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Abstract. The signing of the Association Agreement in 2014 provides for the development of innovative
cooperation between Ukraine and the European Union (EU), so it is advisable to analyze and study the
development of innovative activity in Ukraine since the signing, assess the effectiveness of this agreement,
identify the weaknesses and strengths of Ukraine as an innovator in this aspect and provide appropriate
recommendations. Theoretical framework. Theoretical framework of the study is based on the analysis of the
works of scholars and legislative potential. The works prove the connection between innovative development and
the association process with the EU. An analysis of the Database with international ratings, such as the Global
Innovation Index, the Bloomberg Innovation Index, the Global Competitiveness Index and the EU Innovation
Scoreboard, is carried out. The object of research is the innovative development of the country and, accordingly,
the current state of Ukraine's innovative development in the context of the implementation of the Association
Agreement with the EU. The purpose of the study is to determine the level of innovative development in Ukraine,
to identify the main advantages and disadvantages and to provide relevant recommendations for improving the
conditions for innovative development in the country within the framework of the Association Agreement.
Scientific novelty. The results of the study are aimed at improving the mechanisms for innovation implementation
based on a thorough analysis of the dynamics of indicators characterizing the level of innovative development in
the country since the signing of the Agreement and provide an opportunity to systematically build a program for
further development and show the prospects for innovation implementation. Conclusions. In the context of
modern challenges, imperfect innovation policy, legislative framework and especially threats to the sovereignty of
Ukraine, we have a low level of development of institutes, research institutions, clusters and infrastructure, and no
mechanisms for protecting copyright, intellectual property and investors. In order to solve the existing problems in
the field of innovative development in the country, the main tasks of the state innovation policy of Ukraine should
be the creation of effective government institutions, transparent tax system and mechanisms for protecting foreign
investors, copyright and intellectual property, the increase in funding for research and development, the creation
of technology transfer centers based on UN standards and full use of the advantages and opportunities of the
Association Agreement with the EU. Based on the analysis of the dynamics of indicators of the level of innovative
development in Ukraine, the article identifies weaknesses that impede the realization of Ukraine's innovative
potential. Despite the current EU-Ukraine Agreement, which should stimulate the development of technologies in
Ukraine, the level of innovative development in the country is still low and lags far behind the level of EU
countries. Thus, Ukraine does not fully enjoy the benefits of the Association Agreement, and the
recommendations for increasing the level of innovative development in Ukraine based on European experience
should contribute to the development of a strategy for creating and implementing innovations, and to finding ways
to increase the competitiveness of the Ukrainian economy by realizing its innovative potential.

Keywords: Association Agreement with the European Union, European integration, indicators of the level
of innovative development, innovative potential.
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Introduction

Sustainable development of the economy of Ukraine is impossible without intensification of
innovations within the country. The developed innovation system of the country allows to combine
economic and social relations, knowledge and technological innovations. Effective innovative
potential is not only a way of dynamic development, but also a means of ensuring the sovereignty of
the country and its competitiveness in the modern world. In 2014, Ukraine signed the Association
Agreement with the EU, which provides for the creation of a free trade zone and is the first step
towards deepening European integration of Ukraine. The text of the Agreement also refers to
cooperation in the field of innovation. Chapter 5 of the Agreement states that cooperation between
Ukraine and EU countries in the field of technology and science involves mutual exchange of
information on programs that provide the opportunity to implement joint projects at the level of
governments, scientific institutions, enterprises, as well as the participation of Ukrainian
organizations in various fields of the EU Framework Program for research and innovation
"Horizon" (Association Agreement between the European Union and Ukraine, 2014). Therefore, the
analysis of the level of innovative development of Ukraine will allow to develop a strategy for the
innovation implementation, to find ways to increase the competitiveness of the economy by
realizing its innovative potential. Currently, this is very important for the state, as Ukraine is most
interested in the development of innovative cooperation with the EU and provides an opportunity
for economic development, which is one of the main factors in the choice of European integration
of Ukraine. The purpose of the article is to determine the level of innovative development in
Ukraine, to identify the main advantages and disadvantages, and to provide relevant
recommendations for improving the conditions of innovative development in the country within the
framework of the Association Agreement. We believe that it is possible to solve these problems by
developing a unified state strategy for the implementation of innovations during the association
process with the EU, as well as by making changes to the current legal acts aimed at harmonizing
these program documents with strategic directions of socio-economic development and its main
principles.

