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DEVELOPMENT OF INNOVATIVE ENTREPRENEURSHIP IN UKRAINE

In countries with a market economy, the sector of
small and medium-sized businesses is paying a lot of at-
tention — governments, with the help of various
measures of direct and indirect support, promote the de-
velopment of small and medium-sized enterprises
(SMEs) and, if possible, compensate for its inherent dis-
advantages. SMEs are the focal point of a market econ-
omy, and, focusing on the needs of the market, develops
precisely in those areas where demand arises, and comes
from those areas that cease to meet market demands.
Thus, optimum economic proportions in the structure of
the market are formed and maintained.

The ability to quickly perceive and disseminate
technical innovations and the development of innova-
tion makes this sector a full participant in the innovation
process. By providing the bulk of jobs and paying a
large portion of taxes, the SME serves as the mainstay
of the socio-economic policy of the state. In the periods

of economic crises, it is the SMB that affects production,
absorbing rising unemployment and ensuring the
productivity of individual activities, its presence on the
market contributes to lowering prices, supports struc-
tural flexibility of the economy and constant attention of
producers to consumer demand and product quality.

However, in Ukraine, the study of the structure of
the entrepreneurial sector (ES) showed that the share of
small enterprises is about 95% throughout the period of
development of entrepreneurship in Ukraine, and the
share of the volume of sales of their products in total
does not exceed 19% (Tables 1, 2) [1].

This suggests that small business structures that
turn into medium and large economies in developed
economies in Ukraine, either remain small, or cease ac-
tivities in general, that is, they have no expanded repro-
duction. That is, there is a structural asymmetry of the
entrepreneurial sector.

Table 1

The structure of the Ukrainian entrepreneurial sector in 2016

Activities Total, units Large enterprises Medium Small businesses
/ % to the total enterprises
units  |[in% to the to-| units |in% to the to-| units |in% to the to-
tal number of tal number of tal number of
enterprises of enterprises of enterprises of
the corre- the corre- the corre-
sponding type sponding type sponding type
of activity of activity of activity
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Total 306369 / 100 383 0,1 14832 4,9 291154 95,0
including:
agriculture, forestry
and fisheries 44998 / 14,68 20 0,0 2501 5,6 42477 94,4
industry 38555/12,58 208 0,5 4652 12,1 33695 87,4
construction 24333/7,94 2 0,0 766 3,2 23565 96,8
wholesale and retail
trade; repair of mo-
tor vehicles and mo-
torcycles 82192 /26,83 116 0,1 2644 3,2 79432 96,7
transport, warehous-
ing, postal and cou-
rier activities 13716 /4,48 21 0,2 1101 8,0 12594 91,8
temporary  place-
ment and organiza-
tion of food 6544 /2,14 1 0,0 243 3,7 6300 96,3
information and tele-
communications 11932/3,89 6 0,0 331 2,8 11595 97,2
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Ending of Table 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
financial and insur-
ance activities 3786/1,24 1 0,0 255 6,7 3530 93,3
real estate transac-
tions 30913 /10,09 2 0,0 425 1,4 30486 98,6
professional, scien-
tific and technical
activities 24853 /8,11 2 0,0 547 2,2 24304 97,8
administrative and
auxiliary services
activities 13801/4,5 2 0,0 873 6,3 12926 93,7
education 1855/0,61 - - 52 2,8 1803 97,2
health care and so-
cial assistance 3936/1,28 — — 284 7,2 3652 92.8
art, sports, entertain-
ment and recreation 1705/0,56 2 0,1 112 6,6 1591 93,3
provision of other
types of services 3250/1,06 - - 46 1,4 3204 98,6

! Data are given without considering the results of activity of banks, budgetary institutions, temporarily occupied territories
of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea, Sevastopol and parts of the zone of anti-terrorist operation.

