outcomes, probabilities, or causal
relationships cannot be reliably determined. Failure to
distinguish between risk, uncertainty, and crisis leads
to conceptual ambiguity and weakens both analytical
frameworks and policy responses in the field of economic
security [8; 12].

Classical economic theory provides a foundational
distinction between risk and uncertainty. Knight F.H.
defined risk as a condition in which probabilities are
known or can be estimated, whereas uncertainty refers to
fundamentally non-quantifiable future events [8]. Building
on this distinction, crisis phenomena represent realized
disruptions that materialize when accumulated risks and
uncertainties exceed the adaptive capacity of economic
systems. This differentiation is essential for economic
security analysis, as each category requires distinct
governance instruments and policy responses (Table 1).

Uncertainty affecting economic security originates from
multiple and interrelated sources. Economic uncertainty
arises from financial volatility, global liquidity fluctuations,
and structural imbalances in production and investment,
as emphasized in analyses by the Bank for International
Settlements [1]. Institutional uncertainty stems from
regulatory instability, governance inefficiencies, and policy
inconsistency, which undermine predictability and trust in
economic institutions [12]. Geopolitical uncertainty has
intensified due to military conflicts, economic sanctions,
and fragmentation of global value chains, significantly
increasing exposure to external shocks [14]. In parallel,
informational uncertainty driven by asymmetric
information, digital disruptions, and information warfare
has emerged as a critical factor shaping economic behavior
and expectations, amplifying systemic vulnerabilities [15].

Uncertainty plays a dual role in economic security
dynamics. On the one hand, it acts as a catalyst that
magnifies existing structural weaknesses and accelerates
the transmission of shocks across macro-, meso-, and micro-
levels. On the other hand, persistent uncertainty constrains
strategic planning, discourages long-term investment,
and weakens the adaptive capacity of economic agents.
As demonstrated in theories of endogenous instability,

prolonged periods of uncertainty may gradually transform
latent vulnerabilities into systemic crises, thereby eroding
economic security even in the absence of immediate
external shocks [10; 15].

Accordingly, recognizing uncertainty as an independent
determinant of economic security necessitates a shift from
static risk-control models toward adaptive and resilience-
oriented approaches capable of addressing non-linear and
unpredictable threats.

Economic security manifests itself across multiple
analytical levels, each characterized by distinct
vulnerabilities, actors, and policy instruments. In
environmentsmarkedby systemicuncertainty, the separation
of macroeconomic, meso-economic, and microeconomic
dimensions becomes analytically necessary, as threats
emerging at one level are often transmitted and amplified
across others. A multidimensional perspective allows
economic security to be conceptualized not as a static state
but as an interconnected system of adaptive capacities.

At the macroeconomic level, economic security
refers to the ability of a national economy to maintain
functional stability, fiscal and financial sustainability, and
external balance under adverse conditions. Core threats
at this level include financial instability, excessive public
debt, exposure to volatile capital flows, and external
economic shocks. Institutional analyses emphasize that
global liquidity dynamics and cross-border financial
interdependencies significantly constrain national policy
autonomy, thereby increasing systemic vulnerability [1].
Macroeconomic economic security is closely linked to
state regulation and public policy effectiveness. According
to the OECD, the resilience of national economies
depends not only on macroeconomic indicators but also
on institutional quality, regulatory coherence, and strategic
policy coordination [12]. In crisis-prone environments, the
inability to anticipate or absorb large-scale shocks directly
undermines national economic security, transforming
uncertainty into a structural risk factor [14].

The meso-economic level encompasses sectoral
and regional dimensions of economic security. At this
level, vulnerabilities arise from structural imbalances
within specific industries, regional disparities, and the
concentration of economic activity in high-risk or socially
sensitive sectors. Sectoral exposure to regulatory changes,
market volatility, and technological disruption can generate
localized shocks with broader systemic implications. Hybrid
threats intensify meso-level insecurity by disrupting supply
chains, distorting competitive conditions, and increasing
institutional uncertainty. Global risk assessments indicate

Table 1 — Conceptual Distinction between Risk, Uncertainty, and Crisis in the Context of Economic Security

Category Defining Characteristics Predictability Typical Analytical Tools lmpllcatlgg:::il;}lliconomlc
. Events wit h measurable . . Statistical models, Enables preventive measures and
Risk probabilities and known Relatively high . . X A :
forecasting, stress testing risk mitigation strategies
parameters
Events with unknown Scenario analysis, adaptive | Increases vulnerability and limits
Uncertainty probabilities and unclear Low governance, qualitative effectiveness of conventional
causal links assessment security instruments
Realized systemic disruption Directly threatens economic
. S . . Ex post Emergency response, . ; .
Crisis with immediate economic . X o - security and requires rapid
. identifiable stabilization policies . .
impact intervention

Source: developed by the author based on [2; 8; 10, 12]
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that sector-specific disruptions increasingly serve as
transmission channels through which uncertainty spreads
to the macroeconomic and microeconomic levels [15]. As
a result, meso-economic economic security depends on
effective institutional coordination, sectoral governance
mechanisms, and the alignment of regional development
strategies with national security objectives [12].

