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INVESTMENT SUPPORT FOR
ECO-INNOVATIVE MEASURES AIMED
AT ENHANCING THE COMPETITIVENESS
OF AGRO-INDUSTRIAL ENTERPRISES

Summary. Introduction. Global ecological transformation requires
agricultural enterprises to transition to sustainable development mod-
els in response to rising environmental risks and evolving ESG stan-
dards. The study is relevant given the need to develop new sources of
investment support to implement environmental innovations as a key
factor in competitiveness.

Purpose. The purpose of the article is to deepen the theoretical
and methodological foundations for the formation of a system of in-
vestment support for environmentally innovative measures by agri-
cultural enterprises to strengthen their market positions under condi-
tions of sustainable development.

Materials and methods. The work uses methods of systemic and
comparative analysis, theoretical generalization of concepts of innova-
tive development (“Triple Helix” and “Porter’s hypothesis”), and analyt-
ical reports from the OECD and FAO. Structural and functional model-
ing is used to develop the architectonics of integrated competitiveness.

Results. The formation of theoretical approaches to ecological de-
velopment was studied, and the key areas of implementation of eco-
logical innovations were systematized: the use of renewable energy
sources (biogas plants, solar stations), energy-efficient technologies,
digitalization of monitoring (loT, GIS), biotechnological solutions, or-
ganic production, and precision farming systems. It was established
that eco-innovations have a ‘double effect”: ecological (emission
reduction, soil restoration) and economic (cost optimization, value
growth, increased investment attractiveness). The concept of inte-
grated eco-innovation competitiveness was developed, based on the
synergy among investment and financial (sources of capital), eco-in-
novation (technological renewal), and competitive and market (export
potential, brand) components. It was determined that an effective in-
vestment support system should integrate ‘green” financing tools, ESG
investments, grant resources, and public-private partnership mecha-
nisms to achieve the goals of ecological modernization.

Further research in this area. The implementation of the proposed ap-
proaches will ensure the agricultural sector’s adaptation to global chal-
lenges and strengthen market positions by introducing closed production
cycles. Further research will focus on developing applied tools to assess
enterprises’ ESG maturity to access international financial resources.

Key words: innovation, eco-innovation, innovative development,
investment support, enterprise competitiveness, agricultural enter-
prises, industrial enterprises.

roblem statement. The current state of the agro-indus-
trial sector is characterized by systemic transformations
driven by global economic, environmental, and technological
challenges. The deepening instability in world agricultural
markets, the increasing volatility of food and energy prices, and
the worsening of climate change are creating new conditions
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for the operation of agro-industrial enterprises, which are increasingly dependent on environmental factors
and the efficient use of natural resource potential. The degradation of natural resources is manifested in soil
depletion, reduced fertility, water pollution, reduced biodiversity, and increased carbon burden on agroecosys-
tems. Taken together, these processes not only worsen the ecological state of agricultural production but also
directly limit its long-term productivity and competitiveness.

At the same time, the current state of global economic integration and the expansion of international value
chains pose new requirements for agro-industrial enterprises regarding product environmental safety, trace-
ability of production processes, compliance with sustainable development standards, and implementation of
ESG principles. This necessitates a transition to an innovative and ecological model of development that is
based on resource-saving, decarbonization of production, and digital transformation of the agricultural sector.
Therefore, the problems of developing effective investment support for environmental and innovation measures
are highly relevant, since implementing environmental modernization requires significant financial resources,
institutional support, and long-term investment strategies. Insufficient investment support for environmental
innovations limits enterprises’ opportunities for technological renewal, slows adaptation to global challenges,
and hinders the formation of their competitive advantages.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Modern global transformations in the economic environ-
ment that determine the conditions for the functioning of the agricultural sector are examined in the works of
Batiuk L. A., Reznytska T. O. [1], Tolstova A.V. [2], and Fedorov E. V. [3]. In these studies, attention is focused
on the role of environmental and innovation factors in increasingly determining the economic sustainability
of enterprises.

