KomMmoneHTaMu CEeKTOpy JKHUTTE3a0€3MEUYCHHS MICTa €: €JeKTPOCHEpris, Tas,
TEIJI0, BOJIA Ta KaHAJI3allisl; KUTIIO, HOr0o eKCIUlyaTallis Ta yTpUMaHHS;, omeparii 3
HEPYXOMICTIO; YTPUMaHHS OyAWHKIB Ta MNPUOYAUHKOBUX TEPUTOPIM; HaAJaHHS
noOyTOBUX TOCIYT; TpaHCHOpTHA 1HGPACTPyKTypa; IMOIITOBA Ta Kyp'epchKka
JUSIIbHICTB; TIOBOJKEHHS 3 BIIXOJaMU; MiChbKa 1H(QpacTpyKTypa; HaJaHHS 1HTEPHETY;
HaJaHHS 1HIIUX TIOCIYT; OCBITa; OXOpPOHAa 3JI0POB'Sl Ta CcOLiaJbHA JOMOMOTa;
MHUCTEITBO, CIIOPT, pO3Baru Ta BiJIMOYMHOK.

Sk HACHITOK, KOMYHAJIbHI TIAMPUEMCTBA OUYIKYIOTh, IO MIC/Is BIMHN HACEICHHS
BIJIMOBIIAITUMETBCSI Bl  IIEHTPAJI30BaHOTO  €JIEKTpPO-, Ta3o-, TEIIo- Ta
BOJIONIOCTaYaHHs, TOOTO MOCIYT'M CTaHyTh BCE OUIBIN MEpCOHANII30BaHMMU. PHHOK
EJICKTPOIIOCTAaYaHHs 0y 1€ peCTPYKTYpHU30BaHO B OIK aTbTEPHATUBHUX JKEPET EHEPTIi,
PO3IIUPUTHCS] BUPOOHUIITBO CHEPTETUYHOTO OOJIaIHAHHS Ta PUHOK JII3UHTY 1 OPEHIH,
MMOCUJIUTHCS IJTIOBA aKTUBHICTH 1 KOHKYpEHIisl. Michbka TpaHCIOpPTHA iH(QpacTpyKTypa
TaKOXX 3a3HAa€ 3MIH 3 aKIEHTOM Ha EKOJIOTIYHO YHUCTI BUAM TPAHCIOPTY Ta
3MEHIICHHSIM 3aJISKHOCTI BiJI IEHTPATI30BaHUX CUCTEM €HEPronocTayaHHs.
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A synthesis of established entrepreneurship theories underpins entrepreneurial
activities within utility enterprises. The Resource-Based View (RBV) of
entrepreneurship, as articulated by Barney (1991), [1] contributes to our understanding
of how utility enterprises leverage internal resources and capabilities for
entrepreneurial success. Examining case studies through the lens of RBV helps
elucidate how strategic assets, technological capabilities, and innovative organizational
structures empower utility companies to undertake entrepreneurial initiatives
(Wernerfelt, 1984) [2].

Later, scholars such as Shane and Venkataraman (2000) [3] proposed the
influential concept of the opportunity-based view of entrepreneurship. This theory
posits that entrepreneurs identify and exploit opportunities, a perspective highly
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relevant to utility enterprises as they navigate evolving markets, technological
advancements, and regulatory changes. Adapting these entrepreneurship theories to the
context of utility enterprises requires a nuanced understanding of the industry's unique
challenges and opportunities. The Dynamic Capabilities Framework (Teece et al.,
1997) [4] proves particularly relevant, as it emphasizes an organization's ability to
adapt, integrate, and reconfigure internal and external resources in response to
changing environments. For utility enterprises, this framework aids in comprehending
how they can dynamically adjust their operations, adopt emerging technologies, and
seize entrepreneurial opportunities while maintaining essential service delivery.

