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Urgency of the research. Competitive development and
ensuring of economic security of the country determine the
need for intensification of the innovation process in agricultural
and industrial production. The achievement of these
imperatives is due to their institutionalization, which
determines the relevance of the research topic.

Target setting. Due to the lack of a systemic base for the
development of agricultural and industrial production, the pri-
orities of the industry are uncoordinated, there are no results
of innovative changes. It is the institutionalization of innovation
transformations, ensuring of the systematic interaction of insti-
tutes can certify the achievement of strategic priorities for the
development of agricultural and industrial production.

Actual scientific researches and issues analysis. In-
strumentation of institutionalism for the formation of the con-
ceptual regulations of innovative development and determina-
tion of its determinants were used by A. Balyan, O. Datsiy,
L. Kurilo, 1. Kostyrko, P. Sabluk, M. Malik, S. Tivonchuk,
L. Fedulova, O. Shpykulyak, O. Shubravska.

Uninvestigated parts of general matters defining. The
need to define conceptual regulations for the formation of
innovation development leads to further study of the problems
related to the methodology of institutional transformations and
the peculiarities of the institutional security.

The research objective. The purpose of the article is to
determine the peculiarities of institutionalization of innovative
transformations of agricultural and industria production,
its characteristic features and constituent elements.

The statement of basic materials. The article
substantiates the importance of developing innovations in the
agrarian sector to ensure the country's food security. The
purposefulness of innovation development on the basis of
implementing innovative policy tools leads to the introduction
of regulatory, signalling and stimulating institutions.

Conclusions. To ensure the activation of the innovation
process, it is necessary to develop an appropriate institutional
mechanism that is capable of implementing the priorities of
innovation development at the level of the industry and re-
gions and the growth of producers’ innovation activity.
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IHCTUTYLIIOHANI3ALIS IHHOBALIMHUX
TPAHC®OPMALIA ArPONPOMMUCIIOBOIO
BUPOBHULITBA B KOHTEKCTI
3ABE3MNEYEHHA EKOHOMIYHOI BE3MEKU

AxkmyanbHicmb memu docidxeHHs1. KoHKypeHmocrio-
POMOXHUU pO38UMOK ma 3abe3nevyeHHs1 eKOHOMIYHOT 6e3neku
KpaiHu obymosentorome nompeby 8 akmusizauii iHHo8auiliHoO20
npoyecy 8 azporpomMucsio8oMy eupobHuumsi. [JocsieHeHHs
3asHadyeHux iMrepamusie rog’sisaHe 3 ix iHcmumyujoHarni3a-
uito, Wo 3yMoerire akmyarsbHicmb memu O0CTOKEHHS.

Mocmanoeka npobnemu. HYepes sidcymHicms cucmem-
HOI OCHOBU pPO3BUMKY &2pPOMPOMUCI08020 BUPObHUUMEa
Hey3200)KeHUMU rocmarome fpiopumemu po38umky 2arsys3i,
8idcymHi pe3ynbmamu iHHO8auiliHUX nepemeopeHs. Came
iHcmumyujoHanizauis iHHosauiliHUX nepemeopeHb, 3abesrne-
YeHHs1 cucmeMHoi 83aeMo0dil iHcmumymie moxe 3abesnedumu
docsizHeHHs cmpameaidHuX npiopumemis po3eumKy agpori-
pomucio8oeo 8UpobHUYMea.

AHani3 ocmaHHix docnidxeHb i ny6nikayid. IHcmpy-
MeHmapil iHcmumyui-oHanismy Onsi opMy8aHHsI KOHUenmy-
anbHUX O/I0XKEeHb IHHOBaYilIHO20 PO3BUMKY ma 8U3Ha4YeHHs
tioeo demepmiHaHmM sukopucmosysanu A. bansaH, O. Hauid,
J1. Kypuno, I. Kocmupko, 1. Cabnyk, M. Marnik, C. Tu8OHYYK,
J1. ®edynosa, O. LUnukynsk O. LLlybpaschka.

BudineHHs1 HedocnidxeHuUx 4YacmuH 3a2allbHoi npo-
6nemu. HeobxiOHicmb 8U3HaYeHHs KOHUEernmyasbHUX [10J10-
JKeHb (bOpMyeaHHsI IHHO8aUilIHO20 PO38UMKY 3YMOSJIHOE 10-
OQanbwe 8us4YeHHs1 nMpobreM, Wo cmocylomscs Memodonogii
iHCmumyuj-oHanbHUX mpaHcghopmayit ma ix iHcmumyuioHa-
T1bHO20 3a0€e3MeYeHHs.