The theoretical foundations of innovative development are laid down in the classic works of J. Schumpeter
[4], who substantiated the concept of “creative destruction” as a driving force of economic progress. Further
development of innovation theory is presented in the works of K. Freeman and L. Soete [5, 6], in which an
approach to national innovation systems is developed. Of great importance to the formation of a modern un-
derstanding of the innovation ecosystem are the works of G. Etskowitz and L. Leidesdorf [7-9], who developed
the concept of the “triple helix,” which posits that the interaction among the state, business, and science is
a key driver of innovation.

The conceptual foundations of the relationship between environmental requirements and competitiveness of
enterprises are revealed in the works of M. Porter [10], who substantiated the “Porter hypothesis”, according to
which environmental regulation stimulates innovative activity and increases the efficiency of resource use. The
development of this idea was further empirically confirmed in the studies of S. Rousselier and co-authors [11].

The financial and investment aspect of environmental innovations is considered in the works of S. Scarpellini,
dJ. Valero-Gila and P. Portillo [13], who focus on the need to integrate financial and innovation mechanisms in
the process of implementing environmental projects. In the work of S. Nosratobadi and co-authors [14], envi-
ronmental innovations are considered as a component of sustainable business models that combine economic,
environmental, and social goals.

Domestic scientists are also actively addressing the challenges of environmental innovation in the agricultural
sector. M. Bahorka and Y. Yakubenko [16] investigated the mechanisms of introducing environmentally oriented
innovations into the activities of agricultural enterprises. Gubenya Y.E., Zelisko N.B., and Reiter N.I. [17] focus
on the role of ESG strategies in strengthening the economic potential of agricultural enterprises. The works of
Chaikina A. and Musienko Y. [18] analyze the problems and prospects of introducing environmental innovations
in agriculture. The works of V. Vovk [19] and I. Shostak [20] are devoted to the study of the ESG concept for the
introduction of innovative technologies and ensuring the sustainable development of agricultural enterprises.

Despite recent scientific developments, the issue of investment support for environmentally innovative mea-
sures to enhance the competitiveness of agro-industrial enterprises requires further study and development.

The purpose of the study is to deepen the theoretical and methodological foundations for developing
a system of investment support for environmental and innovation measures for agro-industrial enterprises,
aimed at increasing their competitiveness in the context of sustainable development and the global ecological
transformation of the economy.

To achieve this goal, the study outlines the following tasks:

— to analyze the formation of approaches to innovative and ecologically oriented development of economic

systems;

— to investigate the impact of environmental policy and the ESG paradigm on the investment attractiveness

of agro-industrial enterprises;

— to determine the essence and structural characteristics of investment support for environmental and

innovative development;

— to substantiate the concept of integrated eco-innovative competitiveness of enterprises and its structural

and functional model.
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Materials and methods. The materials of the study are the fundamental provisions of classical and modern
economic theory, in particular the concept of “creative destruction” by J. Schumpeter, which defines innovation
as the driving force of economic dynamics, and the theory of national innovation systems by K. Freeman and
L. Sauté. The theoretical basis is expanded by the concept of the “triple helix” by G. Itzkowitz and L. Leidesdorf,
which substantiates the synergy among the state, business, and science, as well as the “Porter hypothesis”,
which demonstrates the positive impact of environmental regulation in stimulating technological renewal and
resource efficiency. An important source was the results of empirical research by domestic and foreign scientists
in the fields of green financing, ESG-investing, circular economy, and ecological modernization of the agricul-
tural sector, as well as analytical reports and methodological recommendations of international organizations,
in particular OECD and FAO, on assessing the economic impact of environmental policy and implementing
the principles of sustainable development in agricultural production.

During the research, a set of scientific methods was used, in particular, theoretical generalization, classifi-
cation, and grouping, to systematize key areas of environmental innovation (energy efficiency, biotechnology,
precision agriculture, and organic production) and to assess their impact on enterprises’ economic results.
Methods of formalization, analysis, and synthesis were used to clarify the essence of the category of investment
support for environmental innovation activities as an integral system of formation and distribution of resourc-
es to achieve an integrated environmental and economic effect. A special place is occupied by the method of
structural and functional modelling, which was used to develop the architectonics of the concept of integrated
eco-innovative competitiveness of an agro-industrial enterprise. This method allowed us to visualize and sub-
stantiate the relationship between the investment and financial, environmental innovation and competitive
and market components as strategic vectors of adaptation of agricultural business to the conditions of global
environmental transformation.

