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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
arating-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
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an effective system of state support. The districts of Akmolaregion 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.

AHpgaTtna. AybinablK aymaktapAblH TYPaKTbUbIFbl - OHIpPMiK aneyMmeTTiK-aKOHOMUKanbIK ecynai
KamTamachbIi3 eTyAiH Herisri hakTopbl. TypakTbl AaMy UHAUKaTOpPNapbIH KelweHAi 6aranay aybingbIk
aypaHpapablH, 6acekere KabGineTTiniriH apTTbipyfa biKknan eTe oOTbIPbIN, KOFaMAbIK JK9He
3KOHOMUKanbIK KaTblHacTap canacbiHAarbl casicaTTblH TuiMAainiriH Tanpgayfa, kegeprinepgi
aHbIKTayfa XXoHe onapAbl eHcepy XonaapblH aHbIKTayFa MyMKiHAiK 6epeai. Makcambl — aneymMeTTiK
XOHe icKkepnik opTaHbIH CepniHiH Kapayfa XXaHe eHipnik cTpaTterus weHO6epiHOe arpoasbIiK-Tynik
CEeKTOPbIHbIH KYpbUbIMAbIK TpaHCcdOpMauusCbiHa MOHUTOPUHI Xypridyre MyMKiHAIK GepeTiH
enuweMwapTTap XyueciH Herisgey. 9dicmep — eHipnepAiH aneymMeTTiK >XoHe 3KOHOMMKanbIK
AVWHaMUKACbIHbIH KOPCEeTKIWTEepiH canbICTbipyAbl X9He onapAblH MHTerpanablK yCTaHbIMAAPLIH
Oenrineyai kamTamacbI3 eTeTiH KaWbIKTbIK a4ici HerisiHge pPenTUHITIK 3epTTey. CTtaTUcTUKanbIK
AepeKkTepai navaanaHy-aybiabl MHHOBaLMANbIK XXaHapTyAblH 6acbiMm 6aFbITTapbiH 6enriney ywiH.
AxknapatTbik 6a3ara KasakctaH Pecny6nukacbl CTpaTterusnblk Xocnapnay xaHe pecopmanap
areHTTIriHi{H ¥NTTblK cTaTUCTUKA OHOPOCLIHbIH AepeKkTepi, HOPMATUBTIK akTinep, FfbiIbIMU
XapusnaHbimpap Kipai. Homuxenep — aBTopnap Kasipri yakbITTa ayKbiMAbl )ko6anapfa Kewly aybis
XankKblHblH ©Mip Ccypy canacbiH XaKcapTy, 3KOHOMMKaHbl HbIFaWTy, OHbl Yy3aK Mep3imai
nepcneKkTuBaga OHTannaHabIpy YLWiH XaFAan kacay YlWiH eTe MaHbI3abl eKeHiH atan oTTi. KentereH
aybinablK  OKPYrTep WHBECTOpnapAbl TapTyfa, Konaufnbl WMHBECTULMASNBLIK  axyangbl
KanbINTacTbIpyFa XXoHe MeMNeKeTTiK KongayablH HaTUXeni XXYMeciH KypyFa 6afbiTTanfaH 6enceHai
ic-kMmbin GargapnamacbiH Tanan etedi. AKMona o6nbICbIHbIH, ayAaHAapbiH 9rleyMeTTiK-MaAeHU
XXOHe WapyawbiniblK napameTprnepi OoMbiHWa capanay Xyprisingi, npo6nemanap MeH
nepcnekTuBanbl aymakrap KkepceTingi. PeWTUMHITIK Xiktey OoWblHWa TepT TOon GeniHAi.
KopbimbiHObInap - TyniHAI uHAMKaTopnapAbIH KelleHAi Xyneci aybinablk aymMmakTapAaarbl XXaraanabl
0GbLEeKTUBTI AuarHocTukanayfa, gucnponopuusanapabl Tabyfa, kauTa Kypy AeHreni O6oMbliHLWA
eHipnepai Tunonorusinayra, 6ackapyAblH capanaHfaH LapanapblH a3iprneyre Heris O6epeTiHi
[AanengeHreH. byn acnekTige aneymeTtTik XoHe WHXeHepnik oObekTinepAiH KbI3MeTiH peTTey
TeTiKTepiH eHri3y, aneymeTTik 6araapnaHfaH KbiaMeTTepAiH KorKeTiMAiniriH apTTbipy, Kacinkeprik
KbI3MeTTi KeHenTy, 6inikTi MamaHaapAaH aybinAablH KaapnblK dneyeTiH KanbINTacTbIpy KaXeT.

