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Development of small innovative entrepreneurship and its effectiveness in the national economy
of the Republic of Kazakhstan

Abstract

Object: The development of small innovative entrepreneurship contributes to the achievement of important social
and economic goals. In this context, a number of important indicators can be used to evaluate the development of small
business. These indicators include the number of small businesses operating in the small sector of the economy, the
average wage rate, the growth of small business production, and the growth of investments in the small business sector.
It helps to assess the effectiveness of investments in the small business sector.

In the current economic literature, the term “innovation” can be used to emphasize relevant and widely used
concepts. It is important because it shows the processes of creating new paradigms of economic development through
innovation and science education. Small innovative entrepreneurship plays an important role in the creation of
innovative infrastructure and contributes to the integration of scientific production into the economy through the
transfer of scientific knowledge and technologies.

Currently, it's evident that the financial health of Kazakhstan is closely linked to harnessing the economic
capabilities of small-scale enterprises, along with the opportunities and provisions for their financial backing,
highlighting the critical role of small businesses in the country's economic progression.

Methods: For an article on the development of small innovative entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan and its effective-
ness in the national economy, it is proposed to use an integrated methodological approach. First, review existing re-
search and literature to assess the current status and dynamics of the sector, and analyze statistical data to understand its
scope and contribution to the country's economy. Based on the data obtained, it will be possible to formulate targeted
recommendations to improve the situation in the field of small innovative entrepreneurship, thereby contributing to the
sustainable economic development of the country.

Findings: The study highlights the significant contribution of small innovative entrepreneurship to the economic
development of Kazakhstan, highlighting its role in creating jobs and stimulating innovation. Yet, for small enterprises
to reach their full potential, enhancing governmental assistance and eliminating present obstacles is essential. This will
facilitate the better incorporation of small businesses into the broader national economy.

Conclusions: The article explores the impact of small innovative entrepreneurship on the economy of Kazakhstan,
analyzing government support measures and their effectiveness. The focus is on identifying barriers to growth and pro-
posing strategies to enhance the contribution of small businesses to national economic development.

Keywords: Small innovative entrepreneurship, national economy, innovation, social economy, investments, small
business, innovative infrastructure, technologies, economic growth.

Introduction

The pivotal role of small innovative enterprises within the framework of national and societal
advancement in Kazakhstan is increasingly recognized due to the economy's operation as a dynamic system
of collaboration among governmental bodies, the business community, and society at large. In the prevailing
economic climate, small businesses emerge as crucial players, propelling economic expansion, driving
scientific and technological innovation, enriching the market with high-quality offerings, and generating new
employment opportunities. The success stories from economically advanced nations around the globe
underscore the critical need for a vibrant and efficient small business sector as a cornerstone of national
economic health (Gromova et al., 2020).
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The expansion of small enterprises is a strategic lever for realizing significant socio-economic
ambitions. The hallmarks of a thriving small business environment include a burgeoning number of small
enterprises, a rise in employment opportunities within this sector, enhanced average earnings, amplified
production of goods and services, and an uptick in investment directed towards small businesses (Maiti et al.,
2020).

In today's global economic landscape, the influence of small businesses is substantial, particularly in the
context of a post-industrial society which witnesses a redefinition of the socio-economic functions attributed
to this sector. Small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) have become indispensable to the social
reproduction process, a prerequisite for the successful socio-economic evolution of societies and for
elevating production efficiencies (Chierici et al., 2020).

The active engagement of small businesses in innovative processes has been a defining trend of recent
decades. Furthermore, the growth of small enterprises plays a pivotal role in shaping the middle class, a
demographic that forms a significant portion of the economically active population within the global
economic framework (Doroshenko et al., 2016). The enhanced role of SMEs in the economy of developed
Western countries is linked with the diversification of their operational roles. The essential role of small
businesses in fostering effective economic development in Kazakhstan is undeniable. Moving forward, there
is a strategic aim to significantly heighten the contribution of SMEs to the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of
the nation, marking a commitment to leveraging the potential of small businesses to fuel economic growth
and innovation (Lisowska, 2020).

Literature Review

In the article by Pletnev, Nikolaeva, and Kampa, a comparative analysis of the criteria for classifying
enterprises as small and medium-sized businesses in different countries is conducted. The authors identified
that the diversity in defining small and medium-sized enterprises reflects the unique economic and social
conditions of each country. The research shows how different concepts of small business and its role in the
economy lead to the formation of specific criteria. The results can be useful for researchers and practitioners
conducting cross-country comparisons of small and medium-sized business activities. Understanding these
criteria is important for international cooperation and the development of policies to support small and
medium-sized businesses (Pletnev et al., 2017).

