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The article considered the essence of the institutional environment for the post-war recovery and
development of digital business, analyzed the main formal and informal institutions that will influence
the implementation of entrepreneurial activity in this direction after the Victory of Ukraine. It is noted
that for a better understanding of the specifics of the functioning of the specified system in the modern
conditions of digitization of all social systems, the issues of conducting additional research on the
processes of forming a new post-war space for the implementation of economic activities by eco-
nomic entities, the emergence of digital business and its role in the post-war recovery of the national
economy are becoming relevant. It is emphasized that the specificity of the functioning of institutes
and institutions in the public space is that their formation and development is possible through already
functioning institutes and institutions, but quite often they arise on the basis of the same systems, for
example, political, social, and exert a powerful influence on development of other systems (economic,
for example). This is exactly the situation that arose in Ukraine during the war. New informal institutions
were formed, and even faster than the formal ones were changing. It was determined that the prereq-
uisites for the formation and development of institutions, the birth of institutions are extremely complex,
and this determines the complexity of the formation of the institutional environment, which is necessary
for the post-war recovery of the national economy. However, the ability to transform and develop such
an environment contributes to the potential possibility of its change, affecting individual factors, factors
that determine it. It was concluded that an important role in this process is played by formal institutions,
which are called upon through transformational processes to ensure the systematic and harmonious
development of all social systems without exception, to promote their effective interaction with each
other, which will become the basis for the post-war recovery of the national economy. In general, it has
been established that institutes and institutions influence the development primarily not of the digital
business system itself, but of the behavior of economic entities involved in the functioning of such a
system. The study shows that it is the purposeful influence on their behavior regarding the provision
and use of services that are provided within such a system, and forms the foundation for the post-war
restoration of the specified system, determines the peculiarities of its functioning in a stochastic post-
war environment. Acting either as producers of relevant services or as their consumers, business
entities produce a significant number of different types of models of their own economic behavior,
which are formed within the institutional environment. It was concluded that influencing the process of
building such models is a possible way to determine the post-war development of the digital business
system. At the same time, measures of influence on the activities of various economic entities should
be different, depending on the degree of post-war digitization of the national economy.

Key words: post-war recovery of the national economy, state regulation of the economy, institutional
environment, national economy, development of the national economy, digital business.

