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The impact of state support on the innovative activities of small
and medium businesses in Kazakhstan

Abstract. In conditions of geopolitical instability, there is no time for a gradual transition,
our country needs clear pushes for development, namely the development of smart technologies
that can be stimulated by the support of small business entities. To address this issue, a
comprehensive examination of recent changes in foreign models of financial support for
innovation is necessary.

Numerous studies acknowledge the pivotal role of entrepreneurship in stimulating innovation,
economic growth, and overall well-being, as well as its influence on job creation. Over
time, researchers have presented varying perspectives on the relationship between economic
development and entrepreneurship. It is widely recognized that innovation serves as a driving
force behind the economic progress of nations, positioning innovative entrepreneurship as a
crucial factor in contemporary economic development.

This article aims to analyze the state’s role in fostering innovative entrepreneurship for the
economic advancement of Kazakhstan. Taking into account the multichannel nature of both
economic development and innovative entrepreneurship, the article presented their vision of
the relationship between the above strategically important indicators, reflecting individual
characteristics. To achieve this objective, the article employs a model that explores the impact
of new or young innovative firms on economic growth rates, thus aligning with the literature
review and the stated purpose of the study.

Keywords: loans for innovative SME services, SME management, monitoring and auditing
of credit operations, stimulation, economic growth.
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Introduction

In the current realities and in general, based on the results of the upheavals of this century,
as the main tool of development in public policy and the business environment, we can say
this is entrepreneurship, in particular innovative with high added value. Everyone understands
the reasons for this demand, because it is inherent in the main factors that stimulate the
development of the economy, these are new products or services, employment. The connection
between entrepreneurship, innovation and economic development is unequivocal, this is
confirmed by numerous scientific studies and works. Of course, the points of view on the level
of these connections differ, and there can be no other way. Recent development trends show the
significant role of innovative entrepreneurship, as their multiplicative impact on development
is high. Who are entrepreneurs in the innovation field. These are people who can translate new
trends, ideas, improving life into reality, that is, into a specific product or service. Accordingly,
this is a huge niche that brings a lot of income, because people are willing to pay for such goods
and services. Of course, both scientists and the state authorities are busy with this issue [1].
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Despite its significance, there is a scarcity of empirical data in specialized literature
regarding the contributions of entrepreneurs specifically recognized as innovative. While
several theoretical studies (e.g., [2], [3], [4]) and empirical investigations (e.g., [5]) have explored
the driving forces behind entrepreneurship development and its impact on economic activity,
there remain theoretical questions on the definition of entrepreneurship in the innovation sphere
and, of course, in measuring its proportionality to macroeconomic growth indicators. There are
enough studies on the impact at the micro level [6], [7], which prove the proportionality between
business activity and growth indicators. Thus, even small new innovative companies outperform
large companies in terms of activity and growth. We can also note the following pattern, made on
the basis of an analysis of the available literature. There is a direct correlation in the geographical
location of a particular region and its indicators of both business activity and economic growth.
This is indicated in the works of researchers who have seen this relationship in different
regions between the indicators of these factors (for example, [8], [9]). Global Entrepreneurship
Monitoring has become a pillar providing information on this relationship between business
activity indicators and macroeconomic indicators of the country.

Methodology

The research methodology employed in this study involves the use of regression model
analysis. Statistical analysis and data processing were conducted using Stata and SPSS software
tools. The study’s primary findings indicate that countries with higher levels of development
and higher income tend to have a greater presence of innovative entrepreneurs, as measured by
the level of innovativeness in general early entrepreneurial activity (TEA). These entrepreneurs
are motivated by the perceived opportunity for improvement that comes with becoming an
entrepreneur.

Discussion

Entrepreneurship has garnered significant attention in recent decades due to its role as a
driving force for economic development, inclusive societies, well-being, and innovation. The
scientific and economic works indicate two main branches of monitoring the impact of business
activity on economic growth. One of which is the horizontal growth of the innovation industry
and an increase in the representation of products (for example, [10]). The following model is
based on the vertical growth of the innovation industry and the improvement of the quality of
the products provided (for example, [11]). The concept of Joseph Schumpeter lies in this, which
is explained. So what do we want to say by this. New, technological products introduced into the
market displace the business that produces unprofitable and uncompetitive products and goods.
This increases productivity and economic growth. A number of authors [4], [12] have improved
the existing scientific and economic base by introducing a new look at the essence of business in
the dissemination of knowledge. The conclusion is that, in their opinion, business is the gasket
that connects knowledge, commerce and economic growth. And most importantly, this is the
main value given to economic knowledge.

