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Abstract. Purpose of the work is determination of the essence, source base and mechanism of formation of “social
innovation” under the conditions of the transitional economy with a market mechanism for ensuring activity in
the territory of countries, engaged in the development of a social state. Methodology. To solve this problem, a
number of scientific methods was used, such as analysis and synthesis during the critical evaluation of approaches
of domestic and foreign authors regarding the nature of “novation’, “developments” and “innovation’, system and
structural in the design of the mechanism of cyclic renewal of the institutional content of the regulation system of
social development, summarizing in justifying the conceptual terminological apparatus of social innovation, and
in particular gradual clarification of the social innovation formulas, abstract and logic when making theoretical
generalizations and forming conclusions. Results of the study lead to the need of introducing the term “social”
in the scientific and practical use, as normalized inequality in the society to the limits that define the motivational
aspects of work, and “innovation” as changes that are generated within the social and economic system. Social
innovations were proposed to be interpreted as solutions that can change directly or indirectly selectively fixed
institutions in different sectors of the national economy of the country at the appropriate stage of the socialization
transformations with compulsory positivization of the social status of subjects of social and economic processes
through constructs of mitigation of the revenue and income inequality. It has been proved that the source base of
the social innovation is social traditions, which by virtue of multi-purpose certainty are associated with metamorphic
feature and stochasticity of a set of proposals of social innovations and their destructive constructs. Practical
implications. Organization of the conceptual and categorical apparatus of the social innovation will promote to
justification of social policy measures and will exclude from the practice of managing the situation regarding a
non-professional solution of problems of ensuring public progress. Value/originality. The scientific and practical
significance of developments means that they provide a basis for theoretical and methodological justification of
processes of social innovation, and should change for the better and welfare.
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1. Introduction For the establishment of the institute of the welfare state,

The driving force of economic development of the world which is built in the territory of Ukraine and its effective

community for centuries was and is innovations. However,
in the full extent the innovation processes, despite a long
history, have been the subject of scientific study only in
the XX century. And, what is the most important, so it
was the identification of innovation solely with technical
and technological changes first in the industry, and then
in other areas of economic activity. In the last decade
of the XX century and largely with transition to the

functioning, we need a fundamentally new type of
innovations that are able to create changes not only in the
economic sphere but also in the social sphere, and thereby
contribute to the formation of the civilization quality of the
life of a decent person. They are called social innovations.
It should be emphasized that the issues of social
innovation due to the reorientation of the national
economy on an innovative path of development have

coordinate system of the XXI century in the industrialized
countries, practically all spheres of human activity were
gradually covered by innovations. But over time it became
increasingly clear that the only technical innovation is not
enough to overcome the challenges of the modern society.
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The analysis of the literature sources of the raised
issue gives an opportunity to state the compilation of
several scientific currents on the interpretation of social
innovation direction. This is natural as economists,
sociologists, philosophers, psychologists, teachers,
lawyers and politicians were involved and engaged in the
development of this problem. At the same time some of
them were interested and are interested in short-term
one-way processes, and others — in long-term and multi-
vector transformation. Moreover, theoretical development
of specific fields of science by the experts would seem
to frame the issue, carried out by them in different time
intervals for restructuring the social state and the territory
of different countries.

Innovation Theoretical Foundations in the social
sphere were offered by the Russian-American sociologist
P. Sorokin. It is natural that his achievements have
been supplemented and developed by scientists of the
developed countries in the context of the constitutional
declaration of the social states after the Second World War.
It is about A. Giddens, P. David, D. Foreyya, S. Courtois,
J. Nesbitt, K. Polanyi and others. But the results of their
scientific thoughts were implemented to the classical type
of formation first of the market economy, and then its
immunization of the one or other dose of sociality. In post-
Soviet time the development of the concept of a social state
is carried out by something opposite, inversion principle
with some backsliding on large-scale socialization through
the state financing. In the context of such specificity
among national scientists a number of representatives who
initiated research on the social innovation also started to
be separated, such as L. Antoniuk, L. Boyko-Boychuk,
E. Kuchko, N. Letunovska, I. Meyzhys A. Poruchnyk,
B. Savchuk, A. Sandyha, L. Fedulova, and others.

