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MODELS OF INNOVATION INFRASTRUCTURE IN EUROREGIONS

Formulation of the problem. Currently, for
Ukraine, the activation of Euroregional cooperation is
an extremely important component of economic deve-
lopment, since many regions of our country directly bor-
der the EU, forming Euroregions. Of particular im-
portance is the activation of the innovation component
in the economy of the border territories, which is mani-
fested in the development of innovation infrastructure,
cooperation of scientific institutions, joint research and
projects, participation of the regions of Ukraine in
European programs for the development and implemen-
tation of innovations.

Innovative development of Euroregions necessi-
tates contacts and interaction between innovative enti-
ties through the development of infrastructure support.
Understanding the limitations of traditional factors of
economic development makes researchers pay more at-
tention to innovative processes in Euroregions that can
ensure the formation of long-term competitive ad-
vantages of economic growth. Under such conditions, a
balanced policy of creating and supporting innovative
infrastructure objects can become the most significant
lever for activating innovative processes in Ukraine.

Analysis of the last publications. Exploring the
organizational and economic aspects of integration of
Euroregions, domestic scientists O. Honta (2000) and
L. Storonianska (2002) advocate sectoral approaches to
Euro-regional cooperation. S. Hlukhova (2010) believes
that it is necessary to differentiate the factors of influ-
ence on the innovation activity of the region from the
position of the origin of the regional aspects of innova-
tive development in the economic system of the regions,
the problems of determining and analyzing factors that
hinder and promote innovation, a number of scientific
papers of the following authors are devoted: P. Musi-
ienko, and A. Brazhnykova (2007), L. Semiv (ed.)
(2009), V. Gubina (2010), A. Bezuska and V. Lukia-
nykhin (2010), V. Uzunov (2012), E. Zelinskaya (2013),
N. Pavlikha and Yu. Marchuk (2013), V. Miklovda (ed.)
et al. (2013), S. Kovalenko (2014), H. Zavadskykh
(2014), V. Pak (2016), V. Kravtsiv (ed.) (2016). How-
ever, the development of certain problematic issues in
the Euroregion calls for a deeper study of national busi-
ness cultures and profiles of managers from different
countries, but there are few examples of such develop-
ment. V. Chebotarev's (2019) works are devoted to this
problematics. Exploring the works of foreign scientists

such as R. Dragneva and K. Wolczuk (2014) from the
UK, M. Krasucka (2010) from Poland and M. Mo-
raliyska (2015) from Bulgaria, it can be argued that on
the basis of these works, today there is a formation of a
scientific direction that studies the transformation of so-
cio-economic forms and types of entrepreneurship, new
ways of managing these processes, and since the me-
thodological basis in this direction is in the process of
formation, this causes the need for deep scientific deve-
lopment of this issue.

Research objectives. In the study of innovative
models in Euro-regions was reviewed by the infrastruc-
ture innovation investment model and clustering of
European regions, and on the basis of theoretical and
methodological research innovation infrastructure as a
factor of innovative development of practical recom-
mendations on the functioning of the innovation infra-
structure in the regions. The article defines the concepts
of innovative opportunities in Euro-Regional activities.
Conclusions are drawn and further development pro-
spects are defined.

Presentation of the main research material. The
innovation system of the state can be considered as a set
of its regional components — regional innovation sys-
tems. Based on this, we can highlight some topical is-
sues.

1. The national innovation system as a whole
should have a unified legislative framework and budget
policy, and the flexibility of this system is necessary for
timely adaptation to dynamic internal and external con-
ditions, which should be provided by decentralizing
management, organizing many centers of analysis and
response. With regard to Ukraine, taking into account
the system of political and administrative structure, le-
vers for managing regional development should be cre-
ated, and the classification of innovations is proposed to
additionally introduce a group of innovations at the re-
gional level (that is, innovations that exist in the country,
but are new to the region).

