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ɇɟɞɨɫɬɚɬɨɱɧɨ� ɢɫɩɨɥɶɡɭɟɬɫɹ� ɢ� ɬɭɪɢɫɬɫɤɨ�ɪɟɤɪɟɚɰɢɨɧɧɵɣ� ɩɨɬɟɧɰɢɚɥ� ɞɥɹ� ɪɚɡɜɢɬɢɹ 

ɜɧɭɬɪɟɧɧɟɝɨ�ɬɭɪɢɡɦɚ . 

ɂɧɧɨɜɚɰɢɨɧɧɵɣ� ɩɨɬɟɧɰɢɚɥ� ɬɚɤɠɟ� ɹɜɥɹɟɬɫɹ� ɧɟɨɬɴɟɦɥɟɦɨɣ� ɱɚɫɬɶɸ� ɫɨɜɨɤɭɩɧɨɝɨ 

ɩɨɬɟɧɰɢɚɥɚ� Ʉɢɪɨɜɫɤɨɣ� ɨɛɥɚɫɬɢ. ȼ� ɧɚɲɟɦ� ɪɟɝɢɨɧɟ� ɩɪɢɧɹɬɚ� ɋɬɪɚɬɟɝɢɹ� ɫɨɰɢɚɥɶɧɨ-

ɷɤɨɧɨɦɢɱɟɫɤɨɝɨ� ɪɚɡɜɢɬɢɹ� ɧɚ� ɩɟɪɢɨɞ� ɞɨ 2020 ɝɨɞɚ, ɧɚɩɪɚɜɥɟɧɧɚɹ� ɧɚ� ɩɟɪɟɨɪɢɟɧɬɚɰɢɸ 

ɷɤɨɧɨɦɢɤɢ� ɪɟɝɢɨɧɚ� ɧɚ� ɢɧɧɨɜɚɰɢɨɧɧɵɣ� ɩɭɬɶ� ɪɚɡɜɢɬɢɹ. ɂɫɩɨɥɶɡɨɜɚɧɢɟ� ɧɨɜɵɯ� ɬɟɯɧɨɥɨɝɢɣ 

ɩɨɜɵɫɢɬ�ɤɨɧɤɭɪɟɧɬɨɫɩɨɫɨɛɧɨɫɬɶ�ɬɨɜɚɪɨɩɪɨɢɡɜɨɞɢɬɟɥɟɣ�ɨɛɥɚɫɬɢ . 

Ɍɚɤɢɦ�ɨɛɪɚɡɨɦ, ɢɡɭɱɢɜ  ɪɚɡɥɢɱɧɵɟ� ɨɰɟɧɤɢ� ɪɟɣɬɢɧɝɨɜɵɯ� ɚɝɟɧɬɫɬɜ, ɚ� ɬɚɤɠɟ�ɩɨɤɚɡɚɬɟɥɢ 

ɩɨ� ɨɬɱɟɬɚɦ� ɩɪɚɜɢɬɟɥɶɫɬɜɚ� Ʉɢɪɨɜɫɤɨɣ� ɨɛɥɚɫɬɢ, ɦɵ� ɜɢɞɢɦ, ɱɬɨ� ɧɚɲɚ� ɨɛɥɚɫɬɶ� ɫɬɨɢɬ� ɧɚ 

ɧɚɱɚɥɶɧɵɯ� ɷɬɚɩɚɯ� ɫɜɨɟɝɨ� ɪɚɡɜɢɬɢɹ, ɤɚɤ� ɪɟɝɢɨɧ� ɫ� ɧɢɡɤɨɣ� ɢɧɜɟɫɬɢɰɢɨɧɧɨɣ 

ɩɪɢɜɥɟɤɚɬɟɥɶɧɨɫɬɶɸ. ȼɦɟɫɬɟ�ɫ�ɬɟɦ, ɜ�ɧɚɲɟɣ�ɨɛɥɚɫɬɢ�ɟɫɬɶ�ɯɨɪɨɲɢɣ�ɩɨɬɟɧɰɢɚɥ�ɞɥɹ�ɪɚɡɜɢɬɢɹ 

ɷɤɨɧɨɦɢɤɢ�ɪɟɝɢɨɧɚ�ɢ�ɞɨɫɬɚɬɨɱɧɨ�ɩɪɨɞɭɦɚɧɧɚɹ�ɩɨɥɢɬɢɤɚ�ɨɪɝɚɧɨɜ�ɪɟɝɢɨɧɚɥɶɧɨɣ�ɜɥɚɫɬɢ, ɱɬɨɛɵ 

Ʉɢɪɨɜɫɤɚɹ� ɨɛɥɚɫɬɶ� ɩɨɤɚɡɚɥɚ� ɫɟɛɹ� ɤɚɤ� ɪɚɡɜɢɬɵɣ, ɩɪɢɜɥɟɤɚɬɟɥɶɧɵɣ� ɞɥɹ� ɢɧɜɟɫɬɨɪɨɜ (ɤɚɤ 

ɜɧɭɬɪɟɧɧɢɯ, ɬɚɤ�ɢ�ɜɧɟɲɧɢɯ) ɪɟɝɢɨɧ. 
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One  of  the  most  striking  trends  in  the  modern  development  of  the  world  economy  at  the  

beginning of the XXI century, is a revival of an active interest in the industrial sector, the 



Ɇɚɬɟɪɿɚɥɢ�Ɇɿɠɧɚɪɨɞɧɨʀ�ɧɚɭɤɨɜɨ�ɩɪɚɤɬɢɱɧɨʀ�ɤɨɧɮɟɪɟɧɰɿʀ «ȱɧɫɬɢɬɭɰɿɨɧɚɥɶɧɿ�ɬɚ�ɟɜɨɥɸɰɿɣɧɿ 
ɩɪɨɛɥɟɦɢ�ɪɨɡɜɢɬɤɭ�ɮɿɧɚɧɫɨɜɨ�ɤɪɟɞɢɬɧɢɯ�ɫɢɫɬɟɦ», 18 – 19 ɤɜɿɬɧɹ 2013 ɪɨɤɭ, ɦ. Ⱦɨɧɟɰɶɤ 

 103 

purposeful formation of its progressive structure (technological and industrial), a significant 

increase in efficiency and competitiveness [1, p.3]. 

