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  Y = 8,1939 x – 7,4667 0,972 0,9447 

 Y = 15,408 x – 91,024 0,969 0,938 
 Y = 10,235 x – 15,777 0,962 0,925 

  Y = 38,077 x – 133,89 0,564 0,3178 
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y  = 15,408x  - 91,024
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4   Y = 154,64 x – 155,92 0,869 0,7559 
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*  Scientific problem. The increasing economic 
development, structural changes and innova-
tions that are currently inherent in post-
industrial economy are the results of acceler-
ated implementation of scientific and techno-
logical development in all sectors of economic. 
The experience of developed countries, among 
all of the factors of production, science, high 
technologies and innovation are the driving 
force of economic growth and the main factor 
that determines the course of business proc-
esses [9]. 

Therefore, today building of effective organ-
izational and economic mechanism of techno-
logical safety of the agrarian sector should be a 
priority, which is aimed at promoting innova-
tion processes in agriculture, maximizing the 
economic effects of the implementation the re-
sults of scientific research, the protection of the 
sector and the national economy from the pre-
sent and potential threats. 
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Analysis of recent researches and publica-
tions. General theoretical foundations of organ-
izational and economic mechanisms in the 
economy were researched by domestic and for-
eign scholars, such as: V. Andreychuk, A. 
Muzichenko, P. Sabluk, K. Weick [10], M. 
Glynn [6], J. Dutton [5], B. Papp [8]. The prob-
lem of the formation mechanism of technologi-
cal and economic security is considered by N. 
Vashchenko [3], L. Donets [3], G. Zhavo-
ronkova [4], V. Ponomarev etc.  

In the literature, there are a number of ap-
proaches to define the essence of the mecha-
nism, and their analysis is carried out both in 
dictionary definitions, and in the author’s inter-
pretations depending on the subject of study. 

Based on the functional approach, K. Weick 
[10, p. 458], M. Glynn and R. Abzug [6, p. 
235], B. Papp [8] the formation of organiza-
tional and economic mechanism of develop-
ment is understood as a process that shows rela-
tionships, connections and interdependence in 
the light of the interests of actors involving in 
its implementation. 

J. Dutton, P. Frost and J. Lilius [5] define 
organizational mechanism as a dynamic process 