In the article by Korotaeva N.V. titled “Government support measures for small and medium-sized
enterprises”, published in “Socio-economic phenomena and processes” in 2018, the authors analyze the
development indicators and the regulatory framework for state support of small and medium-sized business
entities in various countries (Korotaeva, 2018).

They conclude that in Russia, state support for small and medium-sized enterprises (SMES) is not as
actively implemented as necessary. The authors propose priority measures within the framework of state
stimulation of SMEs activities and improvement of the investment climate amidst economic instability.
These measures aim to enhance the effectiveness of government support for SMEs, recognizing their pivotal
role in economic development and stability (Yadollahi et al., 2014).

Methods

The research methodology is based on the use of systematization, analysis and synthesis, criterion
analysis and comparative evaluation methods. The information base of the research consists of monographs,
scientific articles on the research topic published in abstracted journals, and information obtained from the
official Internet resources of the countries under study. The methods used in writing a scientific work include
the following: statistical method: consists of data from the website of the National Bureau of Statistics of the
Agency for Strategic Planning and Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan; method of generalization in
which inductive and analytical conclusions are made on the basis of collected material, etc.

Results

“Creation of a developed and inclusive economy” is one of the aspects of the state's development that
President Kassym-Jomart Tokayev mentioned in his address to the people of Kazakhstan on September 2,
2019. In this context, the President noted that the growth of labor productivity, the promotion of innovations
and the introduction of artificial intelligence play an important role in world progress.

Despite the pandemic, investments in research and development and other areas that contribute to inno-
vation activity continue to grow. However, their long-term sustainability remains uncertain as the world fac-

16 BecTHuk KaparaHguHckoro yHnsepcuteTta



Development of small innovative entrepreneurship...

es new challenges. In the context of limited financial resources and increasing competition for them, there is
a need to establish a link between innovation and productivity.

Kazakhstan's level of innovation and technological development has some momentum, but is still un-
stable and limited in scope. In 2021, compared to 2020, the share of innovatively active enterprises decreased
from 11.5% to 10.5%, and the number of such enterprises decreased by 276 units and reached 2,960 units
(Table 1).

Table 1. Primary metrics of enterprises' innovative activity

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Number of enterprises, units 30854 | 30501 | 28411 | 28087 | 28203
from which:
All kinds of innovations, unity 2974 3230 3206 3236 2 960

the_Ieve_I of activity in the field of innovation by all types of inno- 9.6 10 6 113 115 105
vation, in percent

unit with productivity and process innovation 1770 2019 2131 2 402 1808
t_he_ level of activity in the_fleld _of innovation in terms of produc- 5.7 6.6 75 8.6 6.4
tivity and process innovations, in percent
Percentage of innovative products (goods, services) in GDP 1,55 1,72 1,60 2,43 1,71
The sha_lre o_f innovative products (goods,_ services) in mt_:iustrlal 321 3,41 3,26 5,83 3,51
enterprises in the volume of total industrial production, in percent
Note — compiled with the data source stat.gov.kz

In 2021, the volume of innovative products of goods, works and services decreased from 1.7 trillion
tenge to 1.4 trillion tenge compared to 2020. It should be noted that in 2019 this figure was 1.1 trillion tenge.

The highest level of innovative activity by sector is observed in wholesale and retail trade (24.2%),
manufacturing industry (18.2%) and healthcare (16.8%). In addition, enterprises located in large cities of
Kazakhstan, such as Almaty and Astana, show a high level of innovative activity compared to the regions of
the country.

The share of innovative products in GDP remains at a low level. In 2021, its share was 1.71% and
decreased by 0.72% compared to last year (Fig. 1).

83 951,6
69 535,6
70 649,0
m 1,71
f 2019 ' 2020 ’ 2021

Figure 1. The share of innovative products in relation to GDP in 2019-2021

Note — compiled with the data source of the author.

Investments in research and development (R&D) lay the foundation for future innovation. Worldwide
R&D spending is 1.93% of gross domestic product (GDP) (as of 2020).

If we consider the distribution of these expenses by country, the highest level of investments in R&D is
more than 5% of GDP. For example, Israel spends 5.44% of its GDP on R&D, South Korea — 4.81%,
Sweden — 3.53%, Finland — 2.94%, Japan — 3.26%, China — 2.40 %, Estonia invests 1.79%.