Methodology

In the process of our research, we have used the following general scientific theoretical methods:
system analysis aimed at identifying the object and subject of research; an abstract and logical
method for summarizing and drawing conclusions about the prospects of innovative development of
Ukraine during the association process with the EU and presenting the mechanism of innovation
implementation and substantiation of measures aimed at strengthening this implementation by
methods of legal regulation.

Theoretical framework or literature review

Recently, the issue of the results of the signing of the Association Agreement in 2014, which
provides for the development of innovative cooperation between Ukraine and the EU, has led to the
appearance of a number of scientific monographs and articles aimed at an in-depth analysis of this
issue and the search for solutions in Ukraine. Therefore, it is advisable to analyze and study the
development of innovative activity in Ukraine since the signing, evaluate the effectiveness of this
Agreement, identify the weaknesses and strengths of Ukraine as an innovator in this aspect, and
provide appropriate recommendations. Many domestic economists have considered the problem of
assessing the readiness of countries for innovative changes. Thus, in his works, M. Kyzym
considers the problems of assessing the readiness of Ukraine for innovative transformations and
assesses the possibility of forming innovative clusters (Kyzym, 2011). Researchers I. Egorov,
I. Odotiuk, and O. Salikhova analyze the possibility of introducing high technologies into the
economy of Ukraine and evaluate the indicators of the development of biotechnology,
nanotechnology, new materials, and nuclear technologies (Egorov, 2016). A. Rusnak and
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S. Prokhorchuk investigate innovative potential of the Ukrainian economy in the international
context and perspectives (Rusnak, 2018). E. Maslennikov and M. Dimitrieva conduct fundamental
studies of innovative development in the industry (Maslennikov, 2016). A. Kniazevych and
V. Kyrylenko study the ways of improving the innovative infrastructure of Ukraine (Kniazevych,
2018). Foreign economists, in particular: K. Schwab, U. Bainbridge, E. Brynolfsson, J. Greengard,
K. Kelly, D. Ross, and others study the innovative development of the state. The issues of the article
require further research and the provision of proposals regarding the tasks for the implementation of
innovations during the period of the association process with the EU.

Results and discussion

Determination of the level and state of development of innovations in Ukraine in the
international context, in particular within the framework of European integration processes, will
be carried out in accordance with international ratings that assess innovation potential,
technological and innovative competitiveness. To do this, we have studied and analyzed the
most authoritative ratings for determining the innovation potential of the economy, namely: the
Global Innovation Index, the Bloomberg Innovation Index, the Global Competitiveness Index
and the EU Innovation Scoreboard.

The Global Innovation Index is prepared jointly by Cornell University, INSEAD business
school and the World Intellectual Property Organization. In 2019, the Global Innovation Index
covered 129 global economies based on 82 indicators, which are divided into seven areas:
institutions, human capital and research, infrastructure, market sophistication, business
sophistication, knowledge and technology outputs and creative outputs. Therefore, let's consider
the dynamics of these obstacles for Ukraine since the signing of the Association Agreement,
that is, since 2014 (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1. Dynamics of indicators of the Global Innovation Index for Ukraine for 2014-2019
Source: compiled by the authors based on The Global Competitiveness Report. World Economic Forum (2020)
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If you look at the dynamics as a whole, you can see that since the signing of the Association
Agreement, Ukraine has improved its indicators in almost all areas of the Global Innovation
Index rating. Therefore, the greatest achievements can be seen in the development of the index of
creative potential. If in 2014 Ukraine ranked only 77th according to this indicator, then in 2019
the country ranked 42nd among 129 countries. Over the past five years, Ukraine has climbed 35
positions, which is currently its best result. According to the index of creation of knowledge and
technologies, Ukraine ranks 28th, ahead of such EU countries as Slovenia (40th), Slovakia (29th),
Poland (39th), Romania (41st), Bulgaria (37th), Portugal (43rd), and Latvia (45th). Thus, in five
years, Ukraine has improved its results by four positions, compared to 2014, when Ukraine took
32nd place, but the best result was in 2018, when Ukraine took 27th place. This shows that
scientific and educational potential of the country, the knowledge of the population are the
greatest advantages of Ukraine, which today ensure the country's competitiveness in innovative
activities.

