I55N 2226-3780 MACROECONOMICS: ﬁ

PROBLEMS OF MACROECONOMICS AND SOCIO-ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

17. Izmerenie informacionnogo obshchestva. Mezhdunarodniy soyuz
elektrosvyazi. 2012. URL: http://www.itu.int/[TU-D /ict/pub-
lications/idi/material /2012 /M1S2012-ExecSum-R.pdf

18. Forming of informatization strategic prospects for Ukraine in con-
ditions of world economy globalization / Babenko V. O. et al. //
Scientific Bulletin of Polissia. 2017. Vol. 1, Issue 2 (10). P. 24-34.
doi: https://doi.org/10.15587/2312-8372.2018.124538

19. Sidorov V. I, Babenko V. A., Perepelytsia A. S. Clusterization
the Countries by the Level Information in the Conditions of
International Globalization // International Scientific Confe-
rence The Development of International Competitiveness: State,
Region, Enterprise: Conference Proceeding. Part 1. Lisbon,
Portugal: Baltija Publishing, 2016. P. 11-15.

20. Eurostat. URL: http://ec.europa.cu/eurostat

21. The Global Competitiveness Report 2015-2016 / K. Schwab (Ed.).
Geneva: World Economic Forum, 2015. 403 p.

22. The Global Competitiveness Report 2016-2017 / K. Schwab (Ed.).
Geneva: World Economic Forum, 2016. 400 p.

Babenko Vitalina, Doctor of Economic Sciences, Professor, De-
partment of International E-Commerce and Hotel and Restaurant
Business, V. N. Karazin Kharkiv National University, Ukraine, e-mail:
vitalinababenko@karazin.ua, ORCID: http.//orcid.org/0000-0002-
4816-4579

Perepelytsia Anna, Senior Lecturer, Department of International
E-Commerce and Hotel and Restaurant Business, V. N. Karazin Kharkio
National University, Ukraine, e-mail: anna.perepelytsia@karazin.ua,
ORCID: http.//orcid.org/0000-0002-2306-7975

UDC 338 (470.41)
JEL Classification: E61, F62, 033
DOI: 10.15587/2312-8372.2018.150767

ANALISYS OF GLOBAL ASPECT OF
FORMATION OF INSTITUTIONAL
INNOVATIVE STRATEGIES

O6’exmom docnioncenns € iHcmumyyitini cmpameeii tHHOBAUIUH020 POIGUMKY, W0 BPAXOBYIOMb MINCHAPOOHULL
paxmop. Cyuacrnomy ceimy xapaxmepii 2100a1bHa OCMYNHICMb, GIOKPUMICTG MA CMPIMKe NOWUPEHHS THPOP-
Mauyii 1 iHHOBAUIlL i 2100ANIbHOMY eKOHOMIUHOMY cepedosuui, eipmyanizayis, a 6i0max i HeKOHMPOJLbOBAHICD
pinarncosoi cpepu ma 3pocmanus poni inwux Gaxmopie erobanizayii. O0num 3 HAUOIILW NPOOIEMHUX MICUDb
€ me, w0 Ypsaou Maromy OLIbW eHermuUeHo UOUPAMU NPIOPUMEMU 8 PAMKAX MIHCHAPOOHUX NOJIMUKO-CKOHOMIUHUX
cmpameziii 3 Memoio NOCUNEHHS BLACHO20 NO3UUIOHYBANHS 8 Cepl KOUKYPEHU.

B docridacenni 6yno eUKOPUCANO AK KIACUUHI HAYKOGL Memoou (ananisy ma cunmesy, 102iunozo y3azaib-
HeHHs, AHAL02I, NOPIBHAILHOZ0 CNIBCMABLEHIS), MAK | CNeuudiumni Memoou eKoOHOMIKU BUCOKUX MeXHOL0ZIU ma
iHHOBAUTIHO20 MEHEOHMEHMY.

IIposedero anaiis e6om0uil iHHOBAUIIHOT NOLIMUKI MA BUSHAYEHO, U0 CYUACHA THHOBAUIIHA NOJIMUKA BUCTYNAE
AK 4ACMUHa 308HIUHDONOIIMUYHOL cmpamezii 0epicasu Ha MiNCHAPOOHIL apeni 8 YMOBAX KOHKYPEeHUil 3a punKL

Omelyanenko V.