Table 2

Volume of sold products (goods, services) of enterprises by types of economic activity in 2016

Activities Total, UAH Large enterprises Medium Small businesses
million enterprises
UAH mil- | in% to the | UAH mil- | in% to the | UAH mil- | in% to the
lion total num- lion total num- lion total num-
ber of enter- ber of enter- ber of enter-
prises of the prises of the prises of the
correspond- correspond- correspond-
ing type of ing type of ing type of
activity activity activity
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Total 6237535,2 | 2391454,3 38,3 2668695,7 42,8 1177385,2 18,9
including:
agriculture, for-
estry and fisher-
ies 403645,8 53033,7 13,1 206593,8 51,2 144018,3 35,7
industry 2305695,9 | 1232221,0 53,4 921066,3 40,0 152408,6 6,6
construction 169705,3 L2 L2 L2 L2 82759,2 48,8
wholesale and re-
tail trade; repair
of motor vehicles
and motorcycles 2385691,5 689681,7 28,9 1123927.8 47,1 572082,0 24,0
transport, ware-
housing, postal
and courier activ-
ities 3653327 188888,3 51,7 127402,5 34,9 49041.,9 13,4
temporary place-
ment and organi-
zation of food 23083,8 L2 2 L2 L2 7272,0 31,5
information and
telecommunica-
tions 117407,2 39808,6 33,9 442583 37,7 33340,3 28,4
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Ending of Table 2
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

financial and in-

surance activities 61162,3 L2 L2 2 2 15916,1 26,0
real estate trans-

actions 85497,3 L2 L2 2 2 47794,7 55,9
professional, sci-

entific and tech-

nical activities 241869,5 L2 L2 2 2 399236 16,5
administrative

and auxiliary ser-

vices activities 537870 L2 L2 L2 L2 23446,7 43,6
education 2253,0 - - 898.,9 399 1354,1 60,1
health care and

social assistance 13805,0 - - 9936,6 72,0 3868.4 28,0
art, sports, enter-

tainment and rec-

reation 4921,4 L2 L2 2 2 1906,2 38,7
provision of other

types of services 3677,5 — - 1424 .4 38,7 2253,1 61,3

! Data are given without considering the results of activity of banks, budgetary institutions, temporarily occupied territories
of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea, Sevastopol and parts of the zone of anti-terrorist operation.
2 The data are not disclosed to ensure compliance with the requirements of the Law of Ukraine "On State Statistics"

regarding the confidentiality of statistical information.

The research of the sectoral structure of the substa-
tion shows that the share of entrepreneurial structures of
productive types of economic activity (industry and con-
struction) is about 20% of their total, and the share of
trade and financial intermediary — more than 40%; the
share of entrepreneurial structures engaged in profes-
sional, scientific and technical activities is only about
8% (see Table 1). In other words, in previous years hy-
pertrophied development was speculative (financial and
intermediary) sector of the economy, which provides a

level of income incommensurate with real production
and practically does not create added value.

After all, financial and intermediary activities
bring relatively high profitability (trade: 15.8%), while
relatively low risk, and the activity of the real sector of
the economy — the productive — has an inverse relation-
ship, that is, it is relatively low income, with a profita-
bility not exceeding 5% (for example, in industry: 4.2%,
construction: -0.4%), but relatively risky (Table 3).

Table 3
Cost-effectiveness of operating activities of enterprises by types of economic activity in 2016, UAH million'
The result of op- | Operating | Profitability level
erating activities expenses (loss-making), %
Total 315184,7 42584423 7.4
agriculture, forestry and fisheries 109638,7 338045,6 32,4
industry 96856,9 2331111,2 4,2
construction -714,9 181765,2 -0,4
wholesale and retail trade; repair of motor vehicles and 593280 376671.0 15.8
motorcycles
transport, warehousing, postal and courier activities 18864,4 370177,1 5,1
temporary placement and organization of food -219,4 269034 -0,8
information and telecommunications 10047,9 1185589 8,5
financial and insurance activities -3765,1 78583,8 -4,8
real estate transactions -9824.4 120935,8 -8,1
professional, scientific and technical activities 38489,0 218523,1 17,6
administrative and auxiliary services activities -2516,0 65033,1 -3,9
education 1349 24282 5,6
health care and social assistance 621,5 13885,5 4.5
art, sports, entertainment and recreation -1958,6 11856,8 -16,5
provision of other types of services 201,8 3963,6 5,1