Analyzing the indicator of business development, we can say that Ukraine has improved its results
here as well. Thus, in 2019, Ukraine took 47th place against 87th place in 2014, ahead of Croatia
(49th), Romania (51st) and Greece (59th). The country has moved up 40 positions over the past five
years, but still lags far behind most EU countries. Speaking about the degree of market development
in Ukraine, it is worth noting that in 2014, Ukraine remained at the 90th place among the studied
economies. This is the lowest indicator compared to all EU countries, and Ukraine had the best
result in 2016, when it took 75th place. According to the level of infrastructure development,
Ukraine has the worst result among all seven indicators, i.e. 97th place, although the country has
improved its results compared to 2014 (107th place) and lost eight positions compared to 2018,
when it took 89th place, which today is the best result of Ukraine in terms of infrastructure
development. Therefore, it can be argued that the state of development of the infrastructure
necessary for the development of the country is currently not at a high level, and the conclusions of
our study can contribute to improving the results. Thus, for comparison, Latvia has the worst result
in terms of infrastructure development among all EU countries, which ranks 51st, and Ukraine lags
behind the worst indicator of the EU by 46 positions.

According to the Human Capital and Research Index, Ukraine ranked 51st in 2019, which is the
best indicator of the country in terms of the implementation of knowledge and technology outputs
and creative outputs. However, compared to 2014, Ukraine lost six positions (51st place against
45th), and the best result was 36th place in 2015. Then we began to gradually lose our positions,
namely: 40th, 41st, 43rd and 51st places, respectively, although there are promising trends when
Ukraine is ahead of Bulgaria (62nd place) and Romania (69th place) but lags behind other EU
countries. Thus, human capital is a driver of innovation, but requires significant attention from
public and private sectors, as the country may lose one of its strongest competitive advantages. In
terms of the quality of institutions, Ukraine ranks 96th, which is the second worst result of our
country after the indicator of infrastructure development. Compared to 2014, Ukraine has risen
seven positions (106th place in 2014), which is its best result in five years. However, compared to
EU countries in 2019, Ukraine lags behind the worst result, which belongs to Greece, by
45 positions. Thus, the quality of institutions is not a strong characteristic of Ukraine as an
innovator and lags far behind all EU countries.

Next, we analyze the place of Ukraine according to the indicator of the development of
innovations in the rating of global competitiveness. A large number of different criteria
determine the competitiveness of national economies. The Global Competitiveness Index
consists of more than 100 indicators that assess the competitiveness of almost all countries. All
these variables are combined into 12 components that determine the competitiveness of a
country. Thus, the 12th indicator is the innovative potential of the country, which, in turn,
corresponds to a number of indicators. Let's consider the dynamics of the most important
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indicators in our opinion, which directly affect the development of innovations in the country. It
is worth noting that in 2018 there were changes in the methodology for calculating the IPD,
which was used for the past 12 years. The update of the methodology in 2018, according to the
WEF, should help countries better take into account the factors of competitiveness in the fourth
industrial revolution. However, because of this, it is difficult to conduct a retrospective analysis
of the dynamics of various indicators of competitiveness for a period of more than one year, so
we have analyzed two referrals according to various indicators in the period from 2014 to 2017
and from 2018 to 20109.

Taking into account the indicator of the availability of qualified labor in the country, namely
engineers and scientists, we see that Ukraine has the best results here and in 2017 took 25th place,
which is the highest result in the last five years. Since 2014, the country has improved its results by
23 positions, ahead of such countries as Portugal, Cyprus, Austria, Italy and Spain, while the first
place in this ranking is occupied by Finland. Next, we will proceed to the analysis of the quality of
cooperation between institutions and business in the field of R&D. Here, Ukraine has one of the
worst results, ranking 73rd among 137 countries surveyed. In addition, the dynamics shows that
since 2014, Ukraine has risen by only one position, since there is almost no cooperation between the
state, business and scientific institutions in our country. At the same time, EU member states:
Finland, the Netherlands, Germany, Belgium and Sweden are among the top ten. The analysis of the
indicator of companies' R&D expenditure has shown that in the period from 2014 to 2017, Ukraine
only worsened its indicators. Thus, in 2014, Ukraine took 66th place, and in 2017 - 76th one. The
top countries according to this indicator are Switzerland, the USA, Germany, Japan, etc. The
dynamics of the indicator of the quality of scientific institutions shows that in 2017, Ukraine took
60th place in the rating, which is seven positions higher than in 2014, when Ukraine was in 67th
place. Ukraine has overtaken EU countries such as Greece, Croatia and Slovakia, and lags behind
all other EU member states, including neighboring Bulgaria (59th) and Poland (49th). However, the
country fell 10 places from 2016 and 17 places from 2013, when it ranked 54th, its best
performance since 2014-2017.

