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инновационных идей и экспериментирование); обрат-
ная связь (создание механизма и формирование банка 
данных относительно положительных и отрицатель-
ных последствий разработки и внедрение инноваций 
предприятием, его контрагентами и конкурентами); 
междисциплинарный подход (инновационная культура 
является продуктом системы наук, к которым, в част-
ности, относятся психология, социология, праксиоло-
гия, управление).

ВЫВОДЫ
Формирование инновационной культуры на пред-

приятиях с учетом предложенных принципов требует 
изменения менеджмента, который должен основывать-
ся на новом мышлении работодателей, менеджеров и 
отдельных личностей и есть важным фактором активи-
зации развития инновационного потенциала предпри-
ятия в целом. Направление дальнейших исследований – 
формирование матрицы соответствия состояния ИПП 
(его проблемных элементов) тем типам инновационной 
культуры, которые обеспечат наиболее благоприятные 
условия для его развития.			    
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The innovations and innovation activity are of prima-
ry importance in solving the tasks of the country’s 
crisis state overcoming and dynamically stable eco-

nomic growth providing. The innovation activity can pro-
vide continuous renewal of the production technological 
basis, mastering of the new competitive production and ef-
fective penetration into the global goods and services mar-
ket. This requires reforming of all the spheres of social life 
and first of all economics. 

The mankind has entered the new stage of its develop-
ment resulting from the socio-economic revolution which 
has been taking place in the modern world. It’s known that 
the basis of every socio-economic revolution is formed by its 
own specific technologies, industrial-engineering systems 
and production relations. For the post-industrial society 
this role is played first of all by the innovation technologies 
and computer-aided systems, high production technologies 
resulting from the new physico-technical and chemico-bio-
logical principles, and innovation technologies, innovation 
systems and innovation organization of different spheres of 
human activity based on them. The creation of the new form 
of economy organization - the innovation economy should 
become its end result.
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The analysis of the recent researches and publications. 
A significant contribution to the research of innovations and in-
novation activity was made by the leading domestic scientists 
such as Amosha O., Amitan V., Antonyuk L., Vasilenko V., 
Gal’chinskiy A., Geyets V., Katsura S., Lapko O., Kondratiev 
M., Paton B., Prigozhin I., Poruchnik A., Savchuk V., Cher-
vanyov D., Shmat’ko V., as well as by the foreign classic sci-
entists such as Drucker, Kleichneht, Porter, Freeman, Hen-
derson, Hiroshi, Schumpeter and others [1].

The results of the research on such problem made by 
the domestic and foreign scientists assure that the creation 
of the competitive innovation economy is the strategic line 
of our country’s development. The creation of innovation 
economy to overcome crisis in Ukraine has to be studied 
more closely.

The aim of the article is to work out recommendations 
concerning anticrisis innovation economy implementation 
based on the modern state of the ‘crisis’ economy. The tac-
tics, strategy and measures to solve problems connected 
with the effective innovation economy implementation are 
to be worked out as well. 

The analysis of modern progress trends of the leading 
western countries carried out indicates that innova-
tion economy is a society’s economy based on the 

knowledge, innovations, benevolent attitude to new ideas, 
new machines, systems and technologies, readiness of their 
practical realization in the different spheres of human activ-
ity. It singles out a special role of knowledge and innovations, 
scientific knowledge in particular. The traditional spheres of 
material production in the innovation economy transform 
and drastically change their technological basis under the 
influence of scientific and technological knowledge as the 
production which isn’t based on the new knowledge and in-
novations becomes nonviable in such economy.

The information technologies, computer-aided systems 
and high production technologies are the innovation econo-
my’s base systems. They drastically transform all the facilities 
of data accessing, processing, transfer and production. They 
drastically technolized the intellectual activity [1, 2]. 

The innovation, innovation activity and innovation 
infrastructure are the basic concepts of innovation econ-
omy. Let’s become briefly familiar with these concepts be-
cause the tactics and strategy of the country’s effective in-
novation economy forming depend greatly on their right 
understanding. The innovations, innovation activity and 
innovation processes are the concepts having actually the 
most various and broadest interpretation. The maturity and 
spread of such concepts on the processes which refer to all 
the new including new ideas and inventions, new scientific 
achievements, new knowledge and technologies, new re-
sults of fundamental and exploration scientific researches 
etc., are generated by the everyday notion and mixing of the 
innovative and new concepts. The broadest interpretation 
of innovation activity as something new includes everything 
understood by the scientific-technical progress, mixes sci-
entific and innovation priorities, generates misconceptions 
about the similarity of requirements for infrastructures 
which provide scientific or innovation development [2]. The 
following understanding of the scientific-technical progress 

will be used to substantiate this thesis: the scientific-tech-
nical progress would be reasonably divided into two main 
interconnected and complementary components. The first 
one is the scientific-technical achievements; the second one 
is industrial engineering achievements.

