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The paper is devoted to the issues of implementation of smart specialisation con-
cept into the regional development policy of Ukraine. The relevance of the issue is
related to the need of harmonization of the regional and innovation policies of
Ukraine with the EU standards, on the one hand, and to forced incorporation of
smart specialisation concept into the regional development strategies, on the oth-
er hand. The experience of the EU regions reveals certain peculiarities of the im-
plementation of smart specialisation in regions with low institutional capacity,
and therefore, their experience for Ukraine is the most useful. Therefore, the aim
of the paper is to identify specific features of the implementation of smart special-
isation in countries and regions with low institutional capacity and to provide
recommendations for its implementation in Ukraine. Thus, the paper studies pre-
requisites for the emergence of smart specialisation in the EU, which is related to
shortcomings in development and implementation of regional innovation strate-
gies that did not sufficiently considered needs of the regions, or were focused on
traditional sectors of industry.

The peculiarities of the implementation of smart specialisation in countries/regions
with low institutional capacity are also identified. They are related to strong focus of
strategies on building links between innovation development actors, but insufficient
attention was paid to the final stages of the innovation process. It is shown that such
countries and regions need to make greater efforts in the implementation of smart
specialisation through a substantial modification of the existing processes or initiat-
ing new processes in the domains of innovation and regional development policy
making. Since the choice of policy tools is a serious problem for regions and countries
with low institutional capacity, the paper provides a number of recommendations
from European experts on this issue.

In particular, it concerns the use of mini-mixes aimed at coping with a specific chal-
lenge or at developing a certain smart priority through the synergy / complex actions
of various types of policy instruments (regulation, fiscal incentives, grants, human
development and mobility). Considering the experience gained in the EU regions,
some policy recommendations on the implementation of smart specialisation concept
in Ukraine were developed. The recommendations are aimed at minimizing the risk of
distortion of the smart specialisation concept and at the development of more effec-
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tive action plans, in particular through broader involvement of European experts in
the process of the implementation of smart specialisation in Ukraine on national and
regional levels.

Key words: smartspecialisation, innovation policy, countries with low institu-
tional capacity
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Nowadays, much more discussions among scientific and expert communities
are centered around the introduction of smart specialisation in Ukraine's economic
policy. On the one hand, it follows from the EU-Ukraine Association Agreement
that defines the need to approximate national policy to the European one. EU has
already introduced the principles of smart specialisation. On the other hand, it is
related to the processes of decentralization in Ukraine, which increases independ-
ence of regions in developing their regional strategies [1, 2]. Another factor of in-
creasing interest in this topic is the intensification of the EU activities through the
Joint Research Center (as well as other international organizations such as the
OECD, World Bank, UNIDO) to promote smart specialisation in the world and the
activities of international technical assistance projects that stimulate the use of
"smart specialisation” when developing new strategies for regional development in
2021-2027 [3, 4]. The idea of smart specialisation was being developed in the
Ministry of Economic Development and Trade of Ukraine during the preparation
of Strategy of the Development of the Industrial Complex of Ukraine for the period
up to 2025. According to some experts, narrowing the area of application of "smart
specialisation” to the industrial sector is natural but it does not prevent the imple-
mentation of important provisions of this concept [5].

On the other hand, many questions and complaints of experts are caused by
the poor implementation of the approved strategies and similar documents, in-
cluding: the programs of development of certain industries. In our opinion, one of
the reasons is rather low institutional capability of the Ukrainian authorities. The
institutional capability determines the state's ability to set strategic priorities, to
coordinate the activities of different public authorities, to ensure coordination of
different types of policies, to conduct quality monitoring and evaluation [6, 7].
Due to the absence of quantitative indices to measure this phenomenon, OECD
experts use World Bank governance indicators, World Economic Forum institu-
tional indicators, etc. It should be noted that Ukraine belongs to the group of
countries with low average gross national income ([8]) with low efficiency of the
institutions' functioning. In particular, in 2016-2017 Ukraine was ranked 129th
on government expenditures efficiency and 99th on transparency of the policy-
making process [9].

Considering this, the aim of the article is to study and systematize the for-
eign experience of implementing "smart specialisation” in countries similar to
Ukraine in terms of institutional capacity and to identify opportunities for their
application in Ukraine. Smart specialisation is one of the modern concepts of in-
novation policy [10].
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The prerequisites for the implementation of smart specialisation in Europe. The
introduction of "smart specialisation™" in Europe began in 1980s, when the first of-
ficial documents appeared where the European Commission focused on the rea-
sonability of incorporating innovation into regional policy (see [11]). And at the
beginning of 1990s, the EC launched the STRIDE program — Science, technology
and innovation in Europe [12].

