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Abstract. For a long period of time from 1991 to 2016, the socio-economic development of Ukrainian regions was
characterized by enhanced differentiation and persistent inequality. Permanent preservation of the gap between
the maximum and minimum values of indicators of socio-economic development of regions, in particular, the GRP
per capita (8.8 times in 2014); disposable income of populace (10.3% in 2015); unemployment rate according to ILO
methodology (in 2.8 times in January-September 2016), the volume of realized industrial products (38,9 times in
January-September 2016) indicate the persistence of centre-periphery relations between regions in the economic
space of the country. This situation reduces the overall efficiency of the economy, which is reflected by the decline
of Ukraine’s position in the rankings of international organizations. According to the global competitiveness
index in 2015, Ukraine has shifted from 76 to 79 place compared with 2014, according to the Index of Human
Development, there was a slight increase from 83 to 81 place. To crown it all, taking into account the complexity
of modern processes of Ukrainian regions’ socio-economic development, the total assessment of determination of
Ukrainian regions’ levels of socio-economic development is required. The purpose of the article implies prompting
the research results of determining the problem concerning the consolidated assessment of the socio-economic
development of Ukrainian regions. Methodology.The article examines the processes of socio-economic development
of Ukrainian regions and offers an analytical scheme of identification stage of problematic of the regions’ socio-
economic development. The article justifies a system of partial indicators and on its basis calculates the integral and
generalizing indicators of economic and social development of Ukrainian regions. Analysis of recent researches and
publications. Issues of spatial development of the country’s regions have researched Italo F,, Baklanov P, Boyer G.,
Bramanti A., Grossetti M., Dmytryshyn L., Krugman P, Lappo G., Demyanenko O., Myrdal G., Fujita M., etc. Statement
of the problem. However, reasoning the topical approach to the determination of the level of socio-economic
development of the country’s regions requires in-depth development that in its turn determines the relevance of
this article.
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determination of Ukrainian regions” levels of socio-
economic development is required.

1. Introduction

Socio-economic development of Ukraine is based
on the substantial positive changes in the regions. So,
transition processes in Ukraine were differently marked
on the development of its regions: some of them managed
to mobilize their capacity and gradually adapt to difficult
economic conditions, while the others, as before, are
currently in the state of deep economic stagnation, which

2. Literature Review

Modern  processes of the
development of Ukrainian regions’ are complex and
poorly defined and, therefore, require a detailed analysis

SOcCio-economic

has led to an increase in regional inequality.

To crown it all, taking into account the complexity
of modern processes of Ukrainian regions’ socio-
economic development, the total assessment of
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to determine the factors of their irregularity.

In the scientific economic literature, there are three
main approaches to the survey of socio-economic
processes, which are based on: modelling, analytical
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schemes or a combination of both directions together
(Piermartini, 2005; Ostashko, Voloschenko-Hold'em,
2011). Each of the abovementioned approaches
has certain advantages and disadvantages, which are
thoroughly analysed in the work (Tochilina, 2012).

Analysis of a number of studies [S-11], which
studied the processes of the regions’ socio-economic
development, allows offering a certain identification
stage of problematic concerning the country’s regions
socio-economic development.

3. Analysis of the economic development
of Ukrainian regions

One of the main indicators determining the economic
development level of the country regions is GDP per

person. Fig. 1 shows the distribution of Ukrainian
regions on this indicator in 2013.

As can be judged from Fig. 1, the leader in the
country in terms of GRP per person is the city of
Kyiv — 109402 UAH, which is far ahead of the second
region in the range, namely, Dnipropetrovsk region -
46333 UAH. The following areas are Kyiv region —
39988 UAH, Poltava region — 39962 UAH, Donetsk
region — 37830 UAH, and Kharkivregion - UAH 31128.
Outsiders of GRP per person in the country are the
following regions: Chernivtsi — 15154 UAH, Ternopil -
16819 UAH, Rivne — UAH 19003 and Kherson —
UAH 19311.

In accordance with GRP indicator per person to the
average rate within the country, regions were divided as
follows (Fig. 2).

