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AND STRUCTURAL MODERNIZATION OF THE ECONOMY

The article examines economic nationalism as a tool for ensuring innovation, sustainability, and structural modern-
ization in conditions of global transformation and war-related challenges. The study clarifies the modern interpretation of
economic nationalism as a strategy aimed at strengthening technological sovereignty and internal economic capacity. The
mechanisms by which state industrial, investment, and technological policy influence innovation processes and structural
change are analyzed. A conceptual model linking economic nationalism, innovation sustainability, and structural moder-
nization is proposed. The paper identifies key institutional conditions for its effective implementation and emphasizes the
role of coherent economic policy in achieving long-term technological development and economic resilience.
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Mapuenko Terssna BosiogumupiBHa
KaHouoam eKOHOMIYHUX HAYK,
doyenm Kageopu MidDCHAPOOHOI eKOHOMIKU,
Yepniseyvkozo Hayionanbnozo ynieepcumemy imeni FOpis @edvkosuya

EKOHOMIYHUM HANIOHAJII3M SAK IHCTPYMEHT
3ABE3IIEYEHHAA IHHOBAHII/IHOI CTIMKOCTI
TA CTPYKTYPHOI MOAEPHI3AIII EKOHOMIKHU

VY crarTi 00rpyHTOBaHO EKOHOMIYHUIT HalliOHAJI3M SIK IHCTpYMEHT 3a0e3neueHHs IHHOBaliiHOT CTIHKOCTI Ta CTPYK-
TYPHOT MOzIepHi3alii Hal[ilOHAJIbHOT EKOHOMIKH B YMOBaX I100ajbHOI TypOyJeHTHOCTi. MeTOI NOCIIIKEHHS € Teo-
peTHYHE y3arajdbHEHHS Cy4acHOTO 3MICTy €KOHOMIYHOTO HaliOHAJI3My Ta BH3HAYEHHS MEXaHi3MIiB HOro BIUIMBY Ha
IHHOBALII{HUI PO3BUTOK 1 TpaHC(HOPMALIiI0 EKOHOMIYHOI CTPYKTYpH. ABTOPOM YTOYHEHO Cy4YacHE TPAKTyBaHHS €KO-
HOMIYHOTO HaIliOHAIi3MY K KOMIUIEKCHO JIep:KaBHOI CTpaTerii, cnpﬂMOBaHo'l' Ha 3MiIHEHHS TEXHOJOTIYHOTO CyBepe-
HITETy Ta ¢dbopmyBaHHs BHYTPIMIHIX JUKEPEI 3poCTaHHsA. PO3KpHTO B3a€MO3B 30K M iIHCTPYMEHTAMH TIPOMHCIIOBOT,
IHBECTHLIIHHOI Ta TEXHOJOTIYHOT MOJIITHKH 1 (popMyBaHHaM IHHOBAIITHOT CTIMKOCTI €KOHOMIKH. 3anponoHOBAHO KOH-
LENTyalbHy MOJEIb B3aEMOJil €eKOHOMIYHOTO HaliOHaJi3MYy, IHHOBAIIHOI CTIHKOCTI Ta CTPYKTYPHOI MOJEpHi3alii.
HaykoBa HOBM3HA JOCIIPKEHHS TOJIATAE y CHCTEMHOMY OOTpYHTYBaHHI €KOHOMIYHOTO HaliOHAJI3MY SIK IHCTPYMEHTY
iHTeTparii iHHOBaIifHOT OJITHKH Ta CTPYKTYPHOI TpaHC(hOopMaIlii eKOHOMIKH, a TAKOXK Y BU3HAUCHHI MEXaHi3MiB HOTO
BIUTUBY Ha ()OPMYBAaHHS BHYTPIIIHIX JAHITIOTIB JOAAHOI BAPTOCTI Ta MiABUINEHHS TEXHOJOTIYHOI CKIQAHOCTI BHPOO-
HulTBa. [IpakTHYHE 3HaUEHHS OTPUMaHHUX PE3yJbTaTIB NOJISTaE Y MOXKIIMBOCTI IX BUKOPHCTaHHS JJis1 GOpMYBaHHS Jiep-
JKaBHOT CKOHOMIYHOT MMOJIITHKH, OPIEHTOBAHOT HAa IHHOBAI[IHE 3POCTAHHS, MIBUIICHHS KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXHOCTI Ta
3a0e3MeYCHHs] EKOHOMIYHOTO CYBEPEHITETY. Y pe3yJbTari TOCHIKCHHS BCTAHOBICHO, [0 CKOHOMIYHUI HAI[lOHATI3M
y Cy4acHHMX YMOBaX BHUCTYHA€ HE i30JSIMIHHOI0 MOJEIUTIO, & IHCTPYMEHTOM CTPATEriuHOTO PO3BUTKY, SIKUi 3a0e3meuye
(dhopMyBaHHS iHHOBAILIHOI CTIHKOCTI, CIpUs€ CTPYKTYypHIA MOAEpHi3allii eKOHOMIKHM Ta MiABUIIYE ii alanTHBHICTH
JI0 30BHINIHIX BUKJIMKIB. Jl0MaTKOBO BH3HAYEHO KJIIOUOBI iHCTUTYMiHHI yMOBH e(pEeKTUBHOI peami3allii eKOHOMIYHOTO
HaI[I0OHAJII3MY, 30KpeMa y3TOKCHICTh AeP/KaBHOI MOITHKH, PO3BUTOK HaIlIOHAIBHOT IHHOBAIITHOT CHCTEMH, ITiATPHM-
Ky CTpaTeriuHux rajxysei Ta MOCHJICHHS B3a€MOJIl MK JIepP)KaBok0, 0I3HECOM 1 HAYKOBHM CEKTOPOM, IO 3a0e3neuye
KOMIUIEKCHHH XapaKTep eKOHOMIYHHMX TpaHchopmartii.

