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MEPEJXEBI MOAEAI BUCOKOTEXHOAOTTYHUX KAACTEPIB ¥ KOHIENLII ®OPMYBAHHS
HALIOHAABHOI IHHOBAL[IMHOI CUCTEMU

Paper highlights high-tech industrial cooperation forms and models; economic growth modeling
within the context of national innovation system formation and investigated; perspectiveresearch in
the R&D field and its directions taken to consideration.

The change in the place and role of international cooperation in the modern world economy is due
to the following objective advantages: a synergistic effect; a sharp reduction of a one-time and current
production costs of the implementation of cooperation projects by each of the participants; terms of
mastering production and updating products; joint or coordinated solution of a complex of interrelated
problems of the entire innovation cycle of reproduction (production, technologies, management,
marketing, sales and after-sales service of products, R&D, improvement and creation of products).
Despite the fact that current approaches to the organization of innovative activities in companies
have changed significantly in favor of market-oriented methods, this modelremains relevantand is
used in: scientific organizations, education institutions, technological startups, spinoffs, in the
organization of large projects, focused on creating breakthrough products.

Five main models of international scientific and industrial cooperation, which characterize the
predominant specificity of the relations between the cooperators, the licensor and the licensee.
were being distinguished: the licensor transfers technologies, licenses for the use ofindustrial and
(or) intellectual property rights, certain types of technological equipment to the licensee; an additional
obligation of the licensor to supply the licensee with a part of components of its own production;
Transfer of complete technological lines (notindividual types of equipment) together with the relevant
technologies under the terms of financial leasing; Contracting cooperation, under which the
contractor fulfills the licensor's order for the production of intermediate products. At the same time,
the necessary technical documentationis transferred to the licensee, and in some cases, separate
equipment and part of the components produced by the licensor; Joint production of an agreed range
of products, accompanied by the exchange of some types of equipment and mutual supplies of
finished and intermediate cooperated products.

Clusters generalized as objects that encompassed a large number of diverse participants,
unencumbered by geographic location, time zones, and other stationary constraints. Virtualization
of cooperation makes it possible to create large-scale high-tech, radically innovative projects.

Technological clusters are differentiated and classified: cross-border cluster — association of
economic agents with different centers of economic interestin relation to each other from the supply
and demand side, territorially concentrated in neighboring regions; transnational cluster — an
international formation of clusters consisting of interacting agents effectively connected by joint
technical projects, which also have cooperation with border economic entities, sovereign national
and cross-border institutions, global financial and specialized economic non-profit organizations
and mechanisms with the aim of intensifying the development of constituent units of the cluster and
the cluster as a whole, as well as the national economy.
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Y crarrti BUcBiTNneHo ¢popmu Ta Mmoaesii BACOKOTEXHOJIOriYHOIi MPOMUCIOBOI Koornepadii; gocnin-
JKeHo MmoAesiloBaHHS1 eKOHOMIYHOI0O 3POCTaHHSI B KOHTEKCTIi POPMyBaHHSI Ta PO3BUTKY HaLliOHaJIbHOT
IHHOBaLiWHOI cucTemMu; po3ryiiHyTo riepcrnekTusHi gocnipxeHHs B ranysi HAQOKP ta sBpaxoBaHi Ha-
NMPSIMKY iX PO3BUTKY.