But knowledge was and remains a relative category.
So the fact of holding some interpretations of social
innovations of theoretical and methodological differences
is natural. In addition, a reasoned decision as to the source
base of social innovations has not been discovered until
recently. As a result, not the whole set of processes and
phenomena that make up the essence of the social are
subject under the direct influence of the state. Moreover,
the innovation social programs, taken for implementation
at different levels of management, turn out to be incapable
by their potencies of influence to adequately respond to
the made destructive aspects in ensuring social dynamics.
These realities certify in favor of the fact that the issue of
implementation of its social purpose by the state through
social innovation is as complex organization, some of them
require further research in the context of streamlining the
content of the mechanism of formation and technology
implementation.

Guided by urgent requirement to strengthen the social
component in ensuring social dynamics, within this
article we have put a research problem, whose main task is
the certainty with essence, source base and mechanism
of formation of “social innovation” in the transitional
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economy with a market mechanism for ensuring activity
in the territory, engaged in the development of the social
state. Basically the represented is seen as a replication
and extension, but something borrowed and qualitative
upgrading to review investigations (Azgaldov, G.G., &
Kostin, AV. (2008); Cherepanova, N.V. (2007); Elias,
N. (2001); Grishkin, V.O. (2005); Huchek, M. (1995);
Perlaki, 1. (1980); Zinoviev, A.A. (2008)).

2. Concept of nature of social innovations

The term “social innovation” is a phrase from the
concepts of “social" and “innovation”. Mostly the term
“social” was identified and today is interpreted as “public”.

In Soviet times the social research was narrowed to
the extent caused by political expediency. Thus, in the
“Dictionary of Russian language”, the term “social” is
defined as “public, referred to people’s lives and their
relations in the society” (Ozhegov, 1953) and in the
political dictionary of the Soviet era the concept of “social”
is associated exclusively with “attitude to the social order”
(Ponomarev, 1956).

Itis natural that with the deployment of democratization
of public life and centrifugal processes that led to the
declaration of independence of former Soviet republics in
the late 90s of the twentieth century, the issue of the nature
of “social” has actualized. However the regulation of the
term “social” has not changed dramatically.

Modern explanatory dictionary editions are virtually
the same footsteps with no desire to build a theoretical
apparatus of sociality adequate to the situation occurred in
the country. As a social content they present all the same,
namely, “.. linked to the life and relations of people in the
society, the public” (Yaremenko and Slipushko, 2001).

National experts of the sociological direction in the
interpretation of the concept “social” reduce it to
the attraction to another person against the will and
desire of both or a combination of several of them in the
community” (Andrushchenko and Gorlach, 1996) or
“active communication between people” (Andrushchenko
and Mihalchenko,1996, pp. 95-96). As for the views of
economists about the nature of “social’, they are reduced to
either “.. the system features, integrated effect of direct or
indirect interaction between people” (Deeva, 2006) or the “...
Possibilities of a decent life in the society” (Grishkin, 2005).

Thus, the formula of sociality has not received the final
character and if left open for further philosophy regarding
the nature of “life” and “relations in the society”. Taking
into account this fact, our understanding of the nature of
“social” is not something that is not compounded, but do
not get adequate time of a formal nature. As a result, we
live in the linguistic world saturated with a term “social”
in different meaningful combinations as relevant and
irrelevant for it.

Indeed, you cannot find objections, because people in
the process of life come into relations with each other.
However, productive activities and meeting the needs of
the economic entities are only possible in unity and mutual
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understanding. In reality, these attributes of social features
are sufficiently contradictory. The given interpretation of
the social aspect ignores these nuances of social relations.
It seems that scientists fear unreliable social reality which
forces to remain in positions of controversial decisions,
adaptability to the situation, and so on.

A statement the German sociologist N. Elias (2001)
regarding the issue of social concept, who identified it
with “structural changes associated with the growth of
differentiation and integration “and® aimed at reducing
differentiation and integration, is correct in this context.

The present requires disclosure of the logic of the latest
social and economic and social processes on axis “equality-
inequality”. And in this case it is extremely important to focus
on the fact that the dominance of inequality within certain
limits is not an abnormal phenomenon, and appears in the
market economy as an integral part of social evolution.