KuarodoBi cioBa: ekOHOMIYHMI HAITiOHANI3M, iHHOBalidHA CTIMKICTB, CTPYKTYpHa MOICpHI3allis, MPOMHCIOBA
TIOJIITHKA, TEXHOJIOTIYHAN CYBEPEHITET, JIAHITIOTH JT0AaHOI BApTOCTI.
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Problem statement. In the contemporary con-
text of global turbulence, characterized by intensifying
geo-economic competition, fragmentation of interna-
tional value chains, and the growing impact of external
shocks (pandemics, wars, and energy crises), traditional
models of economic development are losing their effec-
tiveness. Classical paradigms of liberal globalization,
based on maximum market openness and minimal state
intervention, increasingly expose national economies to
external risks, threatening their economic resilience and
competitiveness.

Against the backdrop of these transformations, inte-
rest in the concept of economic nationalism is being
renewed — an approach that prioritizes national economic
interests in public policy formulation. Traditionally, eco-
nomic nationalism has been perceived as a protection-
ist strategy aimed at protecting domestic markets and
producers. However, contemporary economic practice
and academic research demonstrate that this concept is
acquiring new meaning: it is transforming into a mecha-
nism for the structural modernization of the economy,
focusing not only on protection but also on strengthe-
ning the innovative resilience of national systems.

This transformation is driven by the need to create
economies with a high level of internal adaptive capa-
city, economies capable of rapidly generating innova-
tions, effectively implementing them in production, and
ensuring long-term competitiveness under conditions of
global uncertainty.

Despite the active development of scientific discus-
sions regarding the role of the state in innovation-driven
development, a significant share of research remains
focused on classical models of supporting science and
technological advancement, mechanisms of market com-
petition, or general aspects of economic development. At
the same time, the role of economic nationalism as a spe-
cific policy capable of combining innovative resilience
with institutional modernization remains insufficiently
explored. In other words, its potential as an instrument
for creating conditions conducive to increased innova-
tion, technological autonomy, and structural economic
transformation has not yet been fully realized.

There remain a number of open research problems
that require both theoretical reflection and empirical
analysis, since only their comprehensive resolution
enables assessment of the potential of economic natio-
nalism as a mechanism for ensuring innovative resi-
lience and structural modernization in both national and
global economic systems.

Analysis of recent research and publications. In
the contemporary academic discourse, economic natio-
nalism is undergoing conceptual rethinking. While in the
second half of the twentieth century it was predominantly
interpreted as a form of protectionism or a reaction to
global competition, today it is increasingly viewed as an
instrument for ensuring economic sovereignty, techno-
logical autonomy, and the state's innovative resilience.
Global financial crises, the COVID-19 pandemic, dis-
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ruptions of value chains, and increasing geo-economic
fragmentation have intensified the debate on the role of
the state in shaping national development strategies.

