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Innovative development in the agricultural sector of the Republic of Kazakhstan

The article discusses the methods of innovative development of the agricultural complex of the Republic of
Kazakhstan. It should be noted that the development of the economy has always been carried out on the basis
of the introduction of innovations, «but the centuries-old slowdown of this process did not allow it to be
tested». Modern innovative processes are distinguished by the fact that they become a condition for
development, innovations «form the basis for the development of socio-economic systems, determine the
pace and scale of their growth, structural changes». One of the innovations of the innovative organization of
production in the agricultural sector of the economy of Kazakhstan is the formation of clusters. Currently, the
peculiarity of domestic agriculture is the presence of a large number of scattered small farms:less capable of
perceiving innovations. Therefore, the innovation direction of entrepreneurship development in the
agricultural sector may be the enlargement of enterprises through their combination or merger. Large
enterprises are able to diversify their production in order to insure themselves against accidental risks. Thus,
the innovation of the agricultural sector of the economy of Kazakhstan can be carried ‘out in many areas,
covering both improving methods of state support for agricultural producers and the creation of new
structures such as a cluster. The main criterion for innovative development is the formation of competitive
advantages.

Keywords: agroindustrial complex, agriculture, agrarian sector,‘economy, development, infrastructure, inno-
vations, growth potential, entrepreneurship, business, government support.

To bring the agricultural sector of Kazakhstan to new frontiers, it is necessary to fulfill the most im-
portant task: «Agriculture of Kazakhstan must be innovative».

Often the concept of innovation causes a simple farmer misunderstanding and even fear. What does it
mean to innovate? How to do this in the absence of money? But innovation is not just some fundamental
change in technology. Innovations are all those innovations that contribute to lower costs, increase produc-
tion volumes, improve product quality, and ultimately grow farmers' incomes. Consider some of the remarks
about the innovations of Michael E. Porter, a recognized specialist in strategies and competition, in his book
«Competitiony.

«Companies are gaining competitive advantage through innovation. They approach the understanding
of innovations in the broadest sense, using both new technologies and new methods of work... Innovations
can be announced in a new product design, in a new production process, in a new approach to marketing or
in a new training methodology. «Citing an example of the production of Japanese automobiles, M.Porter
points out the growth/factors of Japanese enterprises: «innovations in technological processes that provide
leadership in creating new products that meet the requirements of the time, as well as the introduction of oth-
er practical methods to improve quality and productivity». The following provisions follow from this:

— innovation is a factor in increasing the competitiveness of enterprises;

— innovations are understood not only as new technologies, but also new methods of work: a new prod-
uct-design, anew production process, a new approach to marketing, a new methodology for advanced train-
ing, product quality and labor productivity.

M.Porter writes that for the most part, innovations are quite simple, do not lead to significant improve-
ments and a major technological breakthrough. In other words, innovation must be understood not only as
fundamental changes in technology and working methods, but also as small innovations that allow firms to
gain competitive advantages.

Further, M.Porter analyzes the sources of innovation: investments in research on development or market
research, new companies, expanding the scope of company activity, attracting new resources, another coun-
try with different conditions or methods of conducting competition [1]. Another important methodological
point considered by M.Porter: «After the company achieves a competitive advantage through innovation, it is
only able to maintain it through continuous improvementsy. It follows from this that the one-time introduc-
tion of innovation into production is not a guarantee of many years of effective functioning of the enterprise,
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innovation must be introduced constantly: «the only way to maintain the gained competitive advantage is to
constantly improve it». That is, innovation, like any product, has a life cycle.

Of particular relevance in modern conditions is the construction of an economic mechanism that en-
sures the effective, balanced and stable development of the sectors that form the agro-industrial complex. For
the stable functioning of agriculture, which is represented by a sufficiently large number of large, medium-
sized producers, and is subject to monopoly «pressure», both from the side of service and processing enter-
prises, and from the part of retail chains, it seems necessary to systematically consider the concept of agricul-
ture. This will allow a deeper understanding of the laws, principles, methods, forms of building and imple-
menting an effective organization of agricultural production, in cooperation with enterprises of other sectors
of the agricultural sector based on cooperation, integration and modern concepts of strategic management.

It should be noted that the development of the economy has always been carried out on the basis.of the
introduction of innovations, «but the centuries-old slowdown of this process did not allow it to be tested».
Modern innovative processes are distinguished by the fact that they become a condition for development,
innovations «form the basis for the development of socio-economic systems, determine the pace and scale of
their growth, structural changes».