MocmaHoeka 3aedaHHs. Memoto cmammi € 8U3Ha4YeHHS
ocobnueocmeti iHCmMumyuioHanizauii iHHo8auyiliHUX mpaHc-
gopmauili aeporpomuciogoeo 8upobHuuymea, ii xapakmep-
HUX 03HaK i ckrradosux efleMeHmis.

Buknad ocHoeHo20  Mamepiany. B cmammi
06rpyHmMosyembCsi  8axnusicmb pPO3BUMKY iHHosauili 8
azpapHili cepepu Onsi 3abesneqeHHs pPo0o8obYoi besneku
KpaiHu. LlinecrnipsmosaHicmb iHHOBaUilIHO20 PO3BUMKY Ha
OoCHO8I pearnisauii IHcmpymeHmie iHHo8auiliHOI rnonimuKku
3YMOB/II0E  3arpo8adeHHs1 Pe2yslioYuxX, CUu2HanbHUX |
CMUMYITOIYUX IHCmuUmyuii.

BucHoeku. []na 3abesneyeHHs akmusisauil iHHosauiliHo2o
npoyecy HeobxiOHa po3pobka 8i0nosioHo20
iHecmumyujoHarnbHO20 MexaHi3My, siKul 30amHuli peanisysamu
npiopumemu  iHHoBauiliHO20 pPO3BUMKY Ha pieHi 2anysi i
peeioHie ma 3pocmaHHs iHHosayiliHoI akmugHocmi 8UPOBHUKIB.

Knro4voei cnoea: azpornpomucriose 8upobHUUMBO; iHHO-
eayjisi; IHHoeaujlHuUl pPo38UMOK; I[HHO8auiliHi npiopumemu;
iHcmumyujoHanizauisi.
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Urgerncy of the research. In recent years, the growth in the agrarian sector, which was the result
of concentration of land use, the intensification of production and the expansion of the export potential
of agricultural production, is recognized in Ukraine as an unconditionally positive trend, which contrib-
utes to the emergence of the economy from a crisis state. However, the contradictions of the achieved
indicators, significant deformations and negative tendencies of agricultural development are ignored.
An increase in the export share of cereals and oilseeds confirms the image of the country as a suppli-
er of raw materials. Growth of the income of grain traders, agriholdings, processing enterprises and
other intermediaries increases the financial exhaustion of agriculture, limits prospects of development,
self-development of rural territories and communities, and the degradation of certain segments of the
rural economy are threatening the country's economic security.

The changes that have taken place in the economic development of the leading countries have
witnessed their transition to an innovative model of development. Innovative improvement of
production, the ability to offer the consumer goods and services new, previously unknown type,
became the general law of modern competitive practices [1, p. 32-32]. At the same time, the available
theoretical approaches, methods and tools for implementing the innovation process in the agrarian
sector are not always adequate to the growing needs and expected results of innovation development.

Target setting. The current state of development and the weakness of the innovation process in
agroindustrial production do not meet the expectations of becoming a potentially competitive sphere.
Innovation process is characterized by the limited introduction of modern technologies, the
predominance in the practice of agroindustrial production of resource consumption schemes of
production activity; insufficient development of progressive directions of innovative development;
orientation of innovative activity of domestic agrarians mainly on the introduction of new varieties and
hybrids of agricultural crops, breeds of animals, veterinary means, bacterial starter material in food
production; limited biotechnology research; the growth of innovation import dependence, the lack of
holistic perception of the organizational structure of the development of the innovation process.

There are no effective organizational forms of the innovative activity in the agrarian sector (agricul-
tural research parks, agricultural technology parks, agribusiness incubators, agroindustrial territorial
innovation centers, etc.), which narrows or completely eliminates the possibility of introducing domes-
tic innovations created there. Due to the lack of a systemic basis for the development of agro-industrial
production, the priorities of the industry are uncertain and uncoordinated; there are no results of inno-
vative and structural changes in the agrarian sphere. It is the institutionalization of innovation trans-
formations, ensuring the systematic interaction of institutes of innovation development can ensure the
achievement of strategic priorities for the development of agroindustrial production.