2. Innovation potential is a component of the re-
gion's socio-economic potential. The innovation poten-
tial of a region can be defined as a set of scientific, tech-
nical, material, financial, human, institutional, and other
resources of the region that can be used for innovation.
It contains elements such as technological progress, in-
stitutional forms associated with the mechanisms of sci-
entific and technological development, as well as the in-

Exonomiunmii Bicauk Jlonbacy Ne 4(58), 2019



V. Tsekhanovych

novative culture of society, its susceptibility to innova-
tion. For a comprehensive description of the state of in-
novative development of regions, together with the con-
cept of "innovative potential", we suggest using a
broader concept — "innovative opportunities”. Under the
innovative potential of the region is necessary to under-
stand the totality of the assessment of the needs of the
region in innovation upgrading (primarily the produc-
tion and technological sphere), its innovative potential
as well as existing organizational-legal, financial-eco-
nomic, institutional, technological and other conditions
for deployment of innovation.

The state of innovation infrastructure development
directly affects the development of Euro-regional
cooperation in the innovation sphere. Regional innova-
tion infrastructure is a set of special innovation institu-
tions and networks that are interconnected and ensure
the development and support of all stages of the innova-
tion process in the region in order to increase its innova-
tive potential [16].

The main elements of the development of regional
innovation infrastructure, which indicate the possibility
of forming competitive advantages of the region and
contribute to the development of its innovative poten-
tial, include: technoparks, scientific parks, innovation
and technology centers, business incubators, venture
firms, consulting and analytical firms, technopolises,
etc.

If we consider these infrastructures, we can say that
technoparks can be considered as an innovative and in-
vestment model of Euro-regional cooperation. Today,
there are 7 technoparks in Ukraine that take part in Euro-
regional activities. Among them, we can highlight the
Yavoriv Technopark — the bug and Carpathian Euro-
regions, and Eco Ukraine. The cluster approach contri-
butes to the effective implementation of the innovation
and investment economic model of Euro-regional
cooperation. The experience of foreign countries shows
that the emergence of clusters based on regional specia-
lization increases the competitiveness of national econ-
omies. Clustering processes should be regulated by the
legal documents of the countries participating in cross-
border cooperation.

The basis of clustering within Euroregions is the
creation of scientific, technical and logistics clusters. A
scientific and technical cluster is an organizational
structure that includes research institutes, higher educa-
tion institutions, and enterprises where scientific and
technical developments will be implemented. The im-
plementation of the scientific and technical cluster in the
Euroregions will solve the issue of updating the material
and technical base of scientific institutions and higher
education institutions, increase the share of innovative
and active enterprises, increase the science intensity of
GDP, create new jobs and improve the export potential
of States. Scientific and technical clusters can be deve-
loped on the basis of existing technoparks.

Here, the Euro-regional cluster uses innovations as
a technology to achieve the region's competitive ad-
vantages and a strategy for future development. These
advantages include the possibility of promoting innova-
tive clustering in Euroregions by financing and partici-
pating in cross-border and Euro-regional cooperation
programs and projects.

Considering the prerequisites for the formation of
Euro-regional cluster formations, it is necessary to ana-
lyze the Euroregions as a single territory, which should
correspond to the equivalent selection of potential par-
ticipants in such a cluster.

Thus, in order to determine the areas of functioning
of a Euro-regional cluster formation, it is necessary to
determine the competitive advantages and specialization
of the border territories that are part of the corres-
ponding Euro-regional space

As for Euro-regional business incubators, this ac-
tivity is currently in its infancy. According to statistics,
there are 76 business incubators in Ukraine. In fact,
there are no more than 10 effective ones, and there are
no Euro-regional ones at all. Today, a business incuba-
tor is known in Rezina (Moldova, Euroregion " Dnie-
ster») [4].

In Ukraine, business incubators as a direction of
small business support are characterized by an evolu-
tionarily determined specificity. There are problems
both in the theoretical and methodological support, and
in the implementation of the business incubation con-
cept in practice. This is, first of all, the absence of a sin-
gle conceptual and categorical apparatus, the failure to
resolve issues of organizing financing and lending to
business incubators, and the involvement of highly qua-
lified personnel.

As part of the development of state policy at the
national level, it is also advisable to develop a state pro-
gram for the sustainable development of Euroregions
and determine the main priorities for their development.
In particular, the development of the border regions of
Ukraine will significantly improve the activities of the
Euro-regional formation by increasing the competitive-
ness of the territories belonging to its composition. It is
necessary to consider that we should support the tradi-
tional sector and industry inherent in areas that are mem-
bers of Euroregions, as well as save and that we should
use innovative mechanisms to stimulate the develop-
ment of the Ukrainian territories, which, compared to
other members of Euroregional formation may lag in
their development [9].