Presentation of the main material of the research. Modern agro-industrial enterprises operate in the
conditions of transformation of the global economic environment. Modern scientific studies [1-3] characterize
it by high uncertainty, instability in agricultural market conditions, exacerbation of food and environmental
problems, increased competition, and increased requirements for the environmental safety of production.

A feature of the agro-industrial sector’s functioning is its significant dependence on natural resource po-
tential, climatic conditions, energy resources, and environmental conditions. In this regard, the impact of
environmental risks is increasing, including soil degradation, depletion of water resources, loss of biodiversity,
increased carbon emissions, and intensified negative effects of climate change. At the same time, international
integration processes and the expansion of global value chains impose new requirements on agro-industrial
enterprises to meet international standards for quality, environmental friendliness, product traceability, and
adherence to the principles of sustainable development [2].

In modern conditions, the competitiveness of agro-industrial enterprises is increasingly determined not only
by production volumes or financial results, but also by the ability of business entities to adapt to environmental
challenges, introduce resource-saving technologies, ensure the environmental safety of production, and integrate
innovative solutions into the strategic management system. That is why environmentally oriented innovations
are becoming a key factor in the formation of long-term competitive advantages for agro-industrial enterprises.
Their implementation enables optimization of resource use, minimization of environmental losses, increased
energy efficiency, reduced production costs, and strengthened market position in domestic and foreign markets.

Investment support for ecological and innovative development is particularly important in modern conditions,
as implementing environmental modernization requires significant financial resources, long-term planning, and
a comprehensive transformation of production processes. Investment support is not only a source of financing for
environmental measures but also a strategic tool for developing the enterprise’s innovative potential, ensuring
its adaptability and increasing resilience to external challenges. In this context, the mechanisms for attracting
ESG investments, green financing, international grant programs, environmental lending, and public-private
partnerships are particularly important.

So, let’s study the formation of the doctrine of innovative development and its ecological orientation at dif-
ferent stages of the development of economic systems.

The theoretical foundations for innovative development were laid by the outstanding Austrian economist
J. Schumpeter [4], who regarded innovation as a key driver of economic dynamics and a driving force in the
development of a competitive environment. Within the framework of his concept, the scientist defined innovation
as a process of “creative destruction”, the essence of which is the constant renewal of economic systems through
the introduction of new technologies, organizational forms, market approaches, and management decisions.
The scientist emphasized that economic development occurs not through the simple accumulation of resources,
but through structural transformations provided by the innovative activity of enterprises.

Further development of the theory of the innovation economy was reflected in the work of K. Framan [5],
who formulated the concept of national innovation systems. In his research [5, 6], the scientist emphasized that
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the effectiveness of innovation development is determined not only by the activities of individual enterprises
but also by the level of interaction among science, the state, financial institutions, and business.

An equally significant contribution to the development of innovation theory was made by G. Etzkowitz and
L. Leidesdorf [7-9], who substantiated the concept of the “Triple Helix”. According to this approach, innova-
tive development arises from the integrated interaction among three key institutions: the state, business, and
science. It is this synergy that creates conditions for the generation of new knowledge, technological renewal,
and the formation of an innovative economy.

Of great theoretical and methodological importance for the study of the relationship between environmental
policy and enterprise competitiveness is the concept of M. Porter, known in scientific circles as “Porter’s hypoth-
esis” [10]. The main idea of this concept is that strict environmental standards and regulatory mechanisms do
not limit the economic development of enterprises; rather, they stimulate innovation, modernize production,
and improve resource efficiency. According to this hypothesis, environmental constraints encourage enterprises
to seek new technological solutions, thereby enabling them to reduce costs, increase productivity, and gain
additional competitive advantages [11].