Y cmammi 6y/10 po32/isiHymo CymHicmb iHCMUmyyioHasbHo20 cepedosulya 0/151 MOBOEHHO20 BIiO-
HoB/eHHS1 Ui po3BUMKY LugbpoBo20 Bi3HECY, rpoaHasi308aHO OCHOBHI (hopMasibHi U HeghopMasibHI
IHCmumymu, siki 8riuBamuMyms Ha 30iUCHEHHSI MIONPUEMHUULKOI Oisi/IbHOCMI B8 UbOMY HanpsiMKy
niics1s1 [Mepemoau YkpaiHu. 3a3Ha4eHo, Wo 07151 Kpauwjo2o po3yMiHHs1 ocobsiusocmeli (hyHKUIOHYBaHHSI
3a3HadeHol cuCmeMU B8 Cy4acHUX yMosax yugbposizayii BCIX CyCri/IbHUX CUCMEM, akmya/lbHUMU
cmaromb NUMaHHs Wodo nposedeHHs: Ao0amKoBuUX OOC/TOXeHb MPOYeCi8 (hopMyBaHHsI HOBO20
MiC/IIBOEHHO20 MPOCmMopy 07151 30iliCHEHHS 20Cr100apChKOI Oisi/IbHOCMI eKOHOMIYHUMU Cy6’eKmamu,
BUHUKHEHHS1 Yughposo20 Gi3Hecy i io2o posii 8 MOBOEHHOMY BIOHOBIEHHI HAUOHa/IbHOI €KOHOMIKU.
AKyeHmoBsaHo, wo creyuchika hyHKYIOHyBaHHSI iIHCmumymig ma iHemumyuyili y cycnifbHoMy rpo-
cmopi nosisi2ae 8 Momy, Wo ix ¢hopMyBaHHs i PO3BUMOK MOX/IUBUL Yepe3 OKpeMo Bxe ¢hyHKUio-
Hytodi IHCmumymu, iHcmumyuii, a/1e documb 4acmo BOHU BUHUKAatOMb Ha OCHOBI OOHUX CUCMEM,
Harpuk/ao, nolimu4HUX, coyliasibHUX, a nomyxmHul sr/ius 30iUCHIOME Ha PO3BUMOK IHWUX cucmem
(eocnodapcbkux, Hanpukiad). Came maka cumyauyisi BUHUK/A 8 YkpaiHi nio Yac sitiHu. Bynu cghop-
MOBaHi HOBI HeQhOpMasibHI IHCmumymu, rpu YoMy Hasimb wBuowe, HiX 3VIHIBa/IUCL (DOPMasIbHI.
Bu3sHa4yeHo, wo nepedymosu ¢hopMyBaHHs i pO3BUMKY IHCMUMYymIs, 3apo0XeHHsI iIHemumyuiti €
Had3su4aliHo ck/1adHUMU, i ye 06yMOB/IKE CKIaOHICMb hopMyBaHHs! iHCmUmMYyyioHa/lbHo20 cepeo-
0BUWa, sIKe HEObXiOHe 07151 MOBOEHHO20 BIOHOR/TEHHST HaUioHa/IbHOT €KOHOMIKU. [Tpome enacmusicms
00 mpaHcghopmayii, po38UMKy makoeo cepedosuLya crpusie MomeHyitiHIt MoX1uBocmi to2o 3MiHU,
BIN/IUBAKOHU HA OKPeMi YUHHUKU, hakmopu, wo (io2o demepMiHytomb. 3p06/ieHO BUCHOBOK PO
me, Wo Bax/1usy Posib y UbOMy MPOYEC Bidigparomb hopMasibHi IHCmUmMymu, siki MOK/IUKaHI Yepe3
mpaHcghopmayitini npoyecu 3abesrnedysamu cUCmMeMHICmb ma 2apMOHIUHUU pOo3BUMOK yCiX 6e3
BUHSIMKY CyCri/IbHUX cucmeM, crpusimu ix eghekmusHiti 83aemMo0ii M coboro, WO | cmaHe 0CHOBOK
07151 TOBOEHHO20 BIOHOB/EHHS HAYiOHa/IbHOI EKOHOMIKU. 3a2a/10M BCmaHOB/IeHo, W0 iHcmumymu ma
IHCmumyyjii 8nUBaOMb Ha PO3BUMOK Hacamreped He camoi cucmeMu yughposoeo 6isHecy, a Ha
10BeAIHKY EKOHOMIYHUX CY6’eKMIB, SiKi MpuYemHi 0o GhyHKUIOHYBaHHsSI makoi cucmemu. [JoC/ioxeHHs
c8i04uUmMb, WO came yinecnpsimMosaHull Br/uB Ha iXHI nosediHKy W00 HadaHHs i BUKOPUCMaHHS
rocrye, siki 30iUCHMBLCST B MeXax makoi cucmemu, i ghopmye ghyHoameHm 07151 MOBOEHHOZ0 BI0-
HOB/TEHHS1 3a3Ha4eHOi cucmemu, BU3Ha4ae 0cob6/uBoCMi i (hyHKUIOHYBaHHS1 y Cmoxacmuy4HOMyY r108o-
€HHOMY cepedosuwi. Bucmynatodu abo BUPOBHUKaMU BIOMOBIOHUX MOC/ye, IXHIMU Crio)usa4amu,
20cnooaprorodi cy6'ekmu MPOOYKYHOMb 3HAYHY Ki/lbKICMb PI3HUX mUriis Mooesiel B/1aCHOI EKOHOMIYHOI
10Be0IHKU, $sKi GhOPMYHOMbLCST B MEXaX IHCMUMYUioHa/IbHO20 cepedosuuya. 3po6/1IeHO BUCHOBOK PO
me, Wo 30ilicHeHHs1 B/IUBY Ha MPoYec Mnobyoosu makux Modesiel € MOX/IUBUM CrIOCOOOM BU3HA-
yamu U MosoeHHUU pOo3BUMOK cucmeMu yughposozo bisHecy. [pu yboMy 3axoou Bi/iusy Ha Oisi/ib-
HICMb Pi3HUX EKOHOMIYHUX Cy6'eKmiB MOBUHHI 6ymu pi3HUMU, 8 3a/1€XXHOCMI BIO CMYMeHsI MOBOEHHOI
yucbposisayii 2asy3eli HayioHa/IbHOi EKOHOMIKU.