As noted above, M.Porter said that the introduction of innovations provides competitive advantages.
Russian scientists call the main socio-economic effect of implementing innovation to reduce the cost of a
unit of output, that is, reduce total costs (living and materialized) per unit of output:«this determines the tar-
get function of introducing innovation, which resolves the contradiction between the ever-expanding eco-
nomic needs of society and limited opportunities to satisfy them. « In prineiple; the cost reduction of a unit of
production is nothing but a competitive advantage. On this, in general, the activity of any enterprise should
be directed. At the same time, the entrepreneur must measure the additional costs of innovation with the ef-
fect obtained from its implementation: the effect should be higher than the innovative costs, only in this case
does innovation make sense. Innovation should not beend in_itself. The contradiction here is that new tech-
nology is always more expensive than old. But the prudent introduction of innovation allows you to get that
very competitive advantage.

One of the innovations of the innovative organization of production in the agricultural sector of the
economy of Kazakhstan is the formation of clusters: «A cluster, or an industrial group, as M.Porter notes, is a
group of geographically neighboring interconnected companies and related organizations operating in a cer-
tain area, characterized by common activities'and complementing each other». By this definition, a cluster is
close to the concept of «agro-industrial complex». As we know, the agro-industrial complex is a functional
diversified system, due to the close interconnection and interaction of agriculture and its associated sectors of
the economy for the production of means of production for agriculture, processing and sale of agricultural
products. So what is the difference between an agrarian cluster and agribusiness? The formation of the agro-
industrial complex in the Soviet Union was accompanied by the directive establishment of relations between
its spheres. Moreover, these relations passed through power structures. At the moment, the most important
difference is that the agro-industrial complex is a group of unrelated industries and enterprises. The agro-
industrial complex, which used'to be a single functioning organism, lost its position during the reforms. This
was a consequence of privatization by breaking up integral technological systems into property units and di-
viding material and technical resources, as a result of which large-scale production was replaced by small-
scale production; the material and technical base of the complex was crushed, and it became impossible to
use modern'technologies and farming systems, that is, it was practically blocked the possibility of organizing
production for afull cycle of agricultural work. Currently, this is a big brake on development. M. Porter em-
phasizes the main advantage of the cluster: «The cluster can be defined as a system of interconnected firms
and organizations, the value of which as a whole exceeds the simple sum of the componentsy.

M.Porter also defines other advantages of clusters:

1) «Clusters are better aligned with the very nature of competition and the sources of competitive ad-
vantage»;

2) «Clusters are better than industries, they use important connections, the complementarity of indus-
tries, the dissemination of technology, experience, information, marketing, as well as consumer awarenessy;

3) «The perception of a group of companies and organizations as a cluster allows us to identify favora-
ble opportunities for coordination and beneficial mutual influence in the areas of common interests without
distorting competition or limiting the intensity of competitiony;

4) «The cluster provides the opportunity for constructive and effective dialogue between related com-
panies and their suppliers, with the government, as well as other involved institutionsy;
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5) «STATE and private investments aimed at improving the conditions for the functioning of the clus-
ter benefit many companies at once» [2].

The most important feature of the cluster is that it stimulates the introduction of innovations: «Clusters
influence the competition in three ways: firstly, by increasing the productivity of their member firms and in-
dustries; secondly, by increasing the ability to innovate and, thus, to increase productivity; thirdly, with the
help of stimulating new business formations, obsessing with innovation and expanding the boundaries of the
cluster. « Thus, the main difference between the cluster and the agro-industrial complex is that it contributes
to increasing labor productivity, introducing innovations, and the emergence of new innovative business
structures. The following factors contribute to the growth of labor productivity within the cluster:

—access to specialized factors of production and labor. M.Porternotes that «the availability of local
resources minimizes the need for inventories and eliminates the need for import costs and_the associated
delaysy;

—access to information: «proximity to each other, communications on supplies and technologies, as
well as the presence of constant personal contacts and public relations facilitate the flow of information
flows within clustersy;

— complementarity: «for example, in the tourism business, guest satisfaction depends not only on the
supply of primary tourist facilities (beaches, historical sites), but also on the level of comfort and service in
hotels in this region, restaurant services, availability and quality of souvenirs, and the state of airports,
transport infrastructure, etc.;

— access to organizations and public goods: the ability to use the results of public investment in special-
ized infrastructure, educational programs, information, trade shows.