A prominent dissident Russian scientist A.A. Zinoviev
(2008) on this occasion said that “the paradox of history
... is that the tendency of inequality is more progressive and
promising” and further “progress of inequality is the change of
inequalities, which are improving the living conditions of the
most active part of the society, and perhaps other members
of the society”. According to the statement of the modern
intellectual K. Popper (2004) “.. the desire for equality,
particularly in the economic sphere can be a threat ...

Based on these methodological definitions, we can state
that the term “social” for economic transition should be
associated with standardized inequality in the society to
the limits that define the motivational aspects of the work.
The starting point of its establishment is the generation
of the awareness of initial needs and interests by the
workers, who being objective by their nature influenced by
comparison with the results of meeting the similar needs
of other more active economic actors, are experienced as
dissatisfaction with conditions of existence.

As for the term “innovation” it is necessary to take into
account the fact that it consists of the concept “novation”
and the prefix “in”. Then there is a question of substantial
difference of this category from “novation”

Some scientists regarding the prefix “in” refer to a
translation in Latin as “in the direction” (Azgaldov and
Kostin, 2008), and others, following the etymology
of the term “in’, give it a value of “internal” and “inside”
(Cherepanova, 2007). If guided by the first one, the
innovation does not differ from novation or developments,
which are also understood as “.. any purposeful, positive
and progressive change ..” (Perlaki, 1980) or “... purposeful
change that makes the environment ... introducing new
elements relatively stable” (Prigogine, 1989, p. 29). Thus,
“innovation” should be linked with the changes that are
generated within the social and economic system.

In our opinion, adequate time would be appropriate at
first to identify social innovation at the macro level with
solutions that can change directly or indirectly, the social
status of the subjects of social and economic processes at
the appropriate stage of socialization reforms.

But we have to consider another as well. In the definition
thereis no focus on the source basis of the social innovation,
and a very general approach is used, as a result of which it
becomes universal, noting possible welfare increase from a
weak reference to the realities of their generation.

3. Sources of formation of social innovations

The fact that the concept “innovation” was introduced in
the scientificrevolutionin the XIX century at the suggestion
of the famous Austrian economist J. Schumpeter (1982)
is well-known. He understood by it “.. a new quality
or property of the means of production that can be
obtained by improving the existing equipment”. Further
J. Schumpeter showed the specter of innovation with
more details also covering other factors and areas of social
and economic activities. But the main thing is not the
essence and typology of innovation, and the nature of their
occurrence defined by it. This separation requires more
attention because it is of fundamental methodological
load. In this context, the emphasis of the author to the
phrase “improvement of existing” draws attention. It
turns out that innovation cannot be just designed object.
Innovation appears not as just created novation and
qualitatively transformed, previously known as a sample.
Everything that we attribute to the new, the majority
borrows “construction material” of the previous system
state. Considering this, in our view, the key statement for
understanding the emergence of innovation methodology
should emphasize that the people apply such a thing as
tradition to display the pastin the present and in the future.

It is not about an abstract concept, but rather a massive
phenomenon and that covers all the elements of social
coexistence and directly related to the emissions of
innovation and developments and, moreover, formats
them according to the essence and social role. A tradition
acts as one of the most effective mechanisms of human
communities’ adaptation to the changing environment
through regulation of norms and values. As a rule all changes
in the agreed and existing community of people take place
due to the reason of exhausting their possibilities of solving
vital problems in ways that were used before. In the process
of understanding the new reality, the society always deals
with a certain amount of already identified states of the one
or another state of the economy. This repetition is inherent
in the most social and economic system. However, it cannot
be considered as a repetition return back.

Involvement of the tradition in the processes of
human activity unfolds in the form of a circle, which is
essentially a “circle of circles” and finds explanation in
bringing the tradition for functioning under the changed
circumstances, to return back for identifying its braking
elements and then move forward to adapt traditions
through sub-functions in the already changed society.
However, it is important to take into account the fact that
the previous fixing traditions involved in the present serve
as a source maintaining the dynamics of the directional
process which continually brings social system to a desired
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state of the human community. So tradition involved in
the process of social development, realizing the potential
of streamlining processes in the social system ensures
repeatability, predictability and accountability and,
thereby, contributes to their inclusion in the area of social
expediency. All the aforementioned confirms the fact that
the tradition is not something static, because at each stage
of its involvement in social development processes there
are actions for improving implementation of mechanisms
potentially inherent in it structural roots. It should be
noted that the tradition is not opposed to change, but
rather creates a spatial and temporal context, which
updates the changes. The point is that due to the positive
traditions of the previous stage of social development as
stable invariant elements, values, relationships and social
relations transferred to the present. And it is the presence
of invariant, that is something unchanging that determines
the stability of the social and economic system.

