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Abstract. The sustainability of rural territories is a key factor in ensuring regional socio-economic 
growth. A comprehensive assessment of sustainable development indicators makes it possible to 
analyze the effectiveness of policies in the field of social and economic relations, identify barriers, 
and determine ways to overcome them, thereby contributing to the enhancement of the compe-
titiveness of rural areas. The objective is to substantiate a system of criteria that enables the exami-
nation of the dynamics of the social and business environment and the monitoring of the structural 
transformation of the agri-food sector within the framework of a regional strategy. Methods include 
a rating-based study using the distance method, ensuring the comparability of indicators of socio-
logical and economic dynamics of regions and establishing their integral positions. The use of sta-
tistical data serves to identify priority areas for the innovative modernization of rural areas. The 
information base included data from the Bureau of National Statistics of the Agency for Strategic 
Planning and Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan, regulatory acts, and scientific publications. 
Results – the authors note that currently the transition to large-scale projects is of decisive im-
portance for improving the quality of life of the rural population, strengthening the economy, and 
creating conditions for its optimization in the long term. Most rural districts require an active pro-
gram of actions aimed at attracting investors, forming a favorable investment climate, and building 

https://www.jpra-kazniiapk.kz/
file:///E:/Новая%20папка/Desktop/журнал%20№4-2024/Журнал%204-24/10.46666/2024-3.2708-9991


 Аграрлық нарық проблемалары, № 1, 2026                           ISSN-L 2708-9991, ISSN 1817-728Х 

 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••       

Аграрлық саясат: іс жүзіне асыру механизмі  

15 

an effective system of state support. The districts of Akmola region were ranked according to socio-
cultural and economic parameters, identifying problems and promising territories. Four groups 
were distinguished based on the rating classification. Conclusions – it is substantiated that a com-
prehensive system of key indicators provides grounds for objectively diagnosing the situation in 
rural territories, identifying disproportions, typologizing regions by the level of transformation, and 
developing differentiated management measures. In this regard, it is necessary to introduce mecha-
nisms for regulating the activities of social and engineering facilities, increase the accessibility of 
socially oriented services, expand entrepreneurial activity, and develop the human resource poten-
tial of rural areas through qualified specialists. 
 
Аңдатпа. Ауылдық аумақтардың тұрақтылығы - өңірлік әлеуметтік-экономикалық өсуді 
қамтамасыз етудің негізгі факторы. Тұрақты даму индикаторларын кешенді бағалау ауылдық 
аудандардың бәсекеге қабілеттілігін арттыруға ықпал ете отырып, қоғамдық және 
экономикалық қатынастар саласындағы саясаттың тиімділігін талдауға, кедергілерді 
анықтауға және оларды еңсеру жолдарын анықтауға мүмкіндік береді. Мақсаты – әлеуметтік 
және іскерлік ортаның серпінін қарауға және өңірлік стратегия шеңберінде агроазық-түлік 
секторының құрылымдық трансформациясына мониторинг жүргізуге мүмкіндік беретін 
өлшемшарттар жүйесін негіздеу. Әдістер – өңірлердің әлеуметтік және экономикалық 
динамикасының көрсеткіштерін салыстыруды және олардың интегралдық ұстанымдарын 
белгілеуді қамтамасыз ететін қашықтық әдісі негізінде рейтингтік зерттеу.  Статистикалық 
деректерді пайдалану-ауылды инновациялық жаңартудың басым бағыттарын белгілеу үшін. 
Ақпараттық базаға Қазақстан Республикасы Стратегиялық жоспарлау және реформалар 
агенттігінің Ұлттық статистика бюросының деректері, нормативтік актілер, ғылыми 
жарияланымдар кірді. Нәтижелер – авторлар қазіргі уақытта ауқымды жобаларға көшу ауыл 
халқының өмір сүру сапасын жақсарту, экономиканы нығайту, оны ұзақ мерзімді 
перспективада оңтайландыру үшін жағдай жасау үшін өте маңызды екенін атап өтті. Көптеген 
ауылдық округтер инвесторларды тартуға, қолайлы инвестициялық ахуалды 
қалыптастыруға және мемлекеттік қолдаудың нәтижелі жүйесін құруға бағытталған белсенді 
іс-қимыл бағдарламасын талап етеді. Ақмола облысының аудандарын әлеуметтік-мәдени 
және шаруашылық параметрлері бойынша саралау жүргізілді, проблемалар мен 
перспективалы аумақтар көрсетілді. Рейтингтік жіктеу бойынша төрт топ бөлінді. 
Қорытындылар - түйінді индикаторлардың кешенді жүйесі ауылдық аумақтардағы жағдайды 
объективті диагностикалауға, диспропорцияларды табуға, қайта құру деңгейі бойынша 
өңірлерді типологиялауға, басқарудың сараланған шараларын әзірлеуге негіз беретіні 
дәлелденген. Бұл аспектіде әлеуметтік және инженерлік объектілердің қызметін реттеу 
тетіктерін енгізу, әлеуметтік бағдарланған қызметтердің қолжетімділігін арттыру, кәсіпкерлік 
қызметті кеңейту, білікті мамандардан ауылдың кадрлық әлеуетін қалыптастыру қажет. 
 