Moreover, the Institutional Theory, as developed by DiMaggio and Powell
(1983), [5] offers insights into the role of institutional pressures and regulatory
frameworks in shaping entrepreneurial behavior within utility enterprises.
Understanding how these external forces influence decision-making and innovation is
crucial for utility companies navigating complex regulatory landscapes while striving
for entrepreneurial adaptation.

To synthesize these theories and guide future research and practical applications,
developing a comprehensive analytical model is imperative. The model should
encompass the stages of entrepreneurial activity in utility enterprises, from opportunity
identification and resource mobilization to implementation and performance
evaluation.

A holistic approach, drawing from the Entrepreneurial Process Model (Gartner,
1985), [6] helps structure the analytical model. This model identifies key phases such
as opportunity recognition, resource acquisition, and strategic implementation,
providing a roadmap for utility enterprises to navigate their entrepreneurial journey.
Moreover, incorporating performance metrics aligned with economic, environmental,
and social dimensions ensures a comprehensive evaluation of the impact of
entrepreneurial activities.

By amalgamating these theories and frameworks, the analytical model serves as
a guide for researchers and practitioners alike, facilitating a deeper understanding of
the intricacies of entrepreneurial dynamics within utility enterprises. It provides a
structured approach for investigating the antecedents, processes, and outcomes of
entrepreneurial endeavors, paving the way for informed decision-making and
sustainable development within the utility sector.

To systematically analyze and guide entrepreneurial activities within utility
enterprises, a comprehensive analytical model is proposed. Drawing inspiration from
established entrepreneurship theories and frameworks, this model integrates key
stages, strategic considerations, and performance metrics to offer a structured
approach. By amalgamating the theoretical underpinnings of entrepreneurship and
tailoring them to the utility sector, this comprehensive analytical model provides a
roadmap for systematically navigating the entrepreneurial journey. Researchers and
practitioners can use this model to investigate the antecedents, processes, and outcomes
of entrepreneurial endeavors within utility enterprises, fostering a deeper
understanding of the dynamics at play. Moreover, the structured approach facilitates
informed decision-making and contributes to sustainable development within the
utility sector.
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The implications of entrepreneurial dynamics within utility enterprises extend to
the realm of public policy. Government and regulatory bodies play a pivotal role in
shaping the landscape for utility companies. Insights from this model suggest the need
for adaptive regulatory frameworks that facilitate rather than hinder entrepreneurial
initiatives. Policy recommendations should focus on incentivizing sustainable
practices, fostering innovation, and providing a supportive environment for utility
enterprises to embrace entrepreneurial activities in line with societal and environmental
goals [7,8].

The societal impact of entrepreneurial endeavors within utility enterprises is
multifaceted, influencing economic, environmental, and social dimensions. As utility
companies actively contribute to economic development, environmental sustainability,
and community well-being, the public perception of these entities evolves. Transparent
communication and community engagement become essential tools for shaping
positive public perception. Furthermore, the model emphasizes the importance of
aligning entrepreneurial activities with societal values and expectations, ensuring that
utility enterprises contribute meaningfully to the betterment of the communities they
serve (Social Impact Studies, 2020) [9].

The implications for stakeholders, therefore, extend beyond organizational
boundaries to encompass the broader socio-economic ecosystem. Practitioners, utility
executives, government bodies, and the public at large stand to benefit from the
strategic insights and policy recommendations derived from the comprehensive
analytical model. As utility enterprises continue to navigate the dynamic landscape,
these implications provide a roadmap for informed decision-making, sustainable
development, and positive societal impact.