Region

Kyiv Region I 39988
Poltava I 39962
Donets'k I 37830

Ukraine together NI 33473
Kharkiv I 31128
Zaporizhzhya IS 30526
Odesa I 29118
Mykolayiv IS 27355
Cherkasy NN 26168
Kirovograd NN 25533
Lviv I 24937
Luhans'k N 24514
Ivano-Frankivs'k NN 24022
Sumy IS 23517
Chernihiv IS 22603
Vinnytsya NN 22303
Zhytomer NN 20286
Khmelnytsky IS 20165
Volyn N 19817
Kherson [N 19311
Rivne IS 19003
Zakarpatya N 17044
Ternopil N 16819
Chernivtsi [N 15154

Kyivcity I 109402
Dnipropetrovsk I 46333

0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000 60000 70000 80000 90000 100000 110000

GRP per
person,
UAH

Fig. 1. The diagram of Ukrainian regions division according to the GRP indicator per person (2013)

Source: the author’s calculations
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2001 year 2013 year

56% (14) 24% (6) 56% (14) 20% (5)

20% (5) 24% (6)

Fig. 2. Division of Ukrainian regions in accordance with GRP indicator per
person to the average rate within the country in 2001 and 2003:
1 - more than 100%; 2 — from 75% to 99%; 3 - less than 75%

Source: the author’s calculations
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-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

Growth of GRP
per person, %
Kyiv Region [N 26,4
Dnipropetrovs'’k [ 17,4
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Fig. 3. The dynamics of GRP changes per person to the average rate within the country
in different Ukrainian regions in 2000-2013

Source: the author’s calculations
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Obviously, the structure of Ukrainian regions
according to this indicator has slightly changed. Only
Kyiv region was replaced from the second group to
the first while Zaporizhzhia and Odesa regions were
replaced vice versa, from the first group to the second.

The biggest increase of the GRP indicator per person
to the average rate in Ukraine in 2013 in comparison
with 2001 was detected in Kyiv region - 26,4%,
Dnepropetrovsk region — 17,4%, Donetsk region -
13,8%, and Poltava region — 12,0% (Fig. 3).

Meanwhile, a decrease of the GRP indicator was
present in Sumy region- 23,3%, Zaporizhzhia — 18,0%,
Rivne region — 15,1%, and Odesa region — 15,0%.

Vol. 3, No. 2, 2017

4. Analysis of the regions’ social development

While scientists the
development of the regions by one indicator — the GRP
indicator per person, several indicators characterize
the social development. Thus, the analysis of some
works (Omarov, 2014; Gaiman, 2009; Dobkin,
Chernov, Kernes, 2010; Hranberh, 2001; Kuznetsova,
2014; Klebanova, Kizim, 2012) gives an opportunity
to offer the following set: the income per capita, the
unemployment rate and migration coefficient.

According to the rate of income per capita, Ukrainian
regions in 2013 were distributed as follows (Fig. 4).

characterize economic

Region

Kyiv
Dnipropetrovs'k
Zaporizhzhya
Kyiv Region
Kharkiv

Poltava

Ukraine in a whole
Donets'k

Odesa

Sumy

Mykolayiv
Vinnytsya

Lviv
Khmelnytsky I, 23545
Chernihiv I 23973,4
Zhytomer I 22913
Rivne . 22502,6
Kirovograd I 22742,6
Cherkasy I 22742,6
Kherson I 21610,9
Ivano-Frankivs'k . 21103,2
Volyn I 21083,4
Luhans'k I 19920,6
Ternopil I 19273
Chernivtsi I 18984,8
Zakarpatya I 17789,7

0 10000 20000

. 65672,8
I 33352,1
I 31106,2
I 29361,5
I 27516,7
I 26998,5
I 26719,4
I 26417,7
I 25076,2
I 24700,4
I 24386,1
I 24271,6
I 24239,4

30000

Income per person, UAH
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Fig. 4. Diagram of Ukrainian regions’ distribution according to income per person in 2013

Source: the author’s calculations
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As can be judged from Fig. S, the leader in terms of
the income rate per person in the country is Kyiv city -
UAH 65672,8 which is far ahead of the second value of
Dnepropetrovsk region - UAH 33352,1.

At the following places are Zaporizhzhia region —
31106,2 UAH, Kyiv region - 29361,5 UAH,
Kharkiv region - UAH 27516,7 and Poltava region —
26998,5 UAH. Outsiders by income per person in
the country are Zakarpattia region — 17789,7 UAH,
Chernivtsi region — 18984,8 UAH, Ternopil region —
UAH 19273,0 and Luhansk region - UAH 19920,6.

The unemployment rate of Ukrainian regions’
population in 2013 was as follows (Fig. 5).

Subject to Fig. 5, the leaders of the unemployment
rate in the country are Kyiv city — 6,7%, Odesa —
6,7%, and Kharkiv region — 7,8%, while the outsiders
are Zhytomyr - 11,5%, Poltava - 11,5%, and
Luhansk — 11,4% regions.