Аннотация. Устойчивость сельских территорий – ключевой фактор обеспечения региональ-
ного социально-экономического роста. Комплексная оценка индикаторов стабильного разви-
тия позволяет анализировать эффективность политики в сфере общественных и экономи-
ческих отношений, выявить барьеры и определить пути их преодоления, способствуя повы-
шению конкурентоспособности сельских районов. Цель – обоснование системы критериев, 
предоставляющих возможность рассматривать динамику социальной и деловой среды и 
проводить мониторинг структурной трансформации агропродовольственного сектора в рам-
ках региональной стратегии. Методы – рейтинговое исследование на базе метода расстоя-
ний, обеспечивающее сопоставление показателей социологической и экономической дина-
мики регионов и установление их интегральных позиций. Использование статистических 
данных – для обозначения приоритетных направлений инновационного обновления сель-
ской местности. Информационная база включала данные Бюро национальной статистики 
Агентства по стратегическому планированию и реформам Республики Казахстан, норматив-
ные акты, научные публикации. Результаты – авторы отмечают, что в настоящее время пе-
реход к масштабным проектам имеет решающее значение для улучшения качества жизни 
сельского населения, укрепления экономики, создания условий для ее оптимизации в долго-
временной перспективе. Для большинства сельских округов требуется активная программа 
действий, направленная на привлечение инвесторов, формирование благоприятного инве-
стиционного климата и построение результативной системы государственной поддержки. 
Проведено ранжирование районов Акмолинской области по социокультурным и хозяйствен-
ным параметрам, показаны проблемы и перспективные территории. Выделены четыре 
группы по рейтинговой классификации. Выводы – аргументировано, что комплексная си-
стема ключевых индикаторов дает основание объективно диагностировать ситуацию в сель-
ских территориях, находить диспропорции, типологизировать регионы по уровню пре-
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образований, разработать дифференцированные меры управления. В данном аспекте необ-
ходимы внедрение механизмов регулирования деятельности социальных и инженерных 
объектов, увеличения доступности социально-ориентированных услуг, расширения пред-
принимательской деятельности, формирования кадрового потенциала села из квалифици-
рованных специалистов. 
 
Keywords: rural territories, socio-economic development, key indicators, rating analysis, territorial 
differentiation, favorable investment climate, state support. 
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Introduction   
In rural areas of most regions of Kazakh-

stan, a complex set of persistent socio-eco-
nomic problems remains, including unsatisfac-
tory working and living conditions, limited em-
ployment opportunities, and a low level of en-
gagement of the rural population in economic 
activity. These factors largely drive intensive 
migration of the working-age population to 
large cities and industrial centers, resulting in a 
decline in the population of rural settlements, 
depopulation of remote areas, and weakening 
of socio-economic control over regions with sub-
stantial spatial and resource potential (Kusmol-
dayeva Zh., Belgibayeva Zh., Abraliyev O.) [1].  

