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Problems of formation and development prospects
of small innovative business in Kazakhstan

The article identifies the main problems of the development of innovative activity and activity of enterprises,
as well as the innovative potential of industries of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The authors of the article ana-
lyzed the indicators characterizing enterprises and the number of employees involved in research and devel-
opment. The authors highlighted the main reasons restraining the activity of enterprises in the field of new
technologies: low level of demand of industrial enterprises for innovative technologies; lack of financial re-
sources for innovative development; lack of highly qualified workers employed in high technology sectors;
lack of motivation of economic entities in the implementation of innovations; the lack of focus on business
development of innovative human capital. According to the authors, small innovative businesses have special
advantages in introducing new technologies: adaptability to new requirements of technological progress; the
ability to quickly diversify the specialization of production; flexibility in expanding the range of products.
The article offers recommendations on the development of small innovative business in Kazakhstan: the use
of a modern interactive approach; use of advanced technologies; attracting scientists to implement innovative
projects; stimulation of innovative activity of small businesses; development of partnership mechanisms be-
tween the state, private business and society.

Keywords: innovative business, innovative development, innovative activity, innovative activity, technologi-
cal innovation, innovative potential, innovative products.

The innovative development of industry involves the formation of new technological systems by creat-
ing fundamentally new forms of organization and interaction mechanisms of all participants in the innova-
tion process. The transition of the economy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to an innovative path of develop-
ment is possible only on the basis of accelerated technological development of all sectors of the real sector of
the economy. At the same time, it is important to take into account the current state in order to identify the
most problematic places and reverse negative trends, to form a selective scientific, technical and innovative
component focused on the implementation of reasonably chosen priorities that will ensure the successful de-
velopment of a comparative narrow field of promising technological breakthroughs [1].

Before addressing the problem of assessing innovation in the industry of Kazakhstan, it is necessary to
clarify the parameters for assessing the innovative level of the industry. In the economic literature, studies of
the category «innovation level» are mainly carried out for micro and macroeconomic systems. At the same
time, the presence of significant specifics of the innovative development of mesosystems requires its consid-
eration in the formation of a system of indicators of the innovative level. Let us designate modern methods of
analysis of economic systems used abroad and in domestic practice [2].

It should be borne in mind that the assessment of the innovative level of the economy is carried out us-
ing a system of indicators, some of which are not a criterion of effectiveness. Note that in the classification
of assessments of the innovative level of the economic system, the following groups of indicators can be dis-
tinguished: indicators of the result of innovative activity; indicators of costs for innovation; indicators that
correlate costs and results of innovation.

Currently, the monitoring of innovation in Kazakhstan does not include indicators that correlate the
costs and results of innovative activities of industrial enterprises, and the indicators of results and costs of
innovative activities mainly contain only statistical data, which does not allow an objective assessment of
innovation. At the same time, indicators of the ratio of costs and results of innovative activities are the basis
for clarifying the innovative level of economic systems.

In our opinion, the system of indicators of the innovation level, combining the statistical states of eco-
nomic systems, should be supplemented by a group of indicators that allow us to assess the nature of the dy-
namics of their development. Using the information of the Agency of the Republic of Kazakhstan on Statis-
tics, we will analyze the current state of science and innovative development of Kazakhstan [3].

Analysis of the main indicators of innovation will be carried out according to Table 1.
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Table 1
Key indicators of innovation
M 0
Indicators 2013 2014 | 2015 2016 | 2017 20;(7)1”31 %
gg;esm research costs in million | 376, ¢ | 33088 7 | 33466,8 | 43351,6 | 51253,1 147,4
in% of GDP 0,22 0,23 0,15 0,16 0,17 77,3
Number of organizations performing a1 414 424 412 345 81.9
research and development
The number of personnel engaged in | (304 | 15793 | 17021 | 18003 | 20404 125,1
development and research, people
Fixed assets of organizations en-| g5 | 55003 | 20811 | 295275 | 37950.6 |  197.9
gaged in research, million tenge
In% of total fixed assets 0,25 0,22 0,20 0,24 0,27 109,8

Source. Compiled by the authors on [4, 5].

