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Assessment of the mechanisms of regulation of innovative activity
in the system of global competitiveness

Annotation. Rapidly changing trends in development of the countries’ economies require rational
approach to regulation of innovative activity and investments directed to organization of real economy sector. At
the same time, for analysis of current state policy in innovative development system fully it takes to assess
effectiveness of regulation innovative activity mechanisms in the economy of Kazakhstan. In this article an
assessment of mechanisms of innovative activity regulation in Kazakhstan in global system of competitiveness is
carried out. For this purpose, an expert assessment system is used, which is realized as method of Global
Competitiveness Index of World Economic Forum (WEF). The authors investigate ranking of WEF in
Kazakhstan economy, in particular, assessment of carrying out of country’s innovative activity. Thus, purpose of
research is to assess mechanisms of innovative activity regulation in Kazakhstan in a global system of
competitiveness. Methodology — synthesis, content-analyze, accommodation, monographic method, factor
analysis, economic-statistical research method. Carried out assessment of mechanisms of innovative activity
regulation in Kazakhstan in global system of competitiveness allowed fully assess effectiveness of regulation
innovative activity mechanisms in economy. Researching subindices of International rating of World Economic
Forum for 2017-2018 in relation to 2013-2014 authors noted that in Kazakhstan today there is decrease in all
subindices of rating and factors (“Basic requirements”, “Business sophistication”), except for “Innovation”
subindex. This subindex was significantly decreased due to sharp deterioration in macroeconomic environment,
which is directly related, in opinion of authors, to significant losses in revenues from oil export. This in turn
affected deterioration of budget’s indicators. There is special attention to place and role of innovative activity
regulation in country’s socio-economic policy. Organizational-methodological problems during realization of
innovative policy in Kazakhstan are also in details investigated, which makes it necessary to solve them in order
to achieve innovative policy’s efficiency at regional and national levels.

Keywords: expert assessment system, innovative activity, method of the Global Competitiveness Index
of the World Economic Forum, global system of competitiveness

Introduction. Rapidly changing trends in the development of economies require a rational approach to
the state regulation of innovation and investment directed to the organization of the real sector of the economy.

For the analysis of modern state policy in the system of innovative development, it is fully necessary to
assess the effectiveness of mechanisms of state regulation of innovative activity in the economy of the Republic
of Kazakhstan in the world system of competitiveness.

Assessment of the mechanisms of state regulation of innovative activity in the Republic of Kazakhstan
in the global system of competitiveness allow fully assess the effectiveness of state regulation mechanisms of
innovative activity in the economy.

For this purpose, it is possible to use the expert assessment system, which is realized as method of the
Global Competitiveness Index of the World Economic Forum (further GCI WEF).

Materials and Methods. The authors investigate the ranking of WEF in economy of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, in particular, assessment of the carrying out of innovative activity in the country. In accordance to
the WEF, competitiveness is the set of factors that determine the level of labor productivity in separate countries
and, thereby, the level of the country’s development level that is possible to achieve in the economy [1].

The most competitive is the economy, which is growing faster both in the medium and long term.

In recent years, the state has realized certain systemic measures to form the innovative system in a full-
fledged form and supported a number of initiatives in this sphere.

Within a relatively short period of time, a number of these measures have been realized, certain positive
results have been achieved, which is reflected in the increase of main indicators of realization of innovative
activity according to the assessment of the WEF (table 1).

In the rating of the WEF for 2017-2018, the Republic of Kazakhstan has 57th place, having reduced by
seven positions in comparison with 2013-2014. Throughout 2013-2017, the positions of the Republic of
Kazakhstan were relatively stable. Moreover, according to the results of the 2015-2016 rating, Kazakhstan made
a breakthrough and reached the 42nd place, raising its rating by 8 points compared to 2014. It should be noted
that this result is the best in the history of participation of the Republic of Kazakhstan in the rating of the WEF.