Amid the growing imbalances described 
above, it becomes especially important to de-
velop and apply a system of key indicators that 
enables a comprehensive assessment of the 
current situation and continuous monitoring of 
the dynamics of socio-economic development 
in rural areas. An indicator-based approach 
makes it possible not only to evaluate objec-
tively the level of development of rural commu-
nities, but also to formulate scientifically gro-
unded management decisions in the fields of 
territorial and agricultural development. 

A review of existing methodological appro-
aches to assessing the socio-economic deve-
lopment of rural territories shows that there is 
no universal, widely accepted methodology. 
This is largely due to the dynamic nature of ter-
ritorial socio-economic systems and the regular 
revision of assessment criteria. In this context, 
the careful selection of key indicators becomes 
increasingly important-indicators that adequa-
tely reflect the specific features of rural areas 
and allow development outcomes to be com-
pared across space and over time (Agarko-    
va L, Safiullayeva R., Glotova I. et al.) [2].  

A slowdown in the socio-economic devel-
opment of rural territories has a negative 

impact on the resilience of the country’s agri-
food sector as a whole and of its individual re-
gions. The persistence of a complex set of so-
cial challenges in rural areas underscores the 
need to improve agricultural policy, with a focus 
on increasing the profitability of rural entrepre-
neurs, expanding economic activity, and ensur-
ing the sustainable development of rural terri-
tories. In this context, a system of key indica-
tors serves as a crucial tool for diagnosing the 
condition of rural communities and assessing 
the effectiveness of state support measures. 

The aim of this article is to identify and 
substantiate a system of key indicators that en-
ables a comprehensive assessment of the so-
cio-economic development of rural territories, 
as well as to determine their significance for 
monitoring the resilience of the agri-food sector 
and for implementing state policy in the field of 
regional development. 

Thus, the study of indicators of rural socio-
economic development is not only of academic 
interest but also a practical necessity. A sys-
tematic analysis of these indicators provides a 
foundation for an objective assessment of the 
current situation in rural territories, the identifi-
cation of problem areas, and the forecasting of 
future development pathways. This, in turn, 
contributes to the formulation of effective agri-
cultural policy and to ensuring the country’s 
sustainable socio-economic development. 

Literature review     
In the academic literature, the socio-eco-

nomic development of rural areas is viewed 
through the lens of a multi-component system 
that integrates territorial characteristics and so-
cial interactions. This approach involves the 
use of key indicators covering economic, so-
cial, cultural, demographic, and environmental 
dimensions, making it possible to assess com-
prehensively the specific features and develop-
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ment dynamics of rural districts (Mukhano-              
va A., Smagulova Zh., Abdykaliyeva Zh.) [3]. 

Liu Y., Li X., Su S. et al. [4] argue that 
achieving global sustainable development is 
impossible without taking into account the spe-
cific characteristics of rural areas, which cover 
vast spaces beyond urban agglomerations.  

Developing strategies for the sustainable 
socio-economic development of rural territories 
requires improving monitoring systems and es-
tablishing a set of key indicators that enable a 
comprehensive assessment of development 
dynamics. Zhan X., Zhang H., Zhao Y. et al. [5] 
describe sustainable rural development as a 
multidimensional process that integrates eco-
nomic, social, and environmental dimensions 
and aims to ensure the well-being of rural pop-
ulations while preserving resource potential for 
future generations. 

Popov E., Chelak I., Kavetsky S. [6] note 
that research practice typically distinguishes 
two major groups of sustainable development 
indicators: economic indicators, which reflect 
production dynamics, economic performance, 
and export potential, and social indicators, 
which characterise living standards, infra-
structure development, and employment. 

As Komekbaeva L, Akbaev E., Abaev A. 
et al. [7] emphasise, rural territories benefit 
from more detailed indicator systems that in-
clude fiscal sustainability, production capacity, 
and investment attractiveness.  

Stankulova A., Barreca A., Rebaudengo M. 
et al. [8] propose assessing the socio-economic 
development of rural areas through an indica-
tor system that reflects both negative charac-
teristics - such as vulnerability, peripherality, 
marginality, and fragility - and positive parame-
ters, including resilience, dynamism, and the 
sustainability of rural communities. 