The data in the table indicate that the internal costs of research and development for the period 2013—
2017. increased by 47.4 % and in 2017 amounted to 51.3 billion tenge. At the same time, relative to the
country's GDP, domestic costs decreased throughout the entire period, if in 2013 it was 0.22 %, then in 2017
it was 0.17 %, i.e. decreased by 22.7 %.
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Figure 1. The level of innovation activity

If we talk about the number of organizations that performed research and development, negative trends
are observed here, which are expressed in a decrease of 76 organizations. If in 2013 421 organizations were
engaged in research, then in 2017 — 345 organizations. It should be noted that the number of personnel en-
gaged in research and development in 2017 increased by 25.1 % compared to 2013.Let us analyze the main
indicators of innovative activity of enterprises according to Figure 1.

As can be seen from Figure 1, the number of enterprises participating in the survey on innovation for
the period 2012-2016. increased from 11172 in 2012 to 21452. Among the respondents, the number of en-
terprises with innovations increased 2.7 times, i.e. from 447 to 1215, which affected, respectively, the level
of innovative activity of enterprises, which from 4 % in 2012 increased to 5.7 % in 2016. In our opinion, a
comprehensive assessment provides an objective picture of the state and level of innovative potential
of Kazakhstan's industry. I would like to pay special attention to its qualitative characteristics, since in recent
years there has been an increase in the volume of industrial products and an increase in innovation costs, but
the level of introduction of new technologies in industry remains very low [6].
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Figure 2. Cost composition for technological innovations by financing sources, mln tenge

To analyze the structure of costs for technological innovation of enterprises by sources of financing, we
use the data in Figure 2. From the analysis of the structure, it is clear that the costs of technological innova-
tion are carried out mainly at the expense of enterprises. This, on the one hand, is a positive trend, on the
other hand, domestic enterprises for the most part do not have sufficient financial resources to carry out
large-scale creation and implementation of technological innovations in industrial production. At the same
time, the share of total costs in the country's GDP for the analyzed period ranges from 1 %.

Analysis of the costs of innovation includes indicators such as the wages of personnel engaged in de-
velopment; internal research and development costs; technological innovation costs. According to Figure 3,
we analyze the level of wages of workers in research and development.
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Figure 3. Average monthly nominal wage, tenge

As can be seen from Figure 3, for 2012-2016. the average monthly nominal wage of specialists en-
gaged in development is growing systematically, at the same rate as the average monthly wage of those
working in the economy. Throughout the entire period, it can be noted that wages in research and develop-
ment are significantly higher than those in the economy and in higher education. So in 2016, if the wage of
those working in the economy was 101263 tenge, then in the field of research and development —
123560 tenge. Nevertheless, the wages of scientists in Kazakhstan are quite low, which does not attract
young scientists to the field of science. Next, we analyze the costs of technological innovation by ownership
according to table 3. Kazakhstani enterprises do not seek to do research and development independently and
are not inclined to invest in the creation of new products. In this sense, even those enterprises that are en-
gaged in the modernization of production are relatively inert. They prefer turnkey projects when technologi-
cal solutions are already implemented in imported machinery and equipment.
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In general, the analysis showed certain positive trends for 2012-2016. However, if we compare the re-
sults with the indicators of developed countries, then we have not yet reached a sufficient level of innovative
activity of enterprises, and the efficiency of using the costs of technological innovation is not so significant.

The main reasons restraining the innovative activity of enterprises are the weak demand for innovation
from industrial enterprises, a lack of financial resources for the development of science and innovation, and a
shortage of highly skilled workers in high-tech sectors of the economy. In addition, the prevailing number of
acquired new technologies over the number of transferred scientific developments and technologies, which
indicates a low level of implementation of domestic scientific developments and technologies.

In our opinion, the state should pay more attention to mechanisms to stimulate the innovative activity of
enterprises, then the latter will be interested in scientific development and research.

To solve these problems, institutional conditions are needed, in particular, improving the legislative
framework and mechanisms of interaction between the state and the private sector, and the integration of sci-
ence and production. In this regard, information and analytical support is of great importance, since the re-
sults of marketing and technological studies of markets and industries will help identify niches in interna-
tional markets for Kazakhstani business. It is necessary to use the principles of coordination and motivation
to coordinate the activities of all participants.