In the first case the new knowledge, new scientific-
technical ideas, discoveries and inventions, new technolo-
gies based on the new physical-chemical-biological prin-
ciples form the results of the scientific-technical progress. 
In the second case the industrial engineering achievements 
such as innovations form the results of the scientific-techni-
cal progress as the creation of such presumes:

	professional purposeful development and 
bringing up the results of industrial engineering 
achievements to creation of new technologies, 
new systems, machines, equipment, new methods 
of production planning etc.;

	selling of the created results of industrial engineering 
achievements to the customer or through a market, 
or using the «order – fulfillment» mechanism;

	providing the effective use of the created innovation 
product;

	research and receive of new industrial engineering 
achievements required for innovations creation 
wished by the market or by the customer [3].

By the innovation activity should be understood the 
activity of group of people directed at realization of the 
turn-key industrial engineering achievements such as in-
novations, the use of current breakthrough technologies, 
systems, machines and equipment on the basis of the imple-
mentation of domestic and foreign science and technology 
industrial engineering achievements. It should eliminate the 
gap between the current level of the received and checked 
industrial engineering achievements and their implementa-
tion at the developing enterprises. Hence it follows that the 
saturation of the innovation activity is the main condition 
for effective innovation economy formation.

The efficiency of innovation activity is largely defined 
by the innovation infrastructure. That’s why the innovation 
infrastructure forms the basic part of the innovation econo-
my and society’s innovation potential.

The innovation infrastructure is the main instrument 
and mechanism of the innovation economy. It can 
boost the country’s economy at a very high level. 

On the assumption of such definition the innovation infra-
structure can be seen as a complex of interconnected and 
complementary production and technical systems, organi-
zations, firms sufficient to carry out the innovation activity 
and innovations. The innovation infrastructure specifies the 
speed of a country’s economic development and its people’s 
welfare growth. The experience of the world developed 
countries confirms that at the global market competition 
conditions inevitably wins one that has a developed infra-
structure of innovations creation and implementation, one 
that possesses the most efficient mechanism of innovation 
activity. That’s why the innovation infrastructure should be 
functional to provide effective operation of the innovation 
economy. It should possess such features which fully pro-
mote the implementation of engineering technologies to 
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create and implement innovations on a regional and nation-
al scale. The development of innovation project should be 
followed by the continuous analysis of the end results. The 
availability of reliable information concerning end results 
allows working out constructive priorities directly during 
the development of innovation activity and providing the 
closed controlling system according to the scheme:

	innovations – investments – end results monitor
ing – investments etc.;

	scientific-technical potential high level;
	staffing first of all managers of innovation projects 

and possibility of continuous renewal and impro
vement of innovation infrastructure staff;

	financial provision (availability of circulating capital);
	high level of tools to speed up the end result;
	flexibility to provide adaptation of innovation 

infrastructure to market requirements and changes. 

The experience of the world developed countries 
shows that the infrastructure of innovation engineer-
ing centers (firms and enterprises) is the main core 

of innovation infrastructure. These centers have to master 
the best domestic and foreign knowledge and technologies, 
and act for a customer as a systemic guarantor of success-
ful innovation project realization and full innovation cycle 
ensuring beginning from market conditions analysis of the 
end innovation product, feasibility study and development 
of the innovation product till complex equipment delivery, 
its system integration and taking over with peopleware on a 
«turn-key» basis and further servicing [4, 5].

The investigation of market needs, the necessity 
of continuous and operational renewal of the innovation 
product requires flexible automation implementation. The 
complex flexible automation with wide use of information 
technologies and computer-aided systems forms the es-
sence of innovation economy. That’s why high automated 
technologies and computer-aided systems based on «engi-
neering – production – control – implementation» model 
should lay down the foundations of all country’s economy 
structural transformations and innovation infrastructure. 
This implies that the most important regional problem of 
innovation economy formation and development is decid-
ing methodological and organizational-technological issues 
connected with engineering, construction and mastering 
of computer-aided integrated engineering-production sys-
tems. They combine research processes of technological 
production preparation and planning directed to create 
innovation product. More over there should be three main 
stages in such systems automated in a crisis chain typical for 
a new science intensive system creation: 

	innovations engineering;
	manufacturing and packaging of the new science 

intensive system main model;
	new science intensive system commissioning and 

testing. 
The advance creation of the innovation activity infor-

mational support efficient mechanism in the country forms 
an important problem which requires solving at innovation 
economy conditions. The complex innovation economy 
informational support will promote a successful solving of 

the country’s innovation economy main task – to provide 
competitiveness of the enterprises, branches, regions and 
country in whole [6].

The innovation economy establishment greatly de-
pends on creation of efficient mechanism of complex in-
novation projects practical realization in the country. And 
it won’t do without government assistance of innovation 
processes. The necessity of financial and legal support of 
science and innovations, innovation activity promotion, 
change to new forms of solving of country’s economical, 
ecological and social problems typical for innovation econ-
omy continuously requires from the regional government to 
work out a liable politics to innovation activity control and 
development.