! Data are given without considering the results of activity of banks, budgetary institutions, temporarily occupied territories

of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea, Sevastopol and parts of the zone of anti-terrorist operation.
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In addition, the low level of innovative activity of
business structures remains. Thus, according to the sur-
vey conducted by the State Statistics Service [1], in
2014-2016, the share of enterprises engaged in innova-

tion activity amounted to 18.4%, including technologi-
cal innovations - 11.8% (5.7% - food and 10,3% - pro-
cess), non-technological - 13,4% (8,7% - organizational
and 10,2% - marketing) (Table 4).

Table 4

Innovative activity of enterprises in 2014-2016 by types of economic activity,
% to the total number of surveyed enterprises

Including introduced
Innovative en- logical technological and | non-technologi-
terprises te-:chno ogica non-technological cal ones
innovations . - . .
ones innovations innovations

Total 18,4 5,0 6,8 6,6
Mining and quarrying 14,2 5,1 3,8 5,3
Manufacturing industry 22,0 6,6 9,0 6,4
Supply of electricity, gas, steam
and air conditioning 15,4 8,7 3,9 2,8
Water supply; sewage, waste
management 9.8 53 2,5 2,0
Wholesale trade, except trade in
motor vehicles and motorcycles 17,3 3,2 5,7 8,4
Transport, warehousing, postal
and courier activities 9,7 2,7 3,3 3,7
Information and telecommuni-
cations 22,1 4.8 8.3 9,0
Financial and insurance activi-
ties 21,7 3,7 8,6 9,4
Activity in the spheres of archi-
tecture and engineering; tech-
nical testing and research, re-
search and development, adver-
tising activities and market re-
search 20,1 5,7 7.5 6,9

Moreover, a critically high degree of dispropor-
tionality exists regarding the unevenness and imbalance
in the structure of sources of funding for innovative ac-
tivities of industrial enterprises (Table 5).

Data table 5 indicate an increase in the share of
own funds of enterprises for the financing of innovation
activities and a significant drop in the share of foreign
investors' funds (from almost 30% in 2010 to 0.1% in
2016), indicating a crisis situation and a high degree of
risk and instability the country's economy as a whole
and innovation business activity, in particular.

In our opinion, to overcome the technological
backwardness as a result of the imbalances in innovation
entrepreneurship, we need to build a system of techno-
logical entrepreneurship (STE) in Ukraine, under which
we mean a single integrated social institution “Educa-
tion, Science, Technology and Innovation” [2]. At the
same time, we define technology entrepreneurship as an
entrepreneurial activity in transforming scientific
knowledge into innovative ideas for the creation of new
products and technologies adapted to modern value
added chains.

For the construction of STE, as proved by the re-
search, it is advisable to apply an iterative approach.

Step 1. Determination of the priorities of techno-
logical development of the country for the long-term pe-
riod.

Step 2. Development of the concept of state policy
for the development of markets for innovative goods
based on the use of technological entrepreneurship po-
tential.

Step 3. Creating an effective communication sys-
tem for organizations that carry out research and deve-
lopment, among themselves and with other socio-social,
entrepreneurial and state institutions, a link between so-
ciety, the state, science, education and entrepreneurship.