KntouoBi crnoBa: roBoEHHe BIOHOB/IEHHSI HAUIOH&/TbHOI eKOHOMIKU, OEp)XasHe pe2y/iloBaHHs eKo-
HOMIKU, iIHCmUmYyUioHa/ibHe cepedosulye, HayioHaslbHa EKOHOMIKA, PO3BUMOK HaliOHa/IbHOI eKOHO-
MiKu, yugbposuli 6i3HeC.
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Formulation of the problem. In the post-war
recovery of the national economy, the institutional
environment plays one of the key roles. This is true
not only for the national economy in general, but
also for digital business in particular. The quality of
such an environment, favorable conditions for its
improvement and transformation in the post-war
period will determine the basic conditions in which
digital business functions and develops. That is why
it is important to understand not only the fragmentary
components of the formed institutional environment,
butalso the problem ofimplementing a comprehensive
approach to its consideration, especially taking into
account the challenges that appeared during the war.

Analysis of recent research and publications.
Studies of the institutional environment of the
development of the national economy in general
and individual industries in particular, studies of the
development of digital business are carried out in
modern domestic and foreign scientific literature,
interest in this field of scientific knowledge does not
fade. The following researchers showed scientific
interest in the mentioned questions: L. Verbivska
[1-3], H. Pochenchuk [4; 12], D. Nort [5], N. Savytska
[6], V. Hubyn [7], N. Lytvynenko [8], V. Shapkin [9],
O. Stryzhak [10], V. Savchenko [11], O. Moiseienko
[13], K. Shaposhnykov [14], A. Zhavoronok [15].

However, taking into account the specifics of
the post-war period, as well as the high degree of
dependence of the recovery of the national economy
on the development of digital business, we consider it
expedient to continue their research.

Formulation of the goals of the article. The
purpose of the article is to consider the essence of
the institutional environment for the development of
the digital business system, the analysis of the main
formal and informal institutions that will influence the
post-war recovery of the national economy through
the development of digital business.

Presenting main material. The environment
in the general sense is a set of conditions for the
existence of a person and society, and the social
environment is the surrounding external social world
(society) — norms, laws, rules, traditions that affect a
person or a social group [4, p. 27].

Let's consider several scientific approaches
to the consideration of the category "institutional
environment"”, which were formed without taking into
account military challenges:

1) the institutional environment is a set of basic
political, social and legal rules that form the basis for
production, exchange and distribution [5, p. 5-6];

2) institutional environment — a subordinate and
complementary system of institutions as norms and
rules of the material and spiritual spheres of social
production in which they are formed [6, p. 161];

3) institutional environment — a set of formal
(constitutions, laws, administrative acts, court
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precedents) and informal norms (traditions, customs,
habits and various social and socio-psychological
conventions), as well as a mechanism that ensures
compliance with these norms (courts, police and
similar institutions) [7];

4)institutional environment - a set of interconnected
and mutually conditioned socio-cultural, political
and legal institutions that influence the nature of
economic activity of people and the formation of
stable structures of their interaction within the socio-
economic system [8];

5) institutional environment — a set of institutions
operating in society" that "forms a restrictive social
framework for making individual decisions, sets a
system of positive and negative incentives, directing
people's activities in a certain direction" [9];

6) the institutional environment is a set of
formal and informal social, economic, political and
technological institutions that collectively ensure the
functioning of the socio-economic system [10];

7) the institutional environment is a clear, ordered
set of institutions that determine the framework
conditions for the functioning and development of
economic entities [11].

Taking into account the presented scientific
concepts of consideration of the essence of the
institutional environment, we will determine its specific
meaningful features precisely from the point of view
of the post-war recovery of the national economy.
Among them are the following:

1) the institutional environment is a complex, a
collection of certain institutes and institutions;

2) the institutional environment consists of
components of different nature, among which not only
economic institutes and institutions are distinguished,
but also political, social, psychological, etc.;

3) the institutional environment is at the same time
a universal space in which economic and other social
systems will be restored, function and develop in the
post-war period;

4) the institutional environment from the point
of view of the post-war recovery of the national
economy is a complex of heterogeneous and quite
often incomparable in their specific features of the
functioning of institutes and institutions that form a
single space for the recovery of economic objects;

5) the institutional environment of any social
system, including the economic one, is very difficult to
understand, given the large number of its components,
their constant transformation and change as a result
of the influence of military actions;

6) institutional environment — an environment in
which there are certain, not always clearly formalized,
boundaries determined by the components of
such an environment and their interaction among
themselves;

7) the institutional environment is a complex of
formal and informal institutions, which will form its
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core during the post-war recovery of the national
economy.

The strategic vision of an innovative model
of economic development in the period of post-
war recovery should focus on the comprehensive
development and unity of such processes as:
potential opportunities of regions and their unique
resources, primarily intellectual and informational
and communication; the formed experience of
management systems and the innovative culture
of industries that have accumulated experience
of working in war conditions have determined their
market position on the national and world markets;
experience and practical management technologies
of authorities that have studied and systematized the
world experience of innovative clustering.