It turns out that by its nature a tradition and novation are
inextricably linked. They mutually stipulate, complement
and reinforce each other.

Guided by the given statements we can believe that
due to the appointment of the tradition of the social plan
there is a constant setting of the target vector of social
dynamics by metamorphic way and stochasticity of a set of
proposals to ensure innovation and thus the evolution of
some persistent macro-states at the relevant stage of social
dynamics. The expressed gives reason to believe that social
tradition in contrast to all other content types is a relatively
more complex phenomenon than a number of reasons.
Social tradition is quite versatile. First of all, it includes
many components. Secondly, it has integrative function,
and its sub-functions stipulating it. Thirdly, it finds its
expression in suflicient quantity of changing and unstable
forms, methods, approaches, etc. Fourth, it is a landmark
of innovation searches. Fifthly, the tradition of social
content is a means of regulating social relations. Sixth, it
is a means of securing a positive experience. Seventh, it is
an effective means of socialization. Taking into account the
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aforementioned, we can confirm that social traditions are
concentrate, and even a conglomerate of social values.
One of the possible ways of understanding a social
tradition is a comparison of the recognized and described
constructs. The tradition holds samples, forms of
work organization, relationships, distribution, means
and methods that have proven themselves in the past.
Social traditions that make up the current value for the
community, formed in the past and carry viable “old”
maintaining stability while ensuring social positions. With
regard to the origins of the formation of social innovation
there are solutions that can change directly or indirectly
selectively fixed social institutions in various sectors of
the national economy. All interpretation, the meaning of
which brings social innovations beyond improvement,
development, change, transform them automatically into
something else that is somewhere nearby and only.

4.Innovation mechanism and foundation
of social innovations

The design of the innovation mechanism of social
development shall be built on the fact that updating of
the existing social traditions because of the changed social
circumstances has a permanent character. Every next cycle
of updating valuable components of the social tradition of
regulation of the functioning processes of the society does
not appear as separated from the previous one, and is in
internal communication with it.

Development based on novation is oriented on the
change of valuable content of the existing tradition, its
transfer to a new quality. Novation, as a rule, appears and
is implemented through modernization of the tradition. In
case if it is recognized by the society, it is institutionalized.

Due to the fact that the practice on the innovation
issues is ambiguous and the specialized literature on this
fact has not offered final decision, let’s find it appropriate
to support the scientists who believe that the result of
improvements of the existing traditions is novation, the
components of which are interior and exterior novation
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Fig. 1. Mechanism of cyclical renewal of institutional content of the Social Development regulation system
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constructs. In this case the novation decisions borrowed
from outside according to the semantics of composite
conceptual apparatus, in our opinion, should be called as
exo-novation, and internal — innovation.

The foregoing gives an opportunity to give the scheme of
universal mechanism of innovation of social development
in the national economy (See Figure 1).

The scheme presented in Figure 1 shows that the fixation
of the novation means the transition from the traditional
system with its valuable content (T1) in a high-quality
new state with valuable-formation system component (T1,
T2), which did not exist in the past. The past content of the
public system establishment with tradition (T1) basically
means providing it with a plurality of values, properties,
characteristics and so that T = f /x, Yy % l,n,.. ../ 1Tt
is possible to assume only hypothetically that the whole
set of values, properties; characteristics and so on shall be
subject to changes. This change is actually made in relation
to the limited number of T = f /x, ..z, ..ng,../ . If everything
happened according to the different scenario and the system
in all of their content would become the new characteristics,
it would lose its continuity. The complete system change
that is coming to the state (T,) marks the end of the existing
system and replaces it by another. “In this case, — emphasized
P. Sorokin (2006) — we do not have the right to talk about
the processes of changes, transformation, modification
or evolution of the system, and only the replacement
or displacement of the system (or process) to another,
completely different from it can be talked about”.