Research by the international organization OECD [12] also confirms that an effective environmental policy
can stimulate technological renewal in enterprises and positively affect their productivity, especially at high
levels of innovation potential. OECD documents [12] consistently emphasize that environmental regulation
contributes to the intensification of investments in clean technologies, the development of circular business
models, the reduction of emissions, and the increase in resource efficiency in production. In modern conditions,
environmental modernization is increasingly considered not an additional burden on business but a strategic
tool for ensuring long-term competitiveness.

Foreign scientists Scarpellini S., Valero-Gil J., and Portillo P. [13] considered environmental innovation as
a complex integrated system of technological, organizational, managerial, financial, and social decisions aimed
at achieving a balance between economic efficiency and environmental safety. The concept focuses on the need to
transform traditional production models toward resource-saving, decarbonization, waste minimization, and the
adoption of circular economy principles. Environmental innovations cover a wide range of activities: the use of
renewable energy sources, the introduction of energy-efficient technologies, the digitalization of environmental
monitoring, biotechnological solutions, organic production, precision farming systems, and environmentally
oriented logistics processes (Table 1).

Table 1
Key Areas of Environmental Innovations of Agro-Industrial Enterprises

Direction of environ-

mental innovations

Characteristics of events

Economic effect

Environmental effect

Use of renewable energy
sources

Implementation of solar power
plants, biogas plants, wind energy,
and use of agricultural biomass

Reducing energy costs,
increasing energy indepen-
dence, and reducing fuel
costs

Reducing CO, emis-
sions and reducing the
use of fossil fuels

Implementation of
energy-efficient technol-
ogies

Equipment Modernization, Produc-
tion Automation, Energy-Saving
Lighting, and Heat Supply Systems

Optimization of production
costs, increase productivity

Reduction of energy
consumption and envi-
ronmental burden

Digitalization of environ-
mental monitoring

Use of 10T technologies, GIS sys-
tems, and sensor monitoring of soils,
water, and atmospheric air

Reduction of costs for re-
source control and efficiency
of management decisions

Improving environmen-
tal control and pollu-
tion prevention

Biotechnology solutions

Use of biofertilizers, biological
products, biological plant protection
products, and biotechnologies for
waste processing

Reducing the cost of chemi-
cals, increasing yields

Reducing the chemical
burden on ecosystems

Organic production

Production of environmentally
friendly products without the use of
synthetic fertilizers and pesticides

Growth of the added value
of products, expansion of
export opportunities

Restoration of soil fer-
tility and conservation
of biodiversity

Precision Farming Sys-
tems

Use of GPS navigation, drones, au-
tomated fertilization, and protective
equipment

Increase in yield and re-
source efficiency

Minimization of re-
source overruns and en-
vironmental pollution

Ecologically oriented
logistics processes

Optimization of transport routes,
use of ecological transport, and eco-
logical packaging

Reduction of logistics costs,
increase in supply efficiency

Reducing emissions
and the negative impact
of transport

Source: systematized by [13]
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Also, in modern scientific literature [14], special attention is paid to the so-called “double effect” of envi-
ronmental innovations. On the one hand, they provide a positive environmental outcome by reducing negative
impacts, lowering emissions and resource intensity, and improving the environmental safety of production.

On the other hand, environmental innovations have economic effects, including reduced production costs,
increased labor productivity, optimized logistics processes, increased investment attractiveness of the enterprise,
and strengthened market reputation. As a result, environmental innovations have become an important factor
in shaping the strategic competitiveness of agro-industrial enterprises.

The modern ESG paradigm no longer considers only the economic effects of innovation but also examines
financial aspects. Investment support for environmental and innovative measures is an integral part of the
enterprise’s strategic management and a key tool for ensuring sustainable development. Currently, an enter-
prise’s ESG maturity level increasingly affects its investment attractiveness, access to international financial
resources, and ability to integrate into global markets.

An OECD study [15] showed that integrating ESG criteria into the financing system can reduce investment
risk, ensure stable financial flow, increase investor confidence, and create prerequisites for the enterprise’s
long-term economic sustainability. In this regard, environmentally oriented investments are becoming a key tool
for modernizing the agro-industrial sector, developing its innovation potential, and increasing competitiveness
amid the global transformation of the economy.

