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²íñòèòóö³îíàëüíå çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ³ííîâàö³éíîãî  
ðîçâèòêó ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà â åêîíîì³ö³ çíàíü

Àêòóàëüí³ñòü òåìè äîñë³äæåííÿ. Ïðîáëåìàòèêà ³íñòèòóö³îíàëüíîãî çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ³ííîâàö³éíî-
ãî ðîçâèòêó ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà â åêîíîì³ö³ çíàíü ïîñòàº êëþ÷îâîþ óìîâîþ ôîðìóâàííÿ íàö³îíàëüíî¿ 
åêîíîì³êè â óìîâàõ ãëîáàë³çàö³éíèõ ïðîöåñ³â. ²íñòèòóö³îíàëüíà ìàòðèöÿ ïîñò³éíî çì³íþºòüñÿ òà òðàí-
ñôîðìóºòüñÿ, ñàìå òîìó ïèòàííÿ óäîñêîíàëåííÿ ³íñòèòóö³îíàëüíîãî çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ³ííîâàö³éíîãî ðîç-
âèòêó ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà â åêîíîì³ö³ çíàíü ïîòðåáóº ïîñò³éíîãî ïåðåãëÿäó â êîíòåêñò³ ñüîãîäåííÿ.

Ïîñòàíîâêà ïðîáëåìè. Âàæëèâèì çàõîäîì ôîðìóâàííÿ îíîâëåíîãî ³íñòèòóö³îíàëüíîãî çà-
áåçïå÷åííÿ ³ííîâàö³éíîãî ðîçâèòêó ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà â åêîíîì³ö³ çíàíü º ôîðìóâàííÿ ³íñòðóìåíò³â 
ï³äòðèìêè îñíîâíèõ ñòåéêõîëäåð³â ðèíêó â êîíòåêñò³ ³íñòèòóö³îíàëüíîãî ñåãìåíòóâàííÿ. 

Ïîñòàíîâêà ìåòè ³ çàâäàíü äîñë³äæåííÿ – äîñë³äèòè ïðîáëåìàòèêó ³íñòèòóö³îíàëüíîãî çà-
áåçïå÷åííÿ ³ííîâàö³éíîãî ðîçâèòêó ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà â åêîíîì³ö³ çíàíü òà ç’ÿñóâàòè ïåðñïåêòèâè 
ïîäàëüøîãî óäîñêîíàëåííÿ îñíîâíèõ ³íñòèòóö³é äåðæàâè.

Ìåòîä àáî ìåòîäîëîã³ÿ äîñë³äæåííÿ. Â ñòàòò³ âèêîðèñòàíî ìåòîäè àíàëîã³é, ïîð³âíÿíü, ñèñ-
òåìàòèçàö³¿, àíàë³çó, ñèíòåçó é ìîíîãðàô³÷íîãî îáñòåæåííÿ.

Ïðåçåíòàö³ÿ îñíîâíîãî ìàòåð³àëó (ðåçóëüòàòè äîñë³äæåííÿ). Ç’ÿñîâàíî, ùî ³íñòèòóö³î-
íàëüíå çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ïîòðåáóº êîìïëåêñó çàõîä³â äåðæàâíîãî ðåãóëþâàííÿ ï³äïðèºìíèöüêîãî 
ñåêòîðó, ÿêå ìîæëèâî çà óìîâ ïîâíîãî ðåôîðìóâàííÿ óïðàâë³íñüêîãî àïàðàòó. 
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Ãàëóçü çàñòîñóâàííÿ ðåçóëüòàò³â. Ðåçóëüòàòè äîñë³äæåííÿ ìîæóòü áóòè âèêîðèñòàí³ â ïðàê-
òè÷í³é ä³ÿëüíîñò³ îðãàí³â âèêîíàâ÷î¿ âëàäè äëÿ ï³äâèùåííÿ ð³âíÿ ³íñòèòóö³îíàëüíîãî çàáåçïå÷åííÿ 
³ííîâàö³éíîãî ðîçâèòêó ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà â åêîíîì³ö³ çíàíü. 