Step 4. Development of the system of cooperation
of science and entrepreneurship. A promising form of
cooperation is design research and technology consor-
tia — forms of implementation of joint technological pro-
jects on a temporary contractual basis, the scale and
complexity of which exceeds the resource and techno-
logical capabilities of each of the participants in the pro-
ject.
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Table 5
Sources of financing of innovation activity of enterprises
Total cost, min. Including at the expense of funds
Years UAH theirown | the state budget | foreign investors | other sources
%
2000 1757,1 79,65 4,42 17,58 12,35
2001 1971,4 83,90 2,83 2,97 10,3
2002 3013,8 71,07 45,5 1,51 18,66
2003 3059,8 70,21 3,04 4,25 22,5
2004 4534,6 77,22 1,40 2,48 18,91
2005 5751,6 87,72 0,49 2,75 9,04
2006 6160,0 84,60 1,89 2,86 10,68
2007 10821,0 73,65 1,34 2,97 22,04
2008 11994,2 60,56 2,81 0,96 35,67
2009 79499 65,03 1,60 19,02 14,35
2010 8045,5 59,35 1,08 29,97 9,59
2011 14333,9 52,92 1,04 0,40 45,64
2012 11480,6 63,90 1,95 8,67 25,48
2013 9562,6 72,92 0,26 13,11 13,71
20141 7695.9 84,98 4,47 1,8 8,74
20151 13813,7 97,20 0,40 0,42 1,98
2016 2 23229,5 94,86 0,77 0,10 4,27

! Data are given without considering the temporarily occupied territory of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea, the city

of Sevastopol and parts of the zone of the anti-terrorist operation.

2 Data are calculated based on the results of the state statistical observation in the form of the number of INN "Survey of
innovation activity of enterprises for the period 2014-2016" (according to the international methodology) [1].

Step 5. Creation of technological platforms as an
effective mechanism combining the efforts of represen-
tatives of technological entrepreneurship, science and
the state interested in conducting long-term research and
development works and organizing joint activities for
the development of strategic plans for research and de-
velopment, as well as for their implementation [3, 4].

Step 6. Implementation of the concept of network
interaction, which is an important mechanism for imple-
menting the state policy of developing innovative goods
markets based on the use of technological entreprene-
urial potential.

Step 7. Improvement of development institutes as
one of the most important tools of state policy that sti-
mulate innovation processes and infrastructure develop-
ment using public-private partnership mechanisms.

Step 8. Selection of priority markets for innovative
products for the construction of an effective system of
technological entrepreneurship. For this purpose, we
formulate hypotheses for choosing new markets for in-
novative products:

— the priority for development are markets that will
meet the needs of the population (i.e., the priority is to
stimulate demand for innovative products);

— new markets should be based on a network-based
approach.

Step 9. The linking of STE elements (educational-
scientific and technological business structures and sci-

entific and technical infrastructure), as well as the insti-
tutional basis with priority markets for innovative pro-
ducts.

Thus, the formation of a technology entrepreneur-
ship system based on the proposed approaches can en-
sure the development of innovative entrepreneurship
and the internal market of goods with high added value.
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Bbounpapenko O. B. Po3BuToxk iHHOBamiiiHOro
miINPUEMHHUIITBA B Y KpaiHi

VY craTTi po3risSHYTO MHUTAaHHS PO3BHTKY iHHOBA-
HiftHOTO miATpHEMHUITBA B YKpaini. [IpoananizoBaHo
Cy4acHi TEHJEHLIl PO3BUTKY, SAK IiJIPHEMHHUIIBKOTO
CEKTOpa B IIJIOMY, TaK i HOro iHHOBaIiHO aKTUBHOT 4a-
CTHHH.