Taking into account the presented scientific
conceptual provisions regarding the essence and
peculiarities of the functioning of the institutional
environment as a universal space for the post-
war recovery of the national economy, it can be
stated that the institutional environment of digital
business is a space in which institutes, institutions,
the nature of which determines the features of such
institutions, function, develop and interact with each
other space and conditions in which entrepreneurial
activity is carried out based on the use of information
and communication technologies. The recruitment
and number of such institutes and institutions may
be different and depends on the level of economic
development at the time of the Victory of Ukraine.

In the post-war period, the digital business system
in its functioning will be surrounded by objectively
different institutes and institutions, the quality of
existence and development of which will directly
affect the existence of such a system. The institutional
development of any economic system is determined
by economic development. The purpose of institutions
is to reduce uncertainty [12, p. 25]. In total, institutes
and institutions also form an institutional system.
Therefore, in the post-war period, an important
role will be played by which new institutions will be
formed, which institutions will be transformed and
how this will collectively affect the post-war recovery
of the national economy.

The institutional system of digital business
development is a set of formal and informal institutions
that interact with each other, forming the conditions
for the functioning of entrepreneurial activities
based on the use of information and communication
technologies. Let's consider the structure of such a
system in more detail, taking into account possible
features of the post-war period. The institutional
structure is a system of certain formal and informal
institutions and mechanisms of interaction in society,
which also include formal and informal institutions of
economic power that influence the formation of an
effective economic system [13].

Consider the essence of formal institutions.
We note that such institutions are an integral part of
the functioning of any institutional system and play one
of the key roles in the development of various types
of social systems, and therefore they are important
for the post-war recovery of the national economy.
Thanks to formal institutions, such systems acquire
an orderly, harmonious and balanced character.
However, given the possible peculiarities of the post-
war period, such harmonization and balancing may
have a long-term nature.

It can be considered that formal institutions
represent norms formed in society, rules that are
fixed and not subject to violation. In case of their non-
compliance, the violator is already liable in accordance
with the established norms. Accordingly, formal
institutions represent a set of regulatory, legal norms
that regulate the implementation of entrepreneurial
activities in the field of digital business. These
institutions are formed quite often in a revolutionary
way, adopting the relevant norms by the legislative
authorities. The difficulty of researching formal
institutions lies in the fact that, in general, their name
is a collective name for a significant number of norms,
rules, approaches, the essence and composition of
which is revealed depending on the nature of the
object being studied. Therefore, the formation of such
institutions and their effectiveness in the conditions
of the post-war recovery of the national economy will
depend on the legislative power.

In contrast to formal institutions, informal
institutions are not fixed by legal norms and
develop spontaneously, evolutionarily and quite
often chaotically. The war showed that Ukrainians
can effectively influence the formation of such
institutions (shelter, points of invincibility, volunteer
activities, etc.). By their nature and the peculiarities
of their emergence and formation in society,
informal institutions are more complex objects of
knowledge than formal ones, subject to difficult
formalization and description [14; 15]. However, both
formal and informal institutions and institutions are
integral components of the post-war recovery and
development of any social system, including every
economic object of knowledge. These institutes play
a significant role in the development of all economic
subjects and actually determine the features and
possibilities of their development. Taking into account
the short historical period of development of the
digital business system compared to other economic
systems, as well as military realities, today the role
of informal institutions is much more important in the
development of such a system. The gradual growth of
the role of formal factors in this process will contribute
to the formation of exogenous potential for its
development.

Conclusions and suggestions. Thus, it can be
stated that:
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1. The institutions and institutes that will participate
in the post-war formation of the institutional
environment for the operation of digital business
are closely connected by complex, not always
obvious connections. The digital business system is
in the space of active functioning and development
of formal and informal institutions even during war.
Norms, rules and norms determine the conditions
for entrepreneurial activity in this area, informal
factors affect it heterogeneously, stimulating the
development of such a system. Accordingly, the active
development of formal institutions and the powerful
influence of certain types of informal factors is an
important condition for the formation of a favorable
institutional environment for the post-war recovery
of the national economy through the development of
digital business.

2. The role of institutions and institutions in the
formation of models of economic behavior is decisive
and objectively determinative. That is why it is worth
understanding that, despite the quality of institutions
formed in society, the presence of specific institutions,
the outlined models will necessarily be formed,
and their essence will affect the post-war state of
functioning not only of digital business, but also of the
entire national economy.
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