Domestic scientists are also actively researching issues related to the environmental modernization of the
agricultural sector. In the works of Ukrainian researchers [16-20], it is determined that the introduction of
environmental innovations in agricultural production increases the efficiency of natural resource use, reduces
the environmental burden, and creates new competitive positions for enterprises in international markets. The
introduction of organic production [16], digitalization of environmental monitoring [17], the use of alternative
energy [16-18], circular business models [17, 18], and ESG strategies [19, 20] have been studied.

Having studied the theoretical and methodological provisions presented in the works of leading researchers, we
consider it expedient to refine the existing understanding of the category “investment support of environmental and
innovative measures of agro-industrial enterprises” in the literature. It is proposed to understand this concept as
a system for the formation, attraction, distribution, and use of financial resources to implement environmental in-
novations that increase the enterprise’s competitiveness by integrating economic, environmental, and social effects.

We also propose an approach to the study of investment support for the ecological and innovative develop-
ment of agro-industrial enterprises, which, in comparison with the existing ones, is based on the concept of

Investment and financial
component
(financial resources,
instruments, mechanisms)

Ecological and innovative
component
(innovative solutions,
modernization, greening)

Competitive market
component
(market advantages, added
value, export potential)

Fig. 1. Architectonics of the concept of integrated eco-innovative competitiveness of an agro-industrial enterprise

Source: author’s development
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integrated eco-innovative competitiveness, which is considered as a systemic category that reflects the ability
of an enterprise to provide long-term competitive advantages based on a harmonious combination of economic,
environmental, and innovative components of development. Within this framework, competitiveness is under-
stood not only as a function of market interactions but also of the level of investment support for environmen-
tal modernization and of the enterprise’s ability to generate, implement, and commercialize environmental
innovations.

Structurally, the concept of integrated eco-innovative competitiveness is based on the interaction of three
interrelated and interdependent components: investment-financial, environmental-innovative, and competitive-
market (Fig. 1).

The investment and financial component reflects the totality of sources of financial resource formation, tools
for their attraction, and mechanisms for their effective distribution to implement environmental and innova-
tive projects. It determines an enterprise’s financial capacity to carry out environmental transformation, its
access to capital, investment attractiveness, and its ability to integrate into modern global financial markets,
including ESG-oriented investment flows.

The ecological-innovative component reflects the technological and organizational dimensions of enterprise
development that enable the introduction of innovative solutions to minimize negative environmental impacts,
increase resource efficiency, reduce the energy and material intensity of production, and establish closed cycles
of resource use. This component covers a wide range of environmental modernization tools, including the dig-
italization of production processes, the use of renewable energy sources, the introduction of biotechnology, the
development of precision agriculture, and environmentally oriented production and logistics systems.

The competitive and market component characterizes the ability of an agro-industrial enterprise to trans-
form the results of investment and innovation activities into sustainable market advantages, to ensure the
growth of added value of products, the expansion of sales markets, the increase of export potential, and the
strengthening of brand position at the domestic and international levels. It reflects the degree of the enterprise’s
integration into global value chains and its ability to meet the modern requirements of sustainable development
and environmental responsibility.

Thus, properly designed investment support for environmental and innovation measures is key to increasing
the competitiveness of agro-industrial enterprises. The formation of a modern green investment system should
be based on the integration of ESG approaches, digital technologies, circular-economy principles, and innova-
tive management. This model can ensure the agricultural sector’s adaptation to global challenges, increase its
investment attractiveness, and achieve sustainable development goals.

Conclusions. In modern conditions, agro-industrial enterprises operate in a complex, multidimensional
environment characterized by high resource dependence, growing environmental risks, and increased require-
ments for sustainable development. This necessitates a transition to a new model of development, in which
environmental innovations are a key tool for increasing production efficiency and forming long-term competitive
advantages.

Investment support of environmental and innovative measures is a system-forming element of environmen-
tal modernization of agro-industrial enterprises, as it determines their ability to implement technological,
organizational, and managerial innovations. In this context, ESG investments, green finance instruments,
public-private partnership mechanisms, and international grant programs are particularly important.