According to the literature examined, the impact of innovations on macroeconomic
development indicators is typically evaluated through two main perspectives: input and output.
The input perspective focuses on research and development (R&D) expenditures, while the
output perspective emphasizes patent-related indicators [13]. And if we look in depth, this is
an analysis of the impact of smart technologies on the development of more specific point firms
and industries. in particular. The methodology developed by Solow is often used in this kind
of research. As usual, the Cobb-Douglas production function is used to assess the effectiveness
of the impact of smart technologies on macroeconomic indicators. Here it is necessary to pay
attention to the fact that such models of economic growth do not fix the role of business, which
is the main driving force of technological innovation.

There are a lot of studies that are aimed at studying the impact of business activities on
macroeconomic development, namely, in particular, on job creation. It is on everyone’s lips that
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entrepreneurship, which is expressed through the employment indicator, is one of the drivers of
annual GDP growth [12]. At the same time, scientific works prove that opening new firms gives
a multiplicative effect of employment growth [14].

We cannot say that the relationship between business activity and employment growth is an
axiom. There is no consensus among researchers. But it can be stated for sure that small economic
entities have a disproportionately high impact on the increase in jobs [15]. Some scientific minds
assure of a possible negative business trigger on macroeconomic indicators.

Smart technologies are the main component of a successful business today, which
automatically increase the level of competitiveness. This is the most important indicator of the
level of business development. Since they generate forward-moving thoughts, initiatives and
turn them into high-end products that are in demand on the market. And, accordingly, they give
a large added value. The concept of smart technology business in the current realities is widely
popular among the scientific community, There are many scientists who are concerned with
analyzing the consequences of business, innovation and macro-development. We can find such
sayings in the literature, “entrepreneurs-Schumpeterians” [16], which means entrepreneurs-
innovators. The origins come from Joseph Schumpeter. Schumpeter’s theory of economic
development highlights the zest of business activity in innovation, which torpedoes economic
growth.

Despite all the evidence from the theoretical theory, we cannot state this as an axiom. The
impact of smart technologies on business is ambiguous. Of course, correlation calculations show
a good relationship and connection between innovative entrepreneurship and economic growth,
it is not easy to establish a clear cause-and-effect relationship between them. The complex nature
of the relationship is attributed to the fact that entrepreneurship can influence innovation,
but innovation can also impact entrepreneurial outcomes and access to critical resources [16].
Therefore, it becomes technically difficult to determine the precise impact of entrepreneurship
on economic development and innovation creation.

Results

The establishment of an innovative economic model in foreign countries showcases varying
timelines required for its construction, as well as diverse approaches to supporting innovation
activities of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs). Global experience demonstrates that
there is no one-size-fits-all model for supporting innovative activities of SMEs that would be
effective across all countries. Each nation chooses an individual path for the development of an
innovative economy.

Table 1
Modern models of financial support for innovation activities of small and medium-sized businesses
Sources of financing of innovative activities of

Model Representative countries SME
Anglo - Saxon USA, UK, Australia Government; venture funds; business angels; private investors;
technoparks
European Germany, France, Banks; government; various forms of public-private partnership
(continental) Italy, Spain
Scandinavian Finland, Sweden, Technological and industrial cooperation; creation of clusters
Denmark, Norway around large enterprises
Asian Japan, South Korea, Large diversified corporations associated with the banking sector;
Singapore, China private specialized scientific and technological agencies and
incubators; specialized business angels
Hindustani India, Sri Lanka Government; public and private training and retraining institutes;
commercial banks; international corporations; clusters around industrial
enterprises; business incubators; science and technology and business
parks
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Of course, we note the growth of indicators of entrepreneurial activity in Kazakhstan. Official
sources point to the success of the measures taken by the authorities. Over the past decade, the
contribution of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) to the gross value added (GVA)
in the country’s GDP has notably increased from 20.6% to 33.3%. This indicates a substantial
growth in the economic significance and impact of SMEs on the overall GDP of Kazakhstan.
The data underscores the positive outcomes resulting from the measures taken to support and
promote the development of SMEs in the country. The output of SMEs has expanded by 2 times,
and the number of active business entities has reached 1.4 million. Employment in this sector
amounted to 3.4 million people, more than half of the economically active population. According
to this indicator, we have approached the level of the OECD countries [17].