The main tool for innovative development should be government programs as complexes that are inter-
connected in terms of resources, time frames and executors of events, providing an effective solution to the
most important scientific and technical problems in priority areas of economic development. Moreover, the
formation of a national innovation system and information market, as well as the creation of modern means
of communication, are important areas of stimulation and development of the domestic innovation economy.

This is due to the fact that for the creation and full functioning of the legal and regulatory system it is
not enough to adopt a standard set of laws, it is also necessary to develop mechanisms and a structure for
protecting legal norms that guarantee their mandatory implementation by all agents of the economy, includ-
ing the state. Compliance with these principles requires systematic interaction among all participants in the
innovation process.

It is necessary to create an effective national innovation system that would promote the promotion
of innovation with the participation not only of industrial enterprises, but also of research, design organiza-
tions, financing and stimulation of which should be carried out in close connection with a set of measures
throughout the entire research-production cycle. At the same time, the central role should be played by in-
dustrial enterprises, which form the demand for the knowledge economy, and it is they who transform
knowledge into intellectual capital. It is no coincidence that Kazakhstan’s lagging behind the global level
in the development of industrial production is based not on a low level of research and development, but on a
weak infrastructure of innovation and lack of motivation for producers to introduce innovations as a way of
competition.

Thus, the innovative development of the manufacturing industry involves the formation of new techno-
logical systems by creating fundamentally new forms of organization and interaction mechanisms of all par-
ticipants in the innovation process. At the same time, science acquires an innovative focus, and business —
the role of an active participant in the knowledge economy. Society gains susceptibility and motivation for
innovation, power structures activate the stimulation of the innovation process [7].

The place of any country in the global technological space is determined by an efficiently operating in-
novative system, that is, an effective system of institutions, which, with the help of its signals, allows you to
create one or another brilliant technological achievement at the necessary time.

The structure of the innovation system includes entities (direct participants in the innovation processes
and the institutions that regulate them), the innovation infrastructure and instruments of state support for in-
novation activities.

Participants in the innovation process are state development institutions, human resources in the field of
science and development (state scientific organizations, scientific organizations at national companies, pri-
vate research institutes, scientific personnel, research material and technical base), and the business sector
(innovative enterprises, private investors and managers of innovative projects, business angels, venture
funds).

The multisubjectivity of the innovation system ensures its stability, on the one hand, and inconsistency,
on the other. Therefore, it is important both to create new institutions and to stimulate the reorientation
of existing participants. In this regard, it is important to consider the state and development problems of the
entrepreneurial sector, which in the future will become the leading subject of the innovation process in the
country.
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In Kazakhstan, the institutional foundations of a civilized innovation system have already been created.
The legislative framework has been developed, the relevant development institutions have been created, and
programs to support innovative activities have been adopted. The state acts as the main initiator, organizer
and leader of the country's innovative development. Business cannot be considered as an equal partner yet;
its activity is, rather, of a point-like nature. Despite this, there is an increase in the volume of innovative
products (Table 2).

Table 2
The volume of innovative products in million tenge
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
156039,8 152500,6 111531,1 825974 142166,8 235962,7

Note. Compiled by the authors according to the Statistics Agency of the Republic of Kazakhstan, www.stat.kz.

In 2016, the volume of innovative products increased to 142,166.8 million tenge, which was a growth
of 72.1 % compared to 2015, and in 2017 increased by 93,795.9 million tenge, or 60. 2 % compared to 2016.

In general, the state of innovation activity of Kazakhstani enterprises can be demonstrated by assessing
changes in the main indicators of innovation activity (table 2).

A modern innovation system should be harmoniously represented not only by large innovative compa-
nies, but also in large numbers by small innovative enterprises. In developed countries over the past decades,
the importance of small enterprises in the innovation sphere has grown, of the 58 largest inventions of the
late 20th century (America and Western Europe), at least 46 belong to individuals, small firms, people who
have not achieved recognition in large organizations tion, to innovators from reputable firms (but of a differ-
ent profile). They are engaged in the development and experimental implementation of the results of re-
search, where there is a high risk, for a while they become monopolists, and then either sell the rights to the
goods or are absorbed. Large enterprises use small firms for pioneering work, and the authorities support this
process with a system of special incentives. In the innovation sphere, on the one hand, the flexibility and ini-
tiative (enthusiasm) of small enterprises is used, and on the other hand, the financial and production capabili-
ties of large enterprises. The advantages of small innovative enterprises are flexibility, the ability to quickly
adapt to the new requirements of technological progress.