In the context of vast territories, low popu-
lation density, and specific socio-political fac-
tors, rural districts develop their own systems 
of key indicators for assessing and managing 
socio-economic development (Brinkley C., 
Visser M.A.) [9]. 

Gusmanov R., Stovba E., Kuznetsova A. 
et al. [10] proposed a conceptually new ap-
proach based on an algorithm for clustering the 
socio-economic development of rural territories 
using key indicators comprising 30 assessment 
characteristics, which makes it possible to iden-
tify four homogeneous development clusters. 

Liu D., Li F., Qiu M. et al. [11] focused on 
assessing the level of socio-economic develop-
ment of rural territories through a system of key 
indicators aligned with the 2030 sustainable 
development agenda.  

Overall, the use of a system of key indica-
tors to assess and monitor the socio-economic 
development of rural territories makes it possi-
ble to account for sectoral and territorial speci-
ficities and to identify factors that support long-
term economic growth and improvements in ru-
ral social well-being. This approach provides a 
foundation for further research and for the de-
sign of effective sustainable development stra-
tegies (Shcherbak V.G., Ganushchak-Yefimen-
ko L., Nifatova O. et al.) [12]. 

Materials and methods 
In the process of studying the indicators of 

socio-economic development of rural areas, 
general scientific methods such as analysis 
and synthesis, comparison, deduction, and 
generalization were used, which made it possi-
ble to ensure the validity and reliability of the 
obtained conclusions and statements. The the-
oretical and methodological basis consisted of 
the works of leading domestic and foreign sci-
entists in the field of regional economics and 
sustainable development. 

The information base of the study con-
sisted of official statistical materials of the Bu-
reau of National Statistics of the Agency for 
Strategic Planning and Reforms of the Repub-
lic of Kazakhstan, current regulatory legal acts, 
as well as scientific publications and analytical 
reports. 

The methodology of rating analysis using 
the distance method was used as the key tool. 
This approach made it possible to objectively 
determine the positions of each district, identify 
problem and promising areas, as well as sub-
stantiate practical recommendations for impro-
ving management decisions and developing 
strategies for the development of rural areas. 

Taking into account the specifics of socio-
economic processes and the limited availability 
of statistical data, a system of parameters was 
formed, including two groups of indicators: so-
cial (employment level, population income, de-
mographic dynamics, availability of social infra-
structure, etc.) and economic (structure and 
dynamics of production, investment activity, 
level of resource provision, indicators of entre-
preneurial activity, etc.). 

The comprehensive use of statistical data 
and rating analysis methods made it possible 
to build a holistic picture of the socio-economic 
development of rural areas and to identify pri-
ority directions for further development. 

Results  
The actualization of sustainable develop-

ment objectives for rural areas requires the de-
velopment of a set of measures based on an 
objective and comprehensive assessment of 
their socio-economic conditions. A key element 
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in this process is the identification of the level 
and nature of differentiation between territories 
through the application of modern methodolo-
gical approaches, analytical techniques, and 
indicator systems. 

The object of this study is the rural districts 
of the Akmola region, within which an assess-
ment of socio-economic development is carried 
out. This makes it possible to identify problem 
areas, growth potential, and directions for im-
proving regional policy. 

Table 1 presents the changes in the ad-
ministrative-territorial structure of the rural dis-

tricts of the Akmola region in 2020-2024. The 
data provided make it possible to trace the dy-
namics in the number of rural districts, akim of-
fices of villages (auls), as well as the total num-
ber of rural settlements. Comparing these indi-
cators over time and calculating their ratios re-
lative to the 2020 baseline allows for an as-
sessment of trends in the optimization of ad-
ministrative management and changes in the 
territorial organization of rural communities in 
the region.