MUYUHUL KOHMEKCM, 8 PAMKAX NPOYUECI6 3a YOMUPMA OCHOBHUMU HANPAMKAMU: PO3POOKa npiopumemis, po3nodi
O100Hcemy ma OyiHKa; Mexanizmu noxmuunoi Koopounauii; cucmema 63aemo0ii 3 308HIUHIMU CIMETUKXOI0EPAMIU.

IIpoananisosano enius mixcnapoonozo gaxmopy na cmpamezivny Oepicasny norimuxy. B pamxax maxozo
ni0x00y THHOBAUTIHA NOJIMUKA PO3ZASAHYMA AK CKOOPOUHOBAHA 0ePHCABHA IHIUiamuUea 3 MOOLNI3AUTI HAUIOHAILHUX
Pecypcie 3 Memor NPUCKOPeHHs MeXHOL0ZIUHUX 3MIH MA YMPUMAHHS JI0ePCMEa 6 C8iMOoeill KOHKYPeHii.

Busnaueno sasoanns cmpameziuioi anaiimuxu iHHo8ayiil, 30Kkpemd, PO3GUMOK CUCTREMU THHOPMAUILHO-ana-
JMUYH020 3a0e3neuenns IHemumyuiinoi 63acmo0ii no NPIOPUMeEMHUX HANPAMKAX HAYKOBO-MEXHIUHOL il iHHOBA -
uiinol norimuxu 0ns adanmauii Kpauw02o c6imoeozo 00c6idy ma supiulenis 3a60ans 3a0e3neuenis ehexmusHozo
BUPIULEHHS COULATBHO -EKOHOMIYHUX NPOOIeM. A MaKoxc inmezpayii YyuacHuKie iHHO8AYTIHOT CUCeMU Y MIHCHAPOOHI
HAYKOBL Mepexnci ma npoexmi.

3ae0siKu po3ensioy KOHYENMYarvHUX 0CHO8 THHOBAUIIHUX cmpamezill 3a0e3neuyemves. MONCIUGICIL PO3POOKU
6i0n06ioHol depacasroi norimuxu.

Kmwouosi cnosa: innosayiiina cmpamezis, 0epicasia NOJIMUKA, iHHOBAUILIE Mepeici, Cmpameziuna anaiimuka
IHHOBAUTU.

International cooperation in the field of innovation is
critical in the sixth technological order. It develops on the
basis of intersectoral interactions, and then requires the
involvement of resources from various sectors and different

1. Introduction

The relevance of research on various aspects of innova-
tion in the XXI century is due to the fact that the level

of socio-economic development of any state was largely
determined by its innovative level. It is based on intellectual
resources, high technologies, efficient use and qualitative
improvement of all factors of production.

countries, global space research projects, plans for the extrac-
tion of minerals in space and other similar global initiatives.

As a result, international relations began to center around
technology and innovation. The author of [1] precisely
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in the factor of technological transformation that accompanies
the transition from traditional to industrial society saw the
source of changes in the system of international relations.

Therefore, innovation processes acquire an international
character with a high degree of integration within the
framework of projects, which creates both qualitatively new
opportunities for the economy and challenges for institutions
that implement the tasks of strategic management. Under
these conditions, the task is development of appropriate
institutional strategies for innovation development that
will take into account the international factor and will
help avoid a kind of «shock of the future» for countries.

2. The ohject of research
and its technological audit

The object of research is institutional strategies of in-
novative development, taking into account the interna-
tional factor.

Global availability, openness and rapid spread of informa-
tion and innovations in the global economic environment,
virtualization, and then uncontrollability of the financial
sphere and the growing role of other globalization factors
are characteristic of the modern world. This requires govern-
ments to increase the choice of priorities and international
political and economic strategies in order to strengthen
their own positioning in priority areas [2].

The importance of research of innovative strategies
from the point of view of geopolitics is noted in the [3].
Based on a scientific-metric analysis, the author notes the
lack of research on the political aspects of innovation and
innovation policy.

