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IHcTuTyUioHanbHe 3abe3nevyeHHA IHHOBALIAHOro
PO3BUTKY NiANPUEMHULTBA B EKOHOMIL 3HaHb

AkTyanbHicte Temu gocnifpkeHHs. [1pobrematvika IHCTUTYLIOHanbHOro 3abe3rnevYeHHs1 IHHOBaLiiHO—
ro po3BUTKY MIANPUEMHULTBA B EKOHOMILi 3HaHb MOCTAE KITKOHOBOK YMOBOK (DOPMYyBaHHS HaLOHambHOI
EKOHOMIKM B yMOBaX rinobani3auiviHix npoLEeCiB. IHCTUTYLIOHabHa MaTpULSA NOCTIMHO 3MIHKOETLCS T8 TPaH—
ChopMYETLCS, came TOMY MUTaHHS YAOCKOHaNEeHHs IHCTUTYLIOHaIbHOro 3abe3rneYeHHs1 IHHOBaLiHOro po3—
BUTKY MIAMPUEMHMLTBA B EKOHOMILi 3HaHb NOTPebye MOCTIHOro rnepernsgy B KOHTEKCTI CbOrOAeHHS.

MocraHoBka npobnemu. BaxnuBum 3axo[oM (hopMyBaHHSA OHOBIIEHOIO iIHCTUTYLOHaIbHOro 3a—
b6e3re4YeHHs IHHOBAaLIIHOro PO3BUTKY MiNPUEMHULTBA B EKOHOMIL 3HaHb € (DOPMYBaHHS IHCTPYMEHTIB
MiATPYMKM OCHOBHWX CTENKXONAEPIB PUHKY B KOHTEKCTI IHCTUTYLIOHAIIbHOr0 CErMeHTYBaHHS.

MNMocraHoBka metu i 3aBAaHb AOCAIAXXEHHA — JOCNIaUTY NPobaemMaTuKy iIHCTUTYLIOHaMbHOro 3a—
b6e3rne4YeHHs1 IHHOBALIIHOr0 pPO3BUTKY MIgNPUEMHLTBA B EKOHOMIL 3HaHb Ta 3'9cyBaTy NepcrnekTuBm
rMoJanbLLIOro YAOCKOHaNeHHs OCHOBHUX IHCTUTYLIN fepXXasu.

Merog abo merononoria gocnigxeHHsA. B cTaTTi BUKOpUCTaHO METOAM aHarorivi, MOPIBHSAHb, CUC—
TemaTuaadii, aHarni3y, CUHTEe3Y /i MOHOrpagi4yHOro 06CTeXEHHS.

lMpes3eHTayia ocHoBHOro marepiany (pe3synbratu AocnimxeHHA). 3'9coBaHO, L0 IHCTUTYLIO—
HanbHe 3abearneqeHHs1 NoTpebye KOMIMIEKCY 3axX0fiB AEPXaBHOMo PerymoBaHHs MigrnpUeEMHNLbLKOro
CEeKTOopY, IKE MOXNVBO 38 YMOB MOBHOI0 pehopMyBaHHS yrpaBliHCbLKOro anapary.
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lany3b 3acrocyBaHHA pe3ynbrartiB. Pe3ynbTaTyi JOCIIKEHHS MOXYTb ByTY BUKOPUCTaHI B rpak—
TUYHIVI JiSNbHOCTI OpraHiB BUKOHaBY0i BNaav 4ns nigBULLIEHHS PIBHS IHCTUTYLIOHaNbHOMo 3a6e3rne4eHHs1
IHHOBALIIHOro PO3BUTKY MiAMAPUEMHNLTBA B EKOHOMIL 3HEHb.