Actual scientific researches and issues analysis. In scientific studies, the institutionalization of
innovation is considered in various aspects: as a process of creating stable forms of interaction on the
basis of formalized norms, laws, customs; as legal and organizational consolidation of interactions,
relations, forms of behavior in society; as the process of forming elements and components of the so-
cioeconomic institute; the creation of economic subjects of a favorable environment for the implemen-
tation of the broad spectrum of constructive potential development opportunities in the form of legal
norms through the economic and legal regulation of the wielder of power [2, p. 34-35]. In the agrarian
sphere, 1. Kostyrko [3], P. Sabluk, M. Malik, S. Tivonchuk, L. Fedulova, O. Shpikulak [1; 4-5] used the
toolkit of institutionalism for the formation of conceptual provisions of innovative development and de-
termination of its determinants. Outstanding domestic scientists such as A. Balyan, O. Datsiy, L. Ku-
rilo, O. Shubravska have dedicated their researches to the innovation development, institutional provi-
sion of the activation of the innovation process in agro-industrial production [6-7].

Univestigated parts of the general matter defining. The low activity of the innovation process in
agroindustrial production, the need to determine the conceptual provisions for the formation of innova-
tion development necessitate further study of the problems related to the methodology of institutional
transformations and the mechanisms for their implementation and the peculiarities of the institutional
provision of innovation development in the agrarian sector of the economy.

The research objective. The purpose of this article is to determine the peculiarities of institutionaliza-
tion of innovative transformations of agroindustrial production, its features and constituent elements.
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The statement of basic materials. Agriculture of Ukraine is one of the few branches of the do-
mestic economy, which potentially has undeniable competitive advantages on the foreign market.
However, the agro-food sector in many positions is still not competitive. It can be stated that many
tendencies of the development of the modern Ukrainian agrarian sphere are controversial, sometimes
seemingly mutually exclusive. These contradictions were the result of the not-well-thought-out eco-
nomic, in particular, agrarian policy of our state in recent years, which often did not contribute to the
efficient work of agriculture, as well as the unfavorable institutional environment.

The research of ontological prerequisites for the development of innovations of agroindustrial pro-
duction proves that obstacles for innovative activity of agrarian enterprises are ineffective legislative,
law enforcement, judicial power, their asymmetry; existing economic order, which creates additional
expenses of innovation activity and is unfavorable to innovations; high transaction costs of innovation
activity; the domination of short-term interests over long-term business entities; lack of infrastructure
and personnel; institutional problems of micro and macro levels. There is no proliferation of effective
organizational forms of innovation in agro-industrial production, which narrows or completely elimi-
nates the possibility of introducing the created domestic innovations.

Innovative theories developed by modern science differ in categorical characteristics of innova-
tions, argumentation in substantiating the transformational influence of innovations on economic dy-
namics, the treatment of static and dynamic characteristics of innovations in changes, specification of
research in the areas of scientific and technological progress: technical and technological improve-
ments and economics: the essential effectiveness of system organizations, the basis of which is based
on the productivity of innovation [8, pp. 18-20].

Institutionalization involves the creation of economic institutions that provide a rational coordination
of economic behavior of subjects of the innovation process and various structural entities. According
to T. Veblen, the institution by its nature has the properties of "continuity" (imitation), since it is a self-
sustaining and self-replicating phenomenon. Biological gene is a structure that transmits hereditary
information, such transmission passes through simulation and learning [9, p. 50]. In this context, J.
Hodgson argues that the distinctive feature of the new institutional economy is that institutions influ-
ence the behavior of individuals mainly as a constraint [10]. Institutional rules do not just form beliefs,
they also structure processes by which a special additional meaning of mental processes is estab-
lished. There is also an alternative approach that belongs to A. Denzau and D. North [11 p. 3-31] Ac-
cording to this approach, the institutions are external mechanisms that individuals create for structur-
ing and ordering the environment. Disclosing the synergistic nature of innovation, researchers empha-
size that modern innovations are the most complex and self-organized systems [12, p. 224]. The core
of such innovation-systems is recognized as new knowledge, as a substantive process and the result
of human cognition. Knowledge acts as a synergetic core of innovation, determines their nature.

Based on the study of the genesis of the innovation theory, the institutional foundations for the de-
velopment of innovations, the categorical content of the institutionalization of innovations as a process
of forming a set of interconnected institutions (signal, regulatory, stimulating) that determine the inno-
vation environment, structure the interaction of the subjects of the innovation process and ensure the
purposefulness of innovative development. Signaling institutions coordinate the actions of individual
economic entities with formal norms in the innovation sphere and are embodied in innovative priorities,
policy statements, expert conclusions, funding of fundamental research, state guarantees and the ac-
tivities of innovation centers and development institutions. Regulatory institutions are aimed at regulat-
ing the innovation process, they function through licensing, patenting, direct financing of research,
public procurement, technology transfer. Stimulating institutions form economic incentives for busi-
nesses to innovate and are represented by tax incentives, venture financing, concessional lending,
infrastructure of technology parks and business incubators.