From this point of view, it is possible to proceed to the
consideration of the object of research within the framework
of geo-economics, which can be defined as the strategy of
individual states to achieve national goals. The current
focus of geo-economics focuses on the economic power of
the state and its strengthening through the achievement
of technological advantages.

This fact is based on the ideas of Wallerstein concept
of the world-systems approach, the analysis of which relies
on the interregional and transnational division of labor, and
accordingly divides the countries of the world into a center,
semi-periphery and periphery. The countries of the center
have a corresponding specialization in highly qualified and
capital-intensive production, and the rest in low-skilled
production and extraction of primary raw materials.

The role of the innovative-technological factor is that
it brings dynamism to a certain distribution, that is, coun-
tries can change their status. In this context, we note the
possibility of a phenomenon known as leapfrogging, which
allows developing countries to advance technologically much
faster than the pace with which developed countries created
technologies of the previous generation. A striking example
is the use of information and communication technolo-
gies (ICT), which form the potential for economic growth.

From a strategic point of view, the traditional geo-
politics of the twentieth century in modern conditions
has changed by the geo-economy, which carries out the
economic «capture» of the territory without their accession.
The arsenal of means for such conquests is wide enough.
It includes traditional schemes, such as setting customs
tariffs, subsidizing economic sectors, concessional lending
and tax regulation, stimulates the development of prio-

rity areas for the state, and the like. The innovative and
technological factor is a complex and powerful possibility
of such capture due to dependence on the import of high
technologies and equipment, which in turn is a factor in
the specialization of countries.

The next aspect of the object of research is related
to the fact that the «nature» of the state is changing
under the influence of global innovative transformations,
in particular, questions of state sovereignty fall under the
influence of geopolitics and geo-economics. As a result,
there is a redistribution of state functions at a suprana-
tional and subnational level.

Based on [4], it is possible to determine the key task
in these conditions — the formation of a national innova-
tion system that would stimulate innovation processes and
ensure the receipt of the necessary innovation resources
in the context of the liberalization of international rela-
tions. In this case, the development of the world economy
changes its paradigm from market-hierarchical structures
due to globalization to the formation of a unified network
world economy. It is formed on the basis of cluster-network
development in the framework of national economies and
cross-diversified clusters passing through state borders.

Consequently, the complexity of developing national
strategies in such conditions increases many times. This
conclusion follows from the concept of Haken synergy, ac-
cording to which in a complex non-linear system only those
types of structures that provide coevolution and reach con-
sensus between its various elements are viable. This can
be confirmed by the Naisbitt paradox, which states that
the higher the level of the global economy, the stronger
its smaller participants should be.

In such conditions, the institutional environment of
business and politics is intensively transformed. Therefore,
the issue of the relationship between national and global
becomes a cardinal problem of public administration, re-
quires a multi-level approach within the framework of
system development strategies of the state.

3. The aim and ohjectives of research

The aim of research is development of a conceptual
framework of systemic strategies for the development of
the state in the framework of the implementation of geo-
economic interests in the innovation sphere.

To achieve the aim of research, the following objec-
tives are defined:

1. To analyze the evolution of innovation policy and
justify its international aspect.

2. To determine the content of the state innovation policy.

3. To analyze the influence of the international factor
on strategic state policy.

4. To identify the objectives of strategic innovation
analytics.

5. To determine the current toolkit for the implemen-
tation of innovation policy.

4. Research of existing solutions
of the prohlem

Research [1] focuses on new dimensions (factors) of
international relations, among which an important role
is played by innovation and technology. At the same
time, each state is faced with the issue of developing an
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appropriate strategic policy with a view to realizing na-
tional interests. Certain elements of such a policy are
found in the research [2], but the international aspect
requires more detailed details.

The author of the research [3] considers the theoreti-
cal and practical aspects of innovation policy, but their
international aspect requires deepening and concretization.
As an analytical basis for this it is possible to consider
research [4], which considers the network aspect of the
global economy. The risks of the global economy in the
framework of international rivalry are considered in the
research [5]. The research focuses on the fact that in many
cases states are actively involved in international economic
relations, deliberately distorting the competitive environ-
ment in the interests of their producers. The effectiveness
of state support often plays a significant and sometimes
decisive role for the competitiveness of its manufacturers.
There are technology markets that are monopolized as
a result of support by national governments. As an example,
the authors cite the production of airliners. Throughout
its existence (more than 100 years), Boeing Corporation
received huge government (mainly military) orders from
the US government, the technologies of which were then
used in transactions with the civilian sector.