The theoretical foundations of economic nationa-
lism were laid as early as the nineteenth century by the
German economist Friedrich List, who substantiated
the concept of “educational protectionism” and demon-
strated the necessity of state support for national indus-
try during its formative stage. His ideas served as the
foundation for the development of late-modernization
industrial strategies and influenced the economic poli-
cies of several European states [3].

In contemporary international academic literature,
the issue of economic nationalism is often examined
through the lens of global economic transformation. In
particular, in Global Shift, Peter Dicken analyzes struc-
tural changes in the world economy and the role of states
in shaping competitive advantages within global pro-
duction networks. In turn, Dani Rodrik, in Straight Talk
on Trade, argues that excessive liberalization, without
regard for national institutional characteristics, weakens
countries’ economic resilience and reduces their capa-
city for structural modernization [11; 13].

The institutional dimension of the problem is
explored in the works of Daron Acemoglu and James
A. Robinson, who demonstrate the decisive role of inclu-
sive institutions in ensuring long-term economic growth
[8]. At the same time, studies by Ha-Joon Chang show
that, historically, most developed countries have applied
elements of economic nationalism as an instrument of
industrial policy and technological breakthrough [10].

In Ukrainian academic thought, economic nationa-
lism is primarily studied in the context of economic
security, industrial policy, and post-war reconstruction.
In the works of I. V. Kondratenko, the political and
economic nature of a nationally oriented development
model is substantiated, while analytical studies by con-
temporary Ukrainian economists emphasize the need to
develop an independent innovation strategy as an ele-
ment of economic sovereignty. At the same time, the
relationship between economic nationalism and innova-
tive resilience, as well as the structural modernization of
the economy, remains only partially explored [1].

Despite the existence of a significant number of aca-
demic works, research often focuses either on protectionist
aspects or on general issues of innovation-driven develop-
ment. Meanwhile, a comprehensive analysis of economic
nationalism as a mechanism for fostering innovative resi-
lience and structural economic transformation requires
further theoretical justification and systematization.

Thus, the analysis of scientific sources indicates that
in modern conditions, economic nationalism is trans-
forming from an ideological doctrine of protectionism
into a pragmatic instrument for ensuring innovative
resilience and structural modernization. However, the
lack of systematic research into its role specifically as
a mechanism for forming innovation potential necessi-
tates further academic reflection on this issue.
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Identification of previously unresolved parts of
the general problem. Despite the intensification of
academic discussions regarding the role of the state in
ensuring economic resilience and innovation develop-
ment, the issue of economic nationalism is still consi-
dered largely in a fragmented manner. In most studies,
emphasis is placed either on its historical and theoreti-
cal origins or on the political dimension of protectionist
policies. At the same time, a comprehensive analysis of
economic nationalism as a tool for fostering innovative
resilience and structural modernization of the economy
remains insufficiently developed.

The issue of the institutional framework of modern
economic nationalism also remains unresolved. A clear
model combining state industrial policy, support for
national innovation ecosystems, and mechanisms for
stimulating technological renewal of production has not
yet been fully developed. The relationship between the
instruments of economic nationalism — such as produc-
tion localization, public procurement, strategic invest-
ment, and support for critical industries — and the indi-
cators of innovative economic resilience requires deeper
theoretical justification.

Another insufficiently explored issue is the alignment
of nationally oriented economic policy with the condi-
tions of global integration and the international obliga-
tions of states. In particular, systematic approaches to
determining the limits of acceptable state intervention
that would ensure economic sovereignty without con-
tradicting the principles of an open economy remain
underdeveloped.

In addition, there is a lack of methodological
approaches to assessing the impact of economic natio-
nalism on structural modernization, including the trans-
formation of the sectoral structure of the economy, the
increase in the technological complexity of production,
and the formation of domestic value chains. In the con-
text of contemporary geo-economic instability, these
aspects are becoming particularly relevant; however,
their comprehensive analysis has not yet received suffi-
cient attention in the academic literature.