The proposed concept of integrated eco-innovative competitiveness allows us to consider enterprise develop-
ment as the result of the interaction among investment-financial, ecological-innovative, and competitive-market
components. It provides a comprehensive view of the processes for developing competitive advantages through
environmental modernization and innovation.

The developed structural and functional model of investment support for the environmental and innovative
development of the agro-industrial enterprise systematizes tools, mechanisms, and resources for implementing
environmental innovations, ensuring their consistency with the enterprise’s strategic goals. The implemen-
tation of the proposed approach will increase the investment attractiveness of agro-industrial enterprises,
strengthen their market positions, expand export potential, and ensure long-term economic, environmental,
and social sustainability.

JOJATKOBA IHOOPMAILIA
BHECOK ABTOPIB: Yci aBTopu 3po0uin BHECOK ITOPiBHY.
DOIHAHCYBAHHS: ABropu He 0TPpUMYBAJIH (PiHAHCYBAHHA [IJIA I[bOTO JOCITIKEeHHS.
3AABA ITPO JOCTYIIHICTDb JAHMX: He 3acTocoByeThbes.
KOH®JIIKT IHTEPECIB: ABTopu 3asAB/IAIOTE IPO BiICYTHICTH KOH(JIIKTY iHTEpECIB.
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ITaBmor Koctaurun BosogumMupoBuyu
JoKmMOp eKOHOMIMHUX HAYK, npogecop,
npogecop kagedpu exoHoMIKU | mopziesl
Bonuncvkutli HQUIOHANLHUL YHI8epcUumem
imenl Jleci Yepainku

ITaBmoBa Onena MuxkosiaiBHa

JoKmOop eKOHOMINHUX HAYK, npogecop,
3a8i0ysaura Kagedpu eKOHOMIKU I Mop2iéil
Bonuncvrkuli HauloHanbHUL YHIGepCUmMmem
imeri Jlect Yepainku

IITamoBasnoBa Iura OuekciiBaa

0oKMOp eKOHOMIYHUX HAYK, JOUueHm,
douenm rkagedpu exoHOMIKU NIONPUEMCmMaa
ma opzarizayii 6iznecy

XapriscvKuli HQUIOHAIbHUL eKOHOMIYHUL
ynisepcumem imeni Cemena Kysneusa

IHBECTUL|INHE 3ABE3NEYEHHS
EKOJIOTIYHO-IHHOBALIIMHUX 3AXOAIB
HAMNPABJIEHUX HA NIABULLEHHA
KOHKYPEHTOCINPOMOJXKHOCTI
AreonromMuciiosux nianPUEMCTB

AHoTauis. BcTyn. [106anbHa exono2iuHa TpaHCHOpMAaLlis BUMazae
Big a2ponignpremMCTB rnepexogy go CTaimx Mogesein po3suTKy Yepes
MOCU/IEHHS €KOTORIYHNX PU3MKIB | BUMOR ESG-CTAHGAPTIB. AKTYA/IbHICTb
gOoCAigKeHHs 3yMoB/IeHd HeoOXIgHICTIO POPMYBAHHS HOBUX giKepen
iHBecTuLiriHo20 3abe3rneyeHHs gas BPOBAGKEHHS eK002i4HUX iHHO-
BALiVi AIK K/IIOYOBO2O YUHHUKA KOHKYPEHTOCTPOMOXKHOCTI.

Mera. MeToto cTaTTi € no2mb/eHHs TeopeTKo-MeTogoI02i4HNX 3a-
cag opmMyBaAHHS CMCTeMYM iHBECTULIiFIHO20 3a6e3MeyeHHs eKo102i4HO--
[HHOBALIMHMX 30X0giB a2PONignPUEMCTB G/IS 3MILIHEHHS IXHIX M03MLii
HU PUHKY B yMOBAX CTA/1020 PO3BUTKY.