BusiieHo, 1110 3a MmoOIepeIHi POKH TimepTpodoBa-
HUH PO3BHTOK OTPUMAB CIICKYJIATUBHUH ((PiHAHCOBO-
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MOCEPEIHUIBKIIT) CEKTOp SKOHOMIKH, 10 3abe3mnedye
HETIOPIBHSHHUH 3 peaJbHUM BHPOOHUIITBOM PIiBEHB J10-
XOJIIB Ta MPAaKTUYHO HE CTBOPIOE JOJAHOI BapTOCTI.
Amxke (HIHAHCOBO-TIOCEPEIHUIBKI BHIM TISUTBHOCTI
MPUHOCSTH BITHOCHO BUCOKY MPHUOYTKOBICTH (TOPTIBIIS:
15,8%), ipu 1bOMY BiTHOCHO HU3bKO PU3UKOBaHi, a JIi-
SUTBHICTh PEATBHOTO CEKTOPY SKOHOMIKH — BHPOOHU-
90ro — Ma€ 3BOPOTHE CITiBBiTHOIICHHS, TOOTO BOHA Bif-
HOCHO HHU3bKOJIOX1/IHa, 3 pEHTa0EIbHICTIO He BUIIE 5%,
aJyie BIJHOCHO pU3HMKOBaHa. 30epiracrbcs HU3BKUH pi-
BEHb I1HHOBALIMHOCTI MiSJIBHOCTI IMiAMPHEMHHUIIBKUX
CTPYKTYp. 30epiraeTbCsi KPUTUYHO BUCOKHUU CTYIiHb
JIUCTIPOIIOPIIIHHOCTI 11010 HEPIBHOMIPHOCTI Ta aucOa-
JIAHCY CTPYKTYPH JuKepel (iHaHCYBaHHS iHHOBaLiHOT
IUSUTHOCTI MIPOMHUCIIOBHX MIJPHEMCTB: 3pOCTAE YacT-
Ka BJIACHUX KOIITIB MiANPHEMCTB AJisi (DiHAHCYBaHHS
IHHOBANIMHOI MIILHOCTI Ta 3HAYHO BIIaja YacTKa KOII-
TiB iHO36MHHX IHBECTOPIB, O CBIAYUTH PO KPU3OBHU
CTaH 1 BUCOKHUH CTYIICHb PU3HKY Ta HECTAO1ILHOCTI €KO-
HOMIKH KpaiHH B IIJIOMY Ta IHHOBAIIHHOI ITi {ITPUEMHH-
UBKOT TisUTBHOCTI 30KpeMa.