Âèñíîâêè çà ñòàòòåþ. Îá´ðóíòîâàíî êëþ÷îâ³ àñïåêòè ³íñòèòóö³îíàëüíîãî çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ³ííî-
âàö³éíîãî ðîçâèòêó ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà â åêîíîì³ö³ çíàíü. Âèçíà÷åíî, ùî çíàííÿ â ³ííîâàö³éí³é åêî-
íîì³ö³, ùî çàñâîþþòüñÿ ï³äïðèºìöåì ïîñòàþòü ÿê ñïåöèô³÷íèé âèä áëàãà ç ïðèòàìàííèìè éîìó 
õàðàêòåðèñòèêàìè, ÿê³ ïîòðåáóþòü ðîçøèðåííÿ êîìóí³êàö³éíèõ êàíàë³â ¿õ ðîçïîâñþäæåííÿ çà äî-
ïîìîãîþ âèâàæåíî¿ ïîë³òèêè äåðæàâè.

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: ³ííîâàö³éíà åêîíîì³êà, ï³äïðèºìíèöòâî, ³íôðàñòðóêòóðà, êîìåðö³àë³çàö³ÿ, ³íòå-
ëåêòóàëüíà âëàñí³ñòü.

ÊËÈÌÅÍ×ÓÊÎÂÀ Í.Ñ.
ËÅÂ×ÅÍÊÎ Â.Â.

Èíñòèòóöèîíàëüíîå îáåñïå÷åíèå èííîâàöèîííîãî  
ðàçâèòèÿ  ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâà â ýêîíîìèêå çíàíèé

Àêòóàëüíîñòü òåìû èññëåäîâàíèÿ. Ïðîáëåìàòèêà èíñòèòóöèîíàëüíîãî îáåñïå÷åíèÿ èííî-
âàöèîííîãî ðàçâèòèÿ ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâà â ýêîíîìèêå çíàíèé ÿâëÿåòñÿ êëþ÷åâûì óñëîâèåì 
ôîðìèðîâàíèÿ íàöèîíàëüíîé ýêîíîìèêè â óñëîâèÿõ ãëîáàëèçàöèîííûõ ïðîöåññîâ. Èíñòèòóöèî-
íàëüíàÿ ìàòðèöà ïîñòîÿííî ìåíÿåòñÿ è òðàíñôîðìèðóåòñÿ, ïîýòîìó âîïðîñ óñîâåðøåíñòâîâàíèÿ 
èíñòèòóöèîíàëüíîãî îáåñïå÷åíèÿ èííîâàöèîííîãî ðàçâèòèÿ ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâà â ýêîíîìèêå 
çíàíèé òðåáóåò ïîñòîÿííîãî ïåðåñìîòðà â êîíòåêñòå íàñòîÿùåãî.

Ïîñòàíîâêà ïðîáëåìû. Âàæíîé ìåðîé ôîðìèðîâàíèÿ îáíîâëåííîãî èíñòèòóöèîíàëüíî-
ãî îáåñïå÷åíèÿ èííîâàöèîííîãî ðàçâèòèÿ ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâà â ýêîíîìèêå çíàíèé ÿâëÿåòñÿ 
ôîðìèðîâàíèå èíñòðóìåíòîâ ïîääåðæêè îñíîâíûõ ñòåéêõîëäåðîâ ðûíêà â êîíòåêñòå èíñòèòó-
öèîíàëüíîãî ñåãìåíòèðîâàíèÿ.

Ïîñòàíîâêà öåëåé è çàäà÷ èññëåäîâàíèÿ – èññëåäîâàòü ïðîáëåìàòèêó èíñòèòóöèîíàëüíî-
ãî îáåñïå÷åíèÿ èííîâàöèîííîãî ðàçâèòèÿ ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâà â ýêîíîìèêå çíàíèé è âûÿñíèòü 
ïåðñïåêòèâû äàëüíåéøåãî óñîâåðøåíñòâîâàíèÿ îñíîâíûõ èíñòèòóöèé ãîñóäàðñòâà.

Ìåòîä èëè ìåòîäîëîãèÿ èññëåäîâàíèÿ. Â ñòàòüå èñïîëüçîâàíû ìåòîäû àíàëîãèé, ñðàâíå-
íèé, ñèñòåìàòèçàöèè, àíàëèçà, ñèíòåçà è ìîíîãðàôè÷åñêîãî îáñëåäîâàíèÿ.

Ïðåçåíòàöèÿ îñíîâíîãî ìàòåðèàëà (ðåçóëüòàòû èññëåäîâàíèÿ). Âûÿñíåíî, ÷òî èíñòèòóöèî-
íàëüíîå îáåñïå÷åíèå íóæäàåòñÿ â êîìïëåêñå ìåð ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî ðåãóëèðîâàíèÿ ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëü-
ñêîãî ñåêòîðà, êîòîðîå âîçìîæíî â óñëîâèÿõ ïîëíîãî ðåôîðìèðîâàíèÿ óïðàâëåí÷åñêîãî àïïàðàòà.