Thus, the use of geopolitical economic instruments,
especially from the most developed countries, is extremely
ambitious. Developing into a complex system, in general,
they allow such countries to help their producers dominate
the markets they are interested in. Therefore, the state’s
position in the global division of labor directly depends
on the ability to conduct an effective international policy,
obtaining the necessary resources from outside.

In the modern global world, there are practically no
remaining autonomous states. At the same time, some states
are looking for self-reliance, not forgetting the necessary
allies, and the advantages of world trade, while others, like
Brazil, are developing regional economic unions. Others,
such as the PRC, choose an evolutionary strategy since the
mid-2000s. The PRC began to develop innovative com-
petences by choosing a course for the formation of endo-
genous non-borrowed innovations.

Due to the effects of networks, openness and mutual
reinforcement of connections within the global innovation
system, global innovation-technological chains of a high
order are formed (transnational players, including global
network actors). These institutional and organizational
forms have qualitatively higher characteristics of innova-
tive activity [6].

As part of a theoretical analysis to determine the content
of the bifurcation choice (it can be considered an analogue
of the strategic choice, which leads to institutional changes)
in the research [7] a number of such features are highlighted:

— direction of the trajectory of development of the

system of relations of states;

— content of the priorities of the main actors of world

politics;

— ways of realizing national interests;

— direction of development of international cooperation.

Let’s believe that technological shocks and changes in
technological paradigms and trajectories [8] can be consi-
dered as a factor of bifurcations, which allows to consider
the content of certain signs in the innovation sphere. Also
identified aspects can be considered in the context of modern
systemic innovative strategies analyzed in studies [9, 10].

The authors of analytical researches [11, 12] emphasize
that the countries — innovative leaders while implementing
their strategies with the help of information-network factor
forecasting and management. However, the research [13]
notes the importance of institutionalizing innovation policy
in each particular state and even sector. An example of such
institutionalization is found in the research [14] however it
is worth noting that it is the result of the institutionalization
of the coordinating role of the state in the defense sector.

Thus, the results of the analysis allow to conclude that
the question of developing the conceptual bases of the system
development strategies of the state within the framework
of the implementation of geo-economic interests in the in-
novation sphere is a promising task in the context of inter-
national rivalry between economies and innovation systems.

5. Methods of research

To solve the tasks in the research, both classical scientific
methods (analysis and synthesis, logical generalization, analo-
gies, comparative comparison, graphoanalytical methods),
and specific methods of high-tech economics and innovation
management are used, as well as the modern theory of interna-
tional relations. In particular, the following methods are used
to determine the basis of international innovative strategies:

— adapted decision-making methods based on the op-

timization of performance indicators for determining

strategic development benchmarks;

— system-evolutionary approach and comparative analy-

tics methodology for studying the role of innovation in

different periods in the context of groups of countries;

— technological analytics methods for determining tech-

nological dynamics and technological trajectory for cor-

recting the choice of national priorities and priorities
of international cooperation;

— methods based on the analysis of the strategic de-

velopment schemes of innovation systems and inter-

sectoral high-tech complexes;

— methods of searching for innovative ways of deve-

lopment and methods of complex economic analysis

of development policies.

6. Research results

In the international economic relations, states create
rules of the game for economic agents, that is, framework
institutional, organizational and legal, general economic
conditions for conducting economic activity, affecting their
behavior mainly by indirect methods (tax, monetary, etc.).
The final economic result is determined primarily by the
competitive interaction of these agents, and not by the
regulatory activities of the state.