Next, we will consider the indicators of Ukraine within the limits of innovative potential for 2018-
2019, which are calculated according to the new WEF methodology, adapted to modern conditions
of the fourth industrial revolution (Figs. 2-3). Thus, according to the number of patent applications
per 1 million inhabitants in 2019, Ukraine was in 62nd place, or in quantitative terms, 1.5-1.6
patents per 1 million Ukrainians. This is the lowest indicator compared to the countries of the
European Union. The lowest indicator among EU countries belongs to Romania, which is in 49th
position, where there are 3.6 patents per 1 million inhabitants. In countries such as Great Britain,
Belgium, Luxembourg, France and the Netherlands, this figure exceeds 100 applications per million
inhabitants, and in Denmark, Sweden, Austria, Finland and Germany - 200 applications per million
inhabitants.

As for government R&D expenditure as a percentage of GDP, the country lost 11 positions: in
2018, Ukraine was in 56th place, when R&D expenditure was 0.6% of GDP, and in 2019,
Ukraine was already in 67th place, having spent on R&D 0.4% of GDP. This is the lowest
indicator among all the countries of the European Union. Among all EU member states, Sweden
has the most R&D expenditure - 3.4%, Austria - 3.2%, Germany - 2.9%, Denmark - 2.9%,
Finland - 2.8%. Malta has the lowest costs among EU countries - 0.5% and Bulgaria - 0.8% of
GDP. Analyzing the level of companies' cooperation, we see that Ukraine has improved the
situation by only two positions in a year: 59th place in 2018 against 57th place in 2019. Among
EU countries, the closest interaction and cooperation of companies is observed in Germany, the
Netherlands, Sweden, Finland and Denmark, which ranked 3rd, 5th, 6th, 7th and 13th
respectively. The lowest positions are occupied by Hungary, Croatia, Greece, Poland and
Cyprus.
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Figure 2. Dynamics of innovative potential indicators for Ukraine for 2014-2017
Source: compiled by the authors based on The Global Innovation Index (2022)
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Figure 3. Dynamics of innovative potential indicators for Ukraine for 2018-2019
Source: compiled by the authors based on The Global Innovation Index (2022)

Now let's move on to the analysis of the indicator of the level of cluster development in the
countries. In one year, Ukraine has been able to improve its position in the rating immediately by
10 positions, but it still remains quite low. In 2018, Ukraine was on 106th place, and in 2019 - on
96th. Only Lithuania, Romania, Greece and Croatia, which ranked 97th, 108th, 129th and 132nd,
had worse results. Among all studied countries, the clusters in Italy (1st place) and Germany (4th
place) are developing the best. Next, we will move on to the rating of Ukraine in the European
Innovation Scoreboard, when the country's innovation efficiency is determined by the consolidated
innovation index, which, in turn, consists of more than 25 indicators, which are divided on the basis
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of conditions, investments, innovations. We have identified five key indicators from each group,
namely: human resources, attractiveness of the research system, funding, intellectual property,
export of medium- and high-tech products. After the analysis, we present the dynamics of the
consolidated innovation index in the period from 2014 to 2018 (Fig. 4).
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Figure 4. Dynamics of indicators of Ukraine in the European Innovation Tabloid 2014-2018
Source: compiled by the authors based on the European innovation scoreboard (2023)