At the microeconomic level, economic security concerns
the stability and adaptive capacity of firms, households,
and individual economic agents. Key dimensions include
investment security, income stability, access to financial
resources, and the ability to manage uncertainty in decision-
making processes. Classical economic theory highlights
that under conditions of fundamental uncertainty, economic
agents face limitations in rational planning, which increases
exposure to unpredictable shocks [8]. Enterprise-level
economic security is particularly sensitive to prolonged
uncertainty, which discourages long-term investment and
accelerates risk-averse behavior. Endogenous instability
theories demonstrate that micro-level vulnerabilities, when
aggregated, may generate systemic threats that compromise
macroeconomic economic security [10]. Consequently,
microeconomic economic security plays a critical role in
the overall resilience of economic systems (Table 2).

Economic security cannot be fully understood
within isolated analytical levels, as macroeconomic,
meso-economic, and microeconomic  dimensions
are interconnected through complex transmission
mechanisms. Under systemic uncertainty, shocks
emerging at one level tend to propagate across others,
generating cumulative  vulnerabilities and non-
linear effects. These interactions transform localized
disturbances into systemic threats, thereby amplifying
risks to overall economic security.

Vertical interactions reflect the top-down and bottom-up
transmission of economic insecurity. At the macroeconomic
level, fiscal imbalances, financial instability, or external
shocks influence sectoral performance and firm behavior
by altering access to capital, regulatory conditions, and
market expectations. Analyses by the Bank for International
Settlements demonstrate that changes in global liquidity
and monetary conditions directly affect national economies
and subsequently constrain sectoral and enterprise-level
activity [1]. Conversely, bottom-up dynamics reveal how
microeconomic fragility accumulates into macro-level
instability. According to Minsky H.P., prolonged periods of
uncertainty encourage speculative and risk-prone behavior
at the firm level, which may gradually undermine financial
stability and, ultimately, national economic security [10].
These dynamics underscore the importance of micro-level

resilience as a foundational element of macroeconomic
economic security.

Horizontal interactions occur within the same analytical
level, particularly across sectors and regions. Sectoral
disruptions, supply chain breakdowns, or institutional
failures in one industry often generate spillover effects that
destabilize adjacent sectors. Global risk assessments by
the World Economic Forum highlight that sector-specific
shocks increasingly function as transmission channels
for systemic uncertainty, especially in interconnected
and open economies [15]. At the regional level, uneven
development and institutional asymmetries may further
intensify horizontal vulnerabilities. The OECD emphasizes
that weak coordination between sectoral and regional
policies exacerbates fragmentation, reducing the overall
coherence of economic security governance [12]. As a
result, horizontal interactions play a critical role in shaping
the structural resilience of economic systems.

Interactions between economic security levels
are reinforced by feedback mechanisms that magnify
uncertainty over time. Macroeconomic instability reduces
investment confidence at the micro level, while declining
investment and productivity weaken fiscal capacity and
economic growth at the macro level. This feedback loop
accelerates the transformation of uncertainty into persistent
insecurity. Institutional analyses conducted by the World
Bank indicate that cumulative vulnerabilities arising from
prolonged uncertainty may erode policy effectiveness
and limit recovery capacity, particularly in crisis-prone
economies [14]. Consequently, economic security emerges
as a dynamic system in which interdependencies and
feedback effects determine the scale and persistence of
threats (Table 3).

Theassessmentofeconomicsecurityismethodologically
challenging due to its multidimensional structure and the
pervasive influence of systemic uncertainty. Traditional
approaches are predominantly based on indicator systems
that rely on threshold values of macroeconomic, financial,
and socio-economic variables. Such frameworks are
widely applied in institutional analyses and policy reports;
however, they tend to capture static conditions rather than
dynamic vulnerabilities [12; 14].