Thus, the question arises in the boundaries between
innovation policy and related areas [9]. According to the
evolution of innovation policy, it is possible to consider
in the following stages:

1) traditional policy, focusing on research and deve-
lopment, that is, mainly considers the process from the
side of producers of innovations without reference to in-
novative demand;

2) the second generation of innovation policy considers
the potential of national innovation systems and clusters;

3) the third generation of innovation policy considers
the potential of innovative development, extends to other
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sectors and policy areas. Realization of this potential is
possible by stimulating intersectoral optimization of the
elements of various objects of innovation policy through
coordination and integration [10, 11];

4) modern innovation policy acts as part of the foreign
policy strategy of the state in the international arena in condi-
tions of competition for markets, investments and resources.
At the same time, the role of various interest groups, business
structures, producers and consumers, and other stakeholders
need to be added to the definition of innovation policy.

The implementation of modern innovation policy is possi-
ble in the framework of new institutional strategies that reflect
innovation trends [13]. This aspect is already included in a
number of analytical studies. In particular, in December 2016,
the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Develop-
ment (OECD) published a report on the development of
science, technology and innovation with a focus on OECD
countries (OECD Science, Technology and Innovation Out-
look 2016) [12]. The report provides an analysis of current
megatrends that affect science, technology and innovation,
technological trends of the future, and also makes a conclusion
about their impact on the trajectory of changes in state in-
novation policy. In the perspective of 10—15 years, the report
identifies the following trends of state innovation policy:

— development of the approach of responsible research

and development (responsive research and innovation),

including due to the expansion of public involvement
in the formation of science and technology policy and
the coordination of priorities;

— growth of experimentation in the formation of sci-

ence and technology policy (design thinking and ex-

perimentation in policy formulation and delivery);

— growing digitalization of science and technology

policy, including the use of Big Data analysis to con-

duct evidence-based policies;

— changing the state’s consulting mechanisms in the field

of science and technology policy (increasing the role of

big data; openness, attracting international experts, etc.).

Thus, the role of the state, including its geopolitical
context, can be defined within the framework of processes
in four main areas:

1) development of priorities;

2) budget allocation and evaluation;

3) political coordination mechanisms;

4) system of interaction with external stakeholders.

Within the framework of the institutional-technological
design, new strategies are based on the idea of the state
as a «dynamic catalyst». Under this approach, innovation
policy can be viewed as a coordinated government initiative
to mobilize national resources to accelerate technological
change and retain leadership in global competition. Thus,
it is possible to determine its systemic nature, which has
to be realized within the framework of relations like B2A
(business-to-administration or business between private en-
terprises and the state) and B2G (business-to-government).

This will allow to realize the strategies of the inno-
vation and communication model of strategic marketing.
Evaluation of the strategy of the innovation and com-
munication marketing model depends on forecasts and
assumptions regarding the trends of the global economic
environment based on the following elements:

— forecasts regarding the general state of the economy,

indicators of which are, in particular, unemployment,

wage growth, GDP, inflation, etc.;

— forecasting the strategic direction of technology de-

velopment.

For this reason, the government needs to constantly
improve the regulatory process, updating the regulatory
framework and attracting other institutions of the innova-
tion system. This fact leads to the need to create a system
of strategic analysis of the innovation sphere, which will
improve the efficiency of decisions.

Under these conditions, the overall goal of strategic
analytics of innovation can be defined as a meaningful and
formal description of the innovation system, identifying
features, trends, possible and impossible directions for its
development. The result of a strategic analysis should be
a system model of innovation policy and implementation
environment. Within the framework of analytics, compari-
sons of the planned strategic targets and real possibili-
ties that can be realized based on the influence of the
environment, analysis of the gap between them should be
carried out. It also analyzes possible options for systemic
innovation development and identifies strategic alternatives.

On the basis of this, it is possible to determine the
key objectives of strategic innovation analytics:

1) system analysis of leading areas of research and
innovation;

2) development of a system of information and ana-
lytical support for institutional cooperation in priority
areas of science, technology and innovation policy for
the adaptation of the best world experience;

3) solving problems of ensuring effective solution of
socio-economic problems, as well as integrating the partici-
pants of the innovation system into international scientific
networks and projects.

Among the key examples of the use of strategic ana-
lytics, it is possible to identify the following.

The first is based on the interdisciplinary nature of tech-
nology that can be analyzed through a multiplier. It offers the
opportunity to know in advance the time and economic power
of a specific impact on the innovation process, it is beneficial to
use this information, timely terminating unpromising projects.