Nevertheless, despite significant achievements, there is a long and painstaking work
ahead. Against the background of declining trade and economic activity in the world, sanctions
confrontations and market volatility, new challenges have appeared before the state, and at the
same time, new incentives and opportunities for the development of domestic entrepreneurship.
The resolution of these objectives serves as the foundation of Kazakhstan’s new economic policy,
and its successful implementation relies heavily on the active involvement of small and medium-
sized enterprises (SMEs). Currently, a diverse array of tools is available for state support of SMEs,
including tax incentives, accessible lending options, provision of readily available infrastructure,
support for exporters, and various other measures. In 2021 alone, through programs administered
by the Damu Foundation, the government extended support in the form of over 32,000
subsidies and guaranteed more than 17,000 entrepreneurial projects. These initiatives have been
instrumental in fostering an enabling environment for the growth and development of SMEs in
Kazakhstan, facilitating their access to resources, and driving economic progress. In 2022, the
implementation of SME support tools will be continued within the framework of the National
Entrepreneurship Development Project for 2021-2025. In this regard, the new agenda for the
development of entrepreneurship will be based on the creation of a modern entrepreneurial
ecosystem.

Our state, by analogy with other foreign partners, has staked out the achievement of small
business entities as a factor for further macroeconomic development. The authorities have made
decisions on financial support for the business. What does it mean? Reimbursement of interest
rates, targeted provision of funds to such entities and loan guarantees. These initiatives aim
to enhance the financial capabilities of SMEs, reduce their borrowing costs, and facilitate their
access to capital, ultimately fostering their growth and contributing to the overall development
of the economy [17].

Over the past five years, the Government, through the Damu Fund, has provided volumes
of concessional financing for SMEs comparable to OECD countries. The budget of SME support
programs for 5 years amounted to 652.4 billion tenge:

- 373.8 billion tenge GP “DKB 2025”, “EPV”, GP “Enbek”, GP “Nurly Zher” (subsidies and
guarantees),

- 278.6 billion tenge from IFI (ADB, EBRD, UNDP), revolving funds in the framework of
funds of the National Fund of our country (1,2 and 3 tranches), M&E and software placed within
the framework of a conditional placement.
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The amount of adllocated funds for SMB, million tenge
] 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 TOTAL

Conditional placement 40 098 51140 67 554 56 460 63 310 278 562
Subsidies 30 609 40 793 35725 64 667 128 400 300 194
Guarantees 2951 3922 6 493 21762 38 470 73 598
TOTAL 73 658 95 855 109 772 142 889 230 180 652 354

Number of supported projects

] 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 TOTAL

Preferential finance 8 305 18 656 18 930 11136 7 782 44 809
Subsidies 2 287 1475 2 641 14 679 32 307 53 38%
Guarantees 1234 1 679 2 470 7 346 17 268 29 997
TOTAL 11 826 21810 24 041 33 161 57 357 148 195

Fig. 1 - Growth of budgets and results of programs implemented through the Damu
Foundation in 2017-2021

These measures allowed for 5 years to finance 148.2 thousand SME projects totaling 5.5
trillion tenge, including 13.7 thousand projects worth 1.9 trillion tenge in the manufacturing
industry.

The basic resource for the growth of the SME sector is loans. That is why the main emphasis
within the framework of state programs was placed on expanding the access of SMEs to loans.
The dynamics of changes in the portfolio of second-tier banks on SME loans in 2017-2021 indicates
that state support instruments such as subsidizing rates, guaranteeing loans and conditional
allocation of funds for further financing of SMEs have fulfilled their tasks, namely:

— We ensured the growth of lending to the SME segment, over 5 years the SME loan portfolio
increased by 0.8 trillion tenge to the level of 5.5 trillion tenge, the share of SMEs in the portfolio
decreased by 5 percentage points and amounted to 27.2%. A decrease in the share of SMEs in
the total portfolio of STB loans, which is associated with an increase in the share of consumer
lending to both the population and business.