However, despite annual growth, R&D spending in Kazakhstan is only 0.13% of GDP. remains at a
very low level (Fig. 2).
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Figure 2. Domestic spending on R&D
Note — compiled with the data source of the author

The main share is taken by internal expenses, on which positive dynamics are observed in the last three
years: in 2021, compared to the level of 2020, it increased by 22.8% and amounted to 109.3 billion tenge.

In the division of industries, the main share of internal expenditures on R&D belongs to engineering
developments and technologies (40.0%), natural sciences (29%). The least expenses are spent on social
sciences (2.8%) and humanities (6.7%), which amount to 3,037.1 million tenge and 7,300 million tenge,
respectively (Table 2).

Table 2. The main indicators of innovative activity of enterprises for 2021 are by types of economic activities

Number of From activity level in the
enterprises, units | those with innovation | 10 O innovation in
' percent

Everything 28 203 2 960 10,5
Agriculture, forestry and fisheries 1825 182 10,0
Mining industry and quarrying 790 113 14,3
Manufacturing industry 4179 538 12,9
Electricity supply, gas, steam supply
and air conditioning 408 55 13,5
Water supply; sewage system, waste
collection and distribution control 529 33 6,2
Construction 5384 204 3,8
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of
cars and motorcycles 7 896 718 9,1
Transport and storage 2030 155 7,6
Information and communication 1185 178 15,0
Financial and insurance services 17 1 5,9
Professional, scientific and technical
service 1695 208 12,3
Education 125 77 61,6
Health and social services 2 140 498 23,3
Note — compiled with the data source stat.gov.kz
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It should be noted that in 2021, compared to last year, the number of employees in the field of R&D
will decrease from 22,665 to 21,617 people, including 17,092 research specialists and 2,824 technical
personnel. In addition, 53.6% of workers are women. The main part of these employees is involved in the

higher professional education sector (Table 3).

Table 3. Quantity of staff engaged in research and development activities, in terms of individuals.

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
Republic of Kazakhstan 446687 461983 481732 507 238 526 290
Abay 7218 7459 7739 8029 8281
Akmola 13940 14273 14694 15022 14 863
Aktobe 17984 18263 18904 19769 19731
Almaty 15462 16191 16167 18803 19795
Atyrau 12828 13398 13756 14 163 14 626
West Kazakhstan 11056 11408 11588 12 345 12514
Zhambyl 12597 13578 14425 15032 15 077
Zhetisu 7388 7514 8958 7981 8 188
Karaganda 27421 28372 28855 28441 28 737
Kostanay 14254 14255 14264 14 675 14 830
Kyzylorda 10524 10795 11005 11 270 10 619
Mangystau 15762 15610 15866 16 407 16 812
Pavlodar 16007 16582 17032 17 562 17 688
North Kazakhstan 10303 10294 10557 11176 11431
Turkestan 15067 15452 16057 16825 17674
Ulytau 2 697 2747 2766 2907 2 969
East Kazakhstan 13805 14344 14488 14996 14 987
Nur-Sultan city 73704 78008 84426 94 407 100 990
Almaty city 125554 129297 133552 140 424 148 244
Shymkent city 23116 24143 26633 27004 28 234

Note — compiled with the data source stat.gov.kz

In addition, the quantity of staff engaged in research and development activities, on the contrary,
increased by 19052 units (in 2023 — 19052 units). A significant number of organizations are concentrated in
the cities of Almaty (7820) and Astana (6583).

In recent years, small and medium-sized enterprises in the regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan have

undergone significant changes. These changes are related to more or less permanent regional specialization,
as well as types of work, composition of participants and external environment. Small businesses have taken
a leading position in economic activities focused on regional and local needs. They are successfully
developing the production of goods and services that were previously overshadowed by large-scale industry,
especially during the Soviet period. There is a significant increase in the volume of production, turnover and
services, as well as an increase in state support and, as a result, an increase in investment activity.

Small businesses in Kazakhstan have shown a high degree of “stress resilience” during the pandemic.
Despite the economic crisis caused by the pandemic, the number of enterprises in the small and medium
business sector has remained stable and has not decreased. The structure of small and medium business
entities also reflects the growth of the number of small and medium enterprises.

According to the data of the National Bureau of Statistics of the Agency for Strategic Planning and
Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the number of small business enterprises operating at the end of
2023 was 526,290 units (Table 4).