Îáëàñòü ïðèìåíåíèÿ ðåçóëüòàòîâ. Ðåçóëüòàòû èññëåäîâàíèÿ ìîãóò èñïîëüçîâàòüñÿ â ïðàê-
òè÷åñêîé äåÿòåëüíîñòè îðãàíîâ èñïîëíèòåëüíîé âëàñòè äëÿ ïîâûøåíèÿ óðîâíÿ èíñòèòóöèîíàëü-
íîãî îáåñïå÷åíèÿ èííîâàöèîííîãî ðàçâèòèÿ ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâà â ýêîíîìèêå çíàíèé.

Âûâîäû ïî ñòàòüå. Îáîñíîâàíû êëþ÷åâûå àñïåêòû èíñòèòóöèîíàëüíîãî îáåñïå÷åíèÿ èííîâà-
öèîííîãî ðàçâèòèÿ ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâà â ýêîíîìèêå çíàíèé. Îïðåäåëåíî, ÷òî çíàíèÿ â èííîâà-
öèîííîé ýêîíîìèêå, óñâàèâàåìûå ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëåì, ïðåäñòàþò êàê ñïåöèôè÷åñêèé âèä áëàãà ñ 
ïðèñóùèìè åìó õàðàêòåðèñòèêàìè, òðåáóþùèìè ðàñøèðåíèÿ êîììóíèêàöèîííûõ êàíàëîâ èõ ðà-
ñïðîñòðàíåíèÿ ñ ïîìîùüþ âçâåøåííîé ïîëèòèêè ãîñóäàðñòâà.

Êëþ÷åâûå ñëîâà: èííîâàöèîííàÿ ýêîíîìèêà, ïðåäïðèíèìàòåëüñòâî, èíôðàñòðóêòóðà, êîì-
ìåðöèàëèçàöèÿ, èíòåëëåêòóàëüíàÿ ñîáñòâåííîñòü.

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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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 

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. An important measure for the formation of an updated institutional 
support for the innovative development of entrepreneurship in the knowledge economy is 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.
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on the philosophy of «kaizen», 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-

nological impetus», 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.

Ñïèñîê âèêîðèñòàíèõ äæåðåë
1. Hutorov A. O., Hutorova O O., Lupenko Yu. O., Yermo-

lenko O. A., Voronko–Nevidnycha T. V. Modeling of the Cycle 
of Reproduction Process in the Agrarian Sector of Econo-
my (Ukraine). Revista Espacios. 2019. ¹ 40 (7). P. 19.

2. Ãíàòåíêî ². À. Ôåíîìåí ³ííîâàö³éíîãî ï³äïðèºìíè-
öòâà â íàö³îíàëüí³é åêîíîì³ö³. Íàóêîâèé â³ñíèê Óæãî-
ðîäñüêîãî íàö³îíàëüíîãî óí³âåðñèòåòó : ñåð³ÿ: Ì³æíà-
ðîäí³ åêîíîì³÷í³ â³äíîñèíè òà ñâ³òîâå ãîñïîäàðñòâî. 
2019. ¹. 23 (1). Ñ. 61–64. 

3. Àíòèïåíêî Í. Â., Âºäºí³íà Þ. Þ., Ãíàòåíêî ². À., 
Ïàðõîìåíêî Î. Ï. Ô³íàíñîâèé ìåíåäæìåíò ðåñóð-
ñîçáåðåæåííÿ ³ííîâàö³éíî îð³ºíòîâàíèõ ï³äïðèºìñòâ 
ó êîíòåêñò³ àíòèêðèçîâî¿ ñòðàòåã³¿ ðîçâèòêó. Àãðîñâ³ò. 
2021. ¹ 23. Ñ. 10–16. 

4. Ãíàòåíêî ². À. Îñîáëèâîñò³ ôóíêö³îíóâàííÿ ñó÷àñ-
íîãî ìàëîãî ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà ÿê îðãàí³÷íîãî åëåìåí-
òó ðèíêîâî¿ åêîíîì³êè. Â³ñíèê Õìåëüíèöüêîãî íàö³î-
íàëüíîãî óí³âåðñèòåòó. Åêîíîì³÷í³ íàóêè. 2015. ¹ 2 
(1). C. 214–217.