From the aforementioned it is clear that the new appear
either on the foundation of the past and stipulated by
it, or against it. From this follows the recognition that
the emergence of entirely new unrelated to the past
in any context is impossible. And when we are talking
about something new, we mean exclusively qualitative
characteristics. But it is not a blind adherence to it because
doing so may cause certain difficulties or even block the
way to the formation of innovation. Finally, always keep
in mind that the transfer of the achievements of the past
contemporaries solely because the tradition is to some
extent absolutization of this process. There is a rational
way to produce innovation through scientific and technical
work. However, if you compare amounts in respect of
purely scientific novation and novation stipulated by
the traditions, the latter will surpass the first 9 times
(Karmazina, 2014).

Quite clearly the potential of the chain “tradition -
novation” was described by M. Porter (1993, p. 64),
emphasizing that “.. most part of changes is evolutionary,
not radical; accumulation of small changes often gives
more than a major technological breakthrough ".

Thus, the tradition (Tl) , being the last in content, shall
be reconstructed on the contemporary basis of today
generally or in respect of certain values which makes not
only partially reproduced (T,), aut also updated (T,).
In this case the ontological sense the tradition (T,) is
not actually aimed at maintaining or mandatory change

to (T,). To the great extent it is something permanent in
landmark changes (the first - T, = const, on the second -
T, = const etc.). It can be compared to the foundation,
which constantly forms something purely new or updated.
The main purpose is to link the traditions of the past (T,)
to the future (T, ) through modernity (T, T,).

In fact, following the description of the cycle novation
updating of the economy, at first sight we can confirm its
stereotype and structuring capabilities and algorithmic
process of innovation. But this is an illusion. If the operation
of technical systems has really stereotypes, the functioning
of social systems is closely linked to the dynamics of other
categories, namely development. Moreover, if the technical
systems need accurate and unambiguous implementation
of prescribed technology, social — after solving one problem,
which brings to life a different and usually more complex,
discover the means to solve it, and so on. It is natural that by
virtue of the separated features the novation processes in the
social dimension compared to the technical and technological
sphere are implemented with a higher uncertainty about the
consequences of their implementation and are characterized
by difficulty in assessing the intended effect.

Guided by the tradition as social and civilization
accumulated experience, it is by virtue of the speed of
changes in the modern society is deformed and requires
new orientation in life. In this sense tradition provides the
necessary precondition for the implementation of creative
processes, and innovation as their product becomes a
potential source of new traditions. There is every reason
to believe that the appointment of the tradition of the
social plan is caused by setting a targeted vector of social
dynamics by setting metamorphic aspect and stochasticity
of a number of proposals to ensure innovation and thus the
evolution of some persistent macro-states at the appropriate
stage of social dynamics.

The fact that the relations between the terms “tradition-
innovation” is more complex than it seems. Innovations
with social overtones are made on the basis of improvement
of component combinations of social traditions. In
such a component range of social traditions a stream
of improvements is quite diverse and in some ways not
always focused. In this regard, there is a need to state that
understanding of the social innovations requires their
expansion by including para-social innovation and exo-
novation antisocial ones to them. Other authors also have
the idea of isolating the innovations of negative or indifferent
to ensure positive changes.

Thus, Yu. Yakovets (2004), providing classification of
innovations, highlighted among them pseudo-innovation
and anti-innovation. He referred those related to wrong
ways of human ingenuity to the first ones, and to the
second — those with reactionary nature and stipulating
the reverse movement in any sphere of national economy.
M. Huchek (1995) called innovation with such content as
“simulated” and “unoriginal”.

In our view, social and organizational innovation and
institutional nature of non-compliance in providing social
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dynamics associated with dead-end management solutions
and inadequate response to change. The prefix “para” [Greek
para near, at m in the contrary, a deviation from somewhat —
or something “similar, but not identical’], which means
deformation of the content designated with root part of the
word “social” more accurately to reproduce the contents of
“innovation” of the inhibitory nature. In the word “para-social” a
prefix “para” give it a meaning of the antipode of social aspect in
its traditional interpretation. Para-social aspect of social practice
accumulates the total content of negative social issues.

Concerning the introduction of social innovations in
practice the term “exo-novation anti-social’, then it is
about improvements imposed on the society, which is
generally alien to the society. We shall distinguish formal
and sometimes seeming innovations from those that really
are such that bring to a qualitatively new level of social
dynamics in a particular social space. Innovations that are
frankly alien to the society represent a threat to the society
and are able to even disrupt it.