BucHoBku 3a crarrero. O6rpyHTOBaHO K/HO40BI aCNeKTU IHCTUTYLIOHaNbHOro 3abesneyeHHs1 iIHHO—
BaLiiHOro po3BUTKY MigNPUEMHNLTBA B EKOHOMIL 3HaHb. BuaHa4eHo, L0 3HaHHS B IHHOBAaLiVHIN eKo—
HOMILi, LLJO 3aCBOHTLCSA MiANPUEMLEM MOCTAaKTh SK crieyngbiyHni Bug 6nara 3 nputaMaHHUMN oMy
XapakTepucTukamm, ki noTpebyroTb PO3LUMPEHHS KOMYHIKALIMHUX KaHariB ix po3roBCHOAXKEHHS 3@ 4O~
rOMOIroH BUBaXXEHOI NOSiTVUKU [epXXxasu.

Knio4osi cnosa: iHHoBaLiViHa eEKOHOMIKA, MiANPUEMHULTBO, IHEpacTpyKTypa, KoMepuiani3awis, IHTe—
NEeKTyarnbHa BacHICTb.

KIMMMEHYYKOBA H.C.
JIEBHEHKO B.B.

NHcTutyumoHanbHoe obecnevyeHne VHHOBaLMOHHOIO

pa3BuTna npeaonpuHnMartTesibCtBa B 3KOHOMMUKE 3HaHUN

AKTyanbHoCcTb Tembl uccnegoBaHus. [1pobreMaTika MHCTUTYLUMOHaIbHOro obecrneqYeHns MHHO—
BALMOHHOIr0 Pa3BUTUS MPeanpUHUMATENbCTBE B 3KOHOMUKE 3HAHWA ABIAETCS KITHOYEBbIM YCI0BUEM
hopMUPOBaHUSI HALIMOHATbHOM 3KOHOMUKM B YCITOBUSAX r1106a/IM3aUMOHHBIX MPOLECCoB. VIHCTUTyumo—
HarnbHasi MaTpuLa NoCTOSHHO MEHSIETCS Y TPAHCGOPMIMPYETCS, NO3TOMY BOMPOC YCOBEPLLEHCTBOBaHUS
WHCTUTYLIMOHANIbHOro 06ecreYeHusi IHHOBALUWNOHHOI0 pasBuTVS MPeanpuHUMaTeIbCTBa B 3KOHOMUKE
3HaHW TpeBbyeT NOCTOSHHOO NepecMoTpPa B KOHTEKCTE HACTOSILLIErO.

IMocraHoBka npo6nemsbl. BaxHon mepovi ¢hopmmpoBaHis 06HOBIIEHHONO WHCTUTYLIMOHENbHO
ro obecneveHnsi UHHOBALUWMOHHOIO pasBUTVS NMPEANnPUHUMATENLCTBA B 3KOHOMUKE 3HaHW ABIAETCS
¢hopmupoBaHe MHCTPYMEHTOB MOAAEPXKKN OCHOBHbIX CTEMKXO[EPOB PbIHKA B KOHTEKCTE WUHCTUTY—
LMOHaNbLHOro cerMeHTUPOBaHMS.

IMocraHoBka yenei v 3aga4 uccnefoBaHNsa — VICCIIE[0BATL NMPobIeMaTuKy MHCTUTYLIMOHANbHO~
ro obecrneYeHnss MUHHOBaLMOHHO0 Pa3BUTYS MPEANPUHMMATENLCTBAE B 3KOHOMVIKE 3HaHWIA U BbISICHUTb
repcrekTVBbl AarbHENLLEr0 YCOBEPLLIEHCTBOBAHWS OCHOBHbIX MHCTUTYLMIA FrOCYAapCcTBa.

Merog nnn merogonorua nccnepgoBaHusi. B cTaTbe MCronb30BaHbl METOAbI aHAN0rij, cpaBHe—
HWA, cUCTEMaTN3aunm, aHannm3a, CUHTe3a 1 MOHOrpaghu4eckoro o6crnegoBaHus.

lNpeseHTayna ocHoBHOro marepuana (pesynbratbl uccnepoBaHus). BoigcHEHO, HTO MHCTUTYLMO—
HarnbHoe obecrieHeHVe HyXXAaeTcs B KOMITIEKCE MEepP roCyAapCTBEHHOO PErypPOBaHWS MPEANPUHMATE b=
CKOro CeKkTopa, KOTopoe BO3MOXXHO B YCII0BUSIX MOJTHOMO PEHOPMMPOBAaHUS YripaBIeHYecKoro annapara.