5. Halytskyi O., Polenkova Ì., Fedirets O., Brezhnieva–
Yermolenko O., Hanziuk S. Mathematical risk assess-



²ÍÍÎÂÀÖ²ÉÍÎ–²ÍÂÅÑÒÈÖ²ÉÍÀ ÏÎË²ÒÈÊÀ

66

ment model for biodiesel production projects in Ukraine 
agriculture. Financial and Credit Activity Problems of 
Theory and Practice. 2021. ¹ 2(37). P. 280–286. 

6. Ëîæà÷åâñüêà Î. Ì., Ñàôîíîâà Â. ª., Ãíàòåíêî ². À., 
Íàâðîöüêà Ò. À. Óïðàâë³ííÿ ³ííîâàö³éíîþ åêîíîì³êîþ: 
ñòðàòåã³÷í³ ï³äõîäè äî á³çíåñ–ïðîöåñ³â, êàäðîâîãî 
ìåíåäæìåíòó òà êîíêóðåíòîñïðîìîæíîñò³. Àãðîñâ³ò. 
2021. ¹ 15. Ñ. 14–19.

7. Ãíàòåíêî ². À. Ñïåöèô³÷í³ ïðîáëåìè îö³íþâàííÿ ïàðò-
íåðñüêî¿ âçàºìîä³¿ ìàëèõ òà âåëèêèõ âèðîáíè÷èõ ï³äïðè-
ºìñòâ. Óêðà¿íñüêèé ñîö³óì. 2014. ¹ 4. C. 104–112.

8. Êîâòóí Î. À., Ìîñòåíñüêà Ò. Ã., Îñòàï÷óê À. Ä., 
Ãíàòåíêî ². À. Ìîäåëþâàííÿ òåíäåíö³é ðîçáóäîâè ³í-
íîâàö³éíèõ êëàñòåð³â ó ñèñòåì³ óïðàâë³ííÿ ñîö³àëüíî–
åêîíîì³÷íîþ áåçïåêîþ íàö³îíàëüíî¿ åêîíîì³êè ïðè 
ïðèéíÿòò³ ð³øåíü ùîäî àêòèâ³çàö³¿ çîâí³øíüîåêîíî-
ì³÷íî¿ ä³ÿëüíîñò³ ñóá’ºêò³â àãðîá³çíåñó â óìîâàõ ñòàëî-
ãî ðîçâèòêó. Àãðîñâ³ò. 2021. ¹ 21–22. Ñ. 51–56. 

9. Ãíàòåíêî ². À. Ïðîáëåìíî–îð³ºíòîâàíèé ï³äõ³ä 
äî ðîçêðèòòÿ ä³àëåêòèêè ³ííîâàö³éíîãî ðîçâèòêó ï³ä-
ïðèºìíèöòâà â íàö³îíàëüíîìó ãîñïîäàðñòâ³. Â³ñíèê 
Õìåëüíèöüêîãî íàö³îíàëüíîãî óí³âåðñèòåòó. Åêîíî-
ì³÷í³ íàóêè. 2019. ¹ 1. C. 119–122.

10. Ìèõàéëîâ À. Ì., ²ëü¿í Â. Þ., Êîöóïàòðèé Ì. Ì., 
Ôóðñ³íà Î. Â., Ãíàòåíêî ². À. Óïðàâë³ííÿ ³ííîâàö³é-
íîþ åêîíîì³êîþ â êîíòåêñò³ òðåíäó ñòàëîãî ðîçâèòêó 
â ðàìêàõ ìîäåë³ ³íñòèòóö³îíàëüíî–ìàòðè÷íî¿ êëàñòå-
ðèçàö³¿ â óìîâàõ àäàïòèâíîãî êàäðîâîãî ìåíåäæìåí-
òó, ä³äæèòàë³çàö³¿ àãðîïðîäîâîëü÷î¿ ñôåðè òà àäàïòà-
ö³¿ äî óìîâ ïàíäåì³¿ COVID–19. Åêîíîì³÷í³ ãîðèçîíòè. 
2021. ¹ 2 (17). C. 29–40.

11. Øóáðàâñüêà Î. Â. Àãðîïðîäîâîëü÷èé ðîçâèòîê 
Óêðà¿íè â êîíòåêñò³ ãëîáàëüíèõ âèêëèê³â. Åêîíîì³êà 
ÀÏÊ. 2014. ¹ 7. Ñ. 52–58.