In our opinion, adequate time would be appropriate to
identify social innovation at the macro level with solutions
that can change directly or indirectly selectively fixed
institutions in various sectors of the national economy at
the appropriate stage of socialization transformation with
compulsory positivization of the social status of subjects
of social and economic processes through constructs by
mitigating revenue and income inequality.

5. Research Methodology

The methodological basis of the study is fundamental
provisions of the economic theory of socialization of the
market economy, the laws of dialecticallogic and materialist
understanding of social and historical development, the
work of the leading foreign and domestic scientists, which
highlights the problems of innovative development in
general and social innovation in particular.

To solve this problem, a number of general scientific
methods is used, such as analysis and synthesis during the
critical evaluation of approaches of the domestic and foreign
authors about the nature of “innovation”, “novation” and
“developments” of the systematic and structural in the design
ofthemechanismofthe cyclicrenewal of institutional content
of the regulation system of social development, summarizing
the justification of the conceptual terminological apparatus
including social innovation and gradual refinement of social
innovation formulas, abstract logic when making theoretical
generalizations and forming conclusions.

6. Conclusions

The survey results give an opportunity to confirm the
presence of non-compliance of the theoretical constructs of
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social innovation with the changes of the reality according
to the results of development of the oriented social market
economy in the post-Soviet republics. The idea of the nature
of “social” is not something that is not compounded, but
does not get adequate time of formal nature. The concepts
“innovation’, “novation” and “developments” that dilute the
content of the category “social innovation” are identified.
The source base of social innovation that generates para-
social types of innovation and antisocial innovations has
not been contoured until recently. It is difficult to rely not
only on a theoretical breakthrough, but on the effective
implementation of social innovation on the national
territory without removing these destructions. The process
of ordering and organizing the process of social innovation
by certain rules and regulations will contribute, in our
opinion, to the generation of forms of social integration
and regulation of relations between individuals and
their collective combinations relatively independent
and also independent of individuals. And on the way of
modernization of the mechanism of design and involvement
of potential of social innovation can provide a number of
contradictions about eliminating differences desired and
actual conditions of social life that should be set to identify
and distinguish the nucleus and spheres of influence.

7. Conclusions of the scientific research

The necessity of introducing the term “social” as
normalized inequality in the society to the limits that
defines the motivational aspects of work, and “innovation”
as the changes that are generated within the social and
economic system in the scientific use. It has been offered
to interpret social innovation as solutions that can change
directly or indirectly selectively fixed institutions in
various sectors of the national economy at the appropriate
stage of socialization transformation with compulsory
positivization of the social status of subjects of social and
economic processes through constructs of mitigating the
revenue and income inequality. The falsity of orientation
in the development of programs of social innovation on
purely rational methods of production of innovation
through scientific and technical work has been proved.
It has been revealed that the new appears either on the
foundation of the past and stipulated by it, or against it.
From this follows the recognition that the emergence
of entirely new unrelated to the past in any context is
impossible. But by virtue of multi-purpose of definition
of the social aspect there is a problem of setting a targeted
vector of social dynamics by leveling stochasticity and
metamorphic aspect of a number of novation proposals
and thus ensuring the evolution of some persistent macro-
states at the appropriate stage of social dynamics.
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Onbra BUJIbCKAA
MPONCXOXOEHME OOPMUPOBAHMA COUWMAJNbHBIX WMHHOBALIMW B YCNOBUAX
MEPEXOJHOW SKOHOMUKW