A complex of scientific and organizational-technical 
measures should be taken to provide successful in-
novation politics realization concerning innovation 

economy formation. The main of them are the following:
1.	 The innovation activity and innovation infrastruc-

ture development conceptualization with definition of the 
long-term strategic targets and methods of their achieve-
ment within innovation economy formation.

2.	 The creation of innovation development program 
which has to be an informational document indicating the 
resources, executor, terms and means directed to innova-
tion development targets achievement.

3.	 The integration of the main innovation develop-
ment program conditions into the socioeconomic develop-
ment program. 

4.	 The organization of practical activity of local and 
regional government concerning respective regional nor-
mative acts adoption and realization as well as their pro-
viding of organizational and informational support for this 
program [7].

An attitude to a human of high intellectual and high 
productive labor representing the main productive force of 
society must be absolutely changed At the conditions of in-
novation activity development (in society with innovation 
economy). It’s necessary to integrate the innovation and in-
vestment functions under single control. Such integration 
will promote the executors’ interest in successful realization 
of all single innovation-investment cycle stages which can be 
achieved if all the executors concentrate at the end result [8].

CONCLUSIONS
The beginning of firm innovation economy creation 

should be realized stage-by-stage. At the initial stage the 
main efforts should be directed upon reforming of the le-
gal, organizational and financial mechanisms which pro-
vide innovation system stability as well as small and middle 
business support and development, and creation of high ef-
ficient self-reliant innovation economy in the country in the 
long-term perspective.

The complex development of the domestic enter-
prises and territories to a level of their competitiveness in 
the world should become a strategic task of the innovation 
activity development in our country in the short-term per-
spective.
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The education should be the main resource to achieve 
the assigned task. To provide the effective strategic task 
achievement Ukraine’s infrastructure should be completed 
with the innovation-investment framework such as centers, 
complexes, companies, and institutes. The innovation activ-
ity and projects creation, implementation and development 
premise formation of the effective innovation economy in 
the country.

Therefore, the innovation economy in Ukraine should 
be national.				     
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В любом обществе как целостной социально-эконо-
мической системе, его отдельных сферах время от 
времени происходят кризисные явления, которые 

угрожают существованию самой системы. Наиболее су-
щественное значение имеет преодоление кризисных со-
стояний на предприятиях, образующих первичную цепь 
экономики государства. Невзирая на то, что предпри-
ятия постепенно выходят из кризиса, этот процесс нуж-
дается в ускорении. Основным средством выживания 
предприятия в таких условиях является антикризисное 
управление, которое должно основываться на разработ-
ке и реализации мероприятий, обеспечивающих выход 
из банкротства и преодоления неплатежеспособности. 
Разработка и внедрение таких мероприятий даст воз-
можность улучшить состояние предприятий.

Существующие теоретические разработки и под-
ходы относительно решения этой проблемы охватыва-
ют лишь отдельные аспекты антикризисного управле-
ния предприятиями. Поэтому существует потребность 
в ее комплексном изучении и исследовании, а также 
внедрении антикризисных инновационных мероприя-
тий, которые являются чрезвычайно актуальными при 

противодействии современным кризисным явлениям и 
возрождении нормального ведения хозяйства субъек-
тов предпринимательской деятельности.

Вопросами антикризисного управления предпри-
ятиями, банкротства, санации и финансовой реструктури-
зации и их влияния на современное развитие предприятий 
и украинской экономики занимались такие отечественные 
ученые-экономисты, как Смовженко Т. С., Тридед А. Н., 
Туленков Н. В., Курошеев Г. М., Лигоненко Л. О., Ко-
ротков Е. М, Уткин Е. О., Шапурова О. О., Калинос Г. И., 
Скибицкий О. М. и др. Однако вопросы, связанные с инно-
вационными средствами оздоровления предприятий, во-
зобновления их деятельности, нуждаются в исследовании.

Цель статьи – обосновать необходимость внед-
рения антикризисных инноваций в управлении пред-
приятиями с целью преодоления их убыточности.

Невзирая на широкое применение в экономичес-
кой теории и практике термина «антикризисное управ-
ление», толкования его сущности является неоднознач-
ным. Очень многие ученые-экономисты уделили внима-
ние исследованию этого понятия. Достаточно последо-
вательно и полно понятие «антикризисное управление» 
раскрыто в монографии Л. О. Лигоненко [6], которая 
считает, что более корректно под этим термином по-
нимать постоянно действующий процесс выявления 
признаков кризисных явлений и реализацию генераль-
ного плана недопущения распространения кризисных 
явлений и стагнации развития предприятия, которое 
осуществляется в течение всего периода его функцио-
нирования. Шершнева З. Е. считает, что антикризисное 
управление предприятием – это особенный тип управ-
ления, направленный на выявление признаков кризис-
ных явлений и создание соответствующих предпосылок 
для их своевременного предотвращения, послабления, 
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