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1- :

    

                                                                                                                                         1-
2017-2019 

*

   
, % 

 
 2017 . 2018 . 2019 . 

 22,1 23,1 22,8 
. 18,1 17,2 16,4 

 16,8 17,1 16,9 

1.  
 

 
 14,7 13,8 14,5 

 10,2 10,6 11,1 
. 6,1 6,0 5,8 

 4,9 4,8 4,65 

2. 1000   
  

 
 3,7 3,9 4,3 

 31,5 32,8 33,1 

. 43,6 42,8 52,7 

 9,3 10,5 11,8 

3. , 
, PhD,  

 
 

-
 

  7,3 7,1 7,8 

 37,5 37,5 40,0 
. 50,0 40,0 33,3 

 6,25 6,25 6,25 

4. ,   
 

   
  33,3 33,3 33,3 

 : 78,84 76,69 78,68 
         *

                                                                                                                                         2-
2017-2019 

*

  
, % 

 
 2017 . 2018 . 2019 . 

1 2 3 4 5 6 
 3,44 3,05 3,22 

. 0,95 0,94 1,0 
 0,1 0,12 0,1 

1.  
 

 
 0,012 0,023 0,27 
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1 2 3 4 5 6 
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2.  
 

 
  3,5 4,0 3,4 

 2,34 2,1 2,0 
. 0,78 0,84 0,84 

 0,1 0,11 0,1 

3.   
  

 
 0,008 0,18 0,22 

 : 11,6 11,8 12,0 
         *
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 E – 
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;
G – -
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2  3-

3-4  2017-2019 -

-
, -

:
2017 :

2018 :

2019 :

(4)
          

. =                                                                       = 78,84.
71,7+24,9+91,7+127,05

4

 =                                                                . = 11,6.
4,502+26,9+3,3228

3

. =                                                                     = 76,69.
71,2+25,3+93,2+117,5

4

 =                                                            . = 11,8.
4,133+28,2+3,23

3

. =                                                                          = 78,68.
70,6+25,85+105,4+112,85

4

 =                                                          . = 12,0.
4,59+28,3+3,16
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A. Tolepov

IMPROVING  THE  METHODS  OF  ASSESSING  THE  INNOVATION  ACTIVITY
 OF  THE  REGIONS  OF  THE  REPUBLIC  OF  KAZAKHSTAN

Annotation

The article considers the features and methods of analysis and evaluation of the development of
the innovation economy and innovation activity of the regions of Kazakhstan. The definitions of the con-
cepts of innovative potential of the region and innovative receptivity are given. The works of economists
and research scientists dealing with the problems of regional innovation economy development are studied.
Groups of methods of analysis and evaluation of innovation activity, reflected in various foreign and
Kazakh literature sources, are classified. The indicators of the development of the innovation economy
of the West Kazakhstan region, including the innovation potential and innovation susceptibility, are sys-
tematized and analyzed. The formulas developed by the author for calculating the main indicators of the
innovation economy are proposed. Based on the results of the calculations, the main problems of the
development of innovative activity in the West Kazakhstan region in recent years were evaluated and
identified. An improved method for assessing innovation activity at the regional level, additional criteria
and ways to improve the identified problems are proposed. At the end of the article, conclusions were
drawn on the main problems of the topic under study.

    