 
Table 1 - Dynamics of Changes in the Number of Rural Districts and Villages (Auls) in the Akmola 
Region, 2020-2024 

 

Indicator 
Year 2024 as % of 

2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 

Rural districts (number of units) 194 194 192 192 191 98.5 

Akim offices of villages (number 
of units) 

  32  32   33   33   38 118.8 

Villages (auls) (number of units) 590 589 589   589   589    99.8 

Note: calculated by the author based on data from the (Bureau of National Statistics…) [13]                        

 

The analysis of the dynamics of the indi-
cators presented in table 1 reveals multidirec-
tional trends in the development of the admi-
nistrative-territorial structure of rural areas in 
the Akmola region during 2020–2024. First of 
all, attention should be drawn to the gradual 
decline in the number of rural districts: their 
number decreased from 194 in 2020 to 191 in 
2024, representing 98.5% of the baseline year. 
This trend indicates processes of optimization 
and consolidation of administrative units, which 
are likely associated with the need to improve 
management efficiency and rationalize budget 
expenditures. 

At the same time, there has been an in-
crease in the number of akim offices of villages 
(auls) - from 32 units in 2020 to 38 units in 2024 
(118.8% of the 2020 level). This fact reflects ef-
forts to strengthen administrative presence at 
the local level, ensure greater accessibility of 
government bodies for the rural population, 
and improve the quality of addressing local de-
velopment issues. 

The number of rural settlements themsel-
ves has remained almost unchanged during 
the period under review: from 590 in 2020, it de-
creased by only one unit, amounting to 589 in 
2024 (99.8% of the baseline year). This allows us 
to conclude that the rural settlement network of 
the region has remained stable, despite the on-
going processes of district optimization. 

Thus, the dynamics of administrative-terri-
torial changes in the Akmola region are char-
acterized by a simultaneous reduction in the 

number of rural districts and an increase in the 
number of akim offices, while the network of ru-
ral settlements remains practically unchanged. 
This indicates the authorities’ efforts to opti-
mize the management structure while simulta-
neously strengthening local-level administra-
tive regulation, which may be regarded as a 
factor contributing to the sustainable develop-
ment of rural areas. 

The rural districts of the Akmola region dif-
fer significantly in terms of socio-economic de-
velopment. This disparity is evident both in ag-
gregated indicators and in specific areas of ac-
tivity. In order to obtain the most accurate and 
comparable picture, a rating analysis method-
logy based on the distance method was ap-
plied. Such an approach makes it possible not 
only to objectively determine the relative posi-
tion of each district but also to identify both 
problem areas and promising territories, which 
is essential for developing managerial deci-          
sions and development strategies (Golubeva 
A.I., Konovalov A.V., Pavlov K.V.) [14]. 

Taking into account the specifics of socio-
economic processes and the availability of sta-
tistical data, a system of parameters was de-
veloped, combining two groups of indicators. 

The first group of indicators reflects the re-
source and demographic potential: land area, 
size of the rural population, the ratio of birth to 
mortality rates, average class size in rural 
schools, and the ratio of the working-age popu-
lation to those above working age (table 2). 
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The second group of indicators reflects the 
level of socio-economic development: the av-
erage annual number of employed persons, 
the ratio of the average nominal wage to the 

subsistence minimum, the volume of invest-
ments per capita, as well as the gross output of 
agricultural products (services) per capita of 
the rural population (table 3).

  
Table 2 - Main Indicators of the Resource and Demographic Potential of Rural Districts of Akmola 
Region, 2024 

 

Indicator 
Territory area, 

sq. km 
Rural popula-
tion, persons 

Ratio of births to 
deaths, coeff. 

Average 
class size, 
persons 

Ratio of work-
ing-age popula-
tion to popula-

tion above work-
ing age, coeff. 

Average 
across rural 
districts 

  8 394.1   18 799.0         1.0  14 3.746 

Maximum 
value 

17 700.0  84 364 2.656 24 4.883 

District Yerementausky Tselinogradsky Tselinogradsky Burabaysky Tselinogradsky 

Minimum 
value 

4 700.0 4 970 0.703   8 3.030 

District Shortandinsky Egindykolsky Sandyktausky Zerendinsky Sandyktausky 

Deviation 
(max/min), 
times 

      3.8        17.0 3.8    3  1.6 

Deviation 
(max/min), 
times 

     38.48         75.5 56.16        34.21 15.58 

Note: calculated by the author based on data from the (Bureau of National Statistics.…) [13] 

 

Analysis of the presented indicators of the 
resource and demographic potential of rural 
districts of Akmola Region reveals significant 
variability across all key parameters. The area 
of the districts ranges from 4 700 to 17 700 sq. 
km, which is 3.8 times greater than the mini-
mum value. This indicates substantial territorial 
heterogeneity of the rural districts. 