Thus, in the analysis of human resources, Ukraine has 100.8 points, which is on the same level as
Germany, but the development indicator, which includes the human resources index, is lower than
in 2014, when this indicator was 114 points. Next, we will proceed to the analysis of the
attractiveness of the research system, which includes indicators of international publications,
foreign doctoral students, citations of scientific publications, etc. Thus, according to this indicator,
Ukraine has 15 points, which is five points more than in 2014. Despite the progress, we have low
indicators, lagging behind the countries of Eastern Europe: Bulgaria (23.1 points), Romania
(27.2 points), Poland (34.6 points), and we have a huge gap with the countries of Western and
Northern Europe: France (129 points), Great Britain (177 points), Denmark (207 points), Sweden
(189 points), etc. As for the financing of innovations in the country, the dynamics shows that since
2014 financial infusions have decreased significantly. In 2018, this indicator received 7.6 points,
while in 2014 it had 21.8 points, which is the worst result of all analyzed indicators. So,
neighboring countries Poland, Hungary, Romania and Slovakia in 2018 had 39, 45, 29 and
26 points respectively, while Denmark, the Netherlands, Great Britain, France and Germany have
more than 100 points. Taking into account the dynamics of the intellectual property index, which
characterizes patent activity, it can be said that Ukraine has not changed its position here compared
to 2014 - 13 points in 2018 against 13.3 points in 2014, but compared to 2017 Ukraine lost three
points. According to this indicator, Ukraine's results are the worst among EU countries. Romania
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also has low results - 23 points, and Croatia has 29 points. In the countries of Eastern Europe
(Poland, Hungary, Slovenia, Slovakia, the Czech Republic), this indicator exceeds 39 points.

The dynamics of the export of medium and high-tech products of Ukraine shows that Ukraine is
also gradually losing its position. In 2018, Ukraine had 24 points, and in 2014 - 38, that is, it lost 14
points. In the Baltic countries - Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, this indicator is at the level of 50-60
points, and in Finland, the Netherlands, Belgium, Great Britain - at the level of 80-100 points. Thus,
considering the dynamics of the general consolidated innovation index, it should be noted that the
country has lost 2 points since 2014. In 2018, the index was only 27 points, which is the lowest
among all EU member states. At the same time, the average index is about 100 points. Next, we
proceed to the analysis of the Bloomberg Innovation Index (Fig. 5). This index is derived from an
assessment of seven indicators: R&D intensity, value-added production, labor productivity, high
technological density, higher education efficiency, concentration of researchers, and patent activity.
As can be seen from the dynamics of patent activity indicator, which includes the number of patent
applications by residents, the total volume of applications and valid patents per million population,
since 2014, Ukraine has lost eight positions and in 2019 took 36th place. Germany, which is in third
place, is the leader among EU countries.
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Figure 5. Dynamics of the rating of Ukraine according to the Bloomberg Innovation Index

2015-2019
Source: compiled by the authors based on The Bloomberg Innovation Index (2015)

In terms of the concentration of researchers, that is, the number of people employed in R&D per
million population, Ukraine has also dropped four positions since 2015 and ranks 49th out of
60 countries. Denmark is in first place. Analyzing the quality of higher education, it should be noted
that education, which was the driving force of innovative development, has lost its effectiveness.
This indicator includes: the total number of students in the higher education system as a percentage
of the number of school graduates; the minimum share of the workforce with higher education; the
annual number of new engineering graduates as a percentage of the total number of university
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graduates and as a percentage of those who have been employed. Thus, in 2016, Ukraine took
fourth place out of 50 countries, and in 2019 - only 48th place, so the regression in four years
reached 43 positions. In 2019, Ukraine ranked 35th in terms of high-tech density (share of
registered high-tech public companies from the global level), which is one mark better than in 2015.
Second place belongs to France, and third to Germany. The dynamics of the labor productivity
indicator (the value and three-year change of GDP and GNP per worker aged 15+) shows that
Ukraine has the worst results here, ranking 57th among 60 countries. Ireland is in 1st place,
Denmark is in 6th place, Finland is in 9th place.