Thus, there is a need for a systematic study of eco-
nomic nationalism not only as a political doctrine or a
reaction to globalization, but also as an instrument for
ensuring innovative resilience and the structural moder-
nization of the national economy, integrating its insti-
tutional, technological, and strategic dimensions of
development.

The purpose of the article is to provide a theoreti-
cal substantiation of economic nationalism as an instru-
ment for ensuring innovative resilience and structural
modernization of the national economy under conditions
of global turbulence. Within the framework of the study,
it is planned to analyze the evolution of approaches to
understanding economic nationalism, identify its institu-
tional and instrumental mechanisms influencing innova-
tion development, and examine the relationship between
nationally oriented economic policy, technological auto-
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nomy, and the transformation of the sectoral structure of
the economy. Particular attention will be paid to assessing
the potential of economic nationalism as a factor in sha-
ping long-term competitiveness and increasing the adap-
tability of the economic system to external shocks.

Summary of the main research material. Eco-
nomic nationalism as a scientific category has a com-
plex evolution and multidimensional interpretation. In
its classical understanding, it emerged as an alternative
to the cosmopolitan approaches of classical political
economy. The most systematic theoretical justification
of this concept was provided by Friedrich List, who, in
his work The National System of Political Economy,
argued that economic development is not universally
identical for all countries but requires consideration of
national interests, the level of industrialization, and the
strategic objectives of the state. His concept of “educa-
tional protectionism” envisaged the temporary protec-
tion of infant industries in order to create a competitive
national industrial base [3].

Subsequently, economic nationalism was largely
interpreted as a form of protectionist policy aimed at
restricting imports, supporting domestic producers,
and strengthening economic sovereignty. However, in
the context of globalization at the end of the twentieth
and the beginning of the twenty-first century, this con-
cept underwent significant reconsideration. Research on
transnational production networks, particularly in the
works of Peter Dicken, has demonstrated that even in
a globalized economy, the state retains a crucial role in
shaping competitive advantages, innovation infrastruc-
ture, and strategic sectors [11].

A critical reassessment of the ideology of uncondi-
tional liberalization is presented in the works of Dani
Rodrik, who substantiates the need for “smart globa-
lization,” in which national institutions and policies take
priority in ensuring socio-economic stability. In this
context, economic nationalism ceases to be equated with
isolationism and instead acquires the features of a prag-
matic state strategy aimed at strengthening the internal
potential for development [13].

Modern institutional approaches, developed in the
works of Daron Acemoglu and James A. Robinson,
emphasize the role of inclusive institutions in promo-
ting long-term economic growth. In this dimension, eco-
nomic nationalism may be interpreted as a policy aimed
at shaping institutions that stimulate innovative activity,
support national entrepreneurship, and promote techno-
logical modernization [8].

Thus, under contemporary conditions of global eco-
nomic transformation, economic nationalism should be
considered not merely as a system of protective measures
but as a comprehensive strategy of structural development
that combines instruments of state regulation, innovation
policy, and institutional reform. Its modern interpreta-
tion is associated with technological autonomy, support
for critical industries, localization of strategic production,
and strengthening domestic value chains. In this sense,
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economic nationalism can serve as a potential instrument
for ensuring innovative resilience and the structural mo-
dernization of the national economy.

The concept of innovative economic resilience is
formed at the intersection of theories of economic growth,
institutionalism, and the concept of national innovation
systems. In the modern understanding, innovative resi-
lience refers to the ability of an economic system not only
to generate and implement innovations but also to main-
tain the dynamics of technological development under
conditions of external shocks, crises, and structural shifts.
Unlike the traditional interpretation of resilience as stabi-
lity, innovative resilience emphasizes adaptability, flexi-
bility, and the capacity for self-renewal through moder-
nizing production and institutional structures.

Within the framework of evolutionary economics,
innovation is regarded as a key factor of long-term eco-
nomic growth. Joseph Schumpeter emphasized the role
of “creative destruction” as a mechanism of economic
dynamics [7]. In contemporary research on national
innovation systems, particularly in the works of Bengt-
Ake Lundvall and Christopher Freeman, the innovative
capacity of a state is associated with the effectiveness of
interactions among business, government, and the scien-
tific and educational sectors. It is precisely this interac-
tion that determines an economy’s ability to recover and
develop under conditions of global competition [6; 12].