The increasing of economic development unevenness (as a result of the EU
enlargement, the accession of new member states and the global economic cri-
sis of 2007-2008) as well as problems with regional innovation strategies im-
plementation [13] actualized the need to strengthen the regional dimension in
science, technology and innovation policy particularly. This is stated in almost
all EU strategic documents, in particular the Communication from the EC on
innovation policy: updating the Union's approach in the context of the Lisbon
strategy [14], and the Europe 2020 Strategy: A European strategy for smart,
sustainable and inclusive growth [15]. The key task for member states on na-
tional level are:

— to reform national (and regional) R&D and innovation systems to foster
excellence and smart specialisation,

— to reinforce cooperation between universities, research and business,

— implementing of joint programming and cross-border cooperation,

— to ensure the diffusion of technologies across the EU.

As a result, the concept of "smart specialisation” was proposed. It is based on
the use of available opportunities and potential of the region for the development of
new activities arising from the interaction between entrepreneurs, universities, sci-
entific organizations, etc. [1].

The peculiarities of smart specialisation. While implementing the EU cohesion
policy in 2014-2020, the processes of "smart specialisation™ implementation in the
EU regions have been significantly intensified, a number of relevant guides and
training materials were developed that explain in detail the process of smart spe-
cialisation strategy formulation and implementation [16].

In contrast to the traditional approach to innovation policy, "smart specialisa-
tion" has to consider the following aspects [17]:

» the idea of smart specialisation is based on a comprehensive and integrated
approach to the identification and implementation of priorities that go beyond sci-
entific, technological and innovation policies. Thus, a smart specialisation strategy
should stipulate a governance model that ensures the development and implementa-
tion of a set of different actions aimed at supporting the priorities chosen;

* overcoming the path dependence as a common barrier to develop an effective
and balanced set of policy tools. On the one hand, informal norms and customs are
characterized by inertia and opposition to new initiatives and reforms. On the other
hand, there is increased resistance from those sectors or activities that have not
been prioritized but still have levers of influence. Therefore, when developing a
"smart specialisation” strategy, it is necessary to analyze the current types of policy
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in terms of formulating new goals and introducing new tools according to the prior-
ities chosen;

* increasing interdependence of national / regional economies. Integration and
globalization processes lead to increased international economic links, so a justi-
fied choice of smart specialisation priorities will determine the possible place of the
region in the global value-added chains. Therefore, smart specialisation strategies
should take into account the features of foreign direct investment, include measures
to encourage the inflow of innovative talents, the establishment of cross-border
(interregional) clusters, as well as measures to internationalize the activities of en-
terprises and companies;

* active search and cooperation with regions which have complementary priori-
ties, the creation of interregional partnerships and networks to enhance the role of
regions in international value-added chains. At the same time, the regions need to
be aware of the potential negative effects in some areas caused by the focus on new
priorities;

* transition from operational management to strategic policy. However, each
priority area can have different goals and obstacles to achieving them and a set of
policy tools must be developed for each area separately.

These aspects complicate the process of scientific and technological and inno-
vation policy development, especially in less-developed regions. On the one hand,
these regions have a much lower capabilities of innovative actors — universities,
scientific institutions, enterprises. On the other hand, they have a lower level of
institutional capacity and efficiency of public authorities [18]. This underlines the
need to anticipate, in the innovation policy of the less-developed regions, the tools
and mechanisms for the building-up of innovation systems in sectors and areas that
correspond to the chosen priorities.

Smart specialisation in less developed regions with low institutional capacity.
The experience of implementing smart specialisation in EU countries allows us to
highlight the inherent particularities in such regions. In particular, I. Rotaru points
out that in less developed regions the focus is predictably on the links between
business and research institutions and universities. The issues of financial support
for appropriate steps, ways of attracting private resources to their implementation,
as well as the problem of lack of competence of national experts in international
issues are of extremely importance. However, in such countries, the implementa-
tion of smart specialisation strategies usually requires formalized mechanisms [19].
This finding is correlated with the results of a survey conducted in the EU regions
among the public authorities responsible for the implementation of smart speciali-
sation strategies in mid-2013 [20]. According to these findings, the new EU mem-
ber states (they are mostly less developed) implemented smart specialisation
through a substantial modification of the existing policy-making processes. To
some extent, this is due to a lower level of institutional development, as initiating
and introducing completely new processes is a more complex task. Another prob-
lem for less developed countries is the lack of focus on science and technology pol-
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icy on the final stages of the innovation process: engineering, the developing of
industrial design, etc. At the same time, it is important to balance between the need
to change focus and the risks that result from such changes. In general, research
policy must be harmonized with other policies: industrial, foreign investments pol-
icies, etc. [6]. Therefore, S. Radosevic advises to use policy instruments that are
not as effective in developed countries (best practice) as they correspond to the
level of institutional capacity of the country / region (best match). It is useful to
involve external experts for identification of such instruments and their relevance
to the institutional capacity [6].