[l Toro, o6 37107aTH TEXHOJIOTIYHY BiICTANIICTh
BHACIIJIOK JUCIIPOIIOPITiH, 110 CKJIATUCS B iHHOBAIIiii-
HOMY WIANPUEMHUITBI, HEOOXiTHO MOOYIyBaTH CHC-
TeMy TEXHOJIOTIYHOTO TMiAMPUEMHUIITBA. Ii mominbHO
OyayBaTH, BUKOPHCTOBYIOUM iTepamiiHui minxin. 3a-
MPOTIOHOBAHO 9 KPOKIB, sIKi BKIFOYAIOTh: BU3HAUCHHS
MPiIOPUTETIB TEXHOJOTIYHOTO PO3BUTKY KpaiHU Ha JIOB-
TOCTPOKOBHM TEpioJl; po3poOKy KOHIICHIT JepxKaBHOT
MOJITHKYA PO3BHUTKY PUHKIB iHHOBAI[IfHUX TOBapiB Ha
0a3i BUKOPUCTaHHS ITOTEHLIaNy TEXHOJOTIYHOTO IIij-
MPUEMHHITBA; CTBOPEHHSI €()EKTUBHOT CUCTEMH KOMY-
HIKamii opraHizaiii, 1o 3IIACHIOIOTh JAOCITIHKSHHS 1
PO3pOOKH, MiXK COOOIO 1 3 IHITUMH CYCIUTEHO-COIialh-
HUMH, MIAMTPUEMHHULIBKIMHU Ta JEP)KaBHUMH 1HCTUTY-
TaMH, CIIOJYYHOIO JIAHKOK MIX CYCITIJILCTBOM, JIeprKa-
BOIO, HAYKOIO, OCBITOIO 1 MiANPHEMHHIITBOM; PO3BUTOK
CHUCTeMH KOOTIepallii HayKd 1 MmiIImpHEMHUIITBA; CTBO-
PCHHSI TEXHOJIOTIUYHHX MJIaTGOPM; BIPOBAKEHHS KOH-
LIETIIT MepeKeBOT B3aEMO/IIT, sIKa € BAXKJIMBUM MEXaH13-
MOM pealti3allii Aep>KaBHOI MOJITHKHA PO3BUTKY PUHKIB
IHHOBAaIlIMHUX TOBapiB Ha 0a31 BUKOPUCTAHHS MTOTEHITi-
Ty TEXHOJIOTIYHOTO MiTMIPUEMHUIITBA; BIOCKOHATICHHS
IHCTUTYTIB PO3BUTKY SIK OJTHOTO 3 HaMBA)KIMBIIINX iH-
CTPYMEHTIB JIEPKABHOI MOJITUKH, IO CTUMYJIIOIOTH 1H-
HOBAIIIf{HI IPOIIECH Ta PO3BUTOK iHPPACTPYKTYPH 3 BH-
KOPUCTAHHSIM MEXaHi3MIB JAep>KaBHO-IPUBATHOTO HapT-
HEpcTBa; BUOIp NPIOPUTETHUX PHHKIB 1HHOBAIIHHOT
MPOAYKIIi s moOymoBH e(DEeKTUBHOT CUCTEMH TEXHO-
JIOTIYHOTO MiIPUEMHUNTBA; YB s13ka exeMentiB CTII,
a TAKOXX 1HCTUTYIIHHOTO 0a3ucy 3 MPIOPUTETHUMH PH-
HKaMH{ 1HHOBaIliHHOT TIPOTYKITii.

Kiouogi cnoea: 1HHOBallifiHE ITiIPHUEMHHUIITBO,
CHUCTeMa TEXHOJIOTIYHOTO MiJANPUEMHHUIITBA, ITEepalliii-
HUW miaxiz.