12. Ãíàòåíêî, ². À., Êóë³êîâà, Þ. Å. Ïåðñïåêòèâí³ íàïðÿ-
ìè âäîñêîíàëåííÿ óïðàâë³ííÿ ïåðñîíàëîì â îðãàí³çà-
ö³¿. Íàóêîâèé â³ñíèê Õåðñîíñüêîãî äåðæàâíîãî óí³âåðñè-
òåòó. Ñåð.: Åêîíîì³÷í³ íàóêè. 2016. ¹ 16 (4). C. 55–58.

13. Æèâêî Ç. Á., Êðåä³ñîâ Â. À., Ãíàòåíêî ². À., Ãà-
ëüîíê³í Ñ. Ñ. ²íñòèòóö³îíàëüíî–ìàòðè÷íà êëàñòåðè-
çàö³ÿ â ñèñòåì³ ñòðàòåã³÷íîãî óïðàâë³ííÿ ³ííîâàö³é-
íîþ åêîíîì³êîþ â óìîâàõ çì³íè ñïîæèâ÷èõ ïåðåâàã, 
ãëîáàë³çàö³¿, ä³äæèòàë³çàö³¿, ôîðìóâàííÿ åêîíîì³÷íî¿ 
êóëüòóðè ñóñï³ëüñòâà òà ñòàëîãî ðîçâèòêó. ²íâåñòèö³¿: 
ïðàêòèêà òà äîñâ³ä. 2021. ¹ 21. Ñ. 37–43.

14. Êëî÷àí ². Â., Òðåãóáîâ Î. Ñ., Ãíàòåíêî ². À., Ïàðîõíåí-
êî Î. Ñ. Óïðàâë³ííÿ ðîçâèòêîì ï³äïðèºìíèöòâà â ³ííîâà-
ö³éí³é åêîíîì³ö³: ìîäåëþâàííÿ åôåêòèâíîãî âèêîðèñòàí-
íÿ ðåñóðñ³â òà ì³í³ì³çàö³ÿ òðàíñàêö³éíèõ âèòðàò. ²íâåñòèö³¿: 
ïðàêòèêà òà äîñâ³ä. 2021. ¹ 17. Ñ. 5–10. 

References
1. Hutorov A., Hutorova O., Lupenko Y., Yermolenko O., 

Voronko–Nevidnycha T. (2019). Modeling of the Cycle of 
Reproduction Process in the Agrarian Sector of Econo-
my (Ukraine). Revista Espacios, 40.7, 19.

2. Hnatenko I. (2019). The phenomenon of innova-
tive entrepreneurship in the national economy. Naukovyi 
visnyk Uzhhorodskoho natsionalnoho universytetu : se-
riia: Mizhnarodni ekonomichni vidnosyny ta svitove ho-
spodarstvo [Scientific Bulletin of Uzhgorod National Uni-
versity: Series: International Economic Relations and the 
World Economy], 23.1, 61–64. 

3. Antypenko N., Viedienina Y., Hnatenko I., Parkho-
menko, O. (2021). Financial management of resource 
conservation of innovation–oriented enterprises in the 
context of anti–crisis development strategy. Agrosvit 
[Agroworld], 23, 10–16. 

4. Hnatenko I. (2015). Features of the functioning of 
modern small business as an organic element of a mar-
ket economy. Visnyk Khmelnytskoho natsionalnoho uni-
versytetu. Ekonomichni nauky [Bulletin of Khmelnytsky 
National University. Economic sciences], 2.1, 214–217.

5. Halytskyi O., Polenkova Ì., Fedirets O., Brezhnieva–
Yermolenko O., Hanziuk S. (2021). Mathematical risk 
assessment model for biodiesel production projects in 
Ukraine agriculture. Financial and Credit Activity Prob-
lems of Theory and Practice, 2.37, 280–286. 

6. Lozhachevska O., Safonova V., Hnatenko I., Nav-
rotska, T. (2021). Management of innovative economy: 
strategic approaches to business processes, person-
nel management and competitiveness. Agrosvit [Agro-
world], 15,14–19. 

7. Hnatenko I. (2014). Specific problems of assessing the 
partnership of small and large manufacturing enterpris-
es. Ukrainskyi sotsium [Ukrainian society], 4, 104–112.