—Contributed to the growth of lending to priority sectors and, in particular, the manufacturing
industry, a key sector in the diversification of the country’s economy, over 5 years, the portfolio of
loans to small businesses in the manufacturing industry has grown almost 2.5 times to the level
of 907 billion tenge, the share of industry has increased by 20.8 percentage points to the level of
48.9%.
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Fig. 2 — Expanding access of SMEs to STB loans

The share of coverage of the Damu Fund by state support measures in the SME lending
market by second-tier banks as of 01.01.2022 was 34% (as of 01.01.2021 — 36%). The wide access
of small businesses to loans has intensified their investment activities. The conditions of state
programs played a significant role, particularly through the provision of long-term financing
spanning 7-10 years. From 2017 to 2021, investments in fixed assets of small businesses exhibited
growth rates surpassing the overall market trends:

- Over a five-year period, the annual volume of investments in small businesses increased
by 36%, whereas the total market volume of investments grew by 51%.

- The proportion of investments in small businesses relative to the total volume of investments
decreased from 42% to 38%.

These figures indicate that while investments in small businesses experienced notable
growth, the overall market also witnessed significant expansion. As a result, the share of
investments in small businesses, though slightly reduced, remained substantial in the overall
investment landscape.

The emphasis of state programs on the manufacturing industry stimulated the growth of
investments in this sector. In five years, the annual volume of investments in the manufacturing
sector has grown by 61%.
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Fig. 3 — Increase of SME investments in fixed assets

Enterprises have been able to attract more borrowed funds for investment activities. Over
five years, the annual volume of investments at the expense of borrowed funds increased by 97%
to the level of 1,463 billion tenge.

The active investment activity of entrepreneurs was reflected in the growth of the number
of SMEs and new manufacturing enterprises.

The research paper utilizes an extended version of the neoclassical growth model to test
the established hypotheses. Given the relatively small sample size, the selection of independent
variables was done with some level of economy. The control variables included in the model are:

1. Lagging with one lag indicator of GDP per employed person. Negative. According to the
theory, it is confirmed.

2. Capital gains per employee.

Current indicators are business activity at the stage of creation (TEA), SMEs with smart
technologies, and SMEs with crazy technologies. What do these values mean. Triggers of macro
indicators representing the characteristics of a business with smart technologies are considered
as complementary factors of production. Moreover, the TEA (Technological and Economic
Analysis) set is a comprehensive tool that can be employed to evaluate dietary food preparation.
It encompasses the measurement of both technological and non-technological additives, treating
them as capital investments.

Taking into account the current realities of the global market, market participants must
constantly adapt to the daily changing conditions and demands at all levels of interaction. It
should be noted that the level of economic entities is very important for the development of smart
technologies and, accordingly, the development of the country as a whole. A correlation analysis
reveals a strong relationship (correlation coefficient=0.87) between GDP and the number of small
and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs), with the regression equation being y=0.033x+4053.2 and an
R-squared value of 0.76. This indicates that supporting microenterprises is crucial for promoting
economic growth. Similarly, there is a high correlation coefficient of approximately 0.9 between
GDP and the turnover of medium-sized companies. This model effectively demonstrates the
relationship between these indicators in nearly 80% of cases [18].
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Summarizing the results of the study, we can say that
it is necessary to support the activitics of small and
medium-sized enterprises to create an "innovation block”
both in the regions and in the country as a whole. The
preferred direction for creating cooperative relations can
be identified in the field of R & d, which is due to the
development of the institutional economy and the
formation of vertical and horizontal cooperative relations
both at the level of institutions and individual economic
entities.
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Fig. 4 — Correlation and regression relationship between GDP and turnover of medium-sized
enterprises

To enhance the advancement of smart technologies, it is imperative for government
authorities to consider implementing measures that specifically support small and medium-sized
enterprises (SMEs). By doing so, they can foster an environment conducive to the development
and growth of these technologies. Since this is the “innovation layer” in the country’s economy.
Since these business entities are mobile and flexible, the costs of retransformation are low. We
can observe the business structure of foreign partners, where this layer is the main one and
makes up the majority. Of course, the main problem for them is access to financial resources. This
barrier sometimes does not allow us to rapidly increase production potential. Summing up, the
policy of supporting and stimulating the development of small and medium-sized businesses
will provide the infrastructure that is vital for this kind of business.