AHHOTaUMA. YCTONUYMBOCTb CENbCKUX TEPPUTOPUIN — KINKOUYeBOW hakTop obecneyeHUs permoHanb-
HOro couManbHO-3KOHOMUYeckoro pocta. KomnnekcHas oueHka UHAMKAaTOPOB CTabUITBLHOro pa3Bu-
TUA No3BonsieT aHanM3nposaTb 3PPEKTUBHOCTbL NONUTUKUN B chepe OOLEeCTBEHHbIX U IKOHOMMU-
YECKMX OTHOLLUEHWUI, BbIABUTb Gapbepbl U onpeaenuTb NyTU UX NPeOoaoSIEHUs, CMOCOOGCTBYA NOBbI-
LWEeHU0 KOHKYPEHTOCNOCOGHOCTU CeNnbCKUX panoHOoB. Ljeslb — 060CHOBaHUe CUCTEMbl KpUTepUeB,
npeaoCcTaBnsAOWMUX BO3MOXHOCTbL paccMaTpuBaTb AMHAMUKY COLManbHOM M AenoBOW cpeabl U
NPOBOAUTbL MOHUTOPUHI CTPYKTYPHOM TpaHcdopMaLm arponpoaoBoSfibCTBEHHOro CEKTopa B paM-
Kax permoHanbHoun ctpaterun. Memodsi — peMTUHIOBOE MUccriefoBaHue Ha 6a3e MeToAa paccTosi-
HUN, o6ecneynBaloLLee conocTaBrieHUe nokKasaresien CoOLMoNIorM4eckon U 3IKOHOMUYECKoOM AnHa-
MWK PErMOHOB U YCTaHOBIIEHWE UX UHTerpasnbHbIX no3vuui. Mcnonb3oBaHWe CTaTUCTUYECKUX
AaHHbIX — ANs 0603Ha4YeHUs1 NPUOPUTETHBLIX HanpaBrieHUA UHHOBALMOHHOIO OOHOBIIEHUS Ceflb-
ckon mectHocTu. UHhopmaumoHHas 6a3a Bknrovyana gaHHble BOpo HauMOHaNbLHOW CTaTUCTUKMU
AreHTCTBa No cTpaTermM4yeckomy nnaHmpoBaHuio n pedopmam Pecnybnukm KasaxcraH, HopmaTumBs-
Hbl€ aKTbl, Hay4YHble NyOGnuKauun. Pesynbmamabi — aBTOPbl OTMEYaloT, YTO B HacTosiLee BpeMs ne-
pexoa K mMacwTabHbIM NpoeKkTaM MMeeT peluaroliee 3Ha4YeHue ANns yny4qleHUusi KayecTBa XU3HU
CenbCKOro HaceneHus, ykpenneHus 3KOHOMUKU, CO34aHUA YCNOBUN ANsi ee ONTUMM3aL MU B OONro-
BpeMeHHOW nepcnekTuBe. [na 60onblIMHCTBA CeNbCKUX OKPYroB TpebyeTcs akTMBHaA nporpamMmma
AEeNCTBUN, HanpaBfieHHaA Ha NpuMBIie4eHne MHBeCTOpPOB, (hopMupoBaHue 6naronpuATHOro MHBe-
CTULMOHHOrO KNnumata U NnocTtpoeHue pe3ynbTaTUBHOW CUCTEMbI rocyaapCTBEHHOMW MOALEPKKU.
NMpoBeaeHoO paHXupoBaHWe paMoHOB AKMONIMHCKOM 061acTy No COLUNOKYIIbTYPHbIM U XO3ANCTBEH-
HbIM MapameTpaMm, NnokasaHbl Npo6GnemMbl U NepcrneKkTUBHble TeppuTopuu. BbloeneHbl YeTbipe
rpynnbl N0 PeATUHroBon Knaccudukaumn. Boieodbl — apryMeHTUPOBaHO, YTO KOMMJIEKCHasi CU-
cTeMa KIo4eBbIX UHAMKaTOPOB AaeT OCHOBaHME 06 bEeKTMBHO ANAarHOCTUPOBAaTb CUTYaLIMIO B Cellb-
CKUX TeppuTOpuUsiX, HaxoAWUTb OUCMPONOPLIMA, TUMONOrN3MpPoOBaTb PErvoHbl MO YPOBHIO MNpe-
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ob6pa3oBaHuii, pa3paboraTtb AnddepeHLUMpoBaHHbIe Mepbl ynpaBreHusa. B naHHOM acnekte Heob-
XOAUMbI BHeApeHWe MexaHU3MOB PeryfiMpoBaHUA AeATeNIbHOCTU COUMaNbHbIX U UHXEHEePHbIX
06'beKTOB, yBenunyeHusda OOCTYNHOCTU couualibHO-OPUEHTUPOBaHHLIX ycnyr, paclwuuvpeHusa npen-
anIHVIMaTeanKOﬁ aeAaTenbHOCTU, CbOpMVIpOBaHVIﬂ KagpoBoro norteHuyunana cesna U3 KBanVI(bVILIM-
POBaHHbLIX cNeunanucToB.