In terms of value-added production (percentage of GDP for PPP per capita), Ukraine lost
11 positions in four years, taking 57th place out of 60. Ireland is in 1st place, Germany is in 4th
place, and the Czech Republic is in 7th place. In terms of R&D intensity (expenditure on R&D,
percentage of GDP), Ukraine ranks 57th out of 60 countries. In four years, the country has lost
16 positions, which indicates a reduction in R&D funding in the country. Sweden completes more
studies than other EU countries, ranking fourth out of 60, followed by Austria and Denmark.
Having analyzed the state of innovative development of Ukraine, it is advisable to consider in detail
what factors prevent Ukraine from realizing its innovative potential and what advantages the
country has that can positively affect its innovative development. To do this, we have conducted a
SWOT analysis, the matrix of which is presented in the Table 1. From the SWOT matrix, it can be
seen that Ukraine has many unrealized opportunities in the field of innovative development.
Therefore, in order to implement existing opportunities and avoid potential threats, it is advisable to
take into account the experience of EU member states in realizing their innovative potential, which
can also be applied to Ukraine. First of all, it is necessary to create, develop, implement and support
innovative potential in the EU, which is achieved by stimulating innovation within strategic
programs of various levels. The first such program was the Lisbon Strategy, launched in 2000 by
EU heads of state and government. The goal of the Lisbon Strategy was to make Europe the most
competitive with a dynamically growing economy based on knowledge and capable of sustainable
development. After the implementation of the Lisbon strategy, in 2010 the European Union adopted
a new program called "Europe 2020".

Table 1. Matrix of SWOT analysis

Strong characteristics Weak qualities
1. Employment of the population in knowledge- 1. Absence of a mechanism for attracting foreign
intensive industries. investors.
2. Population with complete secondary and higher 2. Low development of clusters.
education. 3. Low quality of research institutions.
3. Number of graduates of scientific and technical 4. R&D expenditures.
specialties. 5. Low share of export of creative and high-tech
4. Education expenditures. products.
5. Creative potential. 6. ICT use and access to them.
6. Ease of obtaining a loan. 7. Share of medium and small businesses with
innovative products.
Prospects Threats
1. Implementation of third and fourth generation mobile | 1. Outflow of scientific potential due to non-realization
technologies. of abilities in Ukraine.
2. Creation of a legal framework for the protection of | 2. Increase of the gap with the EU in the field of
investors. innovation.
3. Development of modern national and international | 3. Lack of up-to-date information on technological
clusters. progress in the world due to the low use of ICT.
4. Involvement of qualified specialists in the creation of | 4. Consolidation of the status of the raw material
innovative technologies. supplier country.
5. Preferential lending to innovative sectors. 5. Inability to occupy a niche in the global market of
6. Provision of educational institutions with modern innovative goods.
material and technical equipment. 6. Loss of confidence of foreign investors.
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Ukrainian organizations also joined the Horizon 2020 program in 2014. As of January 2019,
Ukrainian participants received 171 grants for a total of 30 million euros. In total, domestic
institutions and enterprises participated 238 times since 2014, which indicates scientific potential of
our country (Horizon 2020. Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine, 2020).

So, mostly innovative ideas and projects in Ukraine originate in research organizations of
universities, research institutes and independent laboratories, because they own the largest number
of patents. However, despite their relatively large number, the number of inventions is much
smaller due to the fact that the implementation of innovative ideas and projects requires the
participation of many other structures, in which qualified engineers, managers and representatives
of a number of other professions also participate. In this case, regular contacts of the main
participants of innovation process (clusters) are the most effective form of cooperation. Today, the
policy of EU countries is aimed at helping clusters through the development of innovative
infrastructure, strengthening of networks and training, investing, spreading knowledge among
cluster members, which will lead to a large-scale EU development strategy. Thus, EU experience
can become the basis for the formation of national mechanisms of cluster regulation in Ukraine, the
development of national programs of strategic development and cooperation in the European
Economic Area, for example, through the creation of national and international clusters and active
participation in future EU framework programs.

Scientific novelty

The results of the study are aimed at improving the mechanisms for innovation implementation
based on a thorough analysis of the dynamics of indicators characterizing the level of innovative
development in the country since the signing of the Agreement and provide an opportunity to
systematically build a program for further development and show the prospects for innovation
implementation.