However, in our opinion in Ukraine this does not even guarantee the improve-
ment of the quality of innovation policy because the involvement of external ex-
perts requires adequate implementation of the recommendations provided. In
Ukraine there is a practice when such recommendations are not implemented or are
implemented slowly. An example of this is the slow implementation of the provi-
sions of the Law of Ukraine "On Scientific and Technical Activities" and the im-
plementation of the recommendations of European experts provided in the Peer
Review report on the Ukrainian Research and Innovation System prepared under
the EU Framework Programme for Research & Innovation "Horizon 2020" in 2017
[21]. However, in January 2019, the Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine
reported about significant progress on most of the recommendations.

The introduction of smart specialisation provides for the involvement of a wide
range of stakeholders to identify priorities and to develop activities for their im-
plementation. According to the European experience, about 60% of these stake-
holders are in the business and science sectors and independent experts. The repre-
sentatives of other stakeholder groups with a specific interest are involved slightly
less often [20]. In addition, the dominance of science representatives and the low
level of involvement of civil society actors and business from peripheral areas [22]
reduce the quality of the process of entrepreneurial discovery (in other words,
search for new activities and opportunities arising while stakeholders are interact-
ing). The entrepreneurial discovery is among crucial stages in identifying priority
areas of smart specialisation in the region and country. Also, low involvement of
businesses representatives hampers the shift from the development of science to
innovation and the use of existing knowledge and technology in the economy. This
fact is emphasized by the developer of the European concept of smart specialisa-
tion D. Foray with colleagues [23].

Stakeholder involvement in the process of smart specialisation implementation
in the vast majority of regions in the EU has been achieved through the creation of
working groups and holding focus groups, expert meetings and public consulta-
tions, etc. The methods like roadmapping and foresight were used in about 30% of
the regions.

The tools for implementing smart specialisation. When choosing the tools, the
European experts advise avoiding a sectoral approach, focusing on more detailed
level of economic activities, especially those of a multidisciplinary nature. Due to
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the large number of the policy tool types for smart specialisation (Table 1) and to
facilitate the task of developing and shaping innovation policy tools, the EU ex-
perts recommend the use of policy mini-mixes [17]. They are focused at specific
area or solution of a particular problem through synergy / integrated action of dif-
ferent types of instruments (regulation, fiscal incentives, grants, etc). At the same
time, this set of tools may include those that are not directly related to science,
technology or innovation policy [25].

Table 1
The types of policy tools for implementing
a "'smart specialisation' strategy

Policy tools Remarks
The most common tool to serve needs of actors in smart
Institutes, competence  [specialisation. They can be created as new organizations
centers dealing with (for example, a new specialized center for food-oriented
selected areas in biotechnology) or emerge from the evolution of existing
particular spheres ones (for example, in reorienting university missions to
_ serve new regional areas of specialisation)
g Thematic R&D funded This tool is in_c.reasingly being usgd, _along. with oth.ersj,.to
E stimulate specific research topics in line with the priorities
'S |programs -
= of smart specialisation
Incentive systems under R&D funding programs that
Bonus systems provide better conditions for projects in priority areas (less
frequently used than thematic programs)
It is used with the caveat that it should not be identified
Cluster policy with a set of smart specialisation tools and should follow|
face conditions to be effective [24]
Useful for improving entrepreneurial discovery process in
more experimental way. However, there is a risk that they,
S N will be converted into one-time stocks that have little effect
S [Special pilot and search - .
= Ibrojects on existing sgt; of mstruments._ _ N
< Thus, the ability of the authorities to create the conditions
and mechanisms to upscale successful experiments is
essential

Source: is based on [17].

As the low level of interaction between science, universities and business is
one of the key problems of less-developed regions, it is advisable to use a poli-
cy mini-mix to stimulate public-private partnerships in the field of R&D. It has
been developed by EU experts on the results of evaluating the effects of the use
of various innovation and scientific and technological policy instruments. It
includes [25]:

« the establishment of competence centers and centers for joint applied R&D;

« the programs of joint R&D between science and business;

* the formation of technology transfer units in scientific institutions and uni-

versities;
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* the mobility programs between industry and science / universities;

« the establishment of business-related offices / offices in universities;

* supporting clusters and competitiveness poles, as well as science and technol-
ogy parks.