AHHoTauwms. Llenbio pabotbl ABnNAeTCA onpegeneHne CyLHOCTY, MCTOYHMKOM 6asbl KOTOPOW ABNAETCA MeXaHU3M
dopmrpoBaHNA “coLmanbHbIX MHHOBALMI® B YCIIOBUAX MEPEXOAHON SKOHOMUKMU C PbIHOYHBIM MEXaHU3MOM A
obecneyeHVa feATEIbHOCTU Ha TEPPUTOPUM CTPAH, KOTOPbIE OCYLLIECTBIAIT PAa3BUTUE COLMANIbHOMO rOCyAapcTBa.
MeTtogonorus. [1na peleHns 1ol NpobnemMbl NCMOMb30BaHO PAf HayUYHbIX METOAOB, TAaKMX KaK aHanu3 1 CUHTE3
BO BPeMs KPUTUYECKOW OLEHKMN MOAXOA0B OTEUECTBEHHDBIX U 3apyOeXKHbIX aBTOPOB O NpUpoAe “HoBauua’, “cobbitna”
1 “VHHOBALMW', CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHbBIV MeXaHM3M LMKINYeCKOro OOHOBMIEHUA COfiepXaHnA MHCTUTYLIMOHAIbHOW
CUCTEMbI PErynMpoBaHUsA COLMANIbHOTO Pa3BUTUA, MOABOAA B OOOCHOBAHUM KOHLIENTYanbHbIX TEPMUHONOMMYECKIN
annapar CouuaNnibHON UHHOBALMW, Y B YAaCTHOCTM MOCTEMEHHOrO MPOosAcHeHMs GOpPMyNn COLMabHbIX UHHOBALWNA,
[enas abCcTpaKTHO-NIorMyeckme TeopeTnyeckoe 0606LeHre 1 BbiBOAbl. Pe3ynbraTbl MccnegoBaHnA nNprBoaaT K
HeobXoAUMOCTY BBEAEHNA TEPMIHA “coLManbHOe” B HAyYHOM M MPaKTUYecKom 060poTe, Kak HopmManvsauua Hepa-
BEHCTBA B O6OLLECTBE [JO0 rPaHuL, KOTOpble ONpeAensioT MOTUBALIMOHHbIE acneKTbl PaboThl, 1 “MHHOBaLMMN” KaK n3Me-
HeHWA, KOTopble FeHeprPYIOTCA B paMKaX COLMaNIbHO-3KOHOMMUYECKOI cucTembl. [penoxeHo pasbACHATb coLmanb-
Hble MHHOBALMK, KaK PeLIeHMs, KOTopble MOryT M3MEHUTb HanpAMYH WX KOCBEHHO BbIGOPOUYHO GUKCMPOBaHHbIE
yUpeXaeHna B PasfivyHbIX OTPACsAX HAPOAHOro XO3ANCTBA CTPaHbl HA COOTBETCTBYIOLLEM 3Tane columanvsaumm
npeobpa3oBaHuUi C 06A3aTENbHON NO3UBUTALMEN COLIMANIBHOMO CTaTyCca CyObeKTOB COLMANBbHBIX Y1 SKOHOMUYECKUX
MPOLIeCCOB Yepe3 KOHCTPYKTbI CMArYEHVA JOXOLOB U HepaBeHCTBa B Aoxofax. [loka3aHo, UTo 6a30BbIM NCTOYHMKOM
CoLManbHOro MHHOBMPOBAHNA ABNAIOTCA COLManbHble TPAANULIMK, KOTOPbIE B CUITY MHOTOL|e/IeBOM onpefeneHHOCTU
coLManbHOro CBA3aHbl C METaMOPPUUECKNMMN XapaKTePUCTMKA 1 CTOXaCTUYHOCTbIO Habopa NPefNoXeHU coLmanb-
HbIX MHHOBALUI 1 NX AeCTPYKTUBHBIX KOHCTPYKTOB. MpaKTuueckoe 3HaueHune. OpraHr3auma NOHATUNHOIO U KaTe-
ropriasibHOro annapara coLmanbHbIX UHHOBaLMiA ByeT cnocobCcTBOBaTb 060CHOBAHMIO COLNANIbHOW MOIUTUKIN Mepbl
N VUCKJTIOUUT 13 NPAKTUKN YPEryiMpoBaHnNA CUTyaunn OTHOCUTENIbHO HEMPOPECCMOHANbHOTO peLleHust Mpobnembl
obecneyeHns obLLecTBEHHOTO Nporpecca. 3HauyeHne/opUrnHanbHOCTb. HayyHo-npakTMyeckas 3HaYMMOCTb paspa-
6OTOK 03HAYaeT, YTO OHU CJTy>KaT OCHOBOW ANA TEOPETUKO-METOL0/IOMMYECKOro 060CHOBaHNA NPOLECCOB CoLMalb-
HbIX MHHOBALWI, U AOMKHbI MEHATLCA K TyyLeMy 61arononyumio HaceneHums.
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