To this end, it is important to encourage coopera-
tion between scientific and technological centers and
small and medium-sized enterprises located on the terri-
tory of Ukraine and neighboring countries. It is also nec-
essary to make a separate emphasis on increasing the ac-
cessibility of certain territories located on the periphery,
developing infrastructure facilities, transport and com-
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munication, and thus contributing to improving the pro-
vision of social services to the population.

Conclusions. Defining the creation of specialized
infrastructures as a tool for activating the development
of entrepreneurship in various fields of activity, we be-
lieve that the main motivation for creating such a struc-
ture is to increase the self-sufficiency of the economies
of border territories, create the basic foundations for the
development of new enterprises, stimulate job creation,
develop cross-border infrastructure to support small
businesses, and increase the welfare of the population of
border territories through the development of entrepre-
neurship.

Successful implementation of the innovation and
investment model of Euroregions depends on sufficient
funding for projects and programs. Given the crisis state
of the national economy, the financial assistance of the
European Union plays a significant role in Euro-
regional cooperation.

Based on the above, the following development
prospects can be identified:

1. One of the ways to improve the socio-economic
development of Ukraine is to activate cross-border co-
operation by creating Euroregions, which are an organ-
izational form of cooperation between administrative
and territorial units of European States, carried out in
accordance with bilateral or multilateral agreements on
cross — border cooperation.

2. To enhance cross-border cooperation through
the implementation euroregionalmap structures it is ne-
cessary to use the innovative-investment model of de-
velopment, which as a result of General economic mo-
dernization and growth in the share of high-tech indus-
tries will contribute to improving the socio-economic
situation of border areas.

3. An important factor of adoption of innovation
investment model of Euroregional collaboration is the
creation of scientific-technological structures techno-
logical Park type, which unite scientific organizations,
design bureaus, educational institutions, industrial en-
terprises and promote the introduction into production
of scientific and technical developments.

4. Effective implementation of the innovation and
investment model of Euro-regional cooperation in-
volves the use of a cluster approach. The basis of clus-
tering within Euroregions is the creation of scientific,
technical and logistics clusters.

5. The implementation of Euro-regional structures
in practice depends on the reliability of funding. At pre-
sent, the most effective source remains the EU's finan-
cial assistance.
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IexanoBuu B. B. Moaexai inHoBamiiiHoi ingpa-
CTPYKTYPH B €BpOperionax

['os10BHOIO METOIO CTaTTi € BU3HAYEHHS MOJEICH
IHHOBaLiHHUX CTPYKTYp B €BpoperioHax. Came Ha cydac-
HOMY eTali pPO3BUTOK €BPOPETIOHAJIBHOTO CHIBPOOIT-
HHUINTBa B iHHOBaLiiHINA cdepi Ta Horo eheKTUBHICTH BH-
3HAYA€THCSI MOKITUBOCTSIMH KOHKPETHOTO PETiOHY 3 ypa-
XyBaHHSM BHOPaHOT MOJIEII iHHOBAIITHOTO PO3BUTKY, SIKa
(hopMy€eThCS i BILTMBOM Psiny (aKTOPiB: PiBEHb COIlia-
JIbHO-€KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY PETiOHY, CTaH PO3BUTKY
IHHOBAIIMHOT iHPPACTPYKTYPH, KaIPOBHIA IOTEHITIaN B iH-
HOBAIlilHIN cdepi, HAIBHICTh (HIHAHCOBUX PECYPCIiB IS
BHUPOOHHMIITBA Ta BIPOBAPKCHHS 1HHOBAIIiM, IHHOBAIlIlTHA
MOJIITHKA MiCIIEBUX OPTaHIiB BJIaIH, CTYIiHb JCPKABHOTO
BIUIMBY Ha IHHOBaLilHI npolecH y perioHi. Bzaemo3B'szox
ux (GaxkTopiB BU3HAYAE MOXKIUBOCTI JUII PO3BUTKY €BPO-
perioHanbHOTO CHiBpOOITHUITBA Y cdepi iHHOBaliH, a Ta-
KO IIISIXY TOA0JIAaHHS MEPEIKO]] aKTHUBI3aIlii IHHOBAITiHi-
HOT IisITbHOCTI perioHiB Ykpainu. Takok y cTaTTi po3riis-
JAlOThCsl IHHOBAIlIHHI 1HPPACTPYKTYPH €BPOPETIOHIB, IO
BeJle 10 KOHKYPEHTHHX IIepeBar periony i CTBOpEHHS pi3-
HUX Oi3HEC-yTBOPEHH B €BPOPETIiOHI.