Conclusions

Investigating the state of innovation development in Ukraine based on international ratings, it has
been established that according to the Global Innovation Index, the Global Competitiveness Index,
the Bloomberg Innovation Index and the EU Innovation Scoreboard, after signing the Association
Agreement, Ukraine improved its creative potential, achieved success in the development of
business environment, educational potential at the level of most European countries. However, in
the context of modern challenges, imperfect innovation policy, legislative framework and especially
threats to the sovereignty of Ukraine, we have a low level of development of institutes, research
institutions, clusters and infrastructure, there are no mechanisms to protect copyright, intellectual
property and investors. In order to solve the existing problems in the field of innovative
development in the country, the main tasks of the state innovation policy of Ukraine should be the
creation of effective government institutions, transparent tax system and mechanisms for protecting
foreign investors, copyright and intellectual property, the increase in funding for research and
development, the creation of technology transfer centers based on UN standards and full use of the
advantages and opportunities of the Association Agreement with the EU. Based on the analysis of
the dynamics of indicators of the level of innovative development of Ukraine, weak points that
prevent the realization of innovative potential of Ukraine have been identified. Despite the current
Agreement between Ukraine and the EU, which is supposed to stimulate the development of
technologies in Ukraine, the level of innovative development in the country still remains low and
significantly lags behind the level of EU countries. Thus, Ukraine does not fully enjoy the benefits
of the Association Agreement, and the given recommendations for increasing the level of
innovative development in Ukraine based on European experience should contribute to the
development of a strategy for the creation and implementation of innovations, and the search for
ways to increase the competitiveness of the Ukrainian economy by realizing its innovative potential.
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IHHOBALIMHUA PO3BUTOK YKPAIHHA
B PAMKAX YT'OJIU ITPO ACOLIALIIO 3 EBPONEHCBKUM COI0O30M
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Anoramin. Iligmucanus Yrogu mnpo acomiamito y 2014 p. mepembauae poO3BUTOK IHHOBAIIMHOTO
chiBpoOiTHHITBA MK VYKpainoro Tta €C. ToMmy IOmiNEHO TIpoaHANi3yBaTH 1 MOCHIAUTH PO3BUTOK
IHHOBAIIHOI TisSUTBHOCTI B YKpaiHi 3 MOMEHTY ITiMUCAHHS, OMIHUTH €()EeKTUBHICTH Ii€i Yroau, BUSBUTH
CabKi 1 CHWJIBHI CTOPOHHU [isUIBHOCTI YKpaiHM sSK HOBAaTOpa B IIbOMY acleKTi Ta HaJaTH BiAMOBIIHI
pexoMeHnnanii. TeopeTnuna 6a3a MOCHIHKEHHS IPYHTYEThCS Ha aHaJi3i Mpalb HAYKOBIIB 1 3aKOHOJAaBUOMY
moTeHmiani. B mpamsx moBOIWTHCS 3B’SA30K IHHOBALIHHOTO PO3BUTKY 3 acCOIMIaliifHAM TIPOIIECOM 3