Particular attention is drawn to the size of 
the rural population, which varies from 4 970 to 
84 364 people, meaning that the maximum 
value exceeds the minimum by almost 17 
times. The coefficient of variation for this indi-
cator amounts to 75.5%, which is considerably 
higher than the standard threshold used for as-
sessing normal distribution, and points to ex-
tremely high demographic differentiation bet-
ween districts. The ratio of births to deaths fluc-
tuates from 0.703 to 2.656, reflecting diffe-
rences in the natural increase of the popula-
tion. The highest ratios are observed in districts 
with intensive demographic growth, which may 
significantly influence the demand for social           
infrastructure. 

The average class size in rural schools 
ranges from 8 to 24 students, while the ratio of 
the working-age population to the population 
older than working-age is between 3.03 and 
4.88. These indicators demonstrate differen-

ces in the labor force availability and the bur-
den on the educational system. 

Overall, the coefficients of variation for all 
indicators exceed the normative values, which 
points to a high degree of heterogeneity in the 
resource and demographic potential of rural 
districts. These disparities should be taken into 
account when developing regional socio-eco-
nomic development strategies and planning re-
source allocation. 

Table 3 presents the key indicators of so-
cio-economic development of the rural districts 
of Akmola Region for 2024. The data provide 
an opportunity to assess employment, income 
levels, investment volume, and the efficiency of 
agricultural production per capita. 

Analysis of the socio-economic develop-
ment indicators of the rural districts of Akmola 
Region for 2024 revealed significant differen-
ces across all key parameters. 

The average annual number of employed 
persons ranges from 918 to 8 233, showing al-
most a ninefold difference between the mini-
mum and maximum values. The coefficient of 
variation, at 46.67%, indicates a high level of 
differentiation in this indicator, reflecting va-       
rying degrees of employment and labor re-
source development across the districts. 
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Table 3 - Main Indicators of the Socio-Economic Development of Rural Districts of Akmola Region, 
2024 

 

Indicator 

Average an-
nual number of 

employees, 
persons 

Ratio of aver-
age nominal 
wage to sub-
sistence mini-
mum, coeff. 

Investment per 
capita,  

thousand 
tenge 

Gross agricultural 
output (products 
and services) per 

rural capita, 
thousand tenge 

Average across rural districts   4 311.9 5.5 1 476.4  21 614.12 

Maximum value 8 233  7.73   3 896.34 112 380.76 

District Shortandinsky Birzhan Sal Akkolsky Bulandinsky 

Minimum value   918 3.99      527.47        5 342.2 

District Zerendinsky Zerendinsky Shortandinsky Shortandinsky 

Deviation (max/min), times       9.0 1.9           7.4            21.0 

Coefficient of variation, coeff.       46.67 22.39         57.92            37.05 

Note: compiled by the author 

  

The ratio of the average nominal wage to 
the subsistence minimum fluctuates from 3.99 
to 7.73, with a coefficient of variation of 
22.39%. This suggests that, although in most 
districts household incomes substantially ex-
ceed the subsistence minimum, there are still 
notable differences in the level of well-being 
across the region. 

Investment per capita ranges from 527.47 
thousand to 3 896.34 thousand tenge, reflec-
ting differences in investment activity and the 
capacity to attract capital for territorial develop-
ment. The gross output of agricultural products 
(services) per capita varies from 5 342.2 thou-
sand to 112 380.76 thousand tenge, with a co-
efficient of variation of 37.05%. This highlights 

considerable disparities in production effici-
ency and the level of agrarian development 
among the districts.  