O6nactb npumeHeHUs pe3yNbTaToB. Pe3ynbTaTsl UICCNEe0BaHVS MOrYT UCMO0b30BaTLCS B Mpak—
TUYECKOW JEATENIbHOCTY OPraHOB UCTOTHUTENbHOV BAACTU A5 MOBbILLEHWS YPOBHS MHCTUTYLIMOHA b=
Horo obecrie4yeHVsi MIHHOBaLMOHHOI0 Pa3BUTYS MPEANPUHMMAETENLCTBA B 3KOHOMUMKE 3HaHUI.

BbiBoagbl no ctatbe. O60CHOBaHbI KIHOYEBbIE aCNEKThbI MHCTUTYLMOHAIIbHOIro obecrne4yeHVs MHHOBa—
LIMOHHOIr 0 pa3BuUTnA NpearnpuHUMaTeibCTBa B 3KOHOMUKE 3HaHWN. Onpe,qeneHo, 4TO 3HaHVA B MIHHOBa—
LIMOHHOW 3KOHOMMUKE, ycBaviBaemble rnpegripnHumarteriemM, npefCctaroT Kak CﬂeL{Vld)l/l‘-IeCKMVl Bupgbnarac
NpUCcyLLiMn eMy XapakTepucTnkamu, Tpe@yI-OLLlMMVI pacLunpeHnsa KOMMYHKaLUOHHbIX KaHaroB 1x pa—
CIpOCTPaHEHUS C NMOMOLLbH B3BELLIEHHOW MOJINTUKN rocypgapcrsa.

KnoueBbie cnosa: MHHOBaUMOHHaA 3KOHOMWKA, rNpegripuHnmMmartesibCTBeo, I/IHdJ,DEJCprKTypa, KOM—
mepunann3daund, MHTesNieKkTyarbHasa COB6CTBEHHOCTb.

KLYMENCHUKOVA N.S.
LEVCHENKO V.V.

Institutional support for new business
development in the knowledge economy

Relevance of the research topic. The issue of institutional support for the innovative development
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of entrepreneurship in the knowledge economy is a key condition for the formation of the national
economy in the context of globalization processes. The institutional matrix is constantly changing and
transforming, therefore, the issue of improving the institutional support for the innovative development
of entrepreneurship in the knowledge economy requires constant revision in the context of the present.

Formulation of the problem. Animportant measure for the formation of an updated institutional
support for the innovative development of entrepreneurship in the knowledge economy s the formation
of tools to support the main market stakeholders in the context of institutional segmentation.

Setting the purpose and objectives of the study — to investigate the problems of institutional
support for innovative development of entrepreneurship in the knowledge economy and to find out the
prospects for further improvement of the main institutions of the state.

Research method or methodology. The article uses the methods of analogies, comparisons,
systematization, analysis, synthesis and monographic survey.

Presentation of the main material (research results). It was found that institutional support
requires a set of measures of state regulation of the business sector, which is possible in the context
of a complete reform of the management apparatus.

Field of application of results. The research results can be used in the practical activities of
executive authorities to increase the level of institutional support for innovative development of
entrepreneurship in the knowledge economy.

Conclusions on the article. The key aspects of the institutional support for the innovative
development of entrepreneurship in the knowledge economy have been substantiated. It has been
determined that knowledge in an innovative economy, assimilated by an entrepreneur, appears as a
specific type of good with its inherent characteristics that require the expansion of communication

channels for their dissemination with the help of a balanced state policy.

Keywords: institutional support, entrepreneurship, knowledge economy, innovative economy,

technology, production.

Problem statement in general and its con-
nection with important scientific or practi-
cal tasks. The modern world economy uses the
term «knowledge—based economy» or knowledge
economy. Such an economy characterizes coun-—
tries that set an innovative trend of world devel—
opment on the basis of high—tech production, dis—
semination and use of knowledge and information.
The concept of knowledge economy development
requires, first of all, a resource of knowledge, which
is crucial for the formation of a high level of innova—
tion and competitiveness of the country.