€pporneticbkkuM Coro3om (€C). [IpoBoauThes aHaiiz basu naHUX 3 MDKHAPOJAHUMH PEHTHHIAMH, TAKUMH SIK
I'moGanpuuii iHHOBaMiHMi iHgekc (Global Innovation Index), Inmexc inHoBamiii (Bloomberg Innovation
Index), Innexc rmobanpHOT KOHKYypeHTocTpoMoxHOCTi (Global Competitiveness Index) Ta Tabmo iHHOBaIi#H
€C (EU Innovation Scoreboard). O6’ekToM IOCIHIPKEHHS € IHHOBAI[iHHII PO3BUTOK KpaiHM 1, BiAIOBIIHO,
CY4YacHUWI CTaH iHHOBAaIifHOrO PO3BUTKY YKpaiHW B yMOBax iMrmjieMeHTauii Yroau mpo acomiamito 3 €C.
Memoro nocmipKeHHs € BU3HAUEHHS PiBHS 1HHOBALIWHOTO PO3BUTKY B YKpaiHi, BHIIJIEHHS OCHOBHHUX
mepeBar Ta HEAONIKiB Ta HAa/JaHHS BiNMOBIIHUX pPEKOMEHJAAIild MIOJ0 MOKpAlleHHS yYMOB iHHOBAIIIHOTO
PO3BHTKY B KpaiHi B pamMKax Yroaud mnpo acouiamito. Hayxosa noeusna. Pe3ynbraTw JOCIHiIKEHHS
CHpsSIMOBaHI Ha BJIOCKOHAJICHHS MEXaHI3MIB BIPOBA/DKEHHS 1HHOBAI[ii Ha OCHOBI I'PYHTOBHOT'O aHaJi3y
MUHAMIKK TIOKAa3HHKIB, IO XapaKTepU3yIOTh pIBEHb IHHOBAIIMHOTO PO3BUTKY B KpaiHi 3 MOMEHTY
nmignvucaHHs YToAd, AalOTh MOXJIHMBICTE CHCTEMHO BHOyIyBaTH Nporpamy HOAAJIBIIONO PO3BUTKY 1
MOKAa3yIOTh IEPCIEKTUBU BIPOBA/DKCHHS 1HHOBAIiK. Bucnoéxku. B KOHTEKCTI CydYaCHMX BHUKIIUKIB,
HEIOCKOHAJIOl 1HHOBAaWiMHOI TOJIITHKH, 3aKOHOAaBUOi 0a3u i 0COOJNMBO — 3arpo3 CyBepeHiTeTy YKpaiHu
Ma€eMO HU3BKHU PiBE€Hb PO3BHUTKY 1HCTHUTYTIB, HAYKOBO-IOCIITHIUX YCTAHOB, KJacTepiB Ta iHQPACTPYKTYpH,
BIJICYTHI MEXaHI3MH 3aXHCTy aBTOPCHKUX TNpaB, IHTENEKTYalbHOI BJIACHOCTI Ta iHBECTOPiB. 3 METOIO
BUpIIICHHsT ICHYIOUMX MpobjeM y cdepi iHHOBAIHHOIO PO3BUTKY B KpaiHi OCHOBHHUMH 3aBIaHHSMHU
Jep>kaBHOI 1HHOBAWIMHOI TOJITHUKM YKpaiHM MalThb CTaTH CTBOPEHHS €()EeKTUBHHUX 1HCTUTYTIB BIalu,
Mpo30poi MOJATKOBOI CHUCTEMH Ta MEXaHI3MiB 3aXUCTy 1HO3EMHHX IHBECTOPIB, aBTOPCHKOTO MpaBa Ta
IHTEJIeKTyalbHOI BJIAaCHOCTI, 30iNbIICHHS (iHAHCYBaHHS HAYKOBUX JIOCTIJKEHb 1 PO3pPOOOK, CTBOPEHHS
LEHTPiB TpaHcdepy TexHosnorii Ha 6a3i cranaaptieB OOH Ta 1moBHE BUKOPHUCTaHHS IE€peBar i MOXKIJIMBOCTEN
Yroau npo acomiamito 3 €C. Ha ocHOBI aHamizy AMHaMIKHM TOKa3HHKIB PiBHS iHHOBAIliIHHOTO PO3BUTKY
VYkpaiHu BUSBJICHO Cja0Ki MiCIsl, IO TEPEIIKO/HKAIOTh peai3allii IHHOBALIMHOTrO MOTEHIliay YKpaiHu.
Hes3Baxatoun Ha umHHY Yromy Mk YkpaiHoro Ta €C, sika Ma€ CTUMYJIOBaTH PO3BUTOK TEXHOJIOTiH B
VYkpaiHi, piBeHb 1HHOBaLlIHHOTO PO3BUTKY B KpaiHi Bce IIE 3aIMLIAE€THCS HU3bKUM Ta 3HAYHO BiJICTAE Bix
piBHs nepxkaB €C. TakuMm 4yMHOM, YKpaiHa HE IMOBHOIO MIpOI0 KOPHCTYEThCS IepeBaramu YTOIU IPO
acoliallio, a HaBeJCHI PEKOMEHJAIlil II0J0 MiABHUINEHHS PIBHA IHHOBAIlIHHOTO PO3BUTKY B YKpaiHi Ha
OCHOB1 €BPONEHCHKOTO JOCBily MAalOTh CIPHUATH pPO3pOOLI cTpaTerii CTBOPEHHS Ta BIPOBAKEHHS
IHHOBAIIIi, MONIYKY IUISXIB TMiJBHIIEHHS KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXKHOCTI EKOHOMIKM YKpaiHH NIISIXOM
peaizatii il iHHOBaIIHOTO TTOTCHITIAITY.

Karouosi ciaoBa: Yrona mpo acormiariro 3 €BponeiickkuM Cor030M, €BpONEHChKa iHTErpallisi, MTOKa3HUKU
PiBHS IHHOBAIIHHOTO PO3BUTKY, IHHOBAIIMHUI ITOTEHIIIA.
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