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Summary. Sustainable development integrates economic growth, social inclu-
sion, and environmental protection. This article examines the theoretical foundations of
sustainable rural development in fragile contexts, focusing on Lebanon during its digi-
tal transformation. Drawing on ecological economics, institutional economics, systems
theory, political ecology, and the human development approach, it is determined that
rural resilience depends not only on technology but also on environmental constraints,
governance quality, and inclusive policy. The Belarusian scientific school offers prac-
tical recommendations, emphasizing institutional coordination and innovation-driven
development. For Lebanon, success depends on rebuilding institutions and policy co-
herence, making governance a central challenge.

Annomayus. Ycmoriuusoe pazsumue 06veOuHsem 3KOHOMUUECKULL POCh, COYU-
ANLHYI0 UHMeZPayuIo U OXPAaHy oKpydicalouell cpeobl. B dannoi cmamee paccmampu-
8AlOMCsL MeOpemu4eckie OCHOBbL YCIOUYUBO20 PA3BUMUS CEIbCKUX PATIOHO8 8 Hecma-
OUNLHBIX YC06UAX, ¢ akyenmom Ha Jluean 6 nepuoo yugposou mpancgopmayuu. Onu-
PasiCb HA IKONOSUHECKYIO IKOHOMUKY, UHCIMUMYYUOHALLHYIO YKOHOMUKY, Meopuio Cu-
cmem, ROIUMUHECKYIO 9KOA02UIO U NOOX00 K pA3GUMUIO Yel08eecK020 NOMEeHYUAd
onpeoeneHo, Ymo yCmoudu8oCmy CelbCKUX PAlOHO8 3A6UCUN HE MOLbKO O MeXHOJL0-
2utl, HO U OM IKOIOSUYECKUX OZPAHUYEHU, KA4ecmed YNpasieHust U UHKIIO3UGHBIX Me-
ponpusimuii. benopycckas nayunas wikona npeonazaem npakmuyecKue pekomMeHoayuu,
NnoOuepKU6as UHCMUMYYUOHATLHYIO KOOPOUHAYUIO U PpA36umue, OCHOBAHHOE HA UHHO-
sayusx. s Jlueana ycnex 3agucum om 60CCMAan0BIeHUs UHCIUMYMOS U CONACOBAH-
HOCIU ROAUMUKU, YMO Oelaem YnpasieHue YyeHmpaibHou npooaemMol.
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Relevance of the study. Sustainable development has become a central
requirement for strengthening the resilience and long-term viability of rural re-
gions, particularly in countries facing prolonged economic and institutional fra-
gility. In Lebanon, rural communities experience severe constraints in access-
ing basic services, economic opportunities, and effective institutional support,
creating significant developmental imbalances that require targeted and inte-
grated policy responses.
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The purpose of the article — to examine the theoretical foundations of sus-
tainable rural development and identify directions for their transformation in
the unstable conditions of Lebanon.

Research methodology. The research was conducted based on the works
of Russian and international scholars. Factor and comparative analysis, as well
as expert assessments, were used.

Main result. The conducted research allowed us to obtain the following
scientific results, containing theoretical and methodological aspects on the
problem under study.

1. Theoretical Framework. Sustainable development has emerged as a
central interdisciplinary paradigm that redefines the relationship between eco-
nomic growth, social equity, and environmental protection. Unlike traditional
development models that prioritized economic expansion, it is grounded in the
recognition that economic activity is constrained by ecological limits and gen-
erates long-term environmental and social risks [1]. Rural areas are central to
sustainability but face poverty, weak infrastructure, climate risks, and institu-
tional fragility, which are intensified in Lebanon by economic crisis and weak
governance [2, 3, 4].