Another example relates to the need for a strategic
classification of sources and components of the competitive
advantages of the national economy. Such a deepening of
the nature of the components and sources makes it pos-
sible to develop a multitude of necessary actions that are
combined into a targeted comprehensive program for sol-
ving a problem situation or achieving strategic guidelines.

These aspects should be at the heart of modern national
technology initiatives — long-term integrated programs to
create conditions for ensuring the leadership of national
companies in new high-tech markets with a planning ho-
rizon of up to 20 years.

In the international dimension, strategic analytics should
be aimed at solving the following tasks:

1) analysis of the best experience of countries in the
advanced areas of work in the field of science, techno-
logy and innovation;

2) preparation of information and analytical materials
for the development of strategic government decisions;

3) development of draft regulatory legal acts in ac-
cordance with the requirements of tools, strategies and
best practices;

4) collection, analysis and preparation of statistical,
scientometric and analytical data on science, technology
and innovation;

;32
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5) development of recommendations, substantive and
financial and economic studies on the inclusion of the
state in new international projects in the field of science,
technology and innovation policy.

Based on an understanding of the influence of the fac-
tor of international markets on the rate of development
of the latest technological innovations, the state needs
a methodological basis for appropriate institutional de-
sign. One such could be technology domain awareness
(TDA) [14]. This concept was developed for develop-
ment of the defense industry, which is in use of a detailed
knowledge of the field of technological innovation (the
space in which research and development in the civil and
defense fields intersect).

TDA is an information and communication structure that
brings together interested representatives of the government,
academia and industry, provides the necessary data for
decision-making in the field of defense technologies. It also
provides cost-effective options for defense strategy tasks.

In the framework of the practical use of analytical
and management elements of the TDA, the United States
Department of Defense considers the creation of internal
mechanisms as one of its tasks. These mechanisms make
it possible to successfully use the dynamics of commercial
markets in order to obtain and maintain initiatives in the
field of military technologies. To achieve this goal, the
launch of a third version of the Department of Defense
initiative Better Buy Power 3.0 (BBP 3.0) (a more effec-
tive procurement strategy) was announced. This version
aims to ensure military dominance through technological
advantages and innovations. Critical aspects
of BBP 3.0 include removing barriers to the

with representatives of the academic community and world
research and development centers;

3) optimization of long-term priorities and investment
in the field of defense technologies.

TDA and Better Buy Power 3.0 are important tools for
coordinating innovation processes in international economic
relations, including in the context of designing innova-
tion networks through experimentation in the formation
of science and technology policy. So, it is possible to
formulate criteria for international participation when in-
teracting with subjects of innovative activity from other
countries (Fig. 1).

The total effect of the international effect can be cal-
culated by the formula:

sum E=3 3 S (E(IS,y(IS;)~Tn ~T) =
=1 i=t j=t
=ZZZ(EIE((IEMU(IEki,-))—Tn -T), (1)

=1 k=1

i
<

where Sum E — the total effect of the integration of the in-
novation system in the global environment; E; — the effect
of participation in the network (project) I; Tr; — transaction
costs of the institution of administrative barriers; T; — trans-
formational costs of the industry (s) in which IE; operate.

An analysis of the international strategy of technology
transfer in the network form will be demonstrated using
the example of two conventional networks of different
countries (Fig. 2).

use of commercial technologies, increasing the
use of prototypes and experimentation, as well
as improving the search mechanisms for new
technologies and expanding on world markets.

To achieve the ambitious goals of BBP 3.0,
the following business processes in the field
of innovation are necessary:

1) providing products and technologies for

short-term use in the development of prototypes;

2) identification of opportunities for stra-
tegic joint investment in projects on which
the government will be able to work together

Partner Organizations Network 1
in the state A

Network 2

Fig. 1. Network international interaction of elements of the innovation system:
15; — innovation system of the i-th sector of the state j; IE}; — an element k of the

innovation system of the i-th sector of the state j

Partner Organizations
in the state B

Joint external priorities

Gain of innovative
capital

Common interest zone

v

Access to new markets

Access to technologies

Fig. 2. Improving the effectiveness of networks with international cooperation

TECHNOLOGY AUDIT AND PRODUCTION RESERVES — Ne 6/5(44), 2018

33—)



— MACROECONOMICS:

I55N 2226-3780

PROBLEMS OF MACROECONOMICS AND SOCID-ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

The developed scheme is based on the fact that, in
the case of high technologies, common areas of activity
are possible, since it is possible to combine efforts and
achieve the synergistic effect of cooperation between in-
novative subjects of various innovation systems.