Overall, the results demonstrate a high de-
gree of heterogeneity in the socio-economic 
development of rural districts, emphasizing the 
need for a differentiated approach to planning, 
investment allocation, and the formulation of de-
velopment strategies to enhance the sustainabi-
lity and efficiency of territorial functioning. 

Figure 1 presents a visualization of the     
results of the integrated rating assessment of 
the socio-economic development of rural         
districts of Akmola Region based on the ana-
lyzed indicators.

 

 
Note: compiled by the author 

Figure 1 - Rating Assessment of the Districts of Akmola Region by Level  
of Socio-Economic Development (in scores), 2024 

 
Analysis of the visualization in Figure 1 

shows that the rural districts of Akmola Region 
differ significantly in terms of socio-economic 
development. The rating scores highlight both 
highly developed and lagging districts, 

confirming the heterogeneity of the territory 
across all examined indicators. 

Leading positions are occupied by Tseli-
nograd, Bulandy, and Birzhan Sal districts, 
which are reflected in their high scores 
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indicating strong infrastructure provision, in-
vestment activity, and production efficiency. A 
medium level of development is observed in 
districts such as Zhaksyn, Yesil, and Arshalyn, 
where indicators remain stable but show poten-
tial for further growth. 

At the same time, a number of districts, in-
cluding Korgalzhyn, Yereymentau, and Shor-
tandy, demonstrate relatively low rating scores. 
This suggests the need for additional attention 
from local authorities, measures to enhance in-
vestment attractiveness, and improvements in 
social infrastructure. 

Thus, the visualization makes it possible 
not only to distinguish the most and least de-
veloped districts but also to provide a basis for 
designing differentiated strategies for manag-
ing the socio-economic development of rural 
areas, aimed at reducing disparities and 
strengthening regional sustainability. 

Subsequently, a comprehensive assess-
ment of the economic efficiency of agricultural 
production in the rural districts of Akmola Re-
gion was conducted (figure 2).

 

 
Note: compiled by the author 

Figure 2 - Integrated Rating Assessment of Rural Districts of Akmola Region  
by the Level of Economic Efficiency of Agricultural Production, 2024  

 
For the calculation of the integrated as-

sessment, the following indicators were used: 
average annual number of agricultural workers; 
area of agricultural land (ha); livestock popula-
tion (livestock units); gross crop production per 
100 ha of agricultural land (thousand tenge); 
gross livestock production per livestock unit 
(thousand tenge); labor productivity per worker 
(tenge); and the average monthly wage per 
worker (tenge). The most efficient agricultural 
enterprises operate in Tselinograd and Bu-
landy districts, while the lowest efficiency is ob-
served in Korgalzhyn district. 

In accordance with the varying levels of 
socio-economic development, the rural dis-
tricts were classified into four groups: districts 
with a state of unstable development, districts 
with a state of fragile development, districts 
with a state of relatively sustainable develop-
ment, and districts with a state of sustainable 
development. The analysis made it possible to 

identify the levels of social development of rural 
districts and to distribute them into four groups. 

The conducted analysis made it possible 
to classify the rural districts of Akmola Region 
into four groups of social development levels 
according to their rating scores. The first group 
(up to 85 points) is characterized by unstable 
development and requires an aggressive man-
agement strategy. The second group (85-95 
points) demonstrates fragile development and 
also needs active measures to strengthen the 
social and economic spheres. The third group 
(100-113 points) is close to sustainable devel-
opment and requires consolidation of the 
achieved results. The fourth group (over 114 
points) is distinguished by sustainable develop-
ment and requires a conservative strategy of 
maintaining the achieved level. The average in-
dicator across all districts amounts to 98 points, 
reflecting a moderate level of social develop-
ment in the region. 
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At present, the transition to large-scale 
strategic projects is crucial, as these can im-
prove the quality of life of the rural population, 
stabilize the economy, and create conditions 
for its sustainable development. For most rural 
districts, an active policy aimed at attracting in-
vestors, creating a favorable investment cli-
mate, and building an effective system of state 
support is required. To reduce disparities in so-
cio-economic development and improve the 
quality of life in rural areas, a targeted ap-
proach based on key assessment indicators 
must be applied. The absence of such 
measures, or their inconsistent implementa-
tion, may lead to further decline of rural territo-
ries, the loss of their multifunctional role in so-
ciety, and a significant widening of the living 
standards gap between urban and rural popu-
lations. 