At the level of the institutional organizational structure, the development of innovation infrastructure is
important; organization of the innovation process based on a modern, rather than a linear model;
information and staffing, improvement of the regulatory framework of the innovation sphere. In order to
function in the institutional environment, it is necessary to introduce measures to minimize the impact
and eliminate institutional traps: eliminating of destructive institutions and institutes, the implementation
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of effective incentives for innovation, minimization of innovation risks, streamlining of formal rules that
regulate the creation and use of intellectual products, ensuring of the efficiency of budget funds in
innovation sphere.

Based on most studies of modern institutionalists, we can distinguish three types of influence of in-
stitutions on economic behavior, which can be expressed through the functions of institutions
[13, p. 11-12], in particular: the restrictive function (restricts the economic behavior of economic actors)
information-cognitive function ensures the perception of information, in the absence of institutions,
would not be perceived as relevant), a teleological function: realized as a result of the fact that institu-
tions influence the final p results of, sought by economic actors (this function generates a motivation).

A special aspect of the development of the innovation theory is the consideration of the question of
the interrelationship of institutions and the innovation resource lies in the plane of the management
system. In this context, the interaction of the innovation resource and institutions in the system of
management of innovation development (macro-, meso-, microlevel) is directly manifested through
organizational innovations and is seen as the end result of the process of creating, disseminating and
applying new knowledge on doing business, and institutions as rules and forms of innovative interac-
tions aimed at the implementation of innovative solutions in the socio-economic system of the appro-
priate type, resulting in innovation the development of economic systems on the basis of a qualitative
change in its functioning during the transition to a new technological level [1, p. 31-32].

Existing institutions form framework conditions and incentives that define a certain trajectory where
the innovation process is carried out. If incentives are productive, then there is a development of tech-
nologies and forms of organization of production, new markets are formed. If such incentives are inef-
fective, an "institutional trap" arises that acquires a self-sustaining nature and leads to the emergence
of pseudo-innovations or quasi-innovations, an imitation form of the innovation process, technological
backwardness of the economy.

To realize the potential of agricultural science and commercialize its results, it is important to attract
innovation and entrepreneurial structures that will work in agreement with the developers of
innovations and combine the interests of different subjects of the innovation process. This process will
be facilitated by the formation of a unified research and production network that will unite sectoral and
territorial innovation structures and will operate on the basis of public-private partnership. Taking into
account the basic principle of innovations development regulation (institutional system), priority is
given to the integration of cluster regional structures and their integration with the infrastructure links of
a single research and production network (for example, Innovation Park), which consolidates the
motives and resources of the participants and mobilizes the potential of the entities. innovation
process for the implementation of the strategic goal.

Conclusions. The development of innovations in agricultural and industrial production is an important
prerequisite for the formation of food security of the country, the economic growth of the national economy
and the increase of competitiveness of agriculture and quality of life of the rural population.

Innovations, gaining an important role in economic development, gradually received organizational
arrangements, which in the future allowed to predict and direct innovation development. Such changes
became possible due to the institutionalization of innovation, which determined the innovation
environment, structured the interaction of subjects of the innovation process and ensured the focus of
innovation development.

From the point of view of ensuring the systematic institutional regulation of innovation
transformations, we consider that it is necessary to define the target development priorities that should
be put into the concept and strategy of innovative development of agricultural and industrial
production. Implementation of the priorities requires the introduction of regulatory influences at all
levels of the institutional organization. The systemic principles of institutional regulation of the
innovation development determine the use of a program-targeted approach, which will ensure the
implementation of state, sectoral and regional programs for innovation development. Within the
framework of state programs, the mechanism of implementing the strategy becomes more detailed,
measures and sources of financing are determined. Regional strategies for the innovation
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development of agricultural and industrial production must conceptually correspond to the program

documents belonging to higher statuses.

The implementation of the innovative potential of agricultural science, its integration into the market
environment, requires the need for a scientific, technical and innovation partnership, programmatic
and targeted support for the development of production of priority innovative products, transfer
technology support for innovation within a single research and production network.
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