Table 4. Number of operating small business enterprises, units

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
Republic of Kazakhstan 299 662 321 936 344 130 390 316 412 186
Abay 5075 5242 5599 6248 6 464
Akmola 10 216 10 670 11088 11913 11930
Aktobe 12 783 13411 13922 15 470 14 985
Almaty 10 020 10 859 11227 13543 16 242
Atyrau 9077 9393 9644 10 359 10 684
West Kazakhstan 8131 8121 8 541 9443 9792
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Zhambyl 8713 9478 10 568 11 504 11 692
Zhetisu 4958 5118 6 103 6 967 6 263
Karaganda 19 202 20 049 20 878 22 188 22142
Kostanay 10502 10 902 11 358 12 477 12 605
Kyzylorda 7672 7842 8079 8736 8 390
Mangystau 10 285 11015 11 857 12 830 13508
Pavlodar 12 062 12 834 13 300 13788 14 219
North Kazakhstan 7592 7931 8435 9304 9397
Turkestan 10 994 11721 13 140 14 582 15 318
Ulytau 2078 2187 2183 2 466 2571
East Kazakhstan 9731 10 125 10 522 11 140 11 264
Nur-Sultan city 50 739 55 849 62 194 72 941 78 306
Almaty city 74 424 82 127 85 754 103 266 113514
Shymkent city 15408 17 062 19738 21151 22900
Note — compiled with the data source stat.gov.kz

In the year 2020, the worldwide economy as well as that of Kazakhstan experienced significant
downturns due to the adverse effects of the coronavirus pandemic. The corporate sector and small to
medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) were particularly hard-hit by the repercussions of the pandemic.

The adverse impacts of the pandemic have resulted in a reduction of economic activity within the
country. By January 2021, the business activity index had plummeted to 48.4 points. It's noteworthy that this
index fell below the critical threshold of 50, indicating a negative shift. This negative trend persisted
throughout the year. Additionally, the prevailing business environment deteriorated, further impacting the
value of this indicator. According to the monitoring agency Finprom, it decreased from -1.9 to -2.6.

The largest number of active small enterprises was registered in Kazakhstan in July 2020 and reached
164.3 thousand units. However, after this point, the indicators began to decline. At the beginning of 2023,
there was an increase in the number of works small enterprises, their total number was 412,186, which is
5.3% more than last year. 379,000 of them are active trading enterprises (Fig. 3).

1643

1612

1597 1547

VX0 V0R 0008 0004 V00 0006 000 VN8 0000 000 V0/11 20/ 2001/0

Figure 3. Statistics of small business entities of the Republic of Kazakhstan by activity indicator

Note — compiled with the data source of the author.

As a result of various challenges stemming from the crisis, numerous small businesses were compelled
to cease operations. The peak level of active small enterprises was recorded in July 2020, totaling 164.3
thousand units. However, since then, this metric has exhibited a declining trend, with 159.7 thousand active
enterprises registered in the country by January 2021, representing a decrease of 2.8% compared to July
2020. Consequently, the number of active small enterprises decreased by 5 thousand over the span of six
months.

Furthermore, there has been a notable uptick in the number of temporarily inactive enterprises within
the country. Over the course of a year, this figure surged by 23.3%, reaching 120.5 thousand units (Fig. 4).
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Figure 4. Statistics of temporarily inactive small business entities

Note — compiled with the data source of the author.

Almost half of the working small enterprises in Kazakhstan are located in three regions — Almaty
(47,000), Astana (30,900) and Karaganda region (9,800). There are only 1,000 enterprises in Ulytau Oblast,
a region with a small number of operating small firms.

At the beginning of January 2022, 411,819 active small businesses selling and repairing cars and mo-
torcycles were registered, which is 13.8% higher than last year. It is also worth paying attention to the num-
ber of enterprises in the education sector, which constituted more than 17,100 companies. In addition, the
sectors of construction (with 39,615 companies) and professional, scientific and technical services (with
30,028 companies) should be mentioned. All three of these sectors make up a significant portion of business
activity in the country.

Compared to the previous year, the total number of active small enterprises increased significantly, es-
pecially in the trade and auto repair sector, where an increase of 5,500 enterprises was registered. This is in
sharp contrast to the construction sector, where the number of such enterprises decreased by 287 organiza-
tions.

The share of investments directed to small enterprises will increase in 2021 and will be 48% of all in-
vestments. made up, and according to the results of 2020, this indicator is 41% formed. Since the share of
small business investments is almost half of all investments and more than 7% of GDP (by 2021), they play
an important role in economic indicators, especially against the background of the decline in investments of
medium and large enterprises (Fig. 5).