Analysis of the latest research and publica-
tions, which initiated the solution of this prob-
lem and on which the author relies, highlight-
ing previously unsolved parts of the general
problem, which is the subject of this article.
The pace of introduction of new knowledge affects
the depth of scientific and technological progress
in the economy. Scientific and technological prog—
ress should be equated with resource conservation
in industry and the production process, manufac—

tured product primarily due to in—depth research

and development. Scientific and technological prog—
ress means quantitative, structural and qualitative
changes in the national economy involving the use
of new management methods, alternative energy
sources, innovative tools for adapting enterprises to
the environment, resulting in the emergence of up—
dated products, technologies and methods of pro—
duction. In the works [1—9] the channels and pecu-
liarities of knowledge dissemination are defined in
detail, at the same time they need to be improved
under the current conditions.

Formulation of the goals of the article (task
setting) — to study the problems of institution—
al support of innovative development of entrepre—
neurship in the knowledge economy and to find out
the prospects for further improvement of the main
institutions of the state.

Presentation of the main research material
with full justification of the obtained scientific
results. Effective business can also be considered
a source of technological change and the key to en—
suring the competitiveness of the national economy.
At the same time, such activities should be based
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on the philosophy of «kaizeny, ie focus on continuous
product improvement, production technology, mar—
keting tools and labor organization, which in the long
run should lead to profit and satisfaction of the gen—
eral population. An important role in ensuring the
effective development of knowledge—based entre—
preneurship is played by the ability to adapt and di—
versify production, taking into account available re—
sources, especially knowledge. In this case, access
to new knowledge through the use of the process of
mastering existing technologies through both mar-
ket and non—market channels is not as labor—in—
tensive and capital—intensive process as generat—
ing knowledge as a result of personal research and
development by the entrepreneur personally. This is
based on the fact that the research activities of en—
trepreneurs are associated with a high level of risk,
which can lead to bankruptcy.

The emergence of innovations in entrepreneur—
ship and their dissemination is based on technolo-
gy transfer and only together (innovation and tech—
nology) form a set of phenomena characteristic of
scientific and technological progress in the innova-—
tion economy.

Knowledge in the innovative economy, acquired
by the entrepreneur — is a specific type of good
with its inherent characteristics. On the one hand,
it is a public good available in the form of research,
articles, reports, and on the other hand, it can be
traded on the market. In this case, knowledge in the
innovation economy is considered by the entrepre—
neur as information or goods that need protection
under intellectual property rights. Knowledge in the
innovation economy covers almost everything that
surrounds a person.

According to P. Drucker, knowledge is a resource
that, along with capital, labor and land, contrib—
utes to profit. Productivity and diffusion of knowl-
edge is a determining factor in achieving a compet-
itive position of a country, industry or enterprise. In
the process of increasing the scale and efficien—
cy of production is the transformation of techni—
cal knowledge, where their productivity grows into
quality technology. Technology in entrepreneurship
stimulates long—term growth of production, forms
a link between the individual elements of physical
capital, improves the organization of the produc—
tion process, being the appropriate structural and
functional system of human capital. In the definition
of the author of the technology, consist of informa-—

tion necessary for the implementation of produc—
tion in the enterprise. In a narrower sense, technol-
ogy can also be equated with technical information
possessed by the entrepreneur (patents, inven—
tions, utility models) contained in knowledge. Thus,
the technology is the result of an innovative process
in which research, development, testing, which are
characterized as a production and technical func—
tion of the enterprise [10—14].

In the innovation economy there are two types of
knowledge — explicit and implicit. Explicit knowledge
is knowledge, the source of which is research, ma-
terials, products, which are set out in books, text—
books. Such knowledge is easy to translate and use
to make new decisions, both in everyday life and
in business. Hidden knowledge is difficult to cod—
ify, it is a resource acquired by a person and re—
flects primarily the skills acquired as a result of en—
trepreneurial experience. It is a person’s subjective
opinion, beliefs, private judgments, entrepreneurial
intuition. According to this knowledge can be codi—
fied and uncodified, real and intangible.

