ISSN 2707-5036 Bulletin of the Cherkasy National University. Economic Sciences. 2021. Issue 3

UDC 330.341.2:338.242.2
DOI: https://doi.org/10.31651/2076-5843-2021-3-33-38

HNATENKO Iryna PROKOPENKO Oleksii

Dr. Sc. (Ekon), Associate Professor, PhD in Philosophy, Associate Professor,

Kyiv National University of Technologies Luhansk National Agrarian University,

and Design, Kyiv, Ukraine Slovyansk, Ukraine

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0254-2466 ORCID ID https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7549-1137
q17208@ukr.net Inau.prokopenko@gmail.com

KUKSA Thor NAHOLIUK Olena

Dr. Sc. (Ekon), Professor, PhD in Law, Associate Professor,

Kharkiv National Agrarian University Luhansk National Agrarian University,

named after V. Dokuchaiev, Kharkiv, Ukraine  Slovyansk, Ukraine
ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8486-2473 ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9743-3352
igor.kuksa.23@gmail.com nagolyk.Inau@ukr.net

MANAGEMENT BASES OF MODELING OF BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT STATE
PRIORITIES: MOTIVATIONAL-COGNITIVE, SOCIO-ECONOMIC, STEREOTYPICAL-
BEHAVIORAL FACTORS

The article summarizes the theoretical aspects of the investigate the managerial bases of modeling the state
priorities of entrepreneurship development (motivational-cognitive, socio-economic, stereotypical-behavioral
factors). The methodology of neo-innovative formation of state priorities of business development in innovative
economy is offered. This methodology, in contrast to the existing ones in the scientific world, provides an author's
view of the methodological architecture of state priorities based on equal dominance, unification and synergy,
within the proposed methodology, systemic, process, evolutionary and stakeholder-oriented approaches. These
approaches in the context of the proposed methodology - are the result of a holistic vision of identifying priorities
for government regulation and support for entrepreneurship through the controlled influence of actors on the
institutional matrix. The ontology of the proposed methodology is focused on deepening the problem field of
research of causal relationships that determine the development of events in the institutional environment of
entrepreneurship (market "failures”, opportunistic behavior, inert business development, violation of
complementarity between formal and informal institutions) and also involves the elimination of fragments that
have been developed in science in describing the development of entrepreneurship in the innovative economy as
a complex multidimensional and dynamic phenomenon.

Key words: management, modeling of business development, state priorities, motivational-cognitive
factors, socio-economic factors, stereotypical-behavioral factors.

Introduction. The process of priorities formation of state support and state regulation by modern
entrepreneurship necessitates the search for a fundamentally new methodological approach, which will
best solve this problem. It is necessary to analyze and synthesize the existing methodological provisions
in the context of Keynesianism, monetarism, institutional, non-institutional and other theories and on
this basis to reproduce its own methodology for forming state priorities for entrepreneurship, which will
identify the main guidelines for improving the business environment of entrepreneurship through the
improvement of institutions, overcoming opportunistic phenomena in the national economy and
stimulating an innovative way of developing domestic entrepreneurship. These facts determine the
relevance of the research topic.

Literature review. In our study, taking into account the functions and principles inherent in the
innovation economy, it is advisable to form a methodology for determining state priorities for
entrepreneurship within institutionalism and its derived neo-institutional theories. Institutionalism at any
time in the development of economic thought was at the height of scientific debate. The work of many
domestic and foreign scientists is devoted to defining the essence of institutions and features of their
functioning in entrepreneurship: A. Alchian, O. Auzan, V. Afanasyev, L. Hamidulaeva, S. Yerokhin,
M. Yermoshenko, T. Eggertsson, V. Zotov, O Inshakov, I. Kitzner, F. Kotler, R. Coase, K. Menard,
F. Knight, D. North, M. Porter, A. Smith, A. J. Strickland, A. Thompson, A. Filipenko, D. Frolov,
F. Hayek, J. Schumpeter, etc. [3; 7-10].
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The study of the concept of "institution” and determining the degