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Domestic construction enterprises in modern market conditions operate in a
regime of fierce competition and limited resources. Therefore, there is an urgent need
to quickly respond to changes in the external political and economic environment in
order to improve business activities by adopting the most effective decisions in the
field of production management [1]. Controlled development becomes a guarantee of
success for any construction enterprise, regardless of the form of ownership and field
of activity. And this process requires investment. Investments play an important role
in the implementation of the reproduction process, in the organization of structural
transformations, in achieving maximum profit, and therefore contribute to the solution
of many socio-economic problems.

It should be recognized that the world economic crisis has significantly reduced
the amount of available investment resources, and the need for them from domestic
enterprises in the construction sector of the economy is quite high [2]. As a result,
potential investors have significantly increased the requirements for the main indicators
of enterprises that claim to attract investors' funds. The study of economic literature
allows us to conclude that specialists have not developed a single approach to the
interpretation of the essence of the concept of “investment attractiveness”. In our
opinion, investment attractiveness should be understood as a multidimensional,
multifactorial economic quantity, characterized by a set of indicators that are not
reducible to each other, evaluated only indirectly through the subjective generalization
of integral indicators by a specific analyst [3].If we summarize the existing approaches,
they can be combined into the following groups: investment attractiveness as the
efficiency of the enterprise; as a potential opportunity for an investor; as an indicator
of choice by comparison; as a set of external and/or internal factors [4]. Investment
attractiveness can be considered as a completely independent category, characterized
as the stability of the financial situation. At the same time, it is important to assess the
level of competitiveness of products and the level of the company's orientation to the
maximum satisfaction of consumer expectations, as well as the company's innovative
potential. In the conditions of economic globalization, the investment attractiveness of
an enterprise cannot be considered separately from such an important component as
the investment climate of the country near which the enterprise operates [2]. The nature
of the investment climate depends on the action of a complex of interrelated factors:
the stability of legislation, the effectiveness of the state's investment policy in relation
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to the development of the national economy of the country, regions and business
entities.

To regulate investment attractiveness, it is possible to use a model for forecasting
the volume of investments in the enterprise's production activity. This model allows
you to predict the level of investment attractiveness depending on the various values
of the indicators that determine the investment attractiveness of the enterprise. For
example, a reduction in the refinancing rate will reduce the risk component, which will
increase the indicator of investment attractiveness if the economic component remains
unchanged. Using the forecasting model by establishing the estimated value of the
enterprise's investment attractiveness indicator makes it possible to determine the
expected capital inflow in the event of a change in the refinancing rate. Comparison of
the obtained value with the enterprise's need for capital investments shows the need for
further changes. If the expected volume of investment is less than necessary, the
enterprise needs further changes aimed at improving investment attractiveness. If the
expected volume of investment is greater than necessary, it is recommended to limit
investment activity in order to prevent oversaturation of the enterprise with investment
resources.

A differentiated approach to increasing investment attractiveness is interesting
and viable, which involves the use of a qualitative method of evaluating companies to
classify them according to the level of attractiveness for investors [3]. In order to
remain attractive to potential investors, it is not enough for a company to simply
identify factors that can be influenced by adopting management policies. solutions It is
necessary to develop a general strategy for managing investment reputation [1].Such a
strategy should include the following elements:

- diagnosis of the state of the enterprise and determination of the most active
investment advantages of the enterprise;

- analysis of features and requirements of the investor (even in the case when the
investor is the owner of the enterprise);

- definition of integral indicators for assessment of investment attractiveness;

- formation of methods of active monitoring of investment attractiveness;

- determination of methods of visualization and presentation of indicators of the
investment attractiveness of the enterprise.

The conducted research allows us to conclude that the main method of increasing
investment attractiveness in the field of entrepreneurial activity is the formation of an
enterprise's investment strategy, which can be interpreted as a single integrated system
consisting of many organizational aspects. Purposefulness and high professionalism of
the management staff within the framework of this strategy will contribute to the
attraction of external investments to the enterprise, even under the conditions of an
unfavorable investment climate in the country.
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KOHLENTYAJIbHI OCHOBU YIIPABJIIHHS KPUTHYHOIO
IHOPACTPYKTYPOIO B KOHTEKCTI IMILIEMEHTALIII
PEKOMEH/IALII OECP

K.B. KIIMMEHKO, kaHnj. eKoH. HayK, 3aBiAyBau BiAJLITy OIOJI)KETHOT CUCTEMHU
M.B. CABOCTBAHEHKO, c.H.c. Bigainy O KETHOI CUCTEMU
H/[®I IHHY «Axademis ghinancosozo ynpasninusay, m. Kuie Ykpaina

VY cydacHHMX peamnisix OJHHMM 13 HalaKTyaldbHIIIMX 3aBJaHb JJI1 YKPaiHCBKOI
JIEp’)KaBH € BHUPIMIEHHS MPOOJEMHUX MHUTaHb IIOA0 peaii3amii pepopMu CUCTEMHU
3a0e3MeueHHs HallloHallbHOI Oe3mneku. lle moB’s3aHO 3 JWHAMIKOIO COIliadbHUX,
€KOHOMIYHHX, TOJITHYHUX 1 HABITh TEXHOJOTIYHUX IIPOIIECIB, IO BiOYBAIOTHCS Y
cBiTl. I'moGanbHI TEHEHINI A0 IMMOCHJICHHS 3arpo3 IPHPOJHOrO Ta TEXHOTCHHOTO
XapaKkTepy, MiJBUIICHHS PIBHA TEPOPUCTHUYHMUX 3arpo3, 30UIBIICHHS KUIBKOCTI U
YCKIAAHEHHSI KiOepaTak, a TaKOX IOIIKOKEHHS 1HGPACTPYKTYypHUX OO €KTIB B
VYkpaini BHacniiok 30poitHoi arpecii Pociiicbkoi Denepartiii akTyanizyBaid MATAHHS
3aXHUCTy CHUCTEM, OO’€KTIB 1 pecypciB, SKI € KPUTUYHO BaXKJIMBUMHU IS
(YHKLIOHYBaHHA CYCHUIbCTBA, COLIaIbHO-€KOHOMIYHOTO PpO3BUTKY JEPKaBH 1
3a0e3neueHHs HaI[lOHAJIbHO1 O€3MeKH. 3 ypaxyBaHHSAM MOTpeO HalllOHAIBHOI Oe3neKu
Ha 3arajibHOEP>KaBHOMY pPiBHI HEOOXIJHO CTBOPUTH CUCTEMY 3aXUCTy KPUTHUYHOI
1H(DPaACTPYKTYpH, sIKa MA€E €PEKTUBHO B3aEMOJIIATH 3 PI3HUMH 3arajbHOAEPKABHUMH 1
HalllOHAJTBHUMHU CUCTEMaMU 3aXUCTy iH(popmallii, Oe3MeKu 1 3aXUCTy 00’ €KTIB TOIIO
[1]. YTiM, s mpoOiemaTuka notpedye MOJaNbIIOr0 JOCTIIKEHHS 3 YpaXyBaHHSIM
BUKJIMKIB 1 3arpo3, 1[0 BUHUKAIOTh Hapa3i BHACHIIOK MTOBHOMACIITAOHOI pOCIHCHKOT
arpecii,.

Ha mixxnHapomHpomy piBHI B IIili cepl peami3yroThCs BaKIIWBI 1HIIIATUBU B
pamkax OECP. Tak, immiementyBatu Pexomenmamii 11040  ympaBIliHHS
iH(ppacTpykTyporo 0yino npuiiaaTo Pagoro OECP 17 nunus 2020 poky Ha MPOMO3HIIIT0
Kowmirery 3 nepxaBnoro ympasninuag (KAY) cmoimeno 3 KomiteTom 3 momiTHKH
perioHanbHoro po3BuTKy (KIIPP).

[Is Pexomenpariisi crnpsiMOBaHa Ha MOAAJIbIIMNA PO3BUTOK Ta YTOUHEHHS
nokymeHTa «PaMkoBa KoHUeris yrnpasiiHHs iHPpacTpykTyporo OECP: nanexHwuit
po3uTok 1HpacTpykTtypn» (OECD Framework for Governance of Infrastructure:
Getting Infrastructure Right) («PamkoBa koHuemniis»), B HI MOPOMNOHYETHCS
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