Martepianm i MeTogn. Y poboTi BUKOPUCTAHO METOgU CUCTEMHO20
Ta MOPIBHAIbHOR0 AHANI3Y, TEOPETUYHOR20 Y3a2A/IbHEHHS KOHLIernLiv
iHHoBawiviHo20 po3suTky («Triple Helix», «2inote3a MopTtepa») Ta aHani-
TH4HUX 3BiTiB OECD i FAO. CTPYKTYPHO-(YHKLIOHAIbHEe MOGe/toBaHHS
30CTOCOBAHO g5l po3pobKM APXITEKTOHIKY iHTE2POBAHOI KOHKYPeHTO-
CrPOMOXKHOCTI.

Pesynbratu. [JocnigxeHo CTAHOBIEHHS TEOPETUYHMX MigX0giB
goO eK0J102{YH020 PO3BUTKY T4 CUCTEMATM30BAHO K/HOYOBI HAMPS-
MW BIIPOBAG)KEHHS eKOM0_IYHMX IHHOBALiN: BUKOPUCTAHHSA BIGHOB-
JIOBAHMX gxepen eHepeaii (6i02a30Bi yCTAHOBKM, COHAYHI CTAHLi),
eHep2oe(eKTUBHI TexHooz2ii, unpposizavito MoHiTopuHzy (10T, GIS),
6ioTexHO/02i4Hi pillieHHs], Op2aHiyHe BUPOOHMLITBO Ta cUCTEMU TOY-
H020 3emaepobcTBa. O6fPYHTOBAHO, L0 eKOIHHOBALi MAOTb «Mo-
gBIiliHWI eeKT»: eKoN0_iYHWNI (3HMKEeHHS BUKNGIB, BiGHOB/EHHS
JPYHTIB) TG eKOHOMIYHMI (ONTUMI3ALSi BUTPAT, 3pOCTAHHSA OGAHOI
BAPTOCTI, NigBuLLeHHs iHBeCcTuLisfiHoi npuBabanBocTi). Po3pobiie-
HO KOHUenuito iHTe2poBAHOI eKO-IHHOBALiIMIHOI KOHKYPEHTOCMPOo-
MOXHOCTI, 10 6a3yeTbCs HA CMHepaii iHBeCTMLiliHO-PiHaHCOBOI
(g>xepena kanitany), eKon02i4HO-IHHOBALINHOI (TexHO02i4He
OHOBJIEHHS) T4 KOHKYPEHTHO-PUHKOBOI (eKCOPTHMI MOTeHuian,
6peHg) cknagoBux. BusHayeHo, 1o epekTMBHA cucTema iHBecTH-
LifiHo20 3abe3neyeHHs MA€ iHTe2pyBATH IHCTPYMEHTH «3e/1eH020»
¢iHaHcyBaHHs, ESG-iHBeCTuLil, 2pAHTOBI pecypcu Ta MexaHi3mu
gep>XaBHO-MPMUBATHO20 NAPTHEPCTBA /sl JOCA2HEHHS Liiflei eKo-
J102i9HOT MOgepHI3aLii.

[NepcriekTBK. Peanizavisi 3anponoHOBAHMX MigxogiB 3ab6e3ne4nTb
aganTayito a2papHo20 CekTopy go 21006a1bHUX BUKINKIB | 3MiLIHEHHS
11020 PUHKOBYMX MO3MLiiT 3ABGSIKM BIPOBAGXKEHHIO 3AMKHEHMX BUPOOHM-
Ynx UmKAiB. Moganblui gocigxeHHs 6ygyTb CIPSIMOBAHI Ha pO3POOKY
NPUKAAGHOR0 IHCTPYMEeHTApIlo gas OLiHKM ESG-3pisioCTi nignpuemcTs
3 MeTol0 gocTyny go MikHapOgHUX HiHaHCOBUX pecypciB.

KnoyoBi croBa: iHHOBALi, eKo/102i4Hi iHHOBALT, iIHHOBALiiHMA
pO3BUTOK, iHBECTULiliHe 3abe3rneyeHHs], KOHKYPeHTOCTPOMOXHICTb
Nigrnpu1EMCTB, a2papHi MignpueMCTBA, MPOMMCIOBI NGrPUEMCTBA.
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