According to migration coeflicient, Ukrainian regions
in 2013 were distributed as follows (Fig. 6).

As can be judged from Fig. 6, the biggest positive
migration coefficient has Kyiv region - 6,4%,
Kyiv city — 6,0%, and Kharkiv region - 3,0%,
while the negative migration coefficient has
Luhansk region (-3,6%) and Donetsk region
(=2,5%).

Kyiv . ©,7
Odesa I 6,7
Kharkiv . 7,8
Dnipropetrovs'k I 8
Kyiv Region . 8
Ivano-Frankivs'’k . 8,1
Zaporizhzhya I 8,4
Lviv . 8,6
Chernivtsi I o
Mykolayiv I 9,1
Zakarpatya I 9,2
Ukraine in whole I 9,3
Khmelnytsky I 0,4
Sumy I 9,5
Volyn I 9,9
Kherson I 9,9
Cherkasy I 10,2
Vinnytsya [ 10,5
Rivne I 10,6
Donets'k I 11
Kirovograd I 11,2
Chernihiv I 11,2
Ternopil I 11,3

Luhans'k . 11,4 Unemploy
ment rate,
|
Poltava 11,5 %

Zhytomer I 11,5

Fig. 5. Diagram of Ukrainian regions’ distribution according to the unemployment rate in 2013

Source: the author’s calculations
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The results of integral estimation of Ukrainian regions’
social development index (IC), which is offered in the
work (Omarov, 2014), are described in Fig. 7.

According to Fig. 7, the city of Kyiv (1,0) is
significantly ahead of other regions of the country
subject to the integral indicator of social development.
Kyiv regionis in the second place — 0,6346, it is followed
by Odesa region- 0,5065, Kharkiv region - 0,4338, and
Dnipropetrovsk region — 0,3725.

It should be stressed that the above-mentioned
indicators of Ukrainian regions’ social and economic
development have different nature and have no

Vol. 3, No. 2, 2017

threshold, which could identify their problematic, and
the need for the state support.

S. Conclusions

A significant number of half-peripheral and peripheral
regions requires support from the state, aimed at aligning
trends of the socio-economic development of top
regions and problem regions, as well as the introduction
of a mechanism to promote economic activities in the
growth poles. The implementation of these measures
requires regional support from the state, aimed at

Region

Kyiv Region
Kyiv

Kharkiv

Odesa
Chernivtsi
Ivano-Frankivs'k
Poltava

Volyn

Lviv
Mykolayiv
Vinnytsya
Cherkasy
Dnipropetrovs'k
Ternopil

Khmelnytsky

02 M|

0,4 W

0,4 W

0,4 W

-0,5 .

-0,6 .

0,8

0,8

2,5 I

3,6 I

Negative
migration -4 -3 2 -1
rate, %

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Positive
migration
rate, %

Rivne
Zhytomer
Sumy
Chernihiv
Zaporizhzhy
Zakarpatya
Kirovograd
Kherson
Donets'k

Luhans'k

Region

Fig. 6. Diagram of Ukrainian regions’ distribution according to migration coefficient

Source: the author’s calculations
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aligning trends of the socio-economic development of = in-depth development. The main purpose ofthisarticleis

the regions. to analyse the processes of socio-economic development
However, the problems of reducing the inequality = of Ukrainian regions. The system of fractional indicators
among socio-economic development of the Ukrainian | isjustified and, on its basis, the integral and generalizing
regions, grounding of the current concepts of socio- indicators of economic and social development of the
economic development of the country’s regions require regions of Ukraine are calculated.
Region

Kyiv — 1
Kyiv Region I 0,6346
Odesa I 0,5065
Kharkiv e 0,4338
Dnipropetrovs'k I 0,3725
Zaporizhzhya . 0,3247
Luhans'’k I 0,3107
Chernivtsi NI 0,2848
Donets'k I 0,2769
Ivano-Frankivs'k [N 0,2721
Lviv e 0,2686
Poltava N 0,2403
Mykolayiv I 0,2272
Volyn I 0,207
Khmelnytsky IS 0,1809
Sumy I 0,1796
Vinnytsya N 0,173
Kirovograd N 0,1307
Zakarpatya [N 0,1297
Cherkasy I 0,1253
Chernihiv N 0,1084
Zhytomer NN 0,1065
Kherson N 0,0915
Rivne N 0,0777
Ternopil WM 0,0466

Ic
0 0,1 0,2 03 04 0,5 0,6 0,7 0.8 0,9 1

Fig. 7. Diagram of Ukrainian regions’ distribution subject to the integral indicator
of social development in 2013