International networking is consistent with the trend
of high integration. As a result, the geographical bounda-
ries of the cluster reflect economic realities and do not
necessarily coincide with the administrative boundaries. At
the same time, its formal geographical boundaries promote
interpersonal contacts and close interaction of agents of
the domestic market, stimulate the accumulation of social
capital, a critical mass of which is the foundation of in-
novative development.

7. SWOT analysis of research results

Strengths. The strength of research is the justification of
the strategic vectors of the formation of international innova-
tive strategies in the context of ensuring the realization of
national interests, economic development and social sphere.

Using the proposed approach will further develop crite-
ria for evaluating strategic innovative security, taking into
account technological dynamics. Consideration of strategic
innovation security in an international context will allow to
combine the strategic bases of its provision of the concept
of competitive development in international markets, as well
as allow for the implementation of a comparative analysis.

Weaknesses. The weak point is that the practical imple-
mentation of the innovation policy methodology requires
a systematic effort and strategic thinking and planning. It
is difficult to implement in the context of the dominance
of approaches and strategies based on obtaining short-
term benefits. It is also quite difficult to implement the
function of coordinating inter-sectoral cooperation in the
context of international influences.

Opportunities. Opportunities for further research are the
analysis of the experience of foreign countries, in particular
the United States, to improve the institutional framework
for the implementation of geo-economic interests, taking
into account the realities of the Ukrainian economy and
innovation system.

Threats. Threats of the research results and their practical
implementation are the rapidity of the innovation process
and the emergence of breakthrough innovations in various
technological sectors. This requires system analytics and
changes in strategic orientations, and requires coordination
of interests and coordination at various levels of government.

1. An analysis of the evolution of innovation policy is
carried out, and it is determined that modern innovation
policy acts as a part of the state’s foreign policy strategy
in the international arena in conditions of competition
for sales markets, investments and resources. At the same
time, it is necessary to add the role of various interest
groups, business structures, producers and consumers, and
other stakeholders to the formulation of innovation policy.

2. The content of the state innovation policy, including
its geopolitical context, is determined in the framework
of processes in four main areas:

1) prioritization;

2) budget allocation and evaluation;

3) political coordination mechanisms;

4) system of interaction with external stakeholders.

As part of the institutional and technological design,
new strategies of state innovation policy are based on the
idea of the state as a «dynamic catalyst».

3. The influence of the international factor on the stra-
tegic state policy is analyzed. As part of this approach, in-
novation policy is considered as a coordinated state initiative
to mobilize national resources to accelerate technological
change and retain leadership in global competition.

4. The tasks of the strategic analytics of innovations are
determined, in particular, the development of a system of
information and analytical support for institutional interac-
tion in priority areas of science, technology and innova-
tion policy for adapting best world experience and solving
problems of ensuring effective solutions to socio-economic
problems. As well as the integration of participants in the
innovation system into international scientific networks
and projects.

5. The actual tools for the implementation of innova-
tion policy, in particular, awareness in the field of techno-
logy and Better Buy Power are identified. As a practical
embodiment of the specified toolkit and strategic analy-
tics of innovations, it is proposed to consider innovative
networks.
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TOURIST SPALE

O6’exmom docnidncenns: € mypucmuuna indycmpis Yxpainu. Oonum 3 naubinour npodiemuux micup € giocym-
HICTD MYPUCTRUMHUX PECYPCIB CEIM0B8020 PIBHS A HEY3200XHCEHICIb MYPUCTIUYHOT NOJTMUKL, U0 00OMENHCYIOMb
memnu pocmy mypucmuunoi iHdycmpii.