bongapenko A. B. PaspuTrie HHHOBALIMOHHOTO
NpeINPUHUMATEILCTBA B Y KpanHe

B cratbhe paccmoTpena npobiema pa3BUTHS HHHO-
BaIlIOHHOTO TpeANpUHUMATENbCTBa B YKpaune. [Ipo-
aHAIM3UPOBAHBl COBPEMEHHBIC TEHJICHIIUU DPa3BUTHS,
KaK MpeIIpUHAMATEIILCKOTO CEKTOpa B IIEJIOM, TaK U
€ro MHHOBAITMOHHO aKTUBHOM 9acTH. BEIsABIICHO, UTO 32
MOPeIbIIYIIe TOAbl THIIEPTPOPHPOBAHHOE pa3BUTHE
MOJTyYMJT (PUHAHCOBO-TIOCPETHUYCCKUN CEKTOp IKOHO-
MHUKH, KOTOPBI 00ecIieurBacT HECPAaBHUMBIN C peaib-
HBIM ITPOU3BOJICTBOM YPOBEHb JOXO0B U MPAKTUUECKU
HEe co3maeT A00aBlieHHOW cToMMOCTH. Benp ¢uHaH-
COBO-TIOCPETHUYCCKHE BUJIBI JIEATEIILHOCTH MPUHOCST
OTHOCHUTEJIbHO BBICOKYIO JOXOIHOCTb, NMPH 3TOM OHU
OTHOCHUTEIHHO HU3KO PUCKOBAaHHEIE, a JIEATEIHHOCTh
PEAILHOTO CEKTOpa SKOHOMHUKH — IIPOW3BOJICTBEH-
HOT'O — IMEET 00paTHOE COOTHOIICHHE, TO €CTh OHA OT-
HOCHUTEIIbHO HH3KOJO0XOJ[HA, C PEHTA0ENhbHOCTHIO HE
BblLIe 5%, HO OTHOCUTENBHO puckoBaHHass. CoxpaHs-
€TCSl KPUTHUYECKH BBICOKAs! CTETICHb AVCTIPOTIOPIUI 110
HEPaBHOMEPHOCTHU U AUCOANIAHCY CTPYKTYPbl HCTOYHH-
KOB (DMHAHCHPOBAaHUSI WHHOBAIIMOHHOW JIEATEIIEHOCTH
MIPOMBIIUICHHBIX TIPEIPUATHIA: PACTET A0Sl COOCTBEH-
HBIX CPEJCTB MPEANPUATHH 11 (UHAHCUPOBAHUS MH-
HOBAIIMOHHON JEATENPHOCTH W 3HAYUTEIhHO yraja
JIOJISl CPEJICTB MHOCTPAHHBIX WHBECTOPOB, YTO CBHUJIC-
TEJIbCTBYET O KPU3UCHOM COCTOSHHMM U BBICOKOH cTe-
MEHU PUCKA U HECTaOMIIBHOCTH SKOHOMHUKU CTPaHBI B
[I€JIOM ¥ MHHOBAI[MOHHOM MPeANPUHUMATENBCKON /IesI-
TEITLHOCTH B YaCTHOCTU. [[ys1 TOT0, 4TOOBI MPE0I0JIETh
TEXHOJIOTMYECKYIO OTCTAJIOCTh BCIIEICTBUE AUCTIPOIIOP-
IWH, CIOKUBIIUXCS B MHHOBAIIMOHHOM TIPEANPUHIMA-
TeJIbCTBE, HEOOXOIUMO MOCTPOUTH CHUCTEMY TEXHOJIO-
THYECKOro IpennpuHuMarenscTBa. Ee nenecoodbpazno
CTPOUTH, UCTIONB3YSl UTEPALMOHHBIN noaxoa. [Ipenso-
XKEeHO 9 maroB, KOTOPhIE BKIFOYAOT: ONPE/IEIICHUE TTPU-
OPHUTETOB TEXHOJIOTMUECKOTO PA3BUTHUS CTPAHKI Ha JI0J-
TOCPOYHBIN MEepPHOJ; Pa3padOTKy KOHIENIMH TOCyaap-
CTBEHHOHW TOJIUTUKU Pa3BUTHS PHIHKOB WHHOBAIIMOH-
HBIX TOBapOB Ha 0a3e UCIOJL30BAHUS IMOTEHIUAIA TEX-
HOJIOTHYECKOT0 MPEANPUHUMATEIbCTBA; CO3aHue (-
(beKTUBHOI CHUCTEMbl KOMMYHHKAIIUM OpraHHM3aIlnH,
OCYLIECTBJISIIOIIMX ~ MCCIEAOBAaHUS U pa3paboTKH,
MeXIy co00l M C JIpyruMu OOIIECTBEHHO-COLUANb-
HBIMH, MIPEANTPHHAMATEIILCKAUMHU U TOCYIapCTBEHHBIMU
WHCTUTYTaMH, CBA3YIOUINM 3BEHOM MEXY OOILLECTBOM,
rocyJapcTBOM, HayKOH, oOpa3oBaHHEM MU NPEANPUHU-
MAaTeJIbCTBOM; Pa3BUTHE CHCTEMBI KOOTIEPAIlUU HAyKH 1
MPEeIPUHAMATENBLCTBA; CO3/IaHUE TEXHOJIOTHYSCKHUX
m1aTopM; BHEAPEHHE KOHIICMIIMKA CETEBOI0 B3aUMO-
JIEHCTBYSI, KOTOPAS SABJSICTCS BAXKHBIM MEXaHU3MOM pe-
QIHU3aIlMU TOCYIAPCTBEHHOW TIOJMTHUKU PA3BUTHS PhIH-
KOB MHHOBAITMOHHBIX TOBApOB Ha 0a3e MCIOIb30BAHUS
MOTEHI[HAJIa TEXHOJIOTUYECKOTO TPEANPUHIMATENb-
CTBa; COBEPIICHCTBOBAHWE MHCTUTYTOB Pa3BUTHS Kak
OJIHOTO M3 BaXXHEWUIINX WHCTPYMEHTOB rOCYAapCTBEH-
HOM TMOJIUTUKH, CTUMYJUPYIOIIUX HHHOBALIMOHHBIE
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MPOIIECCH M pa3BUTHE HHYPACTPYKTYPHI C UCIIONIH30BA~
HUEM MEXaHU3MOB TOCYJapCTBEHHO-YACTHOIO MapT-
HEPCTBa; BBIOOP IMPHOPUTETHBIX PHIHKOB MHHOBAIHOH-
HOW TPOIYKIUH IS TOCTPOCHUS S(PQPEKTUBHOU CH-
CTEMBl  TEXHOJOTHYECKOTO  MPEANPUHUMATENIbCTBA;
yBs3ka anemenToB CTTI, a Takke HHCTUTYHIMOHAIBHOTO
0a3uca ¢ NPUOPUTETHHIMU PHIHKAMH HHHOBAlIMOHHOM
MPOYKILINU.