Bu3Ha4yeHO 00yMOBJIeHICTb 3MiHN MicLsi Ta poJli Mi>kHapoaHOT koonepadii B cy4acHivi CBIiTOBIi eko-
HOMIiLi HaasIBHICTIO 06 ' €EKTUBHUX NepeBar: CAHepPreTuYHu egpexT; piake CKOpO4YeHHs1 SMiHHN3 oAU-
HUYHUX Ta MOTOYHUX BUPOBHNYNX BUTPAT Ha peani3aLilo NPpoeKTiB 3 koonepawii KOXXHUM 3 yHaCHUKIB;
TepMiH OCBOEHHS BUPOOHULTBa Ta OHOBJIEHHS NPOAYKLii; cninbHe abo y3rogxeHe BUPILLIeHHSI KOMIT-
JIeKcy B3a€MOIOB '13aHnNX Npob6siemM yCcboro iHHoOBaLiifiHOro 4UukJy BigTBOPEHHs (BUPOBHULITBO, TEeX-
Hos0rif, ynpaBniHHs, MapKeTUHr, NPoAaX Ta nicnanpoaaxHe obcnyrosyBaHHs npoaykuii, HOAKP,
YAOCKOHaJIeHHsI Ta MacLuTabyBaHHsI npoAaykuii). HeaBaxkaloyun Ha Te, LL{O cy4YacHi nigxo[u Ao opraH-
i3auii iHHOBaLiNHOT BiNIbHOCTI B KOMMNAaHisiX CyTTEBO 3MiHUJINCSI HA KOPUCTb PUHKOBO-OPIiEHTOBaHUX
MerogiB, 06rpyHTOBaHa MOAEJ1b 3aJINLIAETbCS aKTYaJIbHOIO Ta BUKOPUCTOBYETbCS y: HAYKOBUX OPraH-
i3auisax, HaB4YasbHUX 3aKnagax, TeXHOJIOriYHNUX cTapTanax, cniH-ogax, npyv opraHi3savii BeJIMKux rnpo-
eKTiB, OPIEHTOBaHUX HA CTBOPEHHSI MPOPUBHUX NMPOAYKTIB.

BupineHo n'aTe OCHOBHUX Moesieli MDKHapoaHOi HayKOBO-NPOMMUC/IOBOIT Kkoonepaduii, ki xapak-
Tepu3yloTb nepeBaxxHy cneundiky BigHOCUH MiXX KoorniepaTtopamMmu, JlieH3iapoM Ta fliyeH3iaToM: ne-
peaaya niLeH3iapom TexHoNorii, NiueH3ii Ha BUKOPUCTaHHS MPOMMUCIIOBUX Ta (ab0) npas iHTeNnekTy-
anbHOI BJIaCHOCTI, NeBHUX BUAIB TEXHOJIOrYHOIro o6 1agHaHHs NliyeH3iaty; gogaTtkoBe 30008 '93aHHS
NiyeH3iapa nocravyaTu JiyeH3iaTy 4aCTUHY KOMIMOHEHTIB B1aCHOIro BUPOOHMULTBA; nepeaa4Ya Komri-
JIGKTHUX TeXHOJIOTMYHUX JIIHiV (He okpeMux BuaiB o6n1agHaHHs) pa3oM 3 BigrioBigHUMUN TeXHOJIoriamn
Ha ymoBax ¢piHaHCOBOIO JIi3UHIy; AOroBipHa Kkoornepadisi, 3a SKOI0 NiapsAHNK BAKOHYE 3aMOBJ/I€HHS
NiyeH3iapa Ha BUPOBGHULTBO NPOMIXKHOIT npoayKLii — npu LbOMYy NiLleH3iaTy nepegaeTbcss HeooxigHa
TexHiYyHa JOKYMEeHTaLiq, a B AesiKkux Bunagkax okpeme obsagHaHHs Ta 4aCTUHA KOMIMOHEHTIB, L0
BUPOOGNAIOTLCS NNiyEeH3iapoMm; crifibHe BUPOBGHULITBO y3rogXXeHoro acopTuMeHTy NpoAayKuii, o cyrn-
POBOAXYETbCS OOMIHOM AesikKuMu BugamMmm oo6nagHaHHs Ta B3a€EMHUMM MNOCTaBKaMu roTOBOI Ta Npo-
Mi)XXHOI KoonepoBaHOI NpoAyKuii.

Knacrepu y3aranbHeHoO sik 06°'€KTH, LLO OXOMJIIOIOTb BEJINKY KiJlbKiCTb PiZHOMAaHITHUX y4aCHUKIB,
He 00Tsh)xeHux reorpaiyHUM po3TaLlyBaHHSIM, 4aCOBUMMU NOSICaMU Ta iHLUMMU CTalioHapHUMU 06-
MexeHHaMU. BipTyani3auyia koonepauii gae 3mMory cTBopioBaTn MmacLTabHi BUCOKOTEXHOJIOriYHi,
paauvkasnbHO IHHOBAaLiHi MPOEKTN.