A number of caveats should be made about the last item, because in the classi-
cal sense, clusters are designed to increase the effectiveness of the companies in-
volved only. However, under certain conditions clusters can promote smart special-
isation, so they should not be discarded from the policy agenda. Such conditions
are: the activity of the cluster in the new perspective directions that are defined as
priorities of smart specialisation; stimulating the circulation of new knowledge be-
tween cluster members representing different activities, etc. [24].

The Republic of Slovenia as an example of best match in the use of "smart spe-
cialisation". In our view, Slovenia is one of the most interesting examples of selec-
tion and developing of innovative policy instruments based on the principles of
smart specialisation. When smart specialisation was introduced in the EU, the qual-
ity of public administration in this country was considered relatively low [26]. Ac-
cording to the level of economic development, Slovenia is a middle-income coun-
try (GDP per capita in 2017 was 85% of the EU-28 average) [27].

In 2015, Slovenia developed its own Slovenian Smart Specialisation Strategy
(S4) that combined a number of strategic documents and a list of necessary activi-
ties, including: Slovenian Development Strategy (SDS), Research and Innovation
Development Strategy, Slovenian Industry Policy and the Digital Agenda. The
main purpose of S4 is to develop and implement sustainable technologies and ser-
vices for healthy living based on medium- and high-tech solutions in niche seg-
ments. In this respect, clear quantitative indicators are set up that are planned to be
achieved by 2023 [28]. It should be noted that the first principle of S4 implementa-
tion is that the set of necessary tools should be consistent with technological devel-
opment, time intervals and project size.

Slovenia is planning to achieve its objectives by using two groups of instru-
ments: direct actions and actions to build an innovative ecosystem [29]. The first
ones should be tax credits in the amount of 100% of R&D expenditures and 40% of
investments in equipment and intangible assets. In addition, there are such pro-
grams as:

- joint projects at stages 3—6 according to Technology readiness levels (TRLS)
funded by the Ministry of Education, Science and Sport;

- scientific and technological developments at stages 6-9 of TRLs funded by the
Ministry of Economic Development and Technology;

- the support of small innovative projects from 50 to 200 thousand euros; loan
program from the Slovenian Export and Development Bank for projects of scien-
tific, technological and innovative character, etc.

The program of support for pilot and demonstration projects as well as support
measures for small and medium-sized entrepreneurship (SME) is being devel-
oped too.
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Direct action also includes supporting research infrastructure in priority areas of
smart specialisation and funding young researchers in collaborative projects (start-
ed in mid-2018).

Support for strategic research and innovation partnerships has been included in
the development of innovative ecosystems in Slovenia. Nine partnerships have al-
ready been formed in the priority areas of smart specialisation, namely [30]:

e  "smart cities and communities™ (156 participants);

"smart homes", including wooden ones (73 participants);

e anetwork for the transition to a circular economy (67 participants);
e sustainable food production (182 participants);

e sustainable tourism (45 participants);

e factories of the future (76 participants);

e health — medicine (50 participants);

e mobility (97 participants);

o the development of materials as goods (37 participants).

These partnerships bring together business (more than 80% of participants), re-
search institutions (including universities), government and municipal authorities
and innovation intermediaries, consumers of innovation and civil society organiza-
tions and have the long-term relationships.

In the field of education, Slovenia envisages measures such as the introduction
of national scholarships according to the smart specialisation priorities, updating of
educational programs in line with business needs and priorities, especially in the
field of vocational education; aligning career centers with smart specialisation pri-
orities through close partnerships; and systematic stimulation of entrepreneurship
and creativity at all levels of the educational vertical.

Special attention is paid to mechanisms, including financial support, stimulating
breakthrough innovation and creating an enabling innovation environment. These
include the creation of the Centre for Creativity that was launched at the end of
2017. It is also planned to create a Future Laboratory that will bring together mul-
tidisciplinary teams of cutting-edge, thinkers, designers and artists from Slovenia
and abroad to envision the needs, explore the alternatives and inspire both develop-
ers and customers. In the same direction, other actions will be developed to imple-
ment services for commercialization of development on the priorities of smart spe-
cialisation and the development of startup culture in general.

What should we consider when implementing smart specialisation in Ukraine?
In the light of the recommendations of European experts and the experience of de-
veloping countries it is advisable to take the following into account when develop-
ing and implementing the principles of smart specialisation in the socio-economic
policies of Ukraine and its regions.