In Kazakhstan, grain companies of the republic are an example of the effective functioning of associa-
tions formed through vertical integration on the basis of a cluster approach to the organization of production.
These enterprises began to do their business mainly in the financial and commercial sphere. Subsequently,
through the acquisition of procurement, processing, serving and trading enterprises of the bakery system,
they began to penetrate the grain business. Currently, several dozen large grain companies are powerful
agrarian, industrial, commercial and financial groups in the grain market of the republic. Their penetration
into this market was associated with the need to stabilize the supply of raw materials from agricultural enter-
prises. Later they began to invest in grain production. The ways of such penetration were the conclusion of
contracts for the supply of fuels and lubricants, machinery, fertilizers, etc. to agricultural producers. in ex-
change for the harvest and transfer of the agricultural enterprise to the management of grain companies.
The first path was accompanied by the/transfer of the property of indebted enterprises as a result of a lack of
working capital to repay the debt to(grain companies. The second way, that is, transfer to management, was
accompanied by the investment.of agricultural production by grain companies on the security of land and
property, which led to the formation of shared ownership in the process of gradual redemption of the agricul-
tural enterprise by the grain company. In addition, the latter bought out property of financially insolvent en-
terprises during their reorganization and liquidation [3].

Currently operating on the grain market, grain companies of the republic have several advantages. First-
ly, as a result of diversification of production, they carry less risk, which is associated with instability of
weather conditions and the possibility of crop loss. Secondly, using the scale of production, they get the ef-
fect of reducing the average cost of production. Thirdly, they have collateral and can receive loans. Fourthly,
for many of these companies the funds available to them allow them to build their own infrastructure units.

Food security of the country is an important component of the national security system and, as such,
characterizes:the economic stability and political independence of the state, its ability to provide the basic
primary needs of its citizens without prejudice to national-state interests. The systemic model of food securi-
ty in Kazakhstan contains problems of the country's agro-industrial complex and its economic security. The
food security system is formed as a complex of subsystems, necessary and sufficient to ensure the intended
purpose of food security — continuous, quantitative, structural and high-quality food supply for the popula-
tion. The combination of elements of the food safety system into subsystems is based on functional, organi-
zational, resource and technological principles. The backbone factor for the formation of the food security
system is the agro-industrial complex. Subsystems of the agro-industrial complex, consumption, marketing,
and distribution of food, as well as the food reserve, realize the main goal of the food security system. The
remaining subsystems provide the implementation of this goal.

In livestock breeding, it is envisaged to develop transhumance livestock breeding by irrigating pastures,
increasing the area of fodder crops with the aim of developing a fodder base, creating farm-reproducers,
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feedlots and farms for breeding beef cattle, developing fisheries, fish processing industries, and increasing
the export of fish products. Currently, the economy of Kazakhstan is demonstrating stable economic growth,
ensuring sustainable development of agricultural production. However, many of its species do not undergo
industrial processing due to the insufficient development of the processing sector of the agro-industrial com-
plex. The processing of agricultural products in our region will develop through stimulation of the enterprise
for the procurement of raw materials for the processing enterprise, as well as state support in the form of par-
tial compensation of expenses for investments aimed at creating new or expanding existing production ca-
pacities in priority sectors of the agro-industrial complex.

According to the theory of M. Porter, innovations can also include new methods of state support for the
agro-industrial complex sectors (preferential taxation, lending and subsidies, cheaper leasing of agricultural
machinery and equipment), which contributed to the growth of agricultural productivity. In 2018, thanks to
state support, half of all areas were sown and harvested with high-performance latest technology, and more
than 70 percent of all crops used moisture-saving growing technologies. Grain-producing enterprises raised
their productivity to 18.5, and in some places to 30 centners per hectare. The drip irrigation method was
widely used for the first time in Israel, where in the conditions of water shortage in the 1950s, experiments
on its introduction began. At first it was used in greenhouse production, but now it is widely used in open
ground for growing vegetables, fruits and grapes [4]. The use of drip irrigation gives the greatest effect in
areas of insufficient moisture, and this is also characteristic of Kazakhstan. The method is.the most economi-
cal and at the same time effective way of watering. The main feature of drip irrigationis the supply of water
to the root zone of each plant. Due to this, the minimum consumption of water-and other resources (fertiliz-
ers, energy, labor costs) is ensured; the risk of plant diseases is reduced, since the vegetative mass and fruits
do not get wet; spread of weeds is prevented, as the area between the rows remains dry. As a result, produc-
tivity is growing.