Risk-oriented approaches attempt to address this
limitation by incorporating probabilistic assessments and
stress-testing techniques, particularly in the analysis of
financial and macroeconomic stability. Studies by the Bank
for International Settlements emphasize the usefulness of
these tools for identifying systemic financial risks, yet
their applicability remains constrained under conditions
of fundamental uncertainty, where probabilities cannot

Table 2 — Multidimensional Structure of Economic Security

imbalance, external shocks

. Dominant Sources of Main Policy and
Level Core Objects Key Threats Uncertainty Management Instruments
. L . Global markets, .
Macroeconomic | National economy Financial instability, fiscal geopolitical tensions, Monetary and fiscal policy,

global liquidity strategic regulation

Meso-economic | Sectors, regions

Structural imbalances, sectoral
shocks, institutional fragmentation

Regulatory changes,
supply chain disruptions

Sectoral policies, regional
development strategies

Microeconomic | Firms, households

Investment insecurity, income
volatility, limited adaptability

Market uncertainty,
informational asymmetry

Risk management, adaptive
business strategies

Source: developed by the author based on [1; 7; 8; 10, 12; 15]
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Table 3 — Interactions Between Levels of Economic Security under Systemic Uncertainty

Interaction Type Source Level

Transmission Mechanism

Impacted Level Implications for Economic

Security
Vertical (Top-down) | Macroeconomic Fiscal tightening, monetary shocks, Meso / Micro Redqud investment, sectoral
regulatory changes instability
Vertical (Bottom-up) | Microeconomic | Accumulation of firm-level fragility | Macro Financial instability, systemic risk

Horizontal Meso-economic

spillovers

Supply chain disruption, sectoral

Structural vulnerability, policy

Meso / Macro .
fragmentation

Feedback Cross-level

capacity

Declining confidence and adaptive

All levels Persistent economic insecurity

Source: developed by the author based on [1; 10; 12; 14, 15]

be reliably estimated [1]. As a result, risk-based models
often fail to anticipate non-linear shocks and structural
disruptions.

Scenario-based and resilience-oriented methodologies
offer a more flexible analytical perspective by focusing
on adaptive capacity, institutional robustness, and cross-
level interactions. Global risk assessments conducted by
the World Economic Forum highlight the value of scenario
analysis in capturing complex interdependencies and
cascading effects across economic systems [15]. Similarly,
adaptive governance frameworks emphasize learning,
flexibility, and coordination as key elements in managing
uncertainty-driven threats [5].

Despite these advances, existing methodological
approaches remain fragmented and insufficiently
integrated across macroeconomic, meso-economic, and
microeconomic levels. This fragmentation limits their
capacity to reflect the systemic nature of economic security
and underscores the need for comprehensive assessment
frameworks capable of addressing uncertainty as an
independent determinant rather than a residual risk factor.

Conclusions. This study conceptualizes economic
security as a multidimensional category operating across
macroeconomic, meso-economic, and microeconomic
levels amid systemic uncertainty. The analysis
demonstrates that economic security cannot be reduced to
isolated indicators of stability or financial equilibrium, as

it emerges from the interaction of structural vulnerabilities,
institutional capacity, and adaptive behavior across
interconnected levels of the economic system. The findings
emphasize the critical role of uncertainty as an independent
determinant of economic security. Unlike measurable
risk or realized crisis phenomena, systemic uncertainty
shapes the transmission of threats, constrains strategic
planning, and amplifies cumulative vulnerabilities. Failure
to distinguish between risk, uncertainty, and crisis limits
the effectiveness of existing assessment frameworks and
undermines the design of coherent economic security
policies. The study further highlights that interactions
between analytical levels generate non-linear effects and
feedback mechanisms that transform localized disturbances
into systemic threats. Macroeconomic instability, sectoral
disruptions, and micro-level fragility reinforce one
another, underscoring the need for integrated and adaptive
approaches to economic security governance. Finally,
the review of methodological approaches reveals that
prevailing indicator-based and risk-oriented models remain
insufficient in capturing the dynamic and uncertainty-
driven nature of economic security. Scenario-based and
resilience-oriented frameworks offer valuable analytical
extensions but require systematic integration across levels.
Addressing this gap represents a promising direction for
future research aimed at developing comprehensive models
of economic security applicable to crisis-prone economies.
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MuxaiijioBa €.B., Cpiona €.B.
Hayionanvnuii ynisepcumem 800H020 20CN00apcmed
ma npupoOoOKOPUCMYanHs