TexHosoriyHi knacrepu angepeHuirioBaHo Ta knacngikoBaHO: TPAHCKOPAOHHWNI KniacTep — 06-
‘€eA4HaHHS1 eKOHOMIYHUX areHTiB 3 PI3HUMU LEeHTPaMN eKOHOMIYHOIo iHTepecy BigHOCHO O4UH O4HOI0
3 60Ky npono3uuii Ta nonuTy, TepuTopiasibHO 30CcepeaXXeHnX y CyciaHix perioHax; TpaHcHaLioHasb-
HUH Knacrtep — Mi>kHapoAHe yTBOPEHHS KJ1aCTepiB, L0 CK/1afa€eTbCs 3 B3aEMOLII0YUX areHTiB, egpek-
TUBHO OB 'A3aHUX CMNiJIbHUMU TEXHIYHUMMU NMPOEKTaMU, SIKIi TAKOXX MaloTb CriiBripaLio 3 NPpUKopaOHHU -
MU eKOHOMIiYHUMMU CY6 ‘€EKTamMu, CyBEPeHHUMMU HaLiOHaIbHUMUN Ta TPAHCKOPAOHHUMMU iHCTUTYLiaMU,
rnob6anbHnmu piHaHcoBUMM Ta crieyianiaoBaHNMMN eKOHOMIYHUMU HEKOMeEPLIHNMN opraHi3auismn
Ta MexaHi3aMamMun 3 MeTol0 iIHTeHcugikauii po3BUTKY CK1ago0BUX OANHULb KJlacTepa Ta K/lacTepa B
uiszioMy, a TaKO>XX HaLioHasIbHOT eKOHOMIKU.

Key words: economic growth; innovations; high-tech; national innovation system; technological clusters; industrial
cooperation; R& D commercialization.

KntouoBi cnoB8a: ekoHomidHe 3pocmaHHS; iHHoBayli; Bucoki mexHo10¢2ii; HayioHaAbHa IHHOBayliHa cucmema;
mexHo02iyHI Kaacmepu; npomucaoBa koonepauis; komepuianizayis HA4KP.

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM the leading place in overcoming crisis phenomena and
IN A GENERAL FORM AND ITS further economic growth, also the reformation of the
CONNECTION WITH IMPORTANT social method of production is taking place. Despite the
SCIENTIFIC OR PRACTICAL TASKS above, intensive development is only an element of the

In connection with the shortening of natural constructive evolutionary process, which also involves
resources, the process of high-tech development takes the refragmentation of the technological method and
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culture of consumption, modification of the entire palette
of the set of social relations and the economic
mechanism.

ANALYSIS OF THE LATEST STUDIES
AND PUBLICATIONS

A critical understanding of various aspects of the
international experience of intensification of the commer-
cialization of a high-tech product was reflected in the
works of A. Asaul, V. Voynarenko, V. Geets, V. Za-
kharchenko, A. Yermishina, R. Kuzmenko, S. Sokolenko,
V. Tretyak, H. Khasaev and others

FORMULATION OF THE GOALS OF THE
ARTICLE (STATEMENT OF THE TASK)

The anticipated acceleration of innovative progress
will continue in the future. The relevance of this trend can
be seen in the modification of the relationship between
science and production, which depends on the
strengthening of the latter's dependence on science in
contrast to the prevalence of empirical experience in the
past.

OUTLINE OF THE MAIN MATERIAL
OF THE STUDY

The unorthodox absorption of scientific experience
depends on the totality of the diagnosis of technical and
economic formats, immanent to the post-industrial
process, which are unflexible in relation to the
traditional academic method. Classical political
economic indicators of volumes, efficiency and
production factors are now unable to fully reflect the
economic processes. Innovations have an unstable and
unpredictable nature that is not subject to classical
econometric formalization with basic cyclic patterns in
abstraction. Depreciation of the means of production
was a fairly long process for decades, today the picture
has changed in the direction of aradical acceleration of
its renewal. Radical innovations today have an ultra-
short, virtually instantaneous value chain from R&D to
its further commercialization. According to research,
the usual period of absorption of innovations during
1885—1919 was 37 years, 1920— 1944 — 24 years,
1945—1964 — 14 years, over time it began to reach
from 3 to 5 years for the most modern advanced
inventions [1].