In previous years, large crop losses were associated with the use of obsolete equipment, old combines.
The support provided by the state allowed agricultural producers to use leasing to purchase new machines.
The state subsidizes up to 80 percent of the interest rate‘on loans issued by financial institutions to agricul-
tural enterprises on equipment leasing.

Currently, the peculiarity of domestic agriculture is the presence of a large number of scattered small
farms less capable of perceiving innovations. Therefore, the innovation direction of entrepreneurship devel-
opment in the agricultural sector may be the enlargement of enterprises through their combination or merger.

The advantage of large-scale production over small-scale production is proved by the experience of the
USA, where 72 % of small farms, owning 31 % of machinery and equipment, concentrating 44 % of the
workforce, produce only 10 % of gross farm income. At the same time, they use land and equipment 4 times,
and labor is 7 times worse than the remaining 28 % of large farms. Small farms cannot fully utilize advanced
equipment and the latest technologies [5]. ' We agree with the opinion of Kazakhstani economists who believe
that «the desire to increase the efficiency of agriculture by intensively reviving small farms at the beginning
of the 21st century means a hopeless way to return to a historically outdated form of management»; «The
experience of fermentation has‘shown that this path is associated with a huge decline in agricultural produc-
tion, a greater loss of the created production and social potential in the countryside.

The most acceptable'way for the development of agriculture turned out to be the reform of property re-
lations based on the preservation of large-scale production. « Russian researchers point to «the limited and
non-universal nature of small business in the modern economy, primarily due to its incapacity for large and
capital-intensive projects and the deployment of large-scale R&D, as well as its instability».

In the Soviet period, Kazakhstan was a powerful agricultural region, an important supplier of many ag-
ricultural products that were produced on large-sized collective farms and state farms. A rather ill-
conceivedprivatization policy in the agricultural sector has led to the destruction of large agricultural enter-
prises: The transformation of the latter into small disparate farming and peasant farms significantly reduced
the efficiency of their management. Small plots of land were unsuitable for the use of modern agricultural
machinery and technologies. The massive transition to small-scale land ownership contributed to the massive
naturalization of the country's agriculture. Small-scale production became suitable only to meet the needs of
the producer and his family and does not provide expanded reproduction. Due to the size of their business,
only large enterprises are able to fully comply with the necessary technological cycle, introduce advanced
technologies, and increase profitability due to production and sales volumes.
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Large-scale enterprises of various forms of ownership have the following advantages:

— they are more susceptible to the achievements of scientific and technological progress;

— they have more opportunities to resist unfavorable natural and economic factors, solve issues of rural
social development, improve intraeconomic economic relations, strengthen incentives for labor results, de-
velop infrastructure;

—they mainly combine technologically more advanced production with the development of private
ownership of the means of production, including land;

— Large farms can more effectively use fixed assets, production and social infrastructure, apply new
equipment and technology.

A higher proportion of technological labor with the use of machinery and equipment in large agricultur-
al enterprises leads to higher labor productivity in comparison with small farms; — they have more opportu-
nities for the rational use of land, the use of scientifically based crop rotation. Owing to.the economies of
scale, they have costs per unit of land area, and the harvesting of land is significantly lower and the produc-
tion efficiency is higher. Primary processing or deep processing of agricultural products,. their storage and
sale are also more efficiently carried out at large enterprises;

— at a large enterprise, the human factor is used more rationally. It has more opportunities to ensure a
rational regime of work and rest; it is cheaper to share objects of non-production infrastructure;

— State subsidies also bring great benefits to large farms, since small-scale farming with a small produc-
tion volume cannot produce and sell enough products on the market to. receive significant assistance from
various forms of price support. Due to its large volume of production, it is large-scale farming that benefits;

—1in large corporate structures, as noted in the economic literature, the synergistic effects of concentra-
tion of production, centralization of capital and intersectoral integration are realized. This occurs as a result
of the balance, coordination and synchronization of all stages of production, processing, storage and sale of
products, elimination of their losses, improvement of their quality and degree of compliance with standards,
elimination of many intermediary links between agriculture, industry and consumers, reduction of overhead
and transportation costs, improved use of labor and raw materials;