Firstly, since the smart specialisation is based on R&D and innovations, the rel-
evant principles should be incorporated into the strategies and programs of scien-
tific and technological and innovative development of Ukraine and the regions.
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Secondly, the development of a smart specialisation strategy should be under-
taken by at least three line ministries: the Ministry of Education and Science
(MES) of Ukraine — it should be responsible for education, science and innovation
policy; the Ministry of Regional Development, Construction and Housing and
Communal Services of Ukraine — it should be responsible for regional policy; the
Ministry of Economic Development and Trade of Ukraine — it should be responsi-
ble for industrial and economic policy, SME development policy, etc. It is also ad-
visable to involve in smart specialisation the Ministry of Social Policy of Ukraine
because it deals with issues of labor markets development. In principle, the first
three ministries are currently involved in discussing the issues of smart specialisa-
tion and developing institutional capacity, but each of them has a slightly different
vision of smart specialisation. For example, while considering smart specialisation
in the context of an industrial development strategy, the Ministry of Economic De-
velopment and Trade of Ukraine mainly refers to sectors or types of industrial ac-
tivity. The Ministry of Regional Development, Construction and Housing and
Communal Services of Ukraine considers that smart specialisation is an integral
part of the regional development strategy that is reflected in the changes to the
Methodology for development, monitoring and evaluation of performance of re-
gional development strategies and plans for their implementation, approved by the
Decree of the Ministry of Regional Development, Construction and Housing and
Communal Services of December 27, 2018 No. 373. While the MES assumes that
the regions will prioritize innovation based on smart specialisation according to
current global trends.

Thirdly, smart specialisation involves the coordination of different types of pol-
icies and their orientation towards economic development due to the selected prior-
ities of smart specialisation. These priorities can be considered as the next genera-
tion of priorities of innovation activity, including the regional one. The
implementation of these priorities unlike the current approach will entail the efforts
of all stakeholders to innovation development. However, the priorities of smart
specialisation should be consistent with the priorities of the state development.

By now, Ukraine has not identified a system of strategic priorities, but there is a
system of priority areas for innovation by 2021 and for the development of science
and technology by 2020, including thematic areas. It should be noted that strategic
priorities are set for a ten-year period while medium-term priorities are set for a
five-year period. In December 2016, the respective priority directions of innovation
activity on the national level for the period 2017-2021 were approved and in Octo-
ber 2017 — those on the industry-specific levels. There are provisions for the re-
gional level priorities; however, the regions did not actually determine the medium-
term priority directions of innovation activity of the regional level on the basis of
strategic and national medium-term priorities of innovation activity [31].

Another issue that needs to be considered when implementing smart specialisa-
tion in Ukraine is the large variety of poorly coordinated strategic documents.
From time to time, measures to implement one strategy may relate to the scope of
another, but such identities are not properly reflected in the texts of the documents
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(unlike in European practice). The following strategies may be involved in innova-
tive development such as: The Energy Strategy of Ukraine until 2035, the Strategy
for Small and Medium-sized Enterprise Development in Ukraine until 2020, the
Strategy of the state migration policy of Ukraine for the period up to 2025, the
State Strategy of Regional Development for the period until 2020, the State Policy
Strategy for Healthy and Active Longevity of the Population till 2022, the Strategy
of the Military and Industrial Complex of Ukraine development till 2028, the Na-
tional Transport Strategy of Ukraine 2030, Ukraine High-Tech Industries Devel-
opment Strategy till 2025, and the Strategy for Innovation Development that are
endorsed or approved by the government. All these and other strategic documents
should be considered when setting priorities for smart specialisation, especially at
national level.

There are also initiatives from the business to develop strategic documents. In
particular, in January 2019 the draft Strategy for the development of the chemical
industry up to 2030 was presented. It was developed with the assistance of the Fed-
eration of Employers of Ukraine and the Ukrainian Chemists Union. The draft of
the National Strategy Industry 4.0, was developed by Association of Industrial Au-
tomation of Ukraine. It was developed under the request from the government but
still is not adopted. In identifying areas of smart specialisation, such initiatives
should be given some preference, as it presents a business position that increases its
chances of participating in initiatives and this will have a positive impact on the
development of relevant sectors and regions.

Fourthly, in the case of Ukraine, it is necessary to take into account not only
the best practices, but also the experience of countries with a similar level of in-
stitutional capacity, in particular, the experience of Slovenia in developing a
smart specialisation strategy at the national level. In addition, it is advisable to
study the experience of regions with low levels of innovative development and
scientific potential, as majority of Ukrainian regions have low level of the scien-
tific, technical and innovative activity. For example, in Volyn, Zhytomyr, Trans-
carpathian and Khmelnytsky regions, the number of organizations conducting
scientific research ranged from 8 to 9 units. On the other hand, almost 60% of all
scientific institutions of Ukraine are located in only 4 regions. With this in mind,
it is advisable to consider the issue of interregional co-operation in relation to
joint R&D when developing and implementing smart specialisation. The experi-
ence of some Polish regions, by the way, testifies to the risks of simplifying and
narrowing the priorities of smart specialisation to the areas of local companies'
R&D [32].