%

EKR
Paviodar
Almaty
Aktobe
Kostanay
NKR
Akmola
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Figure 5. 2021. benefits of small enterprises in the division of regions

Note — compiled with the data source of the author.
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Small business abroad is very active, as many countries provide significant support to entrepreneurs in
the field of business development. In addition, there are organizations with developed credit systems that
offer attractive opportunities for investment. All this contributes to rapid development in various segments of
small business.

Discussions

Digitization and science have great potential to improve productivity and improve lives.

Although private investments in high-tech companies and projects remain insignificant due to the lack
of a developed business incubation system and the lack of commercially attractive projects, the success of
incubators in the world practice is determined by their ability to attract funding from residents in the next
stages.

Ensuring macroeconomic stability is a necessary condition for economic growth, ensuring stability of
prices, national currency and acceptable budget deficit. Sustainability as the basis of a country's competitive-
ness helps investors to identify future advantages.

In recent years, the economic development of countries has faced various challenges. After the pandem-
ic, countries faced geopolitical risks, which led to food crises, supply disruptions and rising inflation.

In recent years, small and medium-sized enterprises in the regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan have
undergone significant changes. These changes are related to more or less permanent regional specialization,
as well as types of work, composition of participants and external environment. Small businesses have taken
a leading position in economic activities focused on regional and local needs. They are successfully
developing the production of goods and services that were previously overshadowed by large-scale industry,
especially during the Soviet period. There is a significant increase in the volume of production, turnover and
services, as well as an increase in state support and, as a result, an increase in investment activity.

The figure below shows the change in small business pre-tax income. Thus, the largest decline in in-
come was observed in large regions, while growth in income was recorded in regions with smaller econo-
mies. This led to an overall decline in profit margins across the country. In particular, in the first half of the
year in Almaty region, the profit decreased by 91%, the income of companies in West Kazakhstan and
Atyrau regions decreased by about 70%, which may be related to the oil and gas sector and the decrease in
raw material prices. However, there are regions where profits have even increased, for example, Akmola re-
gion with a 66% increase, as well as Kyzylorda, Turkestan and North Kazakhstan regions with a 50% in-
crease.

Innovative projects often appear in small businesses, and foreign investors in most cases prefer to invest
in new projects of electrical engineering and electronics (in more than 20% of cases). Business incubators
also actively invest in small businesses, especially unique and non-standard ideas (in 70% of cases). Despite
this, foreign investors can be somewhat skeptical of small businesses. Statistics in the USA show that small
businesses provide more than 50% of innovative goods and materials for export, while similar indicators in
Europe reach 40%.

In Western nations, the advancement of small businesses progresses rapidly due to substantial attention
and federal-level support from national authorities. Small businesses are regarded as the cornerstone of sus-
tainable economic progress in developed countries and serve as the backbone of the middle class. Formerly
developing countries such as Taiwan, Singapore, Indonesia, and others have also experienced remarkable
economic expansion through the cultivation of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs). The growth of
small businesses in these nations is intricately intertwined with the overall economic development trajectory.

Conclusions

The advancement of small-scale innovative entrepreneurship contributes significantly to key socio-
economic objectives. This is evident in the rise in the number of small business establishments, the
employment figures within the small sector of the economy, the average monthly income, the expansion of
production (goods, services) within small enterprises, and the heightened investment activity in such
ventures.

Typically, the annual average workforce in these enterprises does not exceed 15 individuals, and
income is assessed as of January 1st of each year in line with the requirements of the national budget.
According to available data, micro-entrepreneurs operate as proprietors of private enterprises, with an
allocation of 30,000 MCls (Minimum Calculation Index) designated for them.
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Small innovative enterprise is an enterprise or design group engaged in the development,
implementation or improvement of market products, services or technologies using the results of completed
scientific research, scientific and technical achievements and technical improvements. It also complies with
the legal requirements related to the classification of small business entities.

A small innovative enterprise, often called a science-intensive enterprise, usually specializes in high
technologies and produces goods or services that are competitive in the technical innovation market.

As an additional criterion, a small innovative enterprise is more than three years old and has a
production share of no more than 10% in the total volume of production.

Public-private partnership stands out as the primary driver of economic modernization. It necessitates
collaboration between all sectors of the economy — both private and public — transitioning from disjointed
plans and efforts to unified, coordinated actions.