— large enterprises have the opportunity to diversify their production in order to insure themselves
against accidental risks. Along with grain production, they can grow industrial crops, vegetables, cattle for
meat and milk, pigs, sheep, etc. In this case, €ven when'the crop dies from natural disasters, for example,
spring frosts, it is possible not to go broke and get income from other activities. The effect that is obtained in
industry and other sectors as a result of narrow. production specialization, which allows the use of highly
skilled workers, to improve the quality of products, etc., is rather unstable in agriculture, again due to the
dependence on natural and climatic conditions and a high degree of risk. The narrow specialization of agri-
cultural enterprises cannot but show their negative impact on their financial stability in the event of inevita-
ble fluctuations in market conditions. Experience shows that those who have a diversified structure of pro-
duction can prevent a crisis. In addition to agricultural production, the activities of such large enterprises
may include processingand other industrial production, which is a manifestation of vertical integration.
Along with traditional agricultural activities, non-agricultural activities are developing, for example, storage,
cleaning, drying of grain and oil seeds on on-farm elevators, the production of flour, vegetable oil, the manu-
facture of bricks and other building materials, MTS, a garage, a construction workshop, housing and com-
munal services, social facilities areas (often unprofitable), etc. According to some reports, the sale of meat
products in processed form can increase the profitability of livestock rearing by 15-20 %, ensuring the finan-
cial stability of the enterprise. Diversification of the economy brings even greater benefits when creating
trade and marketing structures, since they form at least 20 % of the final retail price of food products.

Thus, the innovationization of the agricultural sector of the economy of Kazakhstan can be carried out
in many areas, covering both the improvement of methods of state support for agricultural producers, and the
creation of new structures such as a cluster. The main criterion for innovative development is the formation
of competitive advantages.
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Ka3zakcran Pecny0JmKachbIHBIH AarPOOHEPKICINTIK
KeleHIHIH MHHOBANUSIBIK JaMYybl

Maxkanana Kaszakcran PecnyOnvKachiHBIH arpOOHEPKICINTIK KEIICHIH WHHOBAIMSUIBIK JaMBITY  QAicTepi
KapacTHIPBUIFaH. DKOHOMHUKAHBIH AaMybl dpJalibIM WHHOBAIMSUIAPIBI CHT13y HETi3iHJe XKy3ere achIpbUIaJibl,
«bipak Oyy mpomectiH Facwlpiap OoWbl Gasynaybl OHBI CHIHAIl Kepyre MYMKIHIIK Oepmeni»: 3aMaHaym
WUHHOBALMSUIBIK  NIPOLIECTEp OJIAPJbIH JlaMy IIapThiHA aifHalybIMEH epeKIleNeHeni, ~MHHOBalusIap
«QIEYMETTIK-3KOHOMHKAJBIK JKYHeNep/iH IaMybIHbIH HETi3iH KypaiIbl, OJIap[blH ©Cy KapKbIHbI MeH
ayYKbIMBIH, KYPBUIBIMABIK ©3repicTep/ii aHbIKTai1b». KazakcTaH SKOHOMHUKACHIHBIH arpapiblk, CEKTOPBIHIAF bl
OH/IIpICTI MHHOBALMSUIBIK YHBIMIACTBIPYABIH JKaHAIIBULIBIKTAPBIHBIH Oipi KiacTepiepAi KajibllITacThIpy
Goubn TabbUTanBl. Kaszipri yakpITTa OTaHABIK aybUl IIapyallbUIBIFBIHBIH CPEKMIENiri — MHHOBAIMSIIAPIbI
KaObUIayFa KaOieTi a3 MambIpaHKel YCaK [IapyallbUIBIKTapAbH KemnTiri: COHIBIKTaH arpoeHepKaCiNTiK
KEIISH/IET] KACIMKePIIKTi JaMBITYAbIH MHHOBAIVSUIBIK OAFbITH KOCITOPBHIHAAPAB! OIpIKTipy Hemece GipikTipy
apKBUIBI KEHEWTy OOybl MYMKiH. Ipi KocimopeHAapia Ke3JeHCOK TOyeKeIIepHAeH CaKTaHIBIpY YIIH o3
OHIpicTepiH opTapanTaHiplpy MyMKiHzairi Oap. Ockuraiimia, Ka3akcTaH JKOHOMHKACBHIHBIH —arpapliblk
CEKTOPBIH MHHOBALMsIAY KONTETeH cajajlap/ia JKy3ere achIpbLIybl MYMKiH, OyJ1 aybUIIapyallbUIbIK Tayap
OHIpYLIiIepAi MEMJICKETTIK KOJaay OAICTepiH KeTIMAipynai [e; KIAcTep  CHAKTHI JKaHA KYpPbUIBIMAAPIbI
KYpyIbl Aa KaMTHIbL. VHHOBaLWMSIBIK IaMyAblH O0acThl KPMTEPHii — O0oceKemiK apTHIKIIBUIBIKTAP/bI
KAaJBIITACTEIPY.

