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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF INNOVATIVE SYSTEMS: 
FEATURES ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

Morozova S. 
Pridniprovska state academy of civil engineering and architecture, Dnipro 

The article analyzes the peculiarities of methodologically evaluating innovative 
economies. The study has determined that, along with technical innovation, economic 
growth is also influenced by innovations of an intangible nature, such as new forms of 
organization and production management, innovative HR management, new forms of 
enterprises etc. The dependency of technical and intangible factors on each other and 
their influence on economic development has been theoretically proven using 
differential functions of diffusion, which describe the spreading of innovations with 
time. The worldwide experience in determining the indicators of innovative 
development using different methods is analyzed. The conclusion is drawn that 
synergistically combining existing methodologies of assessing the development of 
innovative economies, including the indicators that characterize intangible factors, is a 
necessity in modern conditions of spreading technologies.  
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 r –   . 

      S-
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                             n(t) = N(1+ ae - bt ) ,                                           (2) 
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 ; b = rN – ,   
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. 
  a1 =1/T, a2 = 2/T  a3= 4/T    

      ( .1). 
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