Under such conditions, a distinction should be
made between traditional types of technology
(codified or explicit) and specific (hidden or non—
codified) technologies. Of particular importance
for entrepreneurship in the innovative economy
are specific technologies (unique knowledge pos-—
sessed by the company in the person of its owner).

In the conditions of innovative economy it is expe—
dient to allocate stages of transfer of technologies in
the enterprise. The first stage is the export of tech—
nology or products between countries, distribution
or diffusion. The second stage is production «de—
sign» or introduction of technologies into entrepre—
neurship. The third stage is the commercialization of
the result of technology implementation. The fourth
stage is the exchange of technologies between en—
terprises and their dissemination, if necessary, in
the market. The main source of new knowledge is
research and experimental work of the entrepre—
neur or a creative search for such management
decisions that are necessary for the effective op—
eration of the enterprise. Such activities should be
carried out systematically in order to increase prof-
itability and minimize transaction costs.

Basic research or experimental activities are
carried out by enterprises in order to introduce
new knowledge into practical use and to commer-—
cialize it in the best way.
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The variety of types and degrees of codification of
knowledge and technology influences the choice of
their transmission channel. The degree of codifica—
tion of technologies and knowledge determines the
choice of method of their diffusion in business.

Diffusion of technologies and knowledge is purely
technical in nature, as it does not guarantee its ef-
fective assimilation by enterprises. Fundamental in
this process is the presence of skills of the entre—
preneur to learn technologies, create new ones, as
well as modification and adaptation of technological
capabilities or industrial facilities to the use of cap—
ital goods. Effective technology transfer and as—
similation should include an extensive range of re—
sources from entrepreneurs, not only technical but
also organizational skills, experience in marketing,
management or finance.

Effective transfer of technological solutions be—
tween market stakeholders, especially in differ—
ent countries, requires the simultaneous flow of
knowledge using multiple channels. In addition to
the transfer of codified technologies and knowl—
edge embodied by entrepreneurs in produc-—
tion and reflected in the documentation, there is
a flow of non—codified knowledge. As an example,
through the provision of support for staff training,
assistance in the migration of skilled workers (due
to outsourcing), which is necessary for the proper
assimilation and subsequent transfer through the
channels of market technologies in the enterprise.

So, given that technology is the art of learning,
every entrepreneur must have skills that will help
him adapt knowledge to their own production. This
is especially important because the progress of
knowledge is accelerating and, accordingly, innova—
tion also requires constant improvement. There—
fore, the process of knowledge diffusion is crucial in
the process of forming an innovative economy.

Dissemination and assimilation of new knowledge
by entrepreneurs affects the national economy, in—
cluding to increase productivity, socio—economic
growth and macroeconomic indicators. Economic
development, on the other hand, affects the qual—-
ity of human capital, which is a generator of new
knowledge.

Knowledge in business is the producer of innova—
tors and inventors. In this sense, the acquisition of
knowledge appears as a purely economic motivation.

The process of learning by an entrepreneur is a

nonlinear process. It combines the theory of «tech—
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nological impetusy, in which special importance is
played by science and technology, which generate
discoveries and inventions in business and are al-
most independent of the current market situation.
As well as the model of «situational technologies, ie
innovations required by the modern market. Under
these models, the staff of the marketing department
is of great importance, which determines the needs
of consumers in today’s market conditions. The
model of «situational technologies» is quite com-—
mon in modern Ukraine. It synthesizes the relation—
ship between supply and demand for innovations in
demand. In this case, entrepreneurial activity means
a logically consistent, but not necessarily continu—
ous process, which can be divided into consistently
functionally separate, but interconnected and inter—
dependent phases. The «technology push» model is
the process by which knowledge is created and sys—
tematically accumulated according to available re—
sources. Such a model has a cumulative nature of
knowledge development and plays an important role
in the process of its dissemination worldwide.