Kinm ce3dep: arpoeHepkocin KelleHi, aybul IIApyallbUIBIFBI, arpapiblK CEKTOp, SKOHOMHKA, JaMy,
HH(PaKYpBUTBIM, HHHOBALUSIIAP, ©6CY AJIEYyeTi, KOCIIKepIiK; ON3HEC, MEMIICKETTIK KOJIay.

E.A. Kycynos, C.C. bakreimOer, I'.A. [lImapioBckas

NHHoBanMOHHOE pa3BHTHE ATPONPOMBINILIEHHOI 0
komiiekca Pecnnyosimkn Kazaxcran

B craree paccMOTpeHBI METOABI MHHOBAIIOHHOTO Pa3BUTHS arpoNpOMBIIIIEHHOTO KoIulekca PecryGmmkn
Kasaxcran. HyxHO OTMETHTb, 4TO pa3sBUTHE SIKOHOMUKH BCEr/la OCYILECTBIIOCh HA OCHOBE BHEIPECHUS UH-
HOBAIlUH, «HO BEKOBas 3aMEAJIEHHOCTh 3TOT0 TpoIiecca He MO3BOJIsIa €0 TeCTUPOBaTh». COBpEMEHHBIE HH-
HOBAIIMOHHBIE TIPOIECCHl OTIMYAIOTCS TEM, YTO OHM CTAHOBATCS YCIOBUEM Pa3BHUTHS, HHHOBALMH «COCTaB-
JISIIOT OCHOBY Pa3BHUTHS COLMATBHO-IKOHOMUYECKHUX CHCTEM, ONMPENENIAIOT TEMIBI M MAcIITabbl MX POCTa,
CTPYKTYpHbIE M3MeHeHHs». OJHUM M3 HOBILECTB MHHOBAI[MOHHON OpraHHM3aI[UU MPOHM3BOJCTBA B arpapHOM
cexkrope dkoHoMHKH Kazaxcrana siisiercst popmupoBaHue KiacTepoB. B Hacrosimee BpeMs 0COOEHHOCTBIO
OTEUECTBEHHOT'0 CENECKOTO XO3SMCTBAa CUMTACTCS HAIMYME OOJBIIOr0 KOJIMYECTBA Pa3pO3HEHHBIX MEIKHX
(hepMepCKuX XO3SHCTB, MEHEEe CHOCOOHBIX K BOCIPHSATHIO MHHOBAaIMH. [109TOMy WHHOBAIlMOHHBIM HaIlpaB-
JICHUEM Pa3BUTUS NPEANPUHUMATENBCTBA B arpapHOM CEKTOPE MOJKET CTaTh YKPYNHEHHE NPEIIPULTHH I1y-
TeM X 00BbEIUHEHNUS UK CIUAHUA. bosbIine mpeAnpusITHs HMEIOT BO3MOKHOCTh TUBEPCU(PUIIMPOBATH CBOE
MPOU3BOJICTBO, YTOOBI 3aCTPAaX0BaTh Ce0sl OT CaydalHbIX pUCKOB. TakuM 00pa3oM, MHHOBAIIUU B arpapHOM
ceKkTope ’3KOHOMUKH KazaxcraHa MOTYT BECTHCH IO MHOTUM HAllpaBJIEHUSM, OXBaThIBaTh KaK COBEPIIEHCT-
BOBaHHE METOOB rOCYAapPCTBEHHON MOJJIEPIKKU CENbXO3MPOU3BOAUTENEH, TAK U CO3/JaHHE HOBBIX CTPYKTYpP
THIA Knactepa. [JIaBHBIM KpUTEPHEM MHHOBALIMOHHOTO PAa3BUTHS SBIACTCS (HOPMUPOBAHHE KOHKYPEHTHBIX
NIPEUMYILECTB.

Kniouesvie crosa: arponpoMBIIIIECHHBII KOMILIEKC, CEJILCKOE X03AICTBO, arpapHblil CEKTOpP, SKOHOMUKA, Pa3-
BUTHE, UH(PACTPYKTypa, MHHOBALUH, ITOTEHIHAI POCTA, IPEAIPHHIMATEIILCTBO, OM3HEC, TOCYAapCTBEHHAS
MOJIEPKKA.
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