This is especially important in the context of deepening specialization and diversification of production,
expanding the range of products, individualization of production and demand. Small innovative enterprises
master the production of small-scale, unique products. With the development of scientific and technical pro-
gress, markets for new goods and services are constantly appearing, the capacity of which at first is small,
does not require mass production. As the market is saturated, the primary demand for one or another type of
consumer goods is satisfied, specific groups of buyers form specific requirements for a particular type of
product. This leads to a demand for new models and modifications of existing products. Diversification of
products requires new materials, new processing methods. As a result of the transition to small-scale and
piece production from mass production, respectively, the optimal size of the enterprise decreases.

The construction and reprofiling of such enterprises require lesser costs that quickly pay off. There are
opportunities in a short time to establish the production of new products on a modern technical basis. There
is its own specificity in the forms of competition. Technological improvement of production is almost the
only way to survive such enterprises. In addition, small innovative enterprises have fairly high indicators of
the effectiveness of research work. In particular, the ratio of the number of innovations to the number of sci-
entific personnel in them is 4 times higher than in large organizations, and the number of innovations per 1
dollar of research costs is 24 times.

Sources of financing for such structures are mainly specialized financial institutions. They are orga-
nized as partnerships that from various sources (funds of large corporations, banks, personal savings, pension
and charitable funds, funds of insurance companies, donations, pension funds, etc.) form investment funds,
used to support and lend to small investment enterprises.

Small innovative entrepreneurship is based on enthusiastic inventors. These people, obsessed
with fundamentally new technical solutions, having created an experimental model of future serial produc-
tion, need additional funds and are forced to turn to external sources for capital. If such sources
are not found, then third parties enter the business, who are ready, with the appropriate serious scientific
and commercial expertise of the product offered by the developers, to risk their own money to obtain high
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profits. This greatly speeds up the process of creating a new instance. What could take 1.5-2 years, is carried
out within 6—9 months.

In addition, a small innovative business has complete independence, enabling the company to freely
change the scheme of work depending on the circumstances. This means the free choice of such research
programs that are priority at the moment and give quick practical results. Everything must be subordinated to
the achievement of the final effect.

The next advantage of this enterprise is related to the wide possibilities of qualified (talented) manage-
ment in all areas of the company’s functioning: from research to production and marketing of products.

Since small innovative entrepreneurship is very vulnerable, it needs government support like no other
type of activity.In world practice, various forms of stimulation of small enterprises and individual investors
have developed:

— direct financing (subsidies, loans), which reaches 50 % of the costs of creating new products and
technologies (France, USA and others);

— the provision of loans, including without interest payments (Sweden);

— subsidies (in almost all developed countries);

— Creation of innovation introduction funds taking into account possible risks (England, Germany,
France, Switzerland, Netherlands);

— non-repayable loans reaching 50 % of the costs of introducing innovations (Germany);

— reduction of state fees for individual inventors (Austria, Germany, USA, etc.);

— deferral of payment of duties or exemption from them, if the invention relates to energy saving
(Austria);

— free record keeping at the request of individual inventors, free services of patent attorneys, exemption
from payment of duties (Netherlands, Germany).

In Kazakhstan, a law was adopted to support small business, special programs have been developed, but
no special support measures have been identified for small innovative business.

We believe that for the current stage of development of the economy and society of Kazakhstan, the
characteristic processes are industrial modernization and the gradual transition on this basis to the post-
industrial type of development, which has yet to establish itself in the world. Therefore, it is still necessary to
develop and achieve widespread recognition of the concept of the formation of a post-industrial economy.
The only reliable and realistic scenario for the long-term development of Kazakhstan is an innovative and
breakthrough. The need for an innovative breakthrough scenario is dictated by the challenges of the 21st cen-
tury, the economic imperatives of globalization and the effective resolution of critical situations that have
arisen as a result of the modern recession of the world economy. In the context of the global economic reces-
sion and a decrease in the growth rate of reproduction efficiency, the establishment of a post-industrial tech-
nological mode of production, fifth and sixth technological modes requires a radical innovative renewal of
the production apparatus (fixed capital), significant investments in innovation.