Based on research findings, meeting the demands for fostering innovative potential within small
businesses in the present Kazakh economy may pose significant challenges. However, it remains entirely
feasible. It can be inferred that such efforts will enhance the efficacy of small and medium-sized businesses'
involvement in the country's economic modernization endeavors.
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A.9. Amankenni, b.C. CayoetoBa, I'.2K. HurmertoBa, I'.T. AxmeToBa, A.b. MbIp:KbIKOaeBa

HIaFbIH HHHOBAIMAJIBIK KICIMKEPIIKTIH 1aMybl kdHe OHbIH Ka3zakcTan Pecny0uKachbIHBIH YJIT-
TBHIK YKOHOMHKACBIHAAFBI THIMIIJIIri

Anoamna:

Maxcamupr: 11larblH MHHOBAIMSUIBIK KOCIIKEPIIKTI AaMbITY MaHBI3/Ibl QJIEYMETTIK JKOHE SKOHOMHUKAIBIK MaKCaT-
Tapra KOJI XKETKi3yre bIKnal eresi. bys Typrbiia marbiH OM3HECTIH JaMybIH Oaranay ymiH OipkaTap MaHBI3[bI KOpCET-
Kimrepai Kosganyra Oosiagel. MyHIall KepceTKilTepre SKOHOMHUKaHBIH [IaFbIH CEKTOPBIHAA JKYMBIC ICTEHTIH IIaFblH
KCIMOPBIHAAP/IBIH CaHBI, JKAJIaKbIHBIH OpTalla AEHreii, marslH On3Hec OHMIPICIHIH ocyi, IIaFblH OM3HEC CEKTOpBhIHA
WHBECTHIUSIIAPIIBIH OCY1 KaTajapl. Byl marsiH OM3HEC CEKTOPBIHA WHBECTHUISIIAPIBIH THIMAUIITIH Oaranayra KeMeK-
Tecel.

Kazipri 3KoHOMHKaNbIK dae0HeTTepe «MHHOBAIMA» TEPMHHI ©3€KTi JKoHE KEHIHEH KOJIaHBUIATBIH YFBIMIApIbI
aTam eTy YIIIH HaiJanaHsUTysl MYMKiH. OJ WHHOBAIMSUIBIK KOHE FRUIBIMHU OiTiM Oepy apKbLIbl SKOHOMHUKAIIBIK JaMy-
JIBIH JKaHa TMapaJurMaliapblH KYPYy TPOIECTepiH KOpCeTeTiHAIriMeH MaHb3Abl. [IaFblH WHHOBAIMSUIBIK KOCITKEPIIiK
MHHOBAIMSUTBIK MHOPAKYPBUTBIMABI KYPY/a MaHBI3bI PO aTKapajbl )KOHE FHUIBIMU O1TiM MEH TEXHOJIOTHS TpaHCQepTi
ApKBUTBI FBUIBIMH OHIPICTiH SKOHOMHUKAaFa HHTETpalisJIaHybIHA BIKITA eTeI.
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KazakcTtaHHBIH SKOHOMMKAIBIK JaMYBIHBIH Ka3ipri Ke3eHiHAe eNIiH Kap>KbUIBIK TYPAKTHUIBIFBI IAFBIH KOCIIO-
PBIHAAPABIH SKOHOMUKABIK QJICYETiH, OJapabl KapKbUIBIK KOJIAYIBIH MYMKIHIKTEpi MCH IAPTTAPBIH iCKE aCBIPYMEH
Tikeneil 0alIaHbICThl €KeHI TYCIHIKTI, OYJ1 IIaFbIH OM3HECTIH MaHBI3ABUIBIFBIH KOPCETE/].

Ooici: KazakcTaHIarbl MIaFbIH UHHOBAIMSIIBIK KOCIIKEPIIKTI TaMBITY JKOHE OHBIH YJITTHIK 3KOHOMHUKAIAFbl THIM-
JITITT Typayibl MaKajiaFa KEIICH Il diCTEMEIiK TOCIII KOJMAaHy YChIHBUIAABI. BipiHIIiACH, CEKTOPIBIH aFbIMIAFhl JKaF-
JIaiibl MCH JMHAMUKACHIH Oarayiay YIIiH 3epTTeyliep MCH 9JcOUeTTep KaXKeT, al OHBIH ayKbIMBI MCH €]l JKOHOMHKACHIHA
KOCKaH YJICCIH TYCiHY YIIiH CTaTHCTUKAJBIK ACPEKTEP/i Talaay KepeK. AJIBIHFaH HOTH)KEJICp HETI3iHe IIaFbIH UHHO-
BaIMsJIBIK KOCIMKEPIIiK CalaChIHIAFbl KaFAaiIbl KakcapTy OOMBIHIIA MAKCATThl YCBIHBICTAP/BI TYXKBIPbIMAAYFa, COJ
ApKBUTBI eTIMI3/IiH TYPAaKThl SKOHOMHKAIBIK TaMYyBbIHA BIKIIAJT €TyTre OOJaIbl.