As aresult, the task of forming effective mecha-
nisms and models for the commercialization of high-
tech products has been updated. Thus, with the rapid
development of high technologies, the process of
cognition can no longer remain on the evolutionary
basis of development. The enormous speed of the
emergence of fundamentally new information, its scope
and modification determines, in order to maintain high
competitiveness, the need to create a new format and
principles of response to the results of scientific and
experimental activities.

That is why in the "Report on Global Compe-
titiveness 2024" special attention was paid to the deve-
lopment of the innovative potential of national econo-
mies as a prerequisite for the formation of competitive
economic systems [2].

Today, the concept of the "knowledge economy"
is inextricably linked with the constant cycle of inno-
vative development, the ability to create new know-
ledge, technologies, processes, the ability to access
information and the ability to effectively use it
commercially. It should be noted that international
cooperation in the process of commercialization of a
high-tech product, cooperation in the field of research
and development are becoming a powerful driving force
for the development of the industry in the world
economy, the main form of international industrial
cooperation, the core of the transnationalization of
production, the material base of the processes of
international economic integration and globalization of
the world economy.

The change in the place and role of international
cooperation in the modern world economy is due to its
objective advantages. Among them: a synergistic
effect, a sharp reduction of investment (one-time) and
current production costs of the implementation of
cooperation projects by each of the participants, as
well as terms of mastering production and updating
products, joint or coordinated solution of a complex
of interrelated problems of the entire innovation cycle
of reproduction (production, technologies, mana-
gement, marketing, sales and after-sales service of
products, R&D, improvement and creation of pro-
ducts). Today, such international interaction has
actually transformed into international scientific and
industrial cooperation. This is evidenced by the analy-
sis of many international cooperation projects and
relevant agreements conducted by the United Nations
Economic Commission for Europe.

On its basis, the following five main models of
international scientific and industrial cooperation can
be distinguished, which characterize the predominant
specificity of the relations between the cooperators,
the licensor and the licensee.

Model 1. Under the cooperation agreement, the
licensor transfers technologies, licenses for the use of
industrial and (or) intellectual property rights, certain
types of technological equipment to the licensee. The
received is paid by the licensee with the products
produced by him, as well as, at the request of the
former, with services and own licenses.

Model 2. Contains an additional obligation of the
licensor to supply the licensee with a part of compo-
nents of its own production.

Model 3. Unlike the first model, it involves the
transfer of complete technological lines (and not indivi-
dual types of equipment) together with the rele-
vant technologies under the terms of financial lea-
sing.

Model 4. Contracting cooperation, under which
the contractor fulfills the licensor's order for the
production of intermediate products. At the same
time, the necessary technical documentationis trans-
ferred to the licensee, and in some cases, separate
equipment and part of the components produced by
the licensor.

Model 5. Joint production of an agreed range of
products, accompanied by the exchange of some types
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Fig. 1. High-tech product production network cluster formation
(formed after [6])

of equipment and mutual supplies of finished and
intermediate cooperated products. Joint R&D projects
are often envisaged at the same time.

However, the mentioned variants of forms of
cooperation are only part of a complex and diversified
pool of possible tools for the commercialization of
high-tech products. The intensification of the
transnationalization of global economic processes, the
invigoration of competitive requirements, and the
progress of innovation have significantly strengthened
the expansion of existing varieties of forms of
cooperation between enterprises that are residents of
different economic territories and agents of sovereign
national innovation systems. The following can be
considered relevant modern forms of cooperation
today: consortium (alliances), technological clusters,
technoparks, innovation funds.

R. Wallace sees a set of the following compo-
nents: reducing moral risks, postulating common

missions, goals and tools; segmentation of the
product group for the consumer, critical reflection,
establishment of communication and partner contact,
specification of restrictions on cooperation, clear
delineation of project start-up boundaries, con-
solidation of good neighborly relations, guarantee of
the right to independence, legal support, business exit
plan [4].

Cooperation between partner entities of the for-
med consortium (alliance) may consist in the essence
of the following forms:

— acomplex consortium, where agents interact in
all areas of business activity, from fundamental re-
search of prospective development to the stage of its
commercialization, inclusive;

— limited consortium, which is functionally
simplified in terms of interaction: in this case, attention
is focused on a limited number of areas of responsi-
bility. The intensity and prospects of cooperation
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between partners are determined by the goals of each
of them.