The innovative and breakthrough scenario proceeds from the fact that with the transition to a
knowledge-based society, the establishment of a post-industrial scientific paradigm, it becomes possible to
use a combination of favorable factors, quickly overcome the contradictions and dangers of the crisis period,
and ensure the optimal trajectory of macroeconomic dynamics taking into account objectively existing con-
straints (primarily natural ecological and demographic).

This scenario can be considered moderately optimistic. Meanwhile, certain obstacles have ripened on
the path of this process. Firstly, obsolete technologies are accumulated and spread in the world, which are
imported on a large scale into countries of Eurasian civilization, including Kazakhstan in a modified form.
A stream of pseudo-innovations, that is, improved technologies, but outdated, is growing. This impedes the
implementation of the innovative and breakthrough scenario of the country's economic development and
finds expression in a decrease in labor productivity growth rates. This critical situation can be resolved on
the basis of growth in total investment in innovative economic renewal and their share in GDP, redistribution
of investment in research and development, development of fifth and sixth technological innovations. Sec-
ondly, the critical situation of technological development in the countries of Eurasian civilization is mani-
fested in the irrational structure of the economy and innovative and technological potential, which are fo-
cused on the priorities of industrial society and enhanced exploitation of nature. The solution to this critical
situation can be found by restructuring the structure of the economy and its innovation and investment sector,
increasing its share in GDP, focusing on the innovative development of human capital and resource-saving
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technologies. Thirdly, the technological gap between the vanguard countries and most of the lagging coun-
tries, between the countries of Eurasian civilization and between the individual regions of these countries, is
growing. This determines the low competitiveness of the products of lagging economies, the growing gap
between wealth and poverty.

The main scientific, technical and innovative potential was concentrated in avant-garde civilizations —
North American, Western European, Japanese. They spend on R&D 1.92 — 3.15 % of GDP (per capita —
from 1726 to 3690 dollars), occupy key positions in the export of high technologies (Euro zone — 29.8 %,
USA — 17.0, Japan — 9, 9 % of world exports). China caught up with the United States in terms of exports
of high-tech goods (and, taking into account Hong Kong, it overtook the United States), but is significantly
behind in the share of R&D expenditures in GDP (1.44 % versus 2.68).

Russia and Kazakhstan lost their leading positions in the field of scientific research during perestroika
and the crisis. The share of science costs in Russia is almost half the global average (1.17 % versus 2.28 %),
and the share in world high-tech exports does not exceed 0.3 %. The situation of Kazakhstan is even worse,
here the costs of research and development are only 0.28 % of the country's GDP. The global economic crisis
of the beginning of the XXI century. will widen the gap between countries due to the lack of the minimum
necessary own scientific, personnel and investment potentials for the development of new technological
structures [8].

The way out is in a partnership of avant-garde and lagging civilizations, advanced and developing coun-
tries, in order to bring together the level of their economic and social development. Fourth, a serious obstacle
to the innovative development path is an acute shortage of personnel capable of effectively developing, mas-
tering, producing and operating new technologies. We are talking about personnel at all levels of the techno-
logical chain — scientists, designers, engineers, technicians, skilled workers, managers, and civil servants.
It is not a question of their quantity, but of the level of professional training, their ability to introduce radical
innovations in their field of activity, associated with significant risk, but also with great success in the case of
the successful formation and development of new innovative market niches.

In order to implement an innovative and breakthrough scenario for the development of the economy and
society in Kazakhstan, an interactive approach based on assessing long-term trends in world economic and
social development, using a set of interactive methods and identifying priority areas of domestic innovation
activity is required. This approach involves the simultaneous use of a full set of project approach tools, stim-
ulating economic growth, and progressive institutional transformations based on strengthening the role of the
state and aimed at overcoming the negative consequences of the global economic crisis.