Currently, there is a diverse range of financial tools available to assist small and medium-
sized enterprises (SMEs). These tools encompass various forms of support, including government-
backed loans, interest rate reductions, and innovative financing options like venture capital.
These instruments play a crucial role in fostering the growth and capabilities of SMEs in multiple
areas. For instance, they facilitate the promotion of research and development, the dissemination
of technologies, the adaptation of existing technologies to evolving circumstances, and the
enhancement of workforce skills.

Conclusion

The best practices observed in various foreign countries regarding the organization of public-
private infrastructure, financial support, information dissemination, and consulting services,
as well as the expedited commercialization of new developments by small and medium-sized
enterprises, highlight the necessity for Kazakhstan to adopt a systematic state approach in all
processes related to fostering innovation activities within SMEs.

The state program “Business Roadmap - 2025” played a crucial role as one of the important
tools for providing comprehensive support to entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan. Its primary
objective was to ensure sustainable and balanced growth of regional entrepreneurship while
preserving existing jobs and creating new ones. This program had a significant impact on the
development of SMEs in the country.

By formalizing and implementing similar systematic approaches, Kazakhstan can create
an enabling environment for SMEs to thrive, stimulate innovation, and contribute to the overall
economic growth of the nation.
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Thus, the participants of the State Enterprise “DKB-2025” annually contribute to the
maintenance of existing and the creation of new permanent jobs in SMEs, where the share of
participants in the state program in the employment of SMEs by the end of 2021 amounted to
13% and 27% in the manufacturing industry of SMEs. The growth in the output of products of
the participants of the state program is growing annually in accordance with the overall growth
in the output of SMEs of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The contribution of the participants of
the State Enterprise “DKB-2025" to the output of SMEs by the end of 2021 amounted to 31%, an
increase of more than 2 times compared to 2018. In the manufacturing industry, the contribution
of state participants. The program amounted to 62%, showing an increase of 11 percentage points
since 2018.

Due to the growth of production and income from sales, small businesses increase tax
revenues to the budget. And by the end of 2021, the participants of the State Enterprise “DKB-
2025” paid 573.5 billion tenge of tax deductions to the budget, which is 2 times more than in
2018. In 2021, the share of CPN expenses of the participants of the State Enterprise “DKB-2025"
was around 2%, while the share of CPN expenses of the participants of this organization in the
industrial sector amounting to 40%, which is more than 25% points higher than in 2020.

On average, each tenge of budget funds allocated to support entrepreneurs
participating in the State Enterprise through interest rate subsidies and loan
guarantees yields a return of 125 tenge in revenue and contributes more than
7 tenge in tax deductions.

We can state that, based on the results of this work, it is very important to support these
small enterprises at the regional and national levels. Since this is the driving force behind the
development of smart technologies. An unambiguously effective policy is to conduct research
and development. This is influenced by the growth of the institutional economy and the
establishment of cooperation links between institutions and individual economic entities, both
vertically and horizontally.

By promoting collaboration and knowledge-sharing in the field of research and development,
it becomes possible to strengthen the innovation ecosystem and facilitate the emergence of a
vibrant network of interconnected entities. This approach contributes to the overall growth and
development of small and medium-sized enterprises, driving innovation and economic progress
in the country as a whole.

This publication was prepared as part of grant funding for scientific and (or) scientific
and technical projects for 2022-2024 (MES RK) - IRN AR14871750 “Development of innovative
products and services as a basis for improving lending in commercial banks in the context of
digitalization”.