Discussions   
In the context of the results obtained, it 

should be noted that the sustainable develop-
ment of rural territories plays a key role in main-
taining the viability of rural communities, curb-
ing depopulation processes, and preventing 
the socio-economic degradation of the country-
side. This is consistent with the conclusions of 
a number of international researchers (Fernán-
dez Martínez P., de Castro-Pardo M., Barroso 
V.M. et al.) [15], who emphasize the need for 
an objective and multi-criteria assessment of 
the level of rural development as a basis for im-
proving the quality of managerial decisions and 
shaping effective public policy. 

The multifaceted nature of sustainable ru-
ral development - driven by the spatial extent 
of rural territories, the multi-structural character 
of agricultural production, and the diversified 
structure of the rural economy - significantly 
complicates assessment processes. These fea-
tures confirm the appropriateness of using a 
comprehensive system of socio-economic indi-
cators that makes it possible to account for the 
interrelationship between economic, social, and 
infrastructural parameters of development (Zak-
shevsky V., Merenkova I., Novikova I. et al.) [16]. 

In this context, particular attention is cur-
rently being paid to the issue of rural revitaliza-
tion, which is viewed as a necessary condition 
for ensuring long-term viability. Thus, Hernán-
dez-López E., Martínez-Carrasco L., Brugaro-
las M. [17] emphasize that achieving this goal 
requires identifying and systematizing the key 
indicators that influence the potential of rural 
areas and shape both the present and the fu-
ture development of these territories. They pro-
pose a set of “vitality” indicators for rural terri-
tories, including, first and foremost, economic 
parameters (development of the primary 

sector, employment levels, and household in-
comes), as well as social well-being indicators 
reflecting the state of mobility, infrastructure, 
and health-care and education systems. Their 
findings demonstrate the significant role of 
these factors in increasing the dynamism and 
sustainability of socio-economic development 
in rural regions. 

The results of the study show that the use 
of a system of key indicators provides a more 
comprehensive picture of the condition and dy-
namics of socio-economic development in rural 
territories compared with the use of individual 
indicators. This increases the analytical value 
of the indicator-based approach and expands 
the possibilities for its practical application in 
monitoring the sustainability of rural territories 
and adjusting state support measures. 

Conclusion 
1. It has been established that sustainable 

socio-economic development of rural areas is 
only possible through the comprehensive use 
of an indicator system that integrates resource-
demographic and economic parameters. An in-
tegrated approach ensures an objective as-
sessment of the condition of rural districts, 
helps identify territorial disparities, and forms 
an information base for monitoring and fore-
casting rural development. 

2. The resource-demographic and socio-
economic potential of rural districts in the Ak-
mola Region is marked by a high degree of in-
terterritorial differentiation. Significant dispari-
ties in rural population size, employment levels, 
investment activity, and agricultural productiv-
ity create unequal development conditions and 
must be taken into account in regional agricul-
tural policy planning. 

3. Rating-based and integral assessments 
of socio-economic development have made it 
possible to classify the region’s rural districts 
into four development types. This typology con-
firms the presence of persistent structural im-
balances and serves as a foundation for devel-
oping differentiated management strategies. 

4. The rationale for applying differentiated 
strategies to manage rural development has 
been substantiated. For districts with unstable 
and unsustainable development, priority 
should be given to active government support 
and investment incentives. For sustainably de-
veloping districts, the focus should be on main-
taining achieved levels and improving the effi-
ciency of resource use. 

5. The system of socio-economic deve-
lopment indicators has proven its practical 
value as a tool for shaping and adjusting agri-
cultural policy. Its implementation contributes 
to increased investment attractiveness of rural 
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areas, improved agricultural efficiency, en-
hanced quality of life for the population, and 
strengthened regional food security. 
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