Thus, for the successful implementation of an innovative breakthrough scenario for the development of
small innovative business in Kazakhstan, it is necessary:

—to apply a modern interactive approach based on assessing trends in long-term economic and social
development on a global scale;

—use advanced technologies that enhance the competitiveness of products of domestic manufacturers;

— attract scientists to implement innovative projects that will enable Kazakhstani business to take a suc-
cessful position in international markets;

— stimulate the innovative activity of small businesses, as this will increase the degree of interest in the
scientific development of innovative technologies;

— develop mechanisms of partnership between the state, private business and society, while it would be
advisable to use the principles of motivation and coordination, which would allow coordinating the actions
of all participants.
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Ka3zakcTanaarbl maFblH MHHOBALUAJIBIK OM3HECTIH
KAJbINTACY MIceJieJiepi KoHe qaMy Kesenieri

Makanana WHHOBALWSIBIK KBI3METTI JAMBITYy JKOHE OCJICCHAUNrIH apTTeIpy, coHpai-ak Kasakcran
Pecrry6ikacs! @HEpKACiIT cananapbIHAaFl KOCIIOPHIHAApABIH HHHOBAIMSIIBIK QJICYEeTiHIH HETi3ri Mocenenepi
KeHIHeH aHBIKTalnFaH. Makanga aBTOpJaphl KOCIMOPBIHIAPIAAFbl TiKelel 3epTTeyMeH J>KoHEe o3ipieyMeH
aliHaNBICATBIH KbI3METKEPIEP/iH CaHBIH CHIATTAWTBIH KOPCETKIITepre Tajjay >KyprisreH. ABTOpIap
KOCIMOPBIHAAP/BIH JKaHA TEXHOJOTHSIAP CallaChIHAAFbl OSNICEHIUTINH TEeKeWTIH Herisri cebenTepi ariblm
KOPCETKEH: ©OHEPKACINTIK KOCIMOPHIHAAP/IbIH WHHOBALMSUIBIK TEXHOJIOTHSIIAPFA CYPAHBICBIHBIH TOMEH
JeHreliHiH OO0Jybl; MHHOBAlMSUIBIK JaMyFa apHAJFaH KapXKbl KapaKaThIHbIH JKETKUIKCI3AIri; FhUIBIMABI
KaXKETCIHEeTIH cajajapia >KYMbIC ICTEHTIH OUIKTLNIrT >KOFapbl KBI3METKEpJIEPAIH JKOKTHIFBI, JKaHa
SHTI3UTIMAEPNi eHri3yJe OSKOHOMHKAIBIK CyOBeKTIIep[IiH apachIHAAFbl KbI3BIFYIIBUIBIK BIHTACHIHBIH
Oommaybl; OM3HeC CyOBEKTINEepiHIH WHHOBAIMSIBIK aJaMH KaIlUTaJAbl JaMBITYFa OaFbITTalIMaybl.
ABTOpIapAbIH MIKipiHIIe, NIaFEIH HHHOBAIMSUIBIK OM3HEC jKaHa TEeXHOJIOTHSUIApALI eHTi3y OOHBIHINA epeKIie
apTHIKIIBUIBIKTAPFa Ne: TEXHUKAJBIK YIEPICTiH )KaHa TajJanTapbiHa OeiliMzieny; eHAIpICTIH MaMaHIaHYbIH Te3
opTapanTaHIBpy MYMKIHZIr; [IBIFApbUIATBIH OHIMHIH TYpJiepiH KeHedTy ukemzaimiri. Makanana
Kaszakcranaa marblH WHHOBAIMSUIBIK OW3HECTI JaMbITy Oo#bIHIIA OipkKaTap ychIHbICTap OepinreH: Kasipri
3aMaHFbl MHTEPAKTHBTI TOCUIII KOJJaHy; O3bIK TEXHOJOTHsIApbl Mal/anaHy; WHHOBALMSIIBIK CHUIIATTAFbl
yo0aap/Abl €Hri3y YIIiH FaIBIMIapAbl TapTy; MIAaFbIH OU3HEC CyObeKTiepiHiH HHHOBAIMSIIBIK OeICeHALTIriH
BIHTATAHJBIPY; MEMIIEKET, JKeKe OM3Hec jKoHe KOFaM apachIHIAFbI OPINTECTIK KapbhIM-KaThIHAC TETIKTEpiH
aziprey.

Kinm ce30ep: WHHOBaIWSIIBIK OW3HEC, WHHOBAIMSUIBIK JaMy, HHHOBAIMSJIBIK KBI3MET, HHHOBAIMSIIBIK
OeCeHITIK, TEXHOJIOTUSIIBIK HHHOBALMSIAP, HHHOBAIMSUIBIK 9JICyeT, HHHOBALMSIIBIK OHIM.