JaHHas y0AMKaIs II0ATOTOBAEHa B paMKaX I'PaHTOBOTO (PMHAHCUPOBAHUS 110 HayIHBIM
1 (1AM) HaydHO-TeXHM4YecKuM IipoekTaM Ha 2022-2024 roamr (MOH PK) — VIPH AP14871750
«Pa3BuTIe MIHHOBALIVIOHHBIX IIPOAYKTOB I YCAYT KaK OCHOBA COBEPIIIEHCTBOBAHNSI KPeANTOBAHI S
B KOMMepJecKnx 0aHKaX B YCAOBUAX HUPPOBU3ALINI».
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MemMmaekeTTik KoagayAbrg KasakcTaHaa¥Fsl MIaFbIH JK9HEe OpTa OM3HECTiH MHHOBALIMISIABIK,
KbI3MeTiHe dcepi

Anparna. Kaszakcranga Kocilkepaik KbI3MeTTiH ©CyiHe Keaepri KeATipeTiH ®KOHOMMKAABIK >KoHe
casicu CaHKITUsAAp JKaFdalibIHAA YATTBIK, 9KOHOMUKAHBI JKaHFBIPTY JK9He OHBI 4aMBITYAbIH MHHOBAITUABIK,
>KOABIHA KOIITy TPOIleCiHiH )KaHJaHybIHa Oail1aHbICThI MHHOBALIVAABIK IIAaFbIH KOHe OPTa KoCIIIOPBIHAAPADI
MeMAeKeTTiK Ko4Jay IlapaJapblH Kasipri skarjaitaapra OeltiMaey mpod.1eMachl MHHOBAIMABIK KbI3METTi
Kap>KBIABIK KOAAAYABIH IIeTeAAiK MOAeAbAePiHAeTI COHFEI ©3TepicTepai XKyiieai 3epTreyai Taaal eTeal.

ApHaiipl 9jebueTrepae KaCiIKepaAiK MHHOBaMsAAapAbl, DKOHOMUKAABIK ©CyAi >KoHe o4-ayKaTThl
bIHTa/AaHABIPYAa OHBIH >KYMBIC OPBIHAAPBIH KYypyFa ocep eTyiHeH Oacka MaHBI3ABI PeA aTKapaTbIHEI
MOIBIHAAAaABL. 3epTTeyllidep OapAbIK yaKbITTa HKOHOMMKAABIK AaMy MeH KoCillkepAik apachIHAAFbI
OallaaHBIC Typaabl OpTypAi KeskapacrapblH 0Oiagipai. VIHHOBaumsl COHBIMEH KaTap YATTapAbIH
HDKOHOMMKAABIK AaMYBIHBIH KO3FayIIbl KyIIi 604biT caHasaabl. COHABIKTaH MHHOBAIIVABIK KICIIKePAiK
Kasipri 9KOHOMUKaABIK JaMyABIH Herisri (pakTOpsl peTiHAe KapacThphlia 6acTaasl.

MakaaansiH MakcaTsl — KazakcraH 9KOHOMMKAaChIHAAFBI KCIIKePAIKTiH MHHOBAUMAABIK 4aMYyBIHAAFBI
MeM/eKeTTiH peaiH Taaaay. Exi nporectiy Je: 9§KOHOMMKaABIK 4aMy MeH MHHOBAIVAABIK KOCITIKepAiKTiH
KOIl KBIpABl €KEHiH eCcKepe OTBIPHIIN, MaKaJada €Ki KYOBIABICTBIH ©3apa OallAaHBICBIH >KOHE OHBIH
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epexIneAirin 6iaaipy MiHaeTi KoiiblAraH. O Ae0ueTTepAi 110y AbIH 3aMaHayy MaHbI3Abl COTTEPiHiH CUIIaThIH
JKoHe 3epTTeyAiH >KapusilaHFaH MaKCaThIH eCKepe OTBIPHII, O0yA MaKadaja MHHOBALMSABIK KOCIITKePAiKTIH
acrieKTizepi >KoHe YKOHOMUKAABIK, ©Cy KapKbIHBIHBIH AeTepMIHAHTTaphl peTiHje KaHa HeMece >Kac >KoHe
VMHHOBaIVAABIK pUpMaaapAbl KAMTUTBIH MOAEAb ChIHAAABL.

Tyiiia cesgep: IIIOb unHOBanusablK KpisMerTepiHe kpeautrep, IIIOb MeHea>XMeHTI, KpeAUTTIK
onepanusAapAblH MOHUTOPYHII MeH ayAuUTi, BIHTaAaHABIPY, SKOHOMMKAABIK OCy.