Source: the author’s calculations
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Enena KO3UPEBA, Puta CATAUAAK-HUKUTIOK, Hatanua flemueHko
AHANN3 COUNAJIBHO-2KOHOMUWYECKOTO PA3BUTUA PETMOHOB YKPANHDI

AHHOTauuA. B TeueHne gnutenbHoro nepmnoga spemenu ¢ 1991 no 2016 rog coumanbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOE pa3BuTme
pervoHoB YKpauHbl XapaKTepu3oBanocb ycuneHuem auddepeHuMaLmm n COXPAHAIOLLErocA HepaBeHCTBa.
[MocToAHHOE COXpaHeHMe pa3pbiBa MeXAY MaKCMManbHbIMA M MUHUMANbHbIMU 3HAYeHUAMW MOKa3aTenemn
COLManbHO-3KOHOMMNYECKOrO Pa3BUTLA PErMOHOB, B YacTHOCTM BPI Ha gywy HaceneHus (B 8,8 pa3a B 2014 roay);
foxofoB HaceneHus (10,3% B 2015 rogy); ypoBHsA 6e3paboTuupbl cornacHo metogonorui MOT (B 2,8 pa3a B sHBape-
ceHTAbpe 2016 roga), obbema peann3oBaHHON NPOMbILWAEHHONW NpogyKumn (38,9 pasa B AHBape-ceHTAGpe 2016
rofa) CBUAETENbCTBYIOT O COXPaHEHUUN LeHTP-NeprdepuinHbiX OTHOLLEHUI MEXAY PEerroHamMn B SKOHOMUYECKOM
NPOCTPaHCTBE CTPaHbl. Takasa cUTyaLma CHUKaeT o6Lyto 3GpdeKTUBHOCTb SKOHOMUKU, UTO OTPAXKAETCA B CHUXEHUN
no3vunii YKpauHbl B PenTVHrax MeXOyHapOoAHbIX OopraHu3auuii. B cooTBeTcTBUM C rnoGasibHbIM MHAEKCOM
KOHKypeHToCnocobHocTr B 2015 rofy YKpaviHa nepemectunach ¢ 76 Ha 79 MecTo no cpaBHeHuto ¢ 2014 rogom.
MosToMy, yumTbiBas C/IOXHOCTb COBPEMEHHbIX MPOLECCOB COLMaTbHO-SKOHOMMUYECKOrO Pa3BUTUA PErmoHOB
YKpauHbl, Heobxoanma obuias OLeHKa YPOBHA WX COLMANIbHO-IKOHOMMWYECKOro pa3BuTUA. Ljess cmameu —
060CHOBaTb pe3ynbTaTbl UCCIeAOBaHUI MHTErPanbHOM OLEHKM COLManbHO-3KOHOMMYECKOrO Pa3BUTUA PErMOHOB
YKpaunHbl. Memodosiozus. B cTaTbe paccMaTpurBaloTCA NPOLeCcChl CoLMaribHO-SKOHOMMYECKOro Pa3BUTKA PErMOHOB
YKpauHbl 1 npegnaraeTcsa aHanutTnyeckasa cxema BblBNIeHUsI MPOOIeMHbIX BOMPOCOB COLNaNIbHO-3KOHOMIYECKOro
pa3BUTUSI PErMoHoB. B cTaTbe OOGOCHOBAaHa CMUCTEMA YACTHbIX MOKa3aTesiell M Ha ee OCHOBE BbIUMCIISIOTCA
WHTerpasibHble 1 06o6LaoLmne nokasaTenym 3KOHOMUYECKOrO M COLMANIbHOTO PAa3BUTUA PErMoHOB YKpauHbI.
AHanu3 nocnedHux ucciedosanul u nybnukayul. Bonpocbl NPOCTPaHCTBEHHOrO Pa3BUTUA PErMOHOB CTPaHbl
nccneposanu Utano @., baknaHos I., bonep I, bpamaHtn A., TpocceTtn M., AMutpuwwmH J1., Kpyrman M., Nlanno T,
JembaneHko O., Miopganb I, Oygxuta M. n gp. lTocmaHoska npobnemsl. OfHako 060CHOBaHKE aKTyaslbHOro
NoAxofa K onpefeneHunto YpoBHA COLMaIbHO-IKOHOMUYECKOTO Pa3BUTUA PErMOHOB CTPaHbl TpebyeT yrnybneHHoro
aHanun3a, 4YTo B CBOIO OYepeb onpefendaeT akTyanbHOCTb AAHHOW CTaTbW.
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