Kopvimuinovl: 3epTTeyae IMarblH HHHOBAITUSUIBIK KOCITKEPITiKTiH Ka3akcTaHHBIH SKOHOMHKAIBIK JaMyblHa KOC-
KaH eJIeysi yJeci, OHBIH KYMBIC OPBIHIAAPBIH KYPYIAFbl )KOHE WHHOBAIFSUIAPIBI BIHTAIAHABIPYIAFEl PO aTam ©TiJIi.
JlereHMeH, oJieyeTTi TONBIK iCKe achIpy YIIIH MEMJICKETTIiK KOJAayIbl KYIIEHTy oHe Oap Keaepriiepi Ko Kaxer,
OyJ1 MIaFbIH OM3HECTIH YJITTHIK 9KOHOMUKAFa MHTETPAlMsIAHYbIH JKaKCapPTaIbl.

Tyorcvippimoama.: Makanazia NiarblH HHHOBALMSUIBIK KocinKepuikTiH Ka3akcTaH 5KOHOMHMKAchIHA acepi 3epTTedill,
MEMJIEKETTIK KOJIJay Liapajapbl MEH OJapJbIH THIMIUIT TajnanraH. Herisri Hazap ecy »KOJIBIHAAFBI KeAepriiepi
AHBIKTAYFa JKOHE IAFbIH OM3HECTIH YITTHIK 3KOHOMHUKAJBIK TaMyFa KOCKaH YJIECIH apTThIpy CTpaTerHsuIapblH YChIHYFa
OaFbITTANIFaH.

Kinm ce30ep: maFbIiH HHHOBAITUSUIBIK KOCITKEPIIiK, YITTHIK YdKOHOMHKA, HHHOBAIUS, QJICYMETTIK YKOHOMHKA, UH-
BECTHUIIMSA, [aFbIH OM3HEC, THHOBALMSIIBIK HH(PPAKYPBUIBIM, TEXHOJIOTHUS, SKOHOMHKAJIBIK OCY.
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Pa3BuTHe Ma10r0 MHHHOBALIMOHHOI0 NPEANPUHUMATENbCTBA U €0 3(PPeKTUBHOCTH B
HALMOHAJIbHOI 3koHOMEKe Pecnny0iukn Ka3zaxcran

Annomauusn:

L]env: Pa3zBuTHE MAJIOTO MHHOBAIIMOHHOTO MPEANPUHAMATEIIECTBA CITOCOOCTBYET MOCTHKCHHIO BaXKHBIX COIHAb-
HBIX W SKOHOMHYECKHX IeNiei. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE IS OIEHKH Pa3BHTHS MaJOTO OM3HECa MOYKHO HMCIOJB30BaTh Ps
BaXKHBIX MoKa3aTesicli. K HUM OTHOCSTCS KOJIMYSCTBO MAJbIX MPEANPUATHH, paOOTAIONUX B MAJIOM CEKTOPE 3KOHOMHU-
KH; CpEeHUI ypOBEHb 3apabOTHOW IIAThI; pOCT MPOU3BOACTBA MAJIOTO OM3HECA; POCT MHBECTUIIMH B CEKTOP Majoro
OuzHeca. DTO MOMOraeT OLEHUTh d(P(PEKTUBHOCTh MHBECTHLIUI B CEKTOP MaJIOro Ou3Heca.

B coBpeMeHHOI 5KOHOMHUYECKOH JTUTEepaType TEPMUH «MHHOBAIIMS MOXKET MCIIOJIb30BATHCS ISl TOTYEPKUBAHUS
aKTyaJIbHBIX U HIUPOKO UCTIOIB3yeMbIX MOHATHH. OH Ba)eH, MOCKOJIbKY MOKa3bIBAET MPOLIECCHI CO3JJaHUS HOBBIX Tapa-
JIUTM 5KOHOMHYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUS MOCPEICTBOM MHHOBAIMH W HAYYHOTO OOpa3oBaHus. Majoe WHHOBAIIMOHHOE Tpe]-
MIPUHUMATEIBCTBO UTPACT BAXKHYIO POJIb B CO3JIAaHMH WHHOBAIIMOHHON MHQPPACTPYKTYPHI H CIIOCOOCTBYET MHTETPAIIH
HAYYHOTO IPOU3BOICTBA B SKOHOMHUKY ITOCPEICTBOM TpaHc(epa HayIHBIX 3HAHUH W TEXHOJOTHH.