AM. Cericenbaesa', M.SI. impasuesa®, A.A. Maykenosa’
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Bansame I‘OC}’AapCTBeHHOﬁ HOAAQP)KKI/I Ha I/IHHOBaHI/IOHHyIO AesaTeAbHOCTb Maa0ro n
cpeaHero O0musHeca B Kasaxcrame

AsHOTanmsa. B ceere ycmamsamomielicss HeoOXOAMMOCTV IepedpOpMaTUpPOBaHUS BHYTpeHHeN
DKOHOMUKM U TpaHCpOpMaluy Ha MHHOBAL[MIOHHOE pa3BUTIE HAIlla CTPaHa CTaAKMBAETCS C IPO0AeMOil
NIPUeMAeMOCTI U TPUHATUA TOCYyAapCTBEHHON IOAUTUKM B paMKax ITOAJAEPKKM MaaAblX M CpeAHMX
npeanpusaTuii (MCII) B yca0BMAX 9KOHOMIYECKNX U ITOAMTUYECKMX CaHKIMIL. VIcXxoas 13 9TOTO, aKTyaabHO
paccMOTpeTh OIIBIT IPUMeHIeMBIX TTOANTHK 3apyOesKHBIX CTpaH, VX IIPUHATHIX M3MEHEHUI B II0AAePKKY
MHHOBAITMIOHHOM AeATeAbHOCTH, YTOOBI a4allTHPOBaTh phIYary rocyAapCTBeHHON OAUTUKI AAsI PA3BUTIS
MHHOBALIIOHHBIX MaABIX U CPeAHUX IIPEeAPUATUIN K HACTOSAIIUM PeaAVisiM.

B cmemmaapHO AnTepaType HpM3HAETCsA, YTO IIPeAlpMHUMATEAbCTBO WIPaeT 3aMeTHYIO pPOb
B CTUMYAMPOBAaHMI WMHHOBALMIi, SKOHOMMYECKOTO pocTa 1 0.1arocoCcTosIHMA B AONIO/AHEHMe K ero
BAUSHUIO Ha co3jaHue paboumx Mect. VccaegoBaTeam Belpaskaau pasHble B3IAsAbI Ha B3alIMOCBA3b
MeXAy SKOHOMMYECKUM pa3BUTHEM U IIpeJpPUHIMAaTeAbCTBOM BO BCe BpeMeHa. Takske CuMTaeTcs, YTo
MHHOBaLMU SIBASIOTCS ABVDKYILIEN CHAOM SKOHOMMYECKOro pasputus Hanuil. ITosTomy mHHOBamoHHOe
IIpeAIPUHIMATEABCTBO CTAA0 PacCMaTPUBATHCs KaK KAI04eBOI (PaKTOP COBPEMEHHOTO DKOHOMIUECKOTO
pasBuTHSL.

Ileap crate;m - IpoaHaAM3MpOBaTh pPOAb TIOCyJapcTBa B  MHHOBALIMOHHOM  Pa3BUTUN
IpeAlIpuHNMaTeAbcTBa B dKOHOMMKe Kaszaxcrana. IlpmHuMas BO BHMMaHMe, 4To o0Da IIporiecca:
HKOHOMMYECKOe Pa3BUTHe I MHHOBAlMOHHOE IpeAlIpMHIMaTeAbCTBO MHOTOTPaHHbI, B CTaThe CTaBUTC:
3aZada BBIPA3UTh B3aMOCBA3b ABYX SIBAEHUI M ee CIenM(UKy. YUIUTBIBas XapaKTep COBPeMEeHHBIX
OCHOBHBIX MOMEHTOB 0030pa AMTepaTyphl U 3asBAEHHYIO IleAb MCCAeAOBaHNsA, B DTOV cTaTbe Oblaa
IIpOTeCTNpOBaHa MOJeAb, KOTOpas OXBaThIBaeT HOBLIE VAV MOAOJbIe VM MHHOBAaIlMOHHBIE (PUPMBI Kak
acIeKThl MHHOBALIMOHHOTO IIpeAlIpUHIMaTeAbCTBa I AeTepMIHAHThI TeMIIOB KOHOMMYECKOIO pocTa.

Karouesble caoBa: KpeauTsl Ha MHHOBauyoHHbIe yeayrn MCB, meneaxment MCDB, MoHUTOpUHT 1
ayAUT KpeAUTHBIX OIlepalinii, CTUMYAMpOBaHIe, SKOHOMIYECKNIT POCT.
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