The success of the smart specialisation development and implementation in
Ukraine will depend primarily on several key institutional factors:

* the political will of the Government and regional leaders to develop an effec-
tive strategy. Most of the strategies that have been developed and adopted in
Ukraine were not implemented or fully implemented due to insufficient funding.
E.g. the Concept for the Development of Digital Economy and Society in Ukraine
is being implemented selectively and continues to face delays;

146 ISSN 2663-6557. Economy and Forecasting. 2019, 2



Foreign practices of smart specialisation and possibilities... @

* the allocation of sufficient resources to implement the strategy. This is not just
about the financial resources needed to finance specific projects and R&D, stimu-
lating innovation, training for new priority areas, but also about institutional re-
sources, and those people who will develop certain regulatory acts for the imple-
mentation of smart specialisation” The sources of funding of activities and projects
of smart specialisation by the state may be the funds of the State Regional Devel-
opment Fund (with the appropriate amendments to the regulatory acts), those of
regional and city budgets, amalgamated territorial communities, etc;

« the involvement of professional facilitators among European experts who have
experience in developing or implementing smart specialisation in countries / re-
gions with low quality institutional environment. This is quite important consider-
ing the risk of misunderstanding or incomplete understanding of the smart speciali-
sation concept and ensuring the high quality of the process of developing smart
specialisation strategies and the corresponding action plans for their implementa-
tion. For example, the government requires regions to develop regional develop-
ment strategies based on smart specialisation in 10 months. At the same time, the
country does not even have a draft of the State Regional Development Strategy and
strategic priorities as well. There is no methodological base and priorities of smart
specialisation. On the other hand, The Reforms Delivery Office of the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine and the Reform Support Team of the Ministry of Economic
Development and Trade have taken the role of the coordinators of smart specialisa-
tion process in Ukraine. They communicate with European experts on behalf of the
Government. However, the shift in focus towards industrial activity restricts and in
some ways distorts the concept of smart specialisation that is being actively im-
plemented in EU countries.

Summarizing the main points of the paper, it can be concluded that the imple-
mentation of smart specialisation in Ukraine will not be easy task and require con-
siderable efforts of experts and authorities to find an effective way of setting priori-
ties and implementing the appropriate plan of actions.
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KaH/I. €KOH. HayK, CTapIINi HAyKOBHH CIIBPOOITHUK

AY "IactutyT ekoHOMiku Ta iporHo3yBanHs HAH Ykpainu"
ByJ. [Tanaca Mupsnoro, 26, Kuig, 01011

v.gryga@gmail.com

3APYBI’KHA ITIPAKTUKA BIIPOBAI)KEHHSA
"PO3YMHOI CHEIIAJIBALIT" TA MOXKJIUBOCTI
i BACTOCYBAHHS B YKPAIHI

Posrisimaerscst mpoGiiema 3ampoBajKeHHS MPUHLUIIB po3yMHOI crieniamiza-
i y mosiTHKY perioHanbHOro PO3BHTKY YKpaiHH, IO aKTyalTi3yeThes uepes He-
00XiTHiCTh HAOIMKEHHS MiIXOIB i3 (hOpMyBaHHS BiIIOBIIHOI MTOJIITHKY B YKpaiHi
JI0 €BPOICHCHKOI MPAKTHKH, 3 OJHOTO OOKY, Ta (OpCyBaHHS NpOLECy BIPOBa-
JDKEHHSI HOBOI Juisl YKpaiHM KOHIENMii 10 cTpaTerii perioHaJbHOTO PO3BUTKY —
3 iamoro. JlocBix perioniB €C 3acBimuye iCHyBaHHS IEBHUX OCOOJIMBOCTEW BIIPO-
Ba/DKEHHS '"'pO3yMHOI criemiaiizamii’ y perioHax 3 HHU3BKOI IHCTUTYLIHHOIO
CIIPOMOJKHICTIO, TOX BiH IIJIsi YKpaiHU € HAHOUIbII KOPUCHUM. 3pOOJICHO OTIIS
nepeayMoOB BUHUKHEHHS ''po3yMHOi crnemiamnizanii” B €C, ski Oynu 1moB's3aHi 3 He-
JIOJIiIKaMU PO3pOOJIEHHS Ta peaii3allii perioHalbHUX iHHOBAllIMHUX CTpaTerii, sKi
HEJIOCTaTHBO BpaxyBaliu cnenndiky perioHiB abo Oyiu coKycoBaHi Ha TpaaUIlii-
HUX CEKTOpax MPOMHCIOBOCTI. Takoxk BUSBICHO OCOOJMBOCTI iMIUIEMEHTAIIl po-
3yYMHOI cTiemiaimizanii y kpaiHax 3 HHU3bKOIO IHCTHUTYIIHHOIO CIPOMOXKHICTIO, 30K-