[TonHsATHO, YTO Ha COBPEMEHHOM 3Talle YKOHOMHYECKOro pa3BuTus Kazaxcrana guHaHCOBas yCTOHYHMBOCTE CTpa-
HbI HalpsMYIO CBsI3aHa C peanu3aleil 5JKOHOMUUECKOro NOTEHIMAIa MAJIBIX MPEINPHUATHI, BO3SMOKHOCTEN U YCIOBUM
uX (PMHAHCOBOU MOMJIEPIKKH, YTO TIOKA3bIBAET 3HAYHMOCTh MaJIoTo OM3HEca.

Memoowl: 1N cTaThu 0 Pa3BUTHU MAJIOTO MHHOBAIIMOHHOTO MpEANpHHUMATENhCTBa B Kazaxcrane u ero agdex-
TUBHOCTHM B HAlMOHAJIbHOM 3KOHOMMKE MpeajiaraeTcsi MCIOJIb30BaTh KOMIUIEKCHBIM MeTonuyeckuil moaxon. Bo-
MIEPBBIX, UCCIIECNOBAHUS U JIUTEPATYPY, UTOOBI OIEHUTHh TEKYIEe COCTOSHUE U JUHAMUKY CEKTOpa, a Takxke TpeOyercs
aHAJIN3 CTaTUCTUYECKHX JAaHHBIX, YTOOBI MOHATH €ro MacIiTadbl M BKJIAJ B SKOHOMHUKY CTpaHbl. Ha ocHOBe mosydeH-
HBIX Pe3yJbTaTOB MOKHO C(HOPMYIHPOBATH aJIPECHBIE PEKOMEHIAINN TI0 YIYUIIEHUIO CUTyalluu B chepe Majioro uH-
HOBAI[MOHHOTO TPEANPUHUMATENLCTBA, CIOCOOCTBYS TEM CAMBIM YCTOMYUBOMY SKOHOMUYECKOMY Pa3BUTHIO CTPAHBI.

Pezynomamei: B cratbe uccaenyercst BIMSHUE MajOro MHHOBALMOHHOTO MPENNPUHUMATEIbCTBA HA YKOHOMUKY
KasaxcTana, aHamM3UPYIOTCS MEpPHI TOCYIapCTBEHHOW MOANEPKKH U uX 3(dekrnBHOCTE. OCHOBHOC BHUMAHUE Yae-
JISIeTCS BEIIBICHUIO 0aphepoB Ha ITyTH POCTa W IMPEUIOKEHUS CTPATErwid MO YBEIWYCHHUIO BKIaJa Manoro OuszHeca B
HallMOHAJILHOE SKOHOMHYECKOE Pa3BUTHE.

Buigoowvi: B uccnemoBaHUM OTMEUCH 3HAYHMTENBHBIA BKJIAJl MaJOTO WHHOBAIIMOHHOTO INPEANPHHUMATEIBCTBA B
SKOHOMHYECKOe pa3BuTHe KazaxcraHa, MOIYepKHYTa €ro poiib B CO3JAHUU PabOYMX MECT W CTHMYJIHUPOBAHHH WHHO-
Barmmid. OHAKO JJIsl TIOJTHOW peau3aiyy MOTeHIMala He0OX0JUMO YCHIINTh TOCYAApCTBEHHYIO TIOJJICPKKY M yCTpa-
HUTH CYIIECTBYIOIINE OAPHEPHI, UTO YIYUIIUT HHTETPAIHIO MaJIoro OM3HEca B HAITMOHAIBHYIO SKOHOMHKY.

Knwouesvie cnoga: Manoe NHHOBALIMOHHOE NPEANPUHAMATEILCTBO, HALIMOHAIBHAS YKOHOMHUKA, MHHOBALIUH, CO-
UaIbHasi 5KOHOMHUKA, MHBECTHIINH, MaJIblii OM3HEC, MHHOBAIMOHHAS MH(PACTPYKTypa, TEXHOJIOTUH, SKOHOMHYECKUIT
pocr.
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