The key characteristics of innovative resilience
include:

1. the presence of a developed research and develop-
ment base;

2. the capacity of enterprises for technological
renewal;

3. a diversified sectoral structure of the economy;

4. developed domestic value chains;

5. an effective system for technology transfer and the
commercialization of research results.

At the same time, innovative resilience is measured
through a system of quantitative and qualitative indica-
tors. Among the most widely used international indica-
tors are: the share of R&D expenditure in GDP, the num-
ber of patent applications, the Global Innovation Index,
the level of high-technology exports, and the share of
high-value-added products in GDP structure. These indi-
cators enable assessment of both the intensity of innova-
tion processes and their impact on the structural trans-
formation of the economy (Table 1).

The proposed system of indicators enables a com-
prehensive assessment of an economy's innovative resi-
lience by combining resource, performance, and insti-
tutional characteristics. Importantly, these indicators
reflect not only the current level of innovative activity
but also the economy’s ability to sustain long-term tech-
nological dynamics.

Such a structuring of indicators provides a meth-
odological basis for further analysis of the impact of
economic nationalism on the formation of innovative
resilience and enables a transition to the next research
task — examining the mechanisms of state influence on
innovation processes.

The institutional prerequisites for the formation of
innovative resilience include:

Table 1

Indicators for assessing the innovation sustainability of the economy

Group of indicators

Indicator

Economic content

Source/methodology

Scientific and
technological potential

Share of R&D expenditure
in GDP (%)

Reflects the intensity of
investments in the creation of
new knowledge

OECD, World Bank

Number of researchers per 1

Characterizes the human resource

UNESCO Institute for

million people potential of science Statistics
Number of patent Measures the effectiveness of

e . : - WIPO
applications innovation activity

Innovative business
activity

Share of innovatively active
enterprises (%)

Shows the level of business
involvement in innovation
processes

National statistics

Share of high-tech exports

Indicates technological

added value

(%) competitiveness World Bank
Share of manufacturing Reflects the depth of
. industry in GDP (%) industrialization World Bank
Structural modernization R -
Share of products with high | Shows the quality of structural OECD

changes

Institutional environment

Intellectual property rights
protection index

Evaluates the reliability of the
legal environment

International Property
Rights Index

Global Innovation Index

Comprehensive assessment of the
innovation ecosystem

WIPO

Financial support
for innovation

Volume of venture capital
investments (% GDP)

Reflects the development of
innovation financing

OECD, PitchBook

Source: compiled by the author based on [6—7; 12]
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— the existence of a stable legal environment;

— an effective system of intellectual property rights
protection;

— a strategic industrial policy;

— the development of financial mechanisms suppor-
ting innovation (development funds, venture financing,
and state guarantees);

— a high-quality system of education and workforce
training.

In this context, innovative resilience should be under-
stood not as a spontaneous outcome of market interac-
tion but as the result of purposeful public policy and
institutional development. Accordingly, its formation
is closely linked to the model of economic governance
and the state's strategic priorities, providing a basis for
further analysis of the relationship between innovative
resilience and economic nationalism.

Under contemporary conditions, economic natio-
nalism is transforming from a doctrine of protectionism
into an instrument of strategic governance of national
economic development, particularly its innovative
potential. Its influence on innovation processes is reali-
zed through a system of state mechanisms that integrate
industrial, investment, and technological policy into a
unified model aimed at ensuring economic sovereignty
and structural modernization.

1. Industrial policy as a driver of innovative acti-
vity. State industrial policy is a key channel for imple-
menting economic nationalism. Its instruments include
identifying strategic industries (mechanical engineering,
aerospace, the IT sector, defense, and pharmaceuticals),
using production localization mechanisms, and provi-
ding tax incentives, subsidies, and preferential conditions
in public procurement. By supporting high-value-added
sectors, the state creates domestic demand for innova-
tion, stimulates technological modernization of produc-
tion, and generates a multiplier effect across related sec-
tors. Unlike traditional protectionism, the modern model
of economic nationalism is aimed not at isolation but
at increasing the competitiveness of national producers
through modernization and the technological upgrading
of production processes [9].