% Tepmin "posymua crienjanizawis” y Liif CTaTTi BHKOPHCTOBYETHCS SK CHHOHIM 10 TepMiHa "cMapT-
criewiaiizamis”, IpoTe, Ha HALTy JYMKY, Kpallle XapaKTepHu3ye HOro 3MicCT.
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peMa Taki, 1o TOJIOBHA yBara 30cepeKyBanacs Ha po30yI0Bi 3B'I3KiB MiXk Cy0'ek-
TaMH IHHOBAIlIHHO1 JisSUTPHOCTI, @ OT KiHIICBUM eTaraM iHHOBAIiifHOTO MmpoIiecy il
MPUAUIIN HETOCTaTHRO. TOX TaKUM KpaiHaM i perioHaM HeoOXigHO TOKIamaTH
OinpIIIe 3yCcHiTb Yy MpOIieci BIIPOBAKEHHS "po3yMHOI cremiam3arii’" — mepemycim
IUIIXOM CYTTEBOI MoJu(iKalii YMHHUX MpoLeciB abo iHImiFOBaHHS HOBUX IpOIle-
ciB. OCKUTBKH IUJIsl PETIOHIB Ta KpaiH 3 HU3BKOIO IHCTUTYIIHHOIO CIPOMOKHICTIO
Ceplio3Hy MpoOJIeMy CTaHOBHUTH BHOIp IHCTPYMEHTIB MONITHKH, HAaBEJACHO HHU3KY
pPEKOMEHAIi €BPONEHChKUX EKCIEPTIB MIOA0 TaKOro BUOOPY. 30KpeMa IIe BUKO-
pHUCTaHHS MiHI-HaOOpIB, SAKi CIIPSIMOBYIOTHCS HA PO3BUTOK KOHKPETHOTO HANPAMY
3a paxXyHOK CHHEprii / KOMIUIEKCHOI il pi3HUX THIIB iIHCTPYMEHTIB (peryJIloBaHHS,
¢icKkaTbHUX CTHUMYJIB, TPAHTIB, PO3BUTKY JIIOJCHKOTO MOTEHIlATy Ta MOOLIBHOC-
Ti). 3 ypaxyBaHHIM AOCBiy, HAOYTOTO €BPONEHCHKIUMHE PETiOHAMH, 3aIIPOIIOHOBA-
HO TPAKTUYHI peKOMeHMalii 3 iMIuIeMeHTamii po3yMHOI creriamizanii B YKpaini,
SK1 OpiEHTOBaHI Ha MiHIMIi3alil0 PU3HKIB CIOTBOPEHHS i1l po3yMHOi creniamizanii
Ta Po3po0JCHHS OiIbIl €PEKTUBHUX TUIAHIB 3aXOIB, Y T.4. IIJISIXOM 3aJIy4YCHHS JI0
nporecy po3poOJIeHHs €BPOIIEHCHKUX eKCIIEPTiB.

Knrouoei cnosa: "posymna cneyianizayis®, inHosayitina noiimuxa, Kpaiku 3 Hu3b-
KO IHCIMUMYYIHOIO CINPOMONCHICIIO

I'pura, Butanamii FOpbeBuu

KaHJI. DKOH. HAayK, CTapIIN{ HAy4YHBIH COTPYIHUK

I'Y "UuctutyT 3x0oHOMUKH U niporHo3uposanus HAH Vkpaunst"
yn. [Tanaca Mupsnoro, 26, Kues, 01011

v.gryga@gmail.com

3APYBE/XKHASA IPAKTUKA BHEJIPEHUS
"YMHOM CHEIUAJIM3AIIMA" 1 BO3SMOXKHOCTH
EE IIPUMEHEHUSA B YKPAUHE

PaccmatpuBaercst mpobieMa BHEAPEHUSI MPUHLIMIIOB "'YMHOH crienuanu3anuy’
B TOJHUTUKY PETMOHAIBHOTO PAa3BUTHS YKpaWHbI, KOTOpas akTyalu3upyercs
¢ He00XOIUMOCTBIO MPUOIKEHHS TMOAXO0A0B M0 (GOPMHUPOBAHHUIO COOTBETCTBYIO-
il OJUTUKY B YKpanHe K eBPONEHCKON MPaKTUKe, C OJHON CTOPOHBI, U (hopcu-
POBaHMEM IIpoliecca BHEIPEHUSI HOBOM 11 Y KpauHbl KOHLENLUU B CTPATETHH pe-
THOHAJIBHOTO pPa3BUTUSL — C aApyroil. OmeiT permoHoB EC cBuaeTenbcTBYET 0
CYLIECTBOBAaHUM OIPEACICHHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH BHEApPEeHHs "YMHOH crenuain3a-
UM B PErHOHAX C HU3KOW MHCTUTYLIMOHAIBHOM CIIOCOOHOCTBIO, IO3TOMY OH JUIS
VYxpaunsl HanOosnee mosezeH. Crenan 0030p MPEANOCHUIOK BO3HUKHOBEHUS "yM-
Hol cneunanu3anuu” B EC, CBsI3aHHBIX C HEIOCTaTKaMu pa3pabOTKH M peanu3a-
LN PErHMOHAJbHBIX NHHOBAIMOHHBIX CTPAaTETUil, KOTOphIe cab0 yYUTHIBAIH CIIe-
IU(QHUKY PErHoHOB WiIN ObIM CHOKYCHPOBaHBl Ha TPAAMLHOHHBIX CEKTOpax
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NPOMBIIUIEHHOCTH. TaKke BBISBICHBI 0COOCHHOCTH UMILUIEMEHTAIMH "yMHOM cIie-
[MAATN3alii’ B CTpaHaX ¢ HU3KOW MHCTHTYIIMOHAIBHON CITIOCOOHOCTBIO, — TaKue,
YTO TJIABHOC BHUMAHHE COCPEIOTAYMBAIIOCH HA Pa3BUTHU CBSI3EH MEXIy CyOBheK-
TaMH WHHOBAIMOHHOMN JEATENLHOCTH, a BOT KOHEYHBIM 3TaraM WHHOBAI[MOHHOTO
nporecca ero yAeIsuid HeqocTatouyHo. [103ToMy TakuMm CTpaHam U pPerHoHaM
HEOOXOAMMO TpHUIaraTh OOJIbIIIE YCUIMM B MPOIECCEe BHEAPEHHUS "yMHOM crelua-
Tu3anund’ — TPEXIIE BCETO IMYyTEM CYIIECTBEHHOW MOIU(MUKAIIMHN JCHCTBYIOIINX
IIPpOUCCCOB HMJIM MHUIIUHMPOBAHUA HOBBIX ITPOLICCCOB. HOCKOHBKy IJid pCruOHOB U
CTpaH C HU3KOW WHCTUTYIHOHAIBHOW CIIOCOOHOCTBHIO CEPhE3HYIO MPOOIeMy CO-
CTaBJISIET BHIOOP MHCTPYMEHTOB TOJUTHKH, TMPUBEACH PNl PEKOMEHIAINMN €BPO-
MEHCKUX IKCIEPTOB OTHOCUTEIILHO TAKOTO BhIOOpa. B 4aCTHOCTH 3TO HCIOJIb30Ba-
HHUE MUHHU-HA0OpOB, KOTOpBIE (OKYCHUPYIOTCS Ha pa3BUTUM KOHKPETHOTO
HampaBJICHUA 3a CYCT CUHCPTUH / KOMILIEKCHOTO I[eﬁCTBPI;[ Pas3JIMYHBIX TUIIOB
WHCTPYMEHTOB (PEryiupoBaHus, (PUCKANBHBIX CTHUMYJIOB, TPaHTOB, Pa3BUTHUS Ye-
JIOBEUECKOTO TIOTeHIMaNa U MOOWIbHOCTH). C y4€TOM OIbITa, MPHOOPETCHHOTO
eBpOHGﬁCKHMH peruoHaMu, MNpCAJIOKCHbI MPAKTUYCCKUEC PEKOMCHAAUU IO HUM-

TUIEMEHTAIMM "'YMHOM clienuanu3anuu’ B YKpauHe, OpUeHTHPOBaHHbIE HA MUHU-
MU3AIHI0 PUCKOB UCKaKEHMS HJCH ''YMHOH crienuanu3anuu’ u pa3paboTky Oonee
3¢ (GEKTUBHBIX IJIAHOB MEPONPUSITHH, B T.4. MyTEM BOBJICUCHUS B MPOIECC pa3pa-
00TKH eBpONEHCKUX IKCIEPTOB.

Knroueenvie cnosa: ")/MHaﬂ cneuuaﬂuwuuﬂ", UHHOBAYUOHHAA NoJaumuxKa, cmpamnsl
C HU3KOUL uHcmumyquHaﬂbHOﬁ CNoCcoOHOCMDBIO
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