Analysis of modern business processes in the in—
novation economy indicates the importance of ef-
fective interaction between actors involved in the
diffusion of innovation. These interactions are in—-
ternational, state, sectoral in nature. In such inter—
actions occurs:

1) acquisition of technology from abroad

2)improvement of technologies used in the country

3) development of endogenous technologies as a
result of research and development work or pro—
duction processes

The progressive model of dissemination of tech—
nical progress in entrepreneurship consists of
passing through three main stages, starting from
the acquisition of technology, their adaptation and
dissemination and ending with the development of
the enterprise based on the assimilation or cre—
ation of innovations. This model shows the key im—
portance of technology transfer in the process of
building an innovative economy. The progressive
process of globalization of world economies and
the development of information and telecommu-
nications technologies and the Internet have sig—
nificantly reduced the communication distance,
which leads to increased rates of transfer and dis—
semination of knowledge internationally. Increas—
ing the level of innovation of national entrepreneur—
ship, implementing advanced technologies outside
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Ukraine is the result of cumulative knowledge and
testifies to the high level of skills acquired by do—
mestic entrepreneurs in relation to the specifics of
doing business and spreading innovations.

In today’s conditions, the development of entre—
preneurship in the innovative knowledge economy
is characterized by the problem of measuring it.
Which follows from the difficulty of assessing the
specifics of the dissemination and assimilation of
knowledge by entrepreneurs. Such development
can be partially assessed on the basis of a study
of the cost of innovation, the results of the intro—
duction of innovations in production, the amount of
know—how, utility models or inventions, the num-
ber of employees in the research sector and more.
Of the above indicators, the most common in this
analysis is to determine the amount of costs, in
particular for R & D. The share of total R&D ex—
penditures in the country’'s GDP has a significant
impact on the patent activities of business entities.

Many factors are important for the institutional
development of entrepreneurship in the innovative
knowledge economy, which in particular are key to
the formation of effective entrepreneurship. How-
ever, only after their combination and accumula-
tion is it possible to obtain positive synergetic re—
sults for the whole economy. Such factors include:

- interaction of key market stakeholders — uni-
versities, business institutions, social institutions,
venture companies, enterprises, social groups that
create entrepreneurial capital and promote busi—-
ness activation. Open and hidden network con—
nections cause the diffusion of knowledge, form
the norms of public life (national mentality), deter—
mine the standards of behavior of subjects, stimu—
late the creation of highly competitive human capi—
tal, and cause the flow of knowledge and innovation;

- the presence of a high level of science in the
region, which leads to the accumulation of a critical
mass of scientists and researchers able to stimu-—
late entrepreneurship;

- managerial competence of local authorities,
which is expressed in the creation of a proper lev—-
el of institutional environment for business entities,
which aims to develop modern industries and re—
spect for private property.

The building of managerial competence should
be based on public—private partnership, responsi—
ble for stimulating entrepreneurship and creating
tools for financial, marketing, advisory and organi-

zational support of business. The responsibility of lo—
cal authorities to create conditions for business by
building technical infrastructure, proper regulatory
support, creating a positive investment climate, re—
ducing bureaucracy, tax pressure, forming a posi—
tive image of domestic producers — is the basis of a
strong foundation of institutional business support.
Conclusions from this study and prospects for fur—
ther exploration in this direction. Thus, a strong in—
stitutional foundation for the development of entre—
preneurship in the innovative knowledge economy
is considered by us as one of the concepts of com—
petitive national and regional economy. The knowl-
edge—based economy is forcing the innovativeness
of entrepreneurship and deepening the cooperation
of local actors in the direction of creating innova—
tive technologies and their further commercializa—
tion in the markets. The knowledge—based econo—
my is based on many important aspects — science,
entrepreneurship, innovation, efficiency, resource
conservation and fair competition. Thus, local au—
thorities are not directly involved in the creation of
technology, but play a very important role in creat-
ing conditions for the formation of the institution—
al foundation for entrepreneurship in the innova—
tive economy, which creates additional channels for
technology transfer from science to business.
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