Knouogi cnosa. €BpoperioHaIbHE CIiBPOOITHUIITBO,
iHHOBAIIi1, Oi3HEeC-IHKy0aTOpH, KIACTEPH.
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The main purpose of the article is to define models of
innovative structures in Euroregions. It is on the modern
stage of Development of Euroregional cooperation in the
innovative sphere and its efficiency is determined by the
capacities of a particular region based on the selected mo-
dels of innovation development, which is influenced by a
number of factors: the level of socio-economic develop-
ment of the region, the state of development of innovation
infrastructure, personnel potential in the sphere of innova-
tion, the availability of financial resources for production
and innovation, innovation policy, local authorities, the de-
gree of state influence on the innovation processes in the
region. The interrelation of these factors determines the op-
portunities for the development of Euro-regional coopera-
tion in the field of innovation, as well as ways to overcome
the problems that stand in the way of activating the inno-
vation activity of the regions of Ukraine. The article also
discusses innovative infrastructure of Euroregions, which
leads to competitive advantages of the region and the crea-
tion of various business entities in the Euroregion.

Keyword: Euro-regional cooperation, innovations,
business incubators, clusters.

IlexanoBuu B. b. Mojaenu MHHOBAIMOHHON WH-
(pacTpyKTYpHI B eBPOpPernoHax

I'naBHO¥ 11€/1bI0 CTATBU SIBJSETCS ONpPEACIICHUE MO-
Jereii WHHOBAaIMOHHBIX CTPYKTYp B E€BPOPETHOHAX.
VIMeHHO Ha COBPEMEHHOM JTare pa3BUTHE EBPOPETHO-
HAJIBHOTO COTPYIHIYECTBA B NHHOBAIIMOHHOHU chepe 1 ero
3¢ GEKTUBHOCTD ONPEACISICTCS BO3MOXKHOCTSIMU KOHKPET-
HOTO PErHOHa C yY4ETOM BEIOPaHHOW MOJETH MHHOBAIIHMOH-
HOTO pa3BUTHs, KOTOpas (OPMHPYETCS MO BIHUSHUCM
psAna (GakTOpOB: YPOBEHBb COIMATHHO-YKOHOMHUYECKOTO
Pa3BUTHSI PETHOHA, COCTOSHHE Pa3BUTHsI UHHOBAIIMOHHOM
HHPPACTPYKTYPHI, KaIPOBBIA MOTCHIAI B WHHOBAIOH-
HOH cdepe, HamMuue (PUHAHCOBBIX PECYPCOB IS MIPOU3-
BOJICTBA M BHEAPCHHS WHHOBAINI, ”HHOBAI[OHHAS TTOJTH-
THKa MECTHBIX OPTaHOB BJIACTH, CTETICHb I'OCYHapCTBEH-
HOTO BJIMSHUS Ha MHHOBAIIMOHHEIEC IIPOIIECCHI B PETHOHE.
B3anMocBs3p 3THX (aKTOPOB OMpPENeNsieT BO3MOXKHOCTH
JUIS Pa3BUTUS EBPOPETHOHANIBHOTO COTPYAHUYECCTBA B
chepe MHHOBALU, a TAKXKE IMYyTU MPEOAOJICHUS MPEIAT-
CTBUI aKTUBU3AI[MH WHHOBAIIMOHHOMN IEATCIFHOCTH PETH-
O0HOB YkpauHbl. Takke B CTaThe pacCMaTPUBAIOTCS WHHO-
BaI[MOHHBIC HHPPACTPYKTYPHI €BPOPETUOHOB, UTO BEIET K
KOHKYPCHTHBIM TIPCHMYILIECCTBAM PETHOHA W CO3JaHHIO
pa3IMYHBIX OM3HEC 00pa30BaHUi B €BPOPETHOHE.

Kniouesvie cnosa: eBpopernoHaabHOE COTPYIHHYE-
CTBO, MHHOBAITUH, ON3HEC-UHKYOATOPHI, KIACTEPHI.
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