Innovative development of the industrial sector is one of the main conditions of creating a 

modern Ukrainian industrial complex, which can be a powerful engine of long-term economic 

growth of the state and respond to changes in the world market conditions. The technical 

development of Ukrainian industrial sector does not meet the current requirements and is 

characterized by unhealthy tendencies because of the low activity of industrial enterprises creating 

the advanced manufacturing technologies. It is necessary to identify factors which contribute to the 

process of technical development of the industry in order to provide innovative industrial 

development. 

The analysis of contemporary institutional research showed a comprehensive approach to 

modern economic models, in coordination with the social and political aspects of society. In the 

works of Ukrainian scientists A. Chukhno, L. Fedulova, V. Vishnevsky [2, 3], V. Dementiev [2, 3] 

shown that the state plays the leading role in institutional changes. Foreign authors R. Nelson [4], 

D. North [5], Gerard Roland  [6],  Avner  Greif  [7],  pay  more  attention  to  the  market  mechanisms 

and institutions in the development of innovative processes.  

The purpose of this article is to research the institutional conditions of the technical 

development of industry and their impact on the innovative development of the economy. 

Institutional support for innovation represents a set of measures, the used assets, the creation 

of conditions promoting to the normal course of the innovation process, the implementation of 

programs and projects, as well as maintaining the stable functioning of innovation subsystem 

economy and economic institutions.  

The transition to innovative development of industry and modernization of the national 

economy are complicated due to several factors: 

- the high level of material technical base wear; 

- the contradiction of financing and activity scales; 

- the low degree of receptivity of economy to innovation; 

- the dominance of personal financial profit due to the formation of fictitious capital, to the 

detriment of investment in productive activities. 

All these problems specify on the backlog of Ukrainian economy from the most developed 

countries in a number of indicators which characterize the development of innovation sphere in 

condition of inadequate institutional environment. Therefore, there is an exigency in formation of 

the implementation mechanisms of innovative type of development by the use of an effective set of 

institutions. Currently, the institutional organizations demonstrate ineffective work which is 
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connected with rate of application of reforms, and copying institutional structure from Western 

countries, without regard of national economy specific. 

The experience of reform in China as example of effective state building and harmonious 

economic development is of a great interest for Ukraine. The economic reform in China is 

inextricably linked with strategy of innovative development at the expense of raising their own 

science and education, the introduction a new technologies and products borrowed from abroad.  

Considering Chinese experience Ukraine should bet on the development of the real sector of 

economy, the development of productive capital on conditions of existence of a single reform stable 

center as well as observance of reforms gradual manner taking to account national identity and 

national interests. 

In modern conditions will be notable to use the German experience for Ukraine, as at the 

same time with the policy of economic order an important role is assigned to government regulation 

of economic processes. The experience of clustering is very interesting for Ukraine, because the 

cluster approach to industrial policy of Ukraine is not only the means of achieving structural 

changes, technological development of the economy, strengthening the innovation focus, but also a 

powerful tool for regional development.  

There  is  no  doubt  that  the  usage  of  the  UK  experience  in  terms  of  institution  building,  the  

union of the tax and customs services, which is considered the most successful and best in Europe, 

comes in useful for Ukraine. Considering the institutional conditions of the UK industry, it should 

be noted that the strict competition rules ensure the dynamics of the market, as well as strong 

government support of the industry. In particular, different methods like as fiscal, monetary and 

budgetary policy are used in order to improve the infrastructure of the industry.  

Thus, the experience of China, Germany and the UK shows that the establishment of an 

effective economic mechanism is possible only under a common favorable institutional 

environment in the state, moderate taxation, development credit system, high-quality education 

system, etc. Ukrainian state should work on the creation of such an environment condition. The 

usage of foreign experience helps Ukraine to considerably reduce the backlog of reforms. 

The creation of favorable institutional environment for innovation in Ukraine, in the long run 

is impossible without formation of the basic conditions for the development of entrepreneurship, 

property rights enforcement, support fair competition, struggle with bureaucracy, bribery and 

incompetence, improving innovation infrastructure and international cooperation in the area of 

innovation [6, p.129].  

In addition, Ukraine should take into account that the modernization of the institutional 

infrastructure should have an evolutionary character with the development of the economic 
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structure.  The  state  should  focus  on  the  systemic  effects  on  the  formation  of  missing  or  

underdeveloped elements of the existing infrastructure (public-private partnership, the network of 

national and regional specialized information systems, public framework program for research, 

etc.). 

Thus, an important component of the economic stabilization of situation in Ukraine has to 

become a radical change in the existed principles of modern production, namely the transition from 

outdate to the up-to-date technical base of highly innovative technologies, are based on the up-to-

date science and technological developments introduction and their wide application in modern 

manufacturing processes. 
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