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After the start of a full-scale war in 2022, the Ukrainian economy experienced 

large-scale structural redistribution of economic activity between regions. Military 

operations, destruction of infrastructure, and internal migration of the population 

influenced a new model of spatial economic inequality [1, 2]. If until 2022, regional 

disparities were determined mainly by historical, industrial, and demographic 

factors, then after the start of the war, the main factors became the security situation, 

access to logistics routes, and the ability of regions to adapt to crisis conditions [3, 

4]. The eastern and southern regions of the country, which traditionally had large 

industrial enterprises, maritime infrastructure, and agro-export logistics hubs, 

suffered particularly noticeable losses. The destruction of the transport system, the 

blocking of part of the seaports, and damage to the energy infrastructure negatively 

affected industry and the agricultural sector, which has become an important 

element of the Ukrainian economy. 

According to scientists, the agricultural sector plays a strategic role in shaping 

the economic stability of the state [5, 6, 7]. Until 2022, Ukraine remained one of the 

largest exporters of grain crops and oilseeds in the world. A significant part of 

agricultural production was concentrated in the southern and central regions, which 

were under particular economic and security pressure after the start of the war. 

Military actions affected the mining of agricultural lands, the reduction of sown 

areas, fuel shortages and the complication of export logistics. Despite the military 

risks, agriculture continued to provide foreign exchange earnings and support the 

food security of the state [8, 9]. In the western and central regions, there was a partial 

reorientation of agricultural production and the creation of new logistics routes 

through the countries of the European Union. 

In addition, the economic structure of Ukraine underwent significant 
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transformations. The greatest decline in economic activity was observed in the eastern 

and southern regions that were directly affected by military operations or were located 

near the front line [10, 11]. The destruction of industrial and transport infrastructure 

negatively affected the metallurgical, machine-building and energy sectors. 

At the same time, the agricultural sector had a relatively higher level of 

adaptability compared to some other sectors of the economy. Despite significant 

losses of agricultural land and logistical difficulties, agricultural production 

remained one of the key sources of foreign exchange earnings for the state [12, 13]. 

The central and western regions of Ukraine partially compensated for the decline in 

production in the southern regions by expanding the sown areas and developing 

agro-processing. 

A particularly important factor in economic stabilization was the formation of 

alternative export routes for agricultural products through the western border of 

Ukraine and the Danube ports. This made it possible to partially preserve the export 

potential of the grain sector. 

Spatial disparities in the development of the agricultural sector are also 

noticeable. Regions further from the war zone were able to adapt more quickly to 

new economic conditions and attract additional investments in agriculture and 

logistics. In contrast, some southern territories faced problems with land mines, 

labor shortages, and damage to irrigation systems [1, 13]. Internal migration of the 

population also affected regional economies [14]. Western regions received 

additional human capital and an expanded local labor market, which stimulated the 

development of small businesses and the service sector. At the same time, this 

created an additional burden on housing, transport, and social infrastructure. 

Thus, after 2022, regional economic inequality in Ukraine increased under the 

influence of military, demographic, and infrastructure factors. The war influenced 

the creation of a new spatial model of the economy, in which the level of security, 

logistical accessibility, and the ability of regions to adapt to crisis conditions became 

key factors for economic development. 

 The study confirmed that the most vulnerable were regions whose economies 

were oriented towards heavy industry and export-logistics infrastructure. At the 

same time, the agricultural sector had a relatively higher level of resilience and 

became one of the main mechanisms supporting the economic stability of the state. 
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