Y x00i docnidxncenns suxopucmano KiacmepHutl ananiz ma Mooeso8ants memnie nPUPoCmy HauioHaivHozo
00x00y 610 mypucmuunoi disivrnocmi. Busnaueno micue Ykpainu ¢ mypucmuunomy npocmopi €eponu. AKyeHmosano
yeaey, wo Hauionaivie OizHec-cepedosuue He CRPUsE PO3GUMKY Cepu Mypusmy, HeeamusHULl 6NJAUE MAE PIBEHD
besnexu 6 kpaini, a chepa mypusmy ¢ Ykpaini ne poseisoacmvcs sk npiopumemua. Konxypenmuumu nepesazamu
Yipainu e oyinka modcvkux pecypcis, punky npayi ma oxopouu 300poe’s i zizienu. B yiromy nepedymosu ons
HALEHCHOZ0 POGUMKY MYPU3MY 6 docmamuiil mipi 6 Ykpaini He 6uUKopucmosyomycs.

Jlocrioxceno epexmusHicmv PYHKUIOHYBAHHS EBPONEIICHKOZ0 MYPUCTIUYHOZO NPOCMOPY, Y OMY YUCi i YKkpainu,
Ma 6UABLEHO 3HAUNT PEZIOHALLHI GIOMINHOCM 3G BEUMUNOI0 NPUPOCTIY HAULOHALLHOZ0 00X00Y 610 MYPUCTNUUHOL
distivrocmi. 3o0kpema, 3aznaueno, uyo ridepamu 3a ompumanum 0oxodom ¢ 2017 p. e maxi kpainu, six Kinp, Maroma,
Ipnandis, Jlokcembype, Ecmonis, Jlameisi ma Jlumea, sixi ompumanu ¢ 2017 p. npubausno no 250 man. don. CIITA
doxody 6i0 indycmpii mypusmy. Binvwicmv Kpain e6poneticokozo mypucmuunozo npocmopy (Beauxobpumanis,
Hidepnanou, @panuis, Icnanis, Imanis, Hivewuuna, Ascmpis, Ipeuis, lanis, Hopmyezanis, Qinasndis, Illseyis,
Benvzisi, boneapis, Illowvwa, Pymynis, Crosawuuna, Crogenis, Yeopuuna, Xopeamis, Qexis) 6 cepednvomy maiu
3POCMAnHs HAYIOHATLHOZ20 00X00Y 610 indycmpil mypusmy 6 posmipi 170 man. don. CIIIA. Busnaueno, wo Ypai-
Ha 3a pisHeM epeKmusHoCmi mypucmuyunoi imoycmpii 3aiMae OCManne Micue 6 €6PONeicbKOMY MYPUCTRUUHOMY
npocmopi (8 man. don. CIIIA spocmanns nayionaiviozo 00x0dy 6id iHdycmpii mypusmy).

3a605KU BUSHAUEHHIO KOHKYPEHMHUX Nepesaz ma HedOiKie poseumiy mypusmy ¢ Ykpaini sabesneuyemvcs
MONCAUBICMY 0OTPYHMYBAHNS 3A.CA0 MYPUCTUYHOT NOLIMUKU Y 8I0N0CIOHOCME 3 HAUIOHALLHUMU 0COOIUBOCTNAMU
possumiy mypucmuyunol indycmpii Yepainu.

Kmouosi cmoa: mypucmuuna indycmpis Ypainu, €8poneiicokuil mypucmuunuil npocmip, egexmusnicmo
Pynkyionysanns €6pPONeicbk020 MypPUCmuuHoz0 NPOCmMopy.

Sclyarenko Ya.

1. Introduction

In the process of tourism development, turning it into
a massive socially significant phenomenon, the issue of
effective planning and regulation of tourism activities is
of particular importance. More and more countries realize
the importance of pursuing a tourism policy, which is an
integral part of the country’s external and internal poli-
cies and a complex system of methods and measures of
state influence on the development of the tourism sector.

Tourism policy is based on administrative-legal, financial-
economic and socio-psychological methods of influence
and is implemented through the relevant state and non-
state institutions.

However, in modern socio-economic systems, the tourism
policy of the state is directed not only at the develop-
ment of the tourist market. It contributes to the creation
of conditions for the development of human capital, the
provision of employment, the growth of its income, the for-
mation of national and regional competitiveness. Therefore,
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