C.A. Koxabaesa, I'.C. Ykyb6acoBa, A.X. ['anueBa

HpOﬁJ’leMbl CTAHOBJICHUS U NNEPCIIEKTUBLI Pa3BUTHUSA
MaJIOro HHHOBAIIMOHHOI'O ou3neca B Kazaxcrane

B craTbe BbISIBICHBI OCHOBHBIE TPOOJIEMBI Pa3BUTHSI HHHOBALMOHHOMN IEATEIBHOCTH M aKTHBHOCTH TIPEIIPH-
STUH, a TaKk)kKe HHHOBAIIMOHHOTO TIOTECHIMAJA OTpaciieid mpoMbIuieHHOCTH PecnyOnukn Kasaxcran. ABropa-
MU TIPOAHAJIM3UPOBAHBI MMOKA3ATENH, XapaKTePU3YIOIINE MPEIIPUITAS ¥ YHCICHHOCTh Pa0OTHHUKOB, 3aHH-
MAIOIIUXCS HCCIIEIOBAHUSAME U pa3paboTkaMu. BeIeIeHbl OCHOBHBIEC TIPUYUHEL, CACPKUBAIOIINE aKTHBHOCTh
MPEINPUITAN B cepe HOBBIX TEXHOJOTHU: HU3KHH YPOBEHB CIIPOCA MPOMBIIUICHHBIX MPEIIPUITHI HA HH-
HOBAaLMOHHBIE TEXHOJIOTHH; HEAOCTAaTOYHOCTh (PUHAHCOBBIX CPEJCTB Ha MHHOBALIMOHHOE Pa3BUTHUE; HEIOCTa-
TOK paOOTHHUKOB C BBICOKOW KBaaM(UKAIMEH, 3aHATHIX B HAYKOEMKHX OTPACisX; OTCYTCTBHE MOTHBAIIUH
9KOHOMHYECKHX CyOBEKTOB BO BHEIPEHHH HOBOBBE/ACHMIl; HEOPUEHTHPOBAHHOCTh CyOBEKTOB OM3Heca Ha
pa3BUTHE MHHOBAIL[MOHHOT'O YEI0BEYECKOro KanuTajia. [Io MHEHHIO aBTOPOB, MaJlblii HHHOBAIIMOHHBIH OHU3HEC
o0JagaeT 0COOBIMH MTPEUMYIIIECTBAMU TI0 BHEIPEHUIO HOBBIX TEXHOJOTHI: alalTUPOBAHHOCTH K HOBBIM Tpe-
OOBaHMSAM TEXHHYECKUX IPOTPECCOB; CIIOCOOHOCTH OBICTPO MUBEPCHOUIMPOBATH CIICIHAIU3AINIO TPOU3-
BOJICTBA; THOKOCTh B PACIIMPECHHH aCCOPTUMEHTA BBITYCKAaeMOW MPOAYKIHHU. B cTaThe MpemiosKeHbl peKo-
MEHJIAIMHU 110 Pa3BUTHIO MaJIOTO WHHOBAI[MOHHOTO Om3Heca B KaszaxcraHe: MpUMEHEHHE COBPEMEHHOTO WH-
TEPaKTUBHOTO MOJX0Ja; HCIIOJIh30BAHUE IEPEIOBBIX TEXHOJOTHH; MPUBJICYCHUE YUYCHBIX IS BHEAPCHUS
MPOCKTOB WHHOBALIMOHHOTO XapaKTepa; CTUMYJIHUPOBAHHEC MHHOBAIMOHHON aKTMBHOCTH CYOBEKTOB Majoro
Ou3Heca; BbIPAOOTKA MEXaHU3MOB IapPTHEPCKOrO OTHOLICHHS MEXIy IOCYIapCTBOM, YaCTHBIM OHW3HECOM H
00111eCTBOM.

Kniouesvie cnoéa: VHHOBAIIMOHHBIM OM3HEC, MHHOBALIMOHHOE Pa3BUTHE, MHHOBAIIMOHHAS JEATEIBHOCTD, HH-
HOBallMOHHASI AKTHBHOCTH, TEXHOJIOTHMYECKHE WHHOBAIMY, MHHOBAIMOHHBIA ITOTCHIMAT, MHHOBAMOHHAS
NPOIYKIMSL.
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