Illia Kotin, Postgraduate Student
Kyiv National Economic University named after Vadym Hetman
Kyiv, Ukraine

DOI: https://doi.org/10.30525/978-9934-26-633-1-44

INTERREGIONAL COOPERATION
AND THE IMPLEMENTATION OF RESILIENT
APPROACHES IN URBAN DEVELOPMENT OF UKRAINE
IN THE CONTEXT OF GLOBAL TRANSFORMATIONS

In the 21st century, the structural dynamics of international cooperation
are increasingly shaped by local processes — from decentralization to
urbanization [14; 15]. During the formation of a new world order, cities
and regions are becoming not only objects but also active subjects of
international relations, capable of implementing policies of sustainable
development, environmental security, and social integration [2; 20]. After
Russia’s full-scale aggression, Ukraine faced the challenge of rebuilding
its regional systems based on the principles of resilience — adaptability,
inclusivity, and sustainability [19; 22]. In this context, the implementation
of the resilient city concept is viewed not only as part of the internal
reconstruction policy but also as an instrument for integrating Ukraine into
the system of a new international cooperation architecture grounded in
sustainable development, innovation, and regional solidarity [1; 7].

The theory of international cooperation considers regional linkages as
the meso-level of global interaction, where new political and economic
alliances are formed [8; 17]. Within this paradigm, the concept of a resilient
city serves as a practical manifestation of structural adaptation: cities
become platforms where global norms (UN, UNECE, UN-Habitat)
materialize in local solutions — from green construction to decentralized
energy systems [4; 21]. As B. Schmdgerova [21] emphasized, interregional
cooperation is key to addressing transnational challenges of sustainable
development, including energy, water resources, and social policy. Ukraine
today stands at the epicenter of this process — transferring regional
interaction to the international level through joint reconstruction and
recovery projects [9].

The war has caused a profound structural transformation of
international relations [12]. Ukraine has become a testing ground for new
models of multi-actor cooperation —among states, regions, businesses, and
civil society [6]. As Koltun, Palamarchuk, and Lutsenko note, interregional
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cooperation today ensures effective exchange of resources, technologies,
and governance practices between Ukrainian regions and European
partners [9]. This process aligns with the logic of decentralized
globalization — a trend in which not only states but also local actors become
participants in international cooperation [17]. In this way, the resilient city
becomes an element of a new multipolar order, where cities act as
diplomatic nodes (city diplomacy) within the networked structure of
international relations.

Post-war urban recovery requires a synthesis of economic
modernization and ecological transformation [5]. The introduction of
circular economy principles — waste recycling, energy efficiency, eco-
design — is forming new economic cooperation chains between regions that
align with EU standards and the Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs 11, 12, 13) [20]. In this context, cities become not only growth
points but also hubs of ecological diplomacy, where local initiatives in
recycling or green energy acquire an international dimension [10; 13].
Thus, the ecological resilience of Ukrainian cities contributes to the
formation of global “green” alliances, which constitute part of the
structural dynamics of international cooperation in the post-crisis
world [14].

The contemporary structural dynamics of the world order are also
linked to the transition toward the knowledge economy [1]. In this context,
the smart city concept [18] becomes a practical manifestation of
international cooperation in the fields of innovation and data. The
integration of digital technologies into urban governance represents not
only an increase in efficiency but also the creation of networks of
informational partnerships between cities [11]. For Ukraine, the
implementation of smart city solutions in reconstruction processes signifies
entry into the global digital architecture, enabling the exchange of
algorithms, management practices, and cybersecurity technologies [4].
This also corresponds to the paradigm of innovative realism in
contemporary international relations theory [7].

Urban resilience is impossible without social resilience. As Ushenko
and Tupika argue, the institutional resilience of cities is based on social
inclusion, energy democracy, and civic participation in decision-
making [19]. Khoma emphasizes that the Ukrainian model of resilience is
founded on social self-organization and horizontal interaction, aligning it
with bottom-up governance concepts in global political economy [22]. The
processes of decentralization [3] create preconditions for the emergence of
a new architecture of local diplomacy, in which communities act as
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partners of international donors and regional governments [16]. This
represents a structural shift from centralized to networked cooperation.

Post-war reconstruction in Ukraine may serve as a model for a new
form of international cooperation that unites local initiatives, regional
partnerships, and global standards [6; 12]. As Soldak et al. note, Ukrainian
cities demonstrate the phenomenon of emergent resilience — the ability to
recover through self-organization, mutual assistance, and innovation [16].
This experience can be transferred to the global practice of rebuilding other
post-conflict territories [5]. Thus, the Ukrainian model of the resilient city
shapes a new direction of cooperation through reconstruction, combining
humanitarian, economic, and political dimensions of international
relations [9; 21].

Hence, the concept of the resilient city in Ukraine is not only about
rebuilding urban spaces but also about rethinking the role of regions in the
structure of international cooperation [15]. Through interregional
interaction, circular economy, decentralized governance, and digital
technologies, Ukraine integrates into a new world order based on principles
of resilience, innovation, and partnership [20]. The realization of the
resilient city concept in Ukraine serves as an empirical example of the
structural dynamics of international cooperation — a mechanism for
adapting to global crises (environmental, energy, security) — and a model
of regional leadership in the post-crisis world, transforming Ukraine from
an object into a subject of the new architecture of global
collaboration [10; 16].
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