In conclusion, the exploration of entrepreneurial dynamics within utility
enterprises has unveiled a complex and transformative landscape. The comprehensive
analytical model, drawing from established entrepreneurship theories and frameworks,
serves as a guide for understanding, implementing, and evaluating entrepreneurial
initiatives within this critical sector.
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CBITOBI TPEHIU PO3BUTKY I'POMA/ICBKOI'O TPAHCIIOPTY

B. O. [IPUMMAK, acmipaHT
XapkiscbKuii HAYIOHATLHUL YHIBEPCUMEN MICbKO20
eocnooapcmeaa imeri O. M. Bexemosa

Biiitna B VYkpaini cTBOpuia OKpeMHii, BIIMIHHUN BiJ YChOTO I1HILIOTO CBITY,
MOPSIZIOK JICHHUM PO3BUTKY HAyKW, MPOMMCIOBOCTI, CYCHIJIbCTBA, MIKHAPOIHUX
BIIHOCHH, TOPTriBJi. TpaHCIOPT, 30KpeMa TpoMaJChKUI TPaHCIOPT, HE 3aTUIITUBCS
ocTopoHb 1uX 3MiH. Ilicnmsa 3akiH4YeHHs BiMiHUM Horo Tpeba Oyje BiIHOBIIIOBATH
MapayieJibHO 31 BCIMa 1HIIMMH Taly3siMU TocrogapcTBa. BigHOBIEHHS TpOMaiICbKOro
TpaHCHopTy Tpeba Oyae CTaBUTH Ha «HOBI pedKu», TOOTO HE MOBEPTATHCH [0
paAsTHCHKUX YaciB 3 IXHBOIO TUIAHOBOIO €KOHOMIKOIO, & 3BEpTal0YM yBary Ha BETUKUN
3aKOPIOHHUH JOCBII PO3BUTKY TPAHCTIOPTHUX CUCTEM, BTIITIOBATH NIEPEIOBI 1/1€1 1110710
HOr0 pO3BUTKY.

B pamkax naHux Te3 Julle nmepeaiyuMo CBITOBI TPEHIU PO3BUTKY IPOMAJICEKOTO
TPAHCIIOPTY Ta JIaMO KOPOTKI TIOSICHEHHS Ta pPEKOMEHallli KOMYHaJIbHUM
TPAHCIOPTHUM TMIAMPUEMCTBAM IIOJ0 PO3BUTKY MIAMPUEMHHUIILKOI AKTUBHOCTI B
CepelrHlI HUX 3aJyIsl MiJIBUIICHHS BJIACHUX MPUOYTKIB Ta OKPECICHHS HAMNpPSIMKIB
BHUXOJY 13 raiy3eBoi (p1HaHCOBO1 KPU3H, L0 3aTSATHYIacs.

Ha nymky CBITOBUX JiJIepiB 3 €KOHOMIKM TPAHCHOPTY ICHY€E IT'SITh OCHOBHUX
TPEH/IIB 11010 PO3BUTKY MICBKOTO TPOMaJICHKOTO TPAHCIIOPTY:

- CTBOPEHHS CTAIMX MEXaHi13MiB ()IHAHCYBaHHS;

- 3aMiHa 3aCTapuIMX TPAHCIMOPTHUX OJWHUIIb HA HOBI, 110 BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH B
AKOCT1 PYIIIMHOI CUJTN — €NIEKTPOEHEPTiI0;

- MPOCTOPOBA JIOCTYIMHICTh TPOMAJICHKOTO TPAHCIIOPTY;

- parioHaIbHa MO0Y/1I0Ba TPAHCTIOPTHUX MEPEK;

- BOPOBAKCHHS 1HHOBAIIIH.

st peamizariii mepenidyeHUX CBITOBHX TPEHIIB PO3BUTKY TI'POMAJICHKOTO
TpaHcTopTy YKpaiHi Oyae moTpiOHO MaTh TaKWil YIpPaBIIHCHKUM amapar, 10 He
3BOJIIKATUME CMUIMBHUX KpPOKIB Ta HE 3JSIKAEThCA 3MIH Ta BIPOBAKCHHS
HETMOMYJISIPHUX Ha Tepmuid morisg 3axofiB. CTBoOpeHHsS B YKpaiHi TPaHCIOPTY
MaiOyTHROI'O BHUMaraTMMe€ 3aMIHM MoJielll Horo (iHaHCYBaHHS, KOJH 30UTKH
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