Ecological economics deepens this perspective by arguing that the econ-
omy is embedded within the biosphere and constrained by biophysical limits
or planetary boundaries. It treats climate stability, biodiversity, fertile soils, and
freshwater as non-substitutable foundations of development, a view particu-
larly relevant for rural areas where livelihoods depend directly on ecosystem
resilience [5; 6; 7]. Environmental economics laid the foundations by demon-
strating that markets fail to account for environmental costs. Pigou’s (1920)
theory of externalities showed that unregulated economic activity leads to pol-
lution and resource depletion. Contemporary environmental economics pro-
motes policy instruments such as carbon pricing, tradable permits, and ecosys-
tem valuation to internalize these externalities and integrate environmental
concerns into economic decision-making. Institutional economics places gov-
ernance at the core of sustainability, while the human development approach
focuses on expanding people’s capabilities and inclusion [8; 9].

Together, these perspectives show that sustainable rural development is
primarily an institutional and governance challenge. Technology can support
progress, but it cannot replace strong institutions, social equity, and ecological
responsibility.

2. The Belarusian Scientific School. By contrast, the Belarusian scientific
school provides an applied model of sustainable rural development centered on
institutional capacity, innovation systems, and digital transformation. Belarus-
ian scholarship, particularly N. V. Kireyenka, views sustainability as an insti-
tutional and innovation-driven process based on policy coordination and tech-
nological modernization [10, 11]. Digital tools such as precision agriculture
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and e-governance improve efficiency and transparency when supported by
strong institutions [12; 13].

Digital transformation can enhance rural access to markets and services,
but its impact depends on infrastructure, digital skills, and affordability [14;
15]. Unequal access may deepen social divides, while environmental costs such
as e-waste and higher energy use must be considered [16; 16].

Thus, the Belarusian experience shows that sustainability results from co-
ordinated governance that aligns innovation with social inclusion and environ-
mental responsibility, not from technology alone.

3. Implications for Lebanon. In Lebanon, sustainability challenges are in-
tensified by environmental vulnerability, economic fragility, and institutional
weakness, making integrated approaches combining ecological protection, in-
stitutional reform, and inclusive development essential.

In this regard Lebanon’s rural sustainability requires rebuilding govern-
ance alongside adopting new technologies. Key priorities include strengthening
institutions, ensuring policy coherence, promoting social inclusion, and inte-
grating environmental safeguards into development planning. A long-term stra-
tegic vision is essential to move beyond crisis management. Overall, technol-
ogy must support, not replace, effective governance, inclusive policies, and
ecological responsibility.

4. Conclusion

In fragile contexts like Lebanon, digital transformation can support rural
sustainability only if guided by strong governance, equity, and ecological re-
sponsibility. Sustainable development is therefore a systemic challenge requir-
ing institutional coordination and inclusive planning. Lebanon’s rural resili-
ence depends on rebuilding governance and integrating technology into coher-
ent sustainability strategies.
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MARKET RELATIONS AND STATE REGULATION IN
AGRICULTURE

Rublevskaya E. P., Gorustovich T. G.
EI «Belarusian State Agrarian Technical University»
Minsk, Republic of Belarus

Summary. Market relations are based on the freedom and independence of eco-
nomic entities in the competitive struggle for sales markets. This includes the risk and
responsibility of the economic entity for the final results and the exploitation of favora-
ble opportunities for profit or income.

Annomayus. Peinounvie omnowenus 6azupyiomes na c60b6ode u camocmosi-
MeNbHOCMU XO3AUCMBYIOUUX CYOBEKMO8 8 KOHKYPEeHmMHOU 6opbbe 3a pbiHKU CObIMA.
PUCK U OMBEMCMEEHHOCMb XO3AUCMEYIoWe20 CyObeKma 3a KOHeyHble pe3yibmamol, Uc-
NOIb308aHUE OIA2ONPUAMHBIX 803MONCHOCHELL 0TI NOJYYeHUsL RPUOBLIU UL 00X00d.

Key words: market, laws, regulation, consumer, producer, financing, credit.

Knroueswie cnosa: poinok, 3aKoHbl, pe2yiuposanue, Nompeoumeis, mosaponpo-
u3800umeny, PUHAHCUPOBAHUE, KPEOUm.

Currently, effective operation in a market economy is only possible with
a thorough knowledge and understanding of its essence, market structure, and
fundamental market laws. The market is the economic sphere where the process
of commodity-money exchange (the conversion of goods into money and the
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