2. Investment policy as a mechanism for mobili-
zing resources for innovation. Under conditions of high
risks associated with innovative activity, private cap-
ital often avoids long-term investments in knowledge-
intensive projects. In this context, economic nationalism
presupposes an active role for the state in the formation
of national investment mechanisms, including the deve-
lopment of state banks and innovation support funds,
the creation of public—private partnership programs, and
incentives to reinvest profits in technological moder-
nization. Such instruments enable the accumulation of
financial resources within the country and their channe-
ling toward strategically important areas. Public invest-
ments serve a “catalyzing” function, reducing business
risks and fostering long-term innovation ecosystems. At
the same time, control over the preservation of national
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capital and the prevention of the outflow of critical tech-
nologies is strengthened.

3. Technological policy and the formation of a
national innovation system. Technological policy con-
stitutes a system-forming element of economic nation-
alism’s influence on innovation processes. It includes
financing research and development, developing
research infrastructure, supporting start-ups, creating
technology parks and industrial clusters, and stimulating
technology transfer between universities and businesses.

The coordination of activities among the state,
research institutions, and the entrepreneurial sector
ensures the formation of a national innovation system
capable of generating domestic technological solu-
tions. Such a model enables reducing dependence on
the import of critical technologies and strengthening the
state’s technological sovereignty.

4. Policy synergy and long-term effects. The effec-
tiveness of economic nationalism as an instrument for
stimulating innovation depends on the coherence of
industrial, investment, and technological policies. Only
an integrated approach can ensure the transition from
situational support for individual enterprises to the for-
mation of a comprehensive model of innovative eco-
nomic resilience [4].

Thus, economic nationalism should be interpreted
not as a strategy of isolation but as a mechanism for stra-
tegically allocating resources to develop national inno-
vative potential. Through institutionally structured state
instruments, it contributes to the creation of internal
sources of growth, technological renewal, and the struc-
tural modernization of the economy.

Structural modernization of the economy implies
a profound transformation of the sectoral structure, a
change in the balance between sectors, an increasing
role of manufacturing and high-technology industries,
and a growing share of high-value-added products. In
this context, economic nationalism serves as a strategic
mechanism to direct resources and state policy toward
the formation of a new model of economic develop-
ment grounded in internal potential and technological
sovereignty.

Economic nationalism presupposes the state’s active
participation in identifying priority sectors capable of
driving long-term economic growth and technological
breakthroughs. Through the instruments of industrial
and investment policy, resources are reoriented from
raw-material export sectors toward manufacturing, the
IT sector, biotechnology, energy engineering, and other
knowledge-intensive fields. Such an approach contri-
butes to the gradual reduction of dependence on raw
material exports and the import of finished high-tech-
nology products. As a result, a more balanced economic
structure emerges, in which sectors with a high level of
domestic value added play a key role.

One of the central mechanisms of structural moder-
nization within the framework of economic nationa-
lism is the formation and strengthening of national

Bumyck 1. 2026. ISSN: 2519-240X (print); 2519-4372 (online)




Tetyana Marchenko. Economic nationalism as an instrument
for ensuring innovative resilience and structural modernization of the economy

value chains. This involves the localization of produc-
tion stages — from research and design to the manu-
facturing of components and final products within the
country. The development of internal production link-
ages enables reducing dependence on external suppliers,
enhancing economic security, and creating a multiplier
effect for related industries. In addition, the integration
of enterprises into national clusters promotes the dis-
semination of technological knowledge and accelerates
innovation processes.

At the same time, the modern model of economic
nationalism does not imply complete isolation from
global value chains but rather aims to strengthen the
country’s position within them by transitioning to more
complex, technologically intensive segments of produc-
tion [5].

Structural modernization is impossible without
increasing the technological complexity of the economy.
Economic nationalism stimulates this process through
support for research and development, the development
of technological clusters, the digitalization of produc-
tion, and the implementation of next-generation indus-
trial standards. Increasing technological complexity
implies a transition from simple operations with low
value added to the production of sophisticated goods that
require highly qualified labor, modern equipment, and
the integration of science with production. This creates
the preconditions for higher labor productivity, rising
incomes, and enhanced international competitiveness.

The relationship between economic nationalism and
structural modernization has a systemic character. Tar-
geted state policy creates conditions for the accumu-
lation of national capital, the development of domes-
tic technological competencies, and the formation of a
resilient economic model capable of adapting to global
challenges [2].