Keywords: rural territories, socio-economic development, key indicators, rating analysis, territorial
differentiation, favorable investment climate, state support.

TyniHai ce3pep: aybiNAblK aymMakrap, aneyMeTTiK-3KOHOMUKanbIK Aamy, TYWiHAI MHAMKaTopnap,
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MHAOUKaTOPbl, PEMTUHIOBbLIN aHanu3, auddepeHunauusa TeppuTopmuin, GnaronpUATHbLIN UHBECTULU-
OHHbIW KNIUMaT, rocyaapcTBeHHas noanepikka.
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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 1., 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.
etal. [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 developmentis 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

. Year 2024 as % of
Indicator 2020 | 2021 2022 | 2023 | 2024 2020
Rural districts (number of units) 194 194 192 192 191 98.5
Aklm_offlces of villages (number 32 32 33 33 38 1188
of units)
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

BIE

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

18

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.l,, 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).

Agricultural policy: mechanism of implementation
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The second group of indicators reflects the subsistence minimum, the volume of invest-
level of socio-economic development: the av- ments per capita, as well as the gross output of
erage annual number of employed persons, agricultural products (services) per capita of
the ratio of the average nominal wage to the the rural population (table 3).

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

Ratio of work-
Indicator | TEMitory area, | Rural popula- | Ratio of births to cg\;esrzigzee Igg'nagoep%%%lfz'
sq. km tion, persons deaths, coeff. ’ .
persons tion above work-
ing age, coeff.
Average
across rural 8394.1 18 799.0 1.0 14 3.746
districts
Maximum 17 700.0 84 364 2.656 24 4.883
value
District Yerementausky | Tselinogradsky Tselinogradsky Burabaysky Tselinogradsky
Minimum 4700.0 4970 0.703 8 3.030
value
District Shortandinsky Egindykolsky Sandyktausky Zerendinsky Sandyktausky
Deviation
(max/min), 3.8 17.0 3.8 3 1.6
times
Deviation
(max/min), 38.48 75.5 56.16 34.21 15.58
times

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 sg.
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,
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2024
Ratio of aver- Gross agricultural
Average an- . Investment per
age nominal . output (products
. nual number of capita, X
Indicator emblovees wage to sub- thousand and services) per
grs)(;ns ’ sistence mini- tenge rural capita,
P mum, coeff. 9 thousand tenge
Average across rural districts 4311.9 5.5 1476.4 21614.12
Maximum value 8 233 7.73 3896.34 112 380.76
District Shortandinsky Birzhan Sal Akkolsky Bulandinsky
Minimum value 918 3.99 527.47 5342.2
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.

. © ey
37 38 40 41 %
2 40 33 34 34
§30 oy 24 26
20
il |
0
St Vet e T e @0 %“’}
District

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.
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Figure 2 -

5 58 59 60

Integrated Rating Assessment of Rural Districts of Akmola Region

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).

71 72

76 78‘

61 65 65 66

District

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 (Fernan-
dez Martinez 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, Hernan-
dez-Loépez E., Martinez-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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