8. Kovtun O., Mostenska T., Ostapchuk A., Hnatenko I. 
(2021). Modeling of tendencies of development of inno-
vation clusters in the system of management of social 
and economic safety of national economy at decision–
making on activization of foreign economic activity of 
subjects of agribusiness in the conditions of sustainable 
development. Agrosvit [Agroworld], 21–22, 51–56. 

9. Hnatenko I. (2019). Problem–oriented approach to 
revealing the dialectic of innovative development of en-
trepreneurship in the national economy. Visnyk Khmel-
nytskoho natsionalnoho universytetu. Ekonomichni 
nauky [Bulletin of Khmelnytsky National University. Eco-
nomic sciences], 1, 119–122.

10. Mikhailov A., Ilyin V., Kotsupatriy M., Fursina O., 
Hnatenko I. (2021). Management of innovative econo-



²ÍÍÎÂÀÖ²ÉÍÎ–²ÍÂÅÑÒÈÖ²ÉÍÀ ÏÎË²ÒÈÊÀ

67

my in the context of the trend of sustainable develop-
ment within the model of institutional–matrix cluster-
ing in the conditions of adaptive personnel management, 
digitalization of the agri–food sphere and adaptation to 
the conditions of the COVID–19 pandemic. Ekonomichni 
horyzonty [Economic horizons], 2.17, 29–40. 

11. Shubravskaya O. (2014). Agri–food development 
of Ukraine in the context of global challenges. Ekonomika 
APK [Economics of agro–industrial complex], 7, 52–58.

12. Hnatenko I., Kulikova Y. (2016). Promising areas for 
improving personnel management in the organization. Nau-
kovyi visnyk Khersonskoho derzhavnoho universytetu. Ser.: 
Ekonomichni nauky [Scientific Bulletin of Kherson State Uni-
versity. Ser .: Economic Sciences], 16.4, 55–58.

13. Zhyvko Z., Kredisov V., Hnatenko I., Galonkin, S. 
(2021). Institutional–matrix clustering in the system of 
strategic management of innovative economy in the con-
ditions of change of consumer preferences, globalization, 
digitalization, formation of economic culture of society and 
sustainable development. Investytsiyi: praktyka ta dosvid 
[Investments: practice and experience], 21, 37–43. 

14. Klochan I., Tregubov O., Hnatenko I., Parohnenko O. 
(2021). Entrepreneurship development management in 
an innovative economy: modeling resource efficiency and 
minimizing transaction costs. Investytsiyi: praktyka ta 
dosvid [Investments: practice and experience], 17, 5–10.

Äàí³ ïðî âòîð³â

Êëèìåí÷óêîâà Íàòàë³ÿ Ñåðã³¿âíà,

ê.å.í., äîöåíò, äîêòîðàíò, ÂÍÇ «Íàö³îíàëüíà àêàäåì³ÿ 

óïðàâë³ííÿ», ì. Êè¿â, Óêðà¿íà

Ëåâ÷åíêî Âåðîí³êà Âîëîäèìèð³âíà, 

àñï³ðàíò, Äåðæàâíèé íàóêîâî–äîñë³äíèé ³íñòèòóò 

³íôîðìàòèçàö³¿ òà ìîäåëþâàííÿ åêîíîì³êè, ì. Êè¿â, 

Óêðà¿íà

Äàííûå îá àâòîðàõ

Êëèìåí÷óêîâà Íàòàëüÿ Ñåðãååâíà,

ê.ý.í., äîöåíò, äîêòîðàíò, ÂÓÇ «Íàöèîíàëüíàÿ 

àêàäåìèÿ óïðàâëåíèÿ», ã. Êèåâ, Óêðàèíà 

Ëåâ÷åíêî Âåðîíèêà Âëàäèìèðîâíà,

àñïèðàíò, Ãîñóäàðñòâåííûé íàó÷íî–èññëåäîâà-

òåëüñêèé èíñòèòóò èíôîðìàòèçàöèè è ìîäåëèðîâàíèÿ 

ýêîíîìèêè, ã. Êèåâ, Óêðàèíà 

Data about authors

Nataliia Klymenchukova, 

PhD (Economics), Associate Professor, Doctoral Can-

didate, National Academy of Management, Kyiv, Ukraine

Veronika Levchenko,

PhD student, State Scientific Research Institute of In-

formatization and Economic Modeling, Kyiv, Ukraine