EKOHOMIYHA BE3IIEKA SAK BATATOBUMIPHA KATEI'OPIA
B YMOBAX CUCTEMHOI HEBU3HAYEHOCTI

Y emammi 30iticneno KomniekcHul meopemuko-memoo0on02iuHUll AHALL3 eKOHOMIYHOT De3neku K 6azamogumipHol
CcoYianbHO-eKOHOMIUHOI  Kamezopii, wo @QYHKYIOHYE 6 YMO08aAX CUCMEMHOI HegusHauenocmi. AxmyanvHicme
00Cni0dHCeHHA 3YMOBLeHA NO2TUDIeHHAM KPU30BUX ABUW Y C8IMOGIl Mma HAYIOHANbHUX EeKOHOMIKAX, 3POCMAHHAM
2€0NONIMUYHOT HANPYIHCEHOCMI, NOCUTEHHAM DIHAHCOBOI BONIAMUILHOCT, MPAHCHOPMAYIEID 2I0OATLHUX BUPOOHUYO-
JNO2ICMUYHUX JAHYIO2I8 MA NOWUPEHHAM 2IOPUOHUX 3a2po3, AKI ICMOMHO YCKIAOHIOIMb 3a0e3neuyeHHs CMIilikoeo
eKoHOMIuH020 po3sumky. Tpaduyiuni nioxoou 00 mMpaxkmyeanus eKOHOMIYHOI Oe3neKu, 30CepeddtceHi NepedadcHo
HA MAKpOEKOHOMIYHUX NOKA3HUKAX cmabiibHocmi abo (DIiHaHCco80I pigHoGazu, He GI000PANCAIOMb NOGHON MIpPOIO
CKIIAOHY NPUPOOY CYYACHUX eKOHOMIYHUX 3a2po3. ¥V ybomy KonmeKkcmi ocobnusy yeazy npuoileHo KOHYenmyaibHOMY
DO3MENCYBAHHIO KA E2OoPill pUSUKY, HEBUSHAUEHOCMI A KPU3U, U0 O03801AE VIMOUHUMU AHANIMUYHT MEXHCT 00CTIOHCeHHs
eKkoHomiunoi be3nexu. Hesusnauenicmo eucnmynae camocmiiuHum 0emepmiHaHmom eKoHOMIuHOI be3nexu, akui popmye
YMOBU BUHUKHEHHS MaA NOWUPEHHS 3a2p03 | 3HUNCYE eDeKMUBHICIb MPAOUYIUHUX THCIMPYMeHmMI8 NPOSHO3Y8AHHS md
ynpaeuinus. Y cmammi po3xpumo 6a2amogumipry cmpyKkmypy eKOHOMIYHOT 6e3neKu, sKka 0XONI0E MAKPOEKOHOMIYHULL,
Me30eKOHOMIYHUL MA MIKPOeKOHOMIYHUU pieni. Kodcen 3 yux pieHie xapakmepuzyemvcsi Cneyu@iuHumu 0xceperamu
8paznuBoCmi, OOHAK iX 83A€MO0is CMBOPIOE egheKmu KYMYIAMUBHO20 XapaKmepy, 30amHi mpanc@opmysamu J10KAIbHI
30ypenns y cucmemui 3aeposu. Ilpoananizoeano mexanizmu 8epmuKaibHOi ma 20pU30HMAIbHOI MPAHCMICIT 3a2po3,
a makodc poiib 360POMHUX 38 3Ki6 V NOCUNIEHHI eKOHOMIuHOI HecmabinbHocmi. OKpemy yeazy npuoileHo aHaxizy
ICHYI0UUX MemOOO0NI02TYHUX NIOX00I8 00 OYIHIOBAHHS eKOHOMIYHOI be3neku. Bcmanosieno, wo iHOUKAmMopHi ma pusuk-
OpIEHMOBAHT MOOENi MAIOMb 0OMedNCceHy 30amHICIb 8i000paNcamu OUHAMIYHUL I HEBU3HAYEHO-00YMOBLeHUL XapaKkmep
exoHomiunoi besnexu. OOTPYHMOBAHO OOYLIbHICMb 3ACMOCYSAHH A0ANMUGHUX I CYEHAPHUX NIOX00i8, OPIEHMOBAHUX
Ha nioguujeHHs CMIIKOCMI eKOHOMIYHUX cucmem 00 HeBU3HAYeHUX | HeliHiHUX euxkauxie. Ompumani pe3yiomamu
dopmytome meopemuune niOIpyHms 051 NOOANLUWUX EMAIPUHHUX OOCAIONCEHb MaA PO3POOLEHHS eheKmuUHUX
MeXanizMi6 0epacasHol noaimuKu y cgpepi eKoHOMIUHOT be3nexu.

Knrouoei cnoea: exonomiuna esnexa, cucmemMHa HeBU3HAYEHICMb, 0Oa2amosuMipHuti nioxio, pusux i Kpusda,
EeKOHOMIYHA CMIUKICMb, A0ANMUGHE YNPAGIIHHS, COYIATbHO-EKOHOMIYHA CMADLIbHICMb.

Jlama naoxooocenns cmammi: 26.01.2026
Jlama npuiinammsa cmammi. 19.02.2026
Hama ny6nixayii cmammi: 03.03.2026