Thus, economic nationalism can be considered an
institutional framework for the structural transformation
of the economy, ensuring the transition from an exten-
sive, resource-oriented model to an innovation-driven
industrial model based on high-value-added and techno-
logical complexity of production.

To integrate the results of previous research tasks
into a coherent scientific perspective, it is advisable to
develop a conceptual model that captures the relation-
ships among economic nationalism, innovative eco-
nomic resilience, and structural modernization. Such a
model enables both theoretical systematization of the
mechanisms by which economic policy influences the
economy and practical application for analyzing and
forecasting the effects of state decisions (Fig. 1).

Economic nationalism defines the development tra-
jectory of the economy, identifying priority sectors and
the instruments of industrial, investment, and techno-
logical policy. Through state instruments, it influences
the development of innovative resilience by determi-
ning resources, financing mechanisms, and regulatory
frameworks.

Economic nationalism

\ 4

State support for the development of key national industries;
Protection of priority sectors; <
Stimulation of domestic innovation ecosystems

Stimulating R&D

Development of technological clusters

Innovation sustainability of the economy

\ 4

Supporting local production chains;
Adapting to global economic challenges

A

A

Structural modernization

Integration of technological and innovative solutions within specific business models
of enterprises;
Increasing internal added value and economic autonomy

Figure 1. Conceptual model of the interaction of economic nationalism, innovation sustainability
and structural modernization of the economy

Source: compiled by the author based on [2; 12; 14]
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Innovative resilience of the economy is formed
through the stimulation of research and development,
the development of technological clusters, support for
local production chains, and adaptation to global eco-
nomic challenges. It ensures the economy’s adaptability
and technological readiness for structural modernization.

Structural modernization, in turn, reinforces the effects
of economic nationalism by strengthening national produc-
tion and technological capacities, thereby creating a posi-
tive cycle of development. Each level interacts with the
others through institutional, financial, and technological
mechanisms, forming a comprehensive development sys-
tem that integrates national inte-rests, innovative potential,
and the technological modernization of the economy.

Conclusions. Economic nationalism has demonstrated
its relevance as both a theoretical concept and a practi-
cal instrument during crisis and transitional periods in the
development of many countries. For Ukraine, which is cur-
rently experiencing wartime conditions while simultane-
ously seeking integration into global economic structures,
economic nationalism represents not merely an ideological
slogan but a logical response to contemporary challenges.

First, economic nationalism has deep historical roots,
originating in the ideas of Friedrich List and other cri-
tics of laissez-faire economics, who justified the state’s
active role in shaping national industry and enhancing a
country’s competitiveness. In Ukrainian practice, such
approaches have been applied at different stages, from
the period of the UNR to the present day.

Second, modern economic nationalism prioritizes
national interests in economic policy, the protection of
strategic sectors, and the support of domestic produc-
tion, while simultaneously ensuring asymmetric integra-
tion into the global economy.

Third, the experience of recent years has demonstrated
the importance of economic nationalism under wartime
conditions. The state has stimulated domestic production,
supported the defense, agricultural, and IT sectors, and
maintained control over critical resources, enabling it to
adapt to shocks and disruptions in supply chains.

Fourth, the effective implementation of this policy
faces several challenges, including external economic
obligations within the framework of the World Trade
Organization and the Association Agreement with the
European Union, fiscal constraints, institutional weak-
nesses, and a lack of strategic planning. Addressing these
issues requires profound economic and institutional
reforms.

Fifth, economic nationalism may become the founda-
tion of Ukraine’s post-war economic doctrine, ensuring
modernization based on domestic resources, the develop-
ment of local enterprises, control over strategic infrastruc-
ture, and a focus on citizens’ well-being. To achieve this, it
is important to:

1. Formulate a clear state industrial and innovation
policy;

2. Create a transparent and stable economic envi-
ronment;

3. Adapt international agreements to new security
and economic conditions;

4. Engage society and business in shaping a new
economic culture.

Thus, economic nationalism should not be viewed
as opposing globalization; rather, it serves as an adap-
tive instrument that enables a country to preserve auto-
nomy in strategic decision-making while strengthening the
national economy under conditions of war and post-war
transformation.
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