In the case of technological clusters, differen-
tiation is possible according to the international or
interstate nature of the clustering. The classification
of variants of the form of cooperation depends on the
definition of the cluster itself:

1) cross-border cluster — association of economic
agents with different centers of economic interest in
relation to each other from the supply and demand side,
territorially concentrated in neighboring regions;

2) transnational cluster — an international
formation of clusters consisting of interacting agents
effectively connected by joint technical projects, which
also have fruitful cooperation with border economic
entities (including the entire available complex of
economic infrastructure), sovereign national and
cross-border institutions, global financial and
specialized economic non-profit organizations and
mechanisms with the aim of intensifying the
development of constituent units of the cluster and the
cluster as awhole, as well as the national economy [5]
(Fig. 1).

Today, the theory of network cluster formation is
based on M. Porter's cluster theory. According to his
definition, a network cluster combines forms and
features of international competition, specific features
of countries, highlighted in the theory of comparative
advantages and differentiated subjects of the cluster
formation of different states. V. Chernykh claims that
the network international cluster is not necessarily
formed in the territories connected by the geographical
principle, usually the basis of the idea of the defined
cluster formation is laid: indicators of the
effectiveness of the activities of its agents, the
influence of the synergistic effect, the expediency of
cooperation, the absence of significant limitations of
institutional, economic, of a production and financial
nature, the depth and profile of the partners'
specialization and their ability to cooperate. A feature
of the international network cluster is the free transfer
of technologies, diffusion of knowledge and
competences within the cluster [7].

The creation of network clusters is preceded by a
PEST analysis to identify the peculiarities of the deve-
lopment of the national economies of the cluster's
partner countries, the opportunities and prospects
for the development of the main, supporting and
related industries, the level of competitive interac-
tion and confrontation, the quality, diversification
and mobility of the resource base are determined
[8].

The concept of the national innovation system was
proposed by K. Freeman in the late 1980s to explain
differences in the technological development of
countries. The concept was later developed by B.
Lundvall and R. Nelson. The research was based on the
results previously obtained by J. Schumpeter (theory
of economic dynamics), F. Hayek (the concept of
dispersed knowledge), D. North (institutional theory),
R. Solow (the role of NTP in economic growth), P.
Romer and R. Lucas (new theory of growth).

In his writings, K. Freeman defines the economic
system as a joint formation of economic subjects and
institutions in the legal environment of the state, which
participate in the creation, storage, dissemination and
transformation of new knowledge into new techno-
logies, products and services consumed by society
[9].

According to the classic definition of B. Lundvall
and R. Nelson [10], innovation is a complex process
that unites various participants (enterprises, edu-
cational institutions, technological and analytical
centers, innovation intermediaries), which form an
innovation system. The overall results depend not only
on each element of the national innovation system, but
also on the interaction of the components of the
collective system of creation and use of knowledge,
supported by public institutions, values and norms. The
theoretical definition of the national innovation system
is a special type of the country's economic system,
developed taking into account its institutional
features, based on an innovative model of interaction
of economic entities, the purpose of which is to
increase the role of competition between entities
based on the introduction of innovations as a key
factor in economic dynamics, which directly affects
both the structure and content of the state's economy.
In international practice, there is the following more
practical definition: the national innovation system is
a set of institutions belonging to the private and public
sectors, which individually and in the process of
cooperation with each other determine the develop-
ment and spread of new technologies within the bor-
ders of a specific state. Elements of the national inno-
vation system include:

— innovation-oriented enterprises;

— state and private institutes;

— system of higher education;

— macroeconomic environment and structure of
the economy.

CONCLUSIONS AND PROSPECTS
OF FURTHER INVESTIGATIONS
IN THIS DIRECTION

The main measurements of the national innovation
system are the number, volumes and degree of centralization
of business agents, the structure of financial, human and
physical resources, the innovative effect in form of patents,
products, technologies and publications. The main structural
feature of the national innovation system is the ratio of state
and private business funding in R&D '[8].

Our own vision of the category of the national inno-
vation system consists in defining it as a set of institutions,
rules, and conditions that ensure the emergence within the
national economy of such intangible assets (part of the
national heritage), which are called innovations in the form
of intellectual property objects, ready for commer-
cialization.
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