Kniouegvle cnosa: MHHOBAITMOHHOE TIPEATIPUHIMA-
TENBCTBO, CUCTEMa TEXHOJOTHYECKOTO TPEIIPHHIMA-
TEJIbCTBA, UTEPALIMOHHBIHN MOAXO/I.

Bondarenko O. Development of innovative en-
trepreneurship in Ukraine

The article considers the problem of development
of innovative entrepreneurship in Ukraine. The modern
tendencies of development, both business sector, and its
innovatively active part have been analyzed. It was re-
vealed that for the previous years the financial and in-
termediary sector of the economy, which provides an in-
comparable level of income incomparable with real pro-
duction, has received hypertrophied development and
practically does not create added value. After all, finan-
cial intermediary activities bring relatively high returns,
while they are relatively low risk, and the activity of the
real sector of the economy - the production sector - has
the opposite ratio, that is, it is relatively low-yielding,
with a profitability of no more than 5%, but relatively
risky. Critically high degree of imbalance in unevenness
and imbalance in the structure of sources of financing
innovative activities of industrial enterprises is main-
tained: the share of enterprises 'own funds for financing
innovative activities is growing and the share of foreign
investors' funds has dropped significantly, which indi-
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cates a crisis and high degree of risk and instability of
the country's economy and innovative business activi-
ties. To overcome technological backwardness due to
the disproportions that have developed in innovative en-
trepreneurship, it is necessary to build a system of tech-
nological entrepreneurship. It is expedient to build it us-
ing an iterative approach. Proposed 9 steps, which in-
clude: determining the priorities for technological de-
velopment of the country for a long-term period; devel-
opment of the concept of state policy for the develop-
ment of innovative goods markets based on the use of
the potential of technological entrepreneurship; creation
of an effective system of communication between or-
ganizations engaged in research and development,
among themselves and with other socio-social, entrepre-
neurial and state institutions, the link between society,
the state, science, education and entrepreneurship; the
development of a system of cooperation between sci-
ence and entrepreneurship; creation of technological
platforms; introduction of the concept of network inter-
action, which is an important mechanism for imple-
menting the state policy for the development of innova-
tive goods markets based on the use of the potential of
technological entrepreneurship; improvement of devel-
opment institutions as one of the most important instru-
ments of state policy, stimulating innovation processes
and infrastructure development using public-private
partnership mechanisms; selection of priority markets
for innovative products for building an effective system
of technological entrepreneurship; linking STP ele-
ments, as well as an institutional basis with priority mar-
kets for innovative products.

Keywords: innovative entrepreneurship, system of
technological entrepreneurship, iterative approach.
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