Becmnux Unnosayuonnozo Eepasutickozo ynusepcumema. 2020. Ne 2 1SSN 1729-536X 75

Table 1. — Current positions of Kazakhstan in the rating of the WEF

Indicators of the Republic of 2013- 2014- 2015- 2016- 2017- Deviation to 2012-
Kazakhstan in the rating of the 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2013, positions, +/-
WEF
Number of countries in the WEF 148 144 140 138 137 -
ranking
General Global Competitiveness 50 50 42 53 57 -7
Index
Subindices:

Basic requirements 48 51 46 62 69 -21
Effectiveness factors 53 48 45 50 56 -3
Factors of innovative development, 87 89 78 76 95 -8
including:
Business sophistication 94 91 79 97 108 -14
Innovation 84 85 72 59 84 -

Note — Compiled by the authors based on sources [2, 3, 4, 5, 6]

However, in 2017-2018, according to the rating results, the Republic of Kazakhstan had 57th place,
having decreased by 4 positions in comparison with the previous period.

Considering the subindices of the rating in relation to 2013-2014, it can be noted that in Kazakhstan
today there is the decrease in all subindices of the rating and their factors (“Basic requirements” and “business
sophistication”), except for the “Innovation” subindex.

This subindices were significantly decreased due to sharp deterioration in the macroeconomic
environment, which is directly related, in opinion of the authors, to significant losses in revenues from the export
of oil, which affected the deterioration of the state budget’s indicators.

The rating is based on 12 factors that are institutions, infrastructure, macroeconomic environment,
health and primary education, higher education and training, goods market efficiency, labor market efficiency,
financial market development, technological readiness, market size, business sophistication, innovation.

It was outlined that Kazakhstan has achieved improvement in indicators such as health and primary
education, higher education and training, technological readiness and market size.

Thus, on the factor “Health and primary education” the position of Kazakhstan has improved from 94th
to 59th place mainly due to the improvement of statistics on primary education coverage. According to the factor
“Higher education and training” Kazakhstan’s position increased from 57th to 56th place. Eight Kazakhstan
universities entered the ranking of the best universities in the world QS (Quacquarelli Symonds World
University Rankings), four of them are in the TOP 500.

At the same time, international rating agencies “Standard&Poors”, “Moody’s” and “Fitch” have
assigned Kazakhstan a “stable” rating. Besides, there are slight declines in a number of indicators, which are
directly related to the weakening of the macroeconomic environment and the development of the financial
market.

In addition, in 2018, the ranking was led by the United States of America, which has held a leading
position for the past five years. Following the USA are Singapore, Germany, Switzerland and Japan [7].

As noted in the 2018 GIK WEF report 2018, Kazakhstan took 59th place with an average score of
61,8 and remained in the same position as last year. Improvement occurred on 5 factors out of 12. The rating was
downgraded by 4 factors and the positions remained unchanged by 3 factors. Of the 98 indicators, improvement
occurred on 50 factors, there were no changes on 14 indicators.

In 2018 the Republic of Kazakhstan has taken the third place among all CIS countries, giving up only to
Russia (43rd place), but at the same time, ahead of such countries as:

— Armenia (70th place);

— Georgia (65th place);

— Azerbaijan (69th place);

— Ukraine (83rd place);

— Moldova (88th place);

— Kyrgyz Republic (97th place);

— Tajikistan (102nd place).

At the same time, the countries such as Uzbekistan, Belarus and Turkmenistan didn’t participate in the
rating of the WEF in 2018.

According to the information provided by the GEF VEF in 2016-2017, the Republic of Kazakhstan has
moved from the category of the transition group of countries that are driven by “production factors” and
“management effectiveness” (group 1-2) to the higher-ranking group of countries that are located between
countries, driving by “management effectiveness” and “innovations” (group 2-3).

In 2016-2017, there is opposite tendency - the transition to the group of countries located between the
countries “Economy driven by factors” and “Economy, driven by efficiency” (figure 1).
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Note — Compiled by the authors based on source [5]

Figure 1 — Information of the GCI WEF for 2016-2017

This group is also composed the countries such as Algeria, Azerbaijan, Russia, Ukraine, the Philippines,

etc. (total 71 countries).

The stages of development of the country are determined by the level of GDP per capita and the degree
of conditionality of the country by the basic factors.
It should be noted that in Kazakhstan the structure of production largely consists of products from the

extractive industry [8].

About 70 % of the total potential of industry and export is the oil and gas sector, which is proof of the
country’s direct dependence on raw materials and it doesn’t provide opportunity to attribute the economy of the
Republic of Kazakhstan to the group of countries that are on a higher development position.

At the same time, the total number of countries that participate in the rating of the WEF changes yearly.

In addition, according to the analysis, in obedience to the indicator such as “Patent activity”, there is a
worsening of positions in 2017-2018 compared to 2013-2014 (68th place, -1 position), and the negative trend for
this indicator continues, starting from 2010 year.

At the same time, the formation and realization of innovations is one of the leading factors in the growth
of the country’s competitiveness [Foster, R. Innovation].

The indicator “PCT patent application / million populations” is also the indicator of efficiency

throughout the system of development and research. The number of patents received by the country testifies to
the scope of the performed scientific research, and also demonstrates their effectiveness.

However, the low ratings for this indicator in the “Innovation” factor demonstrate the insufficiently high
level of technological development of the state, which underlines the country’s growing dependence on foreign
developments and technologies.

So, in 2016, China (38.1 %) and the USA (20.4 %) submitted the largest number of international patent
applications through the World Intellectual Property Organization (further WIPO) at the United Nations (further
UN).

This, according to WIPO data, is the seventh record in the conditions of WIPQO’s overall increase in
managed global systems in the protection of intellectual property (further IP). Then it is followed Japan —
11.0 %, South Korea — 7.4 % and the European Union — 5.5 % (European Patent Office).

In 2016-2017 the distribution on developed clusters is deteriorating in comparison with 2015-2016 year
(119th place, -4 positions).

Results. The deterioration in the state of cluster development indicator by 4 positions in the factor
“Business sophistication” in comparison with the previous period indicates that the system-wide measures in this
area aren’t being used effectively enough, including, improving legislative measures in the business
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environment, solution of problems of staffing and creating infrastructure elements, realizing specific investment
projects.

Even in comparison with 2012-2013, this indicator decreased by 9 points, which indicates the need to
take the necessary measures in this direction.

Because there is no single model for establishing the necessary and rational structure of organized
cluster, extensive and complete research of cluster complexes is necessary. Many cities and territories have
created their own strategies for cluster development.

Typical for all these clusters was the fact that their functioning was organized on base of partnership
positions and focused on the commercialization of research-scientific works and innovative component in order
to achieve success in global competitiveness [9, p. 115].

In this regard, it is possible to emphasize the significant configurations in the state innovative policy:

— direct budgetary assistance in the creation and commercialization of new technologies;

— indirect assistance in the form of tax policy and administrative regulation;

— investment in the education system;

— assistance to the significant factors of the economic infrastructure that are necessary for the rapid
promotion of innovations;

— stimulating interaction between research institutes and the industrial sector through simplifying the
administrative regulation of innovative programs.

Thus, in most countries of the world last time active process for the formation of clusters has taken
place.

Cluster approaches allow considering as a “point of growth” of the region not a single enterprise, but
the whole set of interconnected enterprises [10]. Enterprises that are members of the cluster have the opportunity
to work together and effectively use human, financial and other resources.

Thus, owing to the cluster it is generated a certain synergistic effect, as a result of which the cluster
potential exceeds the sum of all the potentials of the elements entering into it.

In the Republic of Kazakhstan, in our opinion, the formation of cluster is aimed at creating the
necessary conditions for the development of competitive production in the non-raw materials sector of the
economy.

In 1992-2016 in the Republic of Kazakhstan, The National Institute of Intellectual Property (further
NIIP) issued more than 30 thousand documents protecting the right of IP.

National inventions include technologies in construction, metallurgy and pharmacology. In addition,
over the last period, Kazakh scientists are increasingly beginning to work in the field of software and
microelectronics.

However, for a number of characteristics, NIS of Kazakhstan lags behind innovative systems in foreign
countries.

In general, based on the considered indicators, the following main differences between NIS of
Kazakhstan and NIS of developed countries can be noted. For 2012-2016 in Kazakhstan, the total increase in
issued protection documents for IP objects, according to the NIIS data, was 43.3 %.

At the same time, the main share of registered objects is trademarks (84.2 % in 2016). It should be
noted that high activity among foreign applicants has been maintained for the last five years (70 % in 2016).

Despite the increase in the Republic of Kazakhstan of issued protection documents in recent periods, the
receipt of patents for inventions, copyright protection today is one of the most actual problems for the science of
Kazakhstan. Only insignificant part of patents in Kazakhstan is approved in the patent offices of the USA, Japan,
as well as the European Patent Office. In opinion of the authors, the main problem is the discrepancy of
applications to the principles of novelty.

So, many developments, priority at the international level 3-5 years ago, have lost their novelty. In
addition, for individuals or legal entities in Kazakhstan, due to their low patent literacy and the legal status in the
sphere of IP, patenting abroad is often a very burdensome process.

This situation developed during the Soviet time and is still not overcome, although there is a tendency
to increase the number of patents in the country.

As a result, despite unchanged positions over the last five years according to such factor as “Innovation’
(84th place), positions of Kazakhstan’ continue to be weak, which is intensified by the deterioration of most
indices on the factor “Business sophistication” (108th place, -14 positions).

Discussion. For Kazakhstan, which is striving to drive to the third group “Economy, driven by
innovation”, the impact of these components on total rating of the country is significant according to the
following reasons:

— regardless of the stage of development, the introduction of innovations increases competitiveness and
productivity in any market;

— in order that the country received benefits from the use of these or those technologies, they should be
mainly developed within the country (the ability to produce independently technological innovations is more
important than the ability to adapt technology from abroad).

This is confirmed by the example of the USA, which is annually included in the number of leaders in
the factor of “Innovation” (4th place in 2016-2017).
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The companies of this country are highly innovative, supported by effective system of universities,
which are closely connected with the private sphere in the realization of R&D.

Combining the scales of opportunities that are represented by the volume of the market, these factors
allow to make the USA economy more competitive in the world scene.

As a consequence, there are no connections between entrepreneurs and researchers (60th place in
2018 from 140 countries according to the WEF rating). In addition, the mechanism of approbation and
introduction of created technologies at industrial enterprises doesn’t function.

Conclusion. As a result, the authors can conclude that the NIS in the Republic of Kazakhstan doesn’t
fully create conditions for the introduction of R&D, developed by scientists of the country.

It is complex cross-sectoral cooperation and coordination of science, business and the state in the
realization of the priority directions in the technological development. There is no long-term planning in the
creation of business incubators, special research zones, science cities, technology parks, etc. As a result there are
unexamined expensive projects, the lack of results in the realization of innovative activity, ineffective state
expenses.

The lack of demand for R&D in business as a result affects negatively the provision of opportunities for
scientists and researchers to receive higher wage, which may lead, in opinion of the authors, to the outflow of
qualified personnel, especially young scientists, from scientific sphere. In addition, effective system of measures
to stimulate demand for science hasn’t yet been developed.

In this regard, at this stage, the state order is the main source for financing the realization of applied
research and carrying out fundamental research.

The inadequacy of financing in the scientific sector (the share of science expenses in GDP is 0,13 %
during 2012-2017) doesn’t provide an opportunity to increase the science intensity in the national economy.

In this turn, the development of effective NIS should be based on highly qualified scientific and
technical personnel, modern scientific and technological base, stable market demand for the results of scientific
and innovative activity, mechanism for the protection of IP rights.

THE LIST OF SOURCES

1 Bbexnuszoa J[.C. IlpoOieMbl TOBBIIICHHS WHHOBAIIMOHHOH akTWBHOCTH KaszaxcraHa B paMkax
rJ100aJbHOTO PEHTHHra KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTH U BO3MOXHBIE yTH UX peteHus / COOpHUK HAYYHBIX TPYIIOB
MOJIOJIBIX yueHBIX «CTpaTerusi pa3BUTHS SKOHOMMKH: WHHOBaIMOHHBIE acnekTel»y: PI'BOY BIIO OMI'Y mM.
®.M. [Jocroesckoro. — 2015. — C. 41-46.

2 Global Competitiveness Report 2013-2014. World Economic Forum, 2014. — P. 315-319. —
[Onexrponnstit pecypc]. — Pexxum mocryma:http://competitiveness.kz/globalnyy-indeks-konkurentosposobnosti-
vef/69/255

3 Global Competitiveness Report 2014-2015. World Economic Forum, 2015. — P. 321-334. —
[Onexrponnsiit pecypc]. — Pexxum nocryma: http://competitiveness.kz/globalnyy-indeks-konkurentosposobnosti-
vef/69/254

4 Global Competitiveness Report 2015-2016. World Economic Forum, 2016. — P. 346-352. —
[Onexrponnsiit pecypc]. — Pexxum nocryna: http://www.nac.gov.kz/news/analytics/1100

5 Global Competitiveness Report 2016-2017. World Economic Forum, 2017. — P. 334-349. -
[Dnexrponnsrit pecypc]. — Pexxum noctyma: http://competitiveness.kz/globalnyy-indeks-konkurentosposobnosti-
vef/69

6 Global Competitiveness Report 2017-2018. World Economic Forum, 2018. — P. 164-165. —
[Dnextponnsii  pecypc]. - Pexum JOCTYIIA: http://www3.weforum.org/docs/GCR2017-2018/
05FullReport/TheGlobalCompetitivenessReport2017 %E2 %80 %932018.pdf

7 Global Competitiveness Report 2018. World Economic Forum, 2018. — P. 315-319. — [DnexTpoHHBIi
pecypc]. - Pexum JIOCTyma: http://www3.weforum.org/docs/GCR2018/05FullReport/
TheGlobalCompetitivenessReport2018.pdf

8 AupxanoBa H.III.,, Cabutyner A. lIHHOBalMOHHAas aKTHUBHOCTb, KaK JBIDKYHIIMH (akTop
NIpeANIPUHIMATENbCKON AesTenbHocTH Kasaxcrana / H.III. AnbxanoBa, A. Cadburyisl / Bectank KasHY umenu
anp-Papadu. — 2015. — Ne 6. — C. 48-55.

9 Nelson R. National Innovation Systems: A Comparative Analysis / R. Nelson. — Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2015. — 541 p.

10 Mulgan G., Albury D. Innovation in Public Sector Strategy Unit / G. Mulgan, D. Albury — United
Kingdom: United Kingdom Cabinet Office, 2016. — P. 112-115.

REFERENCES

1 Bekniyazova, D.S. (2015). Problemy povysheniya innovacionnoi aktivnosti Kazakhstana v ramkakh
glabal’nogo reytinga konkurentosposobnosti i vozmozhnye puti ikh resheniya [Problems of increasing
innovation activity in Kazakhstan in the framework of the global competitiveness rating and possible ways to
solve them]. Sbornik nauchnykh trudov molodykh uchenukh «Strategiya razvitiya ekonomiki: innovacionnye



Becmnux Unnosayuonnozo Eepasutickozo ynusepcumema. 2020. Ne 2 1SSN 1729-536X 79

aspekty»: FGBOU VPO OmGU im. F.M. Dostoevskogo - Collection of scientific papers of young scientists
“Strategy of economic development: innovative aspects”: FGBOU VPO OmSU named after F.M. Dostoevsky,
41-46 [In Russian].

2 Global Competitiveness Report 2013-2014. World Economic Forum. — P. 315-319. (2014). (n.d.).
www.competitiveness.kz. — Retrieved from http://competitiveness.kz/globalnyy-indeks-konkurentosposobnosti-
vef/69/255

3 Global Competitiveness Report 2014-2015. World Economic Forum. — P. 321-334. (2015). (n.d.).
www.competitiveness.kz. — Retrieved from http://competitiveness.kz/globalnyy-indeks-konkurentosposobnosti-
vef/69/254

4 Global Competitiveness Report 2015-2016. World Economic Forum. — P. 346-352. (2016). (n.d.).
nac.gov.kz. Retrieved from http://www.nac.gov.kz/news/analytics/1100/ (Accessed June 22, 2019)

5 Global Competitiveness Report 2016-2017. World Economic Forum. — P. 334-349. (2017). (n.d.).
www.competitiveness.kz. — Retrieved from http://competitiveness.kz/globalnyy-indeks-konkurentosposobnosti-
vef/69

6 Global Competitiveness Report 2017-2018. World Economic Forum. — P. 164-165. (2018). (n.d.).
www3.weforum.org. — Retrieved from http://www3.weforum.org/docs/GCR2017-2018/05FullReport/The
Global Competitiveness Report2017 %E2 %80 %932018.pdf

7 Global Competitiveness Report 2018. World Economic Forum. — P. 315-319. (2019). (n.d.).
www3.weforum.org. - Retrieved from http://www3.weforum.org/docs/GCR2018/05FullReport/
TheGlobalCompetitivenessReport2018.pdf

8 Alzhanova, N. Sh., Sabituly, A. (2015). Innovacionnaya aktivnost’, kak dvizhushchiy factor
predprinimatel’skoi deyatel’nosti Kazakhstana [Innovative activity as a driving factor of business activity in
Kazakhstan]. Vestnik KazNU imeni al’-Farabi. — Bulletin of Al-Farabi KazNU, 6, 48-55 [In Russian].

9 Nelson, R. (2015). National Innovation Systems: A Comparative Analysis. — Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

10 Mulgan, G., Albury, D. (2016). Innovation in Public Sector Strategy Unit. — United Kingdom:
United Kingdom Cabinet Office.

C.A. Byka, sx0HOMUKa 00Kmopbl, npogheccop

Banmeix Xanvikapanvix akademuscol (Puea x., Jlameust Pecnyonuxacet)

E-mail: stanislavs.buka@bsa.edu.lv

JI.C. Bexnusszosa, PhD ooxmoput, doyenm

Unnosayusnwvix Eypasus ynusepcumemi (Ilasnooap x., Kazaxcman Pecnybnuxacor)
E-mail: dana.bekniyazova@mail.ru

Kahanowix 6acexeze Kabinemminik sncyitecinoezi UHHOGAUUAIBIK, KbI3MemMmI pemmey
Mexanuzmoepin bazanay

Konmezen endepoiy skonomuxacein mes e32epemin oamy ypoicmepi UHHOBAYUAILIK KbI3MEMmI JHCIHe
9KOHOMUKAHBIH HAKMbL CEKMOPbIH YUbIMOACMbIPY2a 0AbIMMANIZAH UHBECTUYUALAPObl MeMIeKemmiK pemmey
yuwiin ymoimosl macindi manan emedi. COHbIMEH Kamap, UHHOBAYUSALLIK OAMY HCYUEeCIHOe2l Ka3ipel 3aMaHebl
Memnekemmix cascammol manoay ywin Kazaxcman Pecnybnuxacel 2KOHOMUKACLIHOAZbL UHHOBAYUSLIBIK
Kbl3Memmi MeMIeKemmiK pemmey MexXaHusMOepiHiy muimoinicin moavik Oeneelide bazanay xadxcem. OcvizaH
batinanvicmol, maxaiaoa 6acexeze Kabinemminikmiy anemoik oicyliecinde Kazaxcman Pecnybiukacwvlnoazol
UHHOBAYUANBIK KbI3Memmi MeMaeKemmik pemmey Mexanusmoepin oazanay xcypeizineen. Ocvl maxcamma
capanmamanvlx, 6aeaniay sxcyieci natoananviabin, JyHuesicysinik sKoHomukawlx gopymusiy (D) Kahanowvix
bacexece Kabinemminik uHOeKCiniy adicmemeci mypinde icke acvipuinovl. Kasaxcman Pecnybnukacvinviy
oKoHOMuUKAcbl Ootibinwa J[OD pelimuneine, endeci UHHOBAYUSILIK Kbi3Memmi Jicy3ece acbipyovl Oaz2anayea
sepmmey aucypeizindi. Ocviraviwa, 3epmmeyoiy maxcamol bacexeze Kabinemminikmiy sdcahanowix dcyiiecinoeei
Kaszaxcman Pecnybnuxaceinoazel UHHOBAYUSILIK KblsMemmi MeMleKemmik pemmey memikmepin 6bazanay
6016In MAOBLIAOLL.

3epmmey adicmemeci — cunmes, KOHMEHM-MANOAY, AKKOMOOAYUSL, MOHOSPADUANLIK 20iC, PAKMOPIbIK
manoay, 3epmmeyoi IKOHOMUKATbIK-CIamucmukanuly a0ici. bacexece kabinemminikmiy  oicahanobik
acyuecinde Kazaxcmarn Pecnybnuxaceinoa UHHOBAYUANLIK Kbl3Memmi MeMAeKemmix pemmey memikmepine
acypeizineen  Oasanay IKOHOMUKAOAS! UHHOBAYUSTLIK KbI3MEmmi Memiekemmik pemmey memikmepiHiy
MUIMOLTIZIH MONLIK wamada 6a2anayea MymKiHoiKk 6epoi.

Aemopnap JyHuedcy3inik 3KOHOMUKAABIK (DopyMHBIY XanviKapanwlk peumuneiniy 2017-2018 uc.oc.,
2013-2014 srcornoapea Kamoicmol CyOUHOEKCMepin 3epmmeti OMblPbli, «KUHHOBAYUS» CYOUHOEKCIH KOCNAaeanoa,
Kasaxcmanoa petimunemiy 6apavi cyounoexcmepiniy dicomne petimune ¢axkmopaapuvinvly («Heeizei maranmap»
gicone  «busnecmiy  Kypoeninieiy) momenoeceni bauxanadvl OeceH  KopulmbiHOviza kendi. Cybunodexc
MAKPOIKOHOMUKATIBIK, KOHBIOHKINYPAHBIY KYPM HAWAPIAYbIHA OQUIAHBICTbL Amapivikmai momenoeoi, Oy
agmopaapovly NIKIpiHUWe, MYHAl YKCNOPMbIHAH MYCemiH Kipicmepoiy atmapivlKmail ubleblHOApblHa miKesell
batiianvicmol. byn, 63 kezeeinde, memaexemmix 610024cem KOPCeMKIUMePIHIY HAUWAPIAYbIHA dcep emmi.
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Maxanaoa endiy aneymemmixk-3KOHOMUKANBIK CAACAMBIHOAbI UHHOBAYUANBIK, KbIZMEMMi MeMAeKemmik
pemmeyoiy opubl MeH peonine epekuie Hazap ayoapuliovl. Kasaxcman Pecnybnukaceinoa unHOBAYUANLIK
casacammul 23ipaey J#aHe iCKe Acblpy KesiHOe2i YublMoacmuipy-a0icmemenik npobiemanap e2celi-mexcellni
3epmmendi, OYn onapobl OHIPIIK HCoHe YAMMbIK OeHeelllepoe UHHOBAYUSLBIK CAACAmmylY MuimMoinicine Ko
JHCEMKIZy YULiH wewyoi Kascem emeoi.
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OMEHKll MEXAHU3IMOEB PECYIUPOGAHUA unnosauuonuoﬁ OesamenvbHOCmU 6 cucmeme 2100a1bHol
KonKypeHmocnocoﬁuocmu

Bvicmpo mensowuecs menoenyuu pazeumus IKOHOMUK CIPAH mpebyiom payuoHaibHo2o nooxooa K
20CY0apCmEEeHHOMY  Pe2yIUpOBaAnUI0  UHHOBAYUOHHOU  OesIMeIbHOCMU U UHBCCMUYUL, HANPABIAEMbIX 6
Op2anU3AYUI0 PEeabHO20 CeKMOopd IKOHOMUKU. Bmecme ¢ mem 0ns ananusa co8pemeHHoOU 20cy0apCcmeeHtol
HOIUMUKYU 8 CUCmeMe UHHOBAYUOHHO20 pA36UMuUsi HeoOXoouma OYeHKA IP@eKmusHocmu MexaHu3mos
pe2yauposans 20Cy0apcmeom UHHOBAYUOHHOU dessmenbHocmu 6 9KoHomuxe Pecnyonuxku Kaszaxcman. B 0oannotu
cmamve npogedena OYeHKA MeXaHUsMOo8 20CY0apCmeeHH020 pe2yIupo8anus UHHOBAYUOHHOU OesimenbHOCMU 8
Pecnybnuxe Kasaxcman 6 muposoti cucmeme koHkypernmocnocoonocmu. C 3motil yenvio UCHonb308aAHaA cucmemd
9KCNEPMHBIX OYEHOK, KOMopas pediu308aHa 6 sude memoouxu 1 100an1bH020 uHOeKca KOHKYPEeHmoCcnocoOHoCmu
Bcemuprnozo skonomuuecxozo ¢popyma (BOD@). Ilposedeno uccrnedosanue peiimurnea BIOD no skomomuxe
Pecnybnuke Kazaxcman, 8 uacmnocmu, K OyeHKe OCYWeCmeaeHUss UHHOBAYUOHHOU 0esmelbHOCMU 8 CmMpaHe.
Taxum o0b6pazom, yeavio UCCIEO08AHUS AGNACMCS OYEHKA MeXAHU3MO8 20CYOAPCMBEHHO20 DecyiupO8aHUsl
uHHOBAYUOHHOU desimenvrocmu 8 Pecnybnuxe Kazaxcman é 2nobanvhoii cucmeme KOHKYpEHmoCcnocooHoCmu.

Memooonozus uccredo8anuss — cunmes, KOHMEHM-AHAIU3, AKKOMOOAYUs, MOHOZpaduuecKull Memoo,
Gaxmopnblii ananu3, IKOHOMUKO-CINAMUCIMUYECKUTT MemoO uccaedosanus. Ilpoeedennas oyenka mMexaHusmos
20CY0apCmMBEeHH020 pe2yaupo8anus UHHOBAYUOHHOU OdeamenvHocmu 6 Pecnybauxe Kazaxcman 6 2nobanvhoil
cucmeme KOHKYPEHMOCHOCOOHOCMU NO380UNA 6 NOIHOU Mepe OYeHumsv 3PDeKmueHoCms MexaHusmos
20CY0apCmEeHH020  pe2yIupo8anusi UHHOBAYUOHHOU OesimenbHocmu 6 dKOHoMuke. Hccredys cybunoexcol
MeHCOYHapOoOHo2o pelimunea Bcemuprnozo sxonomuueckoco ¢gopyma 3a 2017-2018 20061 no omuowtenuro K
2013-2014 co0am, asmopwsi npuwinu K 3akiouenuro, umo ¢ Kazaxcmane ce2o0Hs HAOM00aemcs CHUdICEHUe 8CeX
cyOuHOeKco8 peimunea u ux pakmopos (“ocrHoguvie mpebosanus” u “‘crojicHocme dusHeca ), 3a UCKIOUEHUEM
cyoundexca ‘“‘unmnosayuu’. mom cyOUHOEKC Obll CYUWeCMBEHHO CHUMNCEH 8 C8A3U C DPe3KUM YXyOuleHuem
MAKPOIKOHOMUYECKOU KOHBIOHKIYPbL, YMO HANPAMYIO CE7A3AHO, NO MHEHUI0 A8MOpO8, CO 3HAYUMETbHbIMU
nomepsamu 00X0008 Om 3KCHOpmMa Hedmu. Omo 6 c80w ouepedb CKA3ANOCL HA YXyOuleHuu nokasamesnel
2ocyodapcmeaenno2o 0100xcema.

B cmamve ocoboe enumanue oOpaweHo HA MeCmoO U POAb 20CYOAPCMBEHHO20 Pe2yIUpOo8aHus
UHHOBAYUOHHOU OesIMeNbHOCMU 6 COYUANbHO-IKOHOMUYECKOU NOaumuKke CmpaHul. [lemanbHo ucciedosansl
OpP2AHU3AYUOHHO-MEemOoOouYecKue npodiemsvl Npu paspabomke U pearusayui UHHOBAYUOHHOU NOJUMUKU 6
Pecnybauxe Kaszaxcman, umo oOenaem HeoOX00UMbIM UX pewilenue Ofsi O00CmudiceHus ¢ gdexmusnocmu
UHHOBAYUOHHOU NOIUMUKU HA PE2UOHATLHOM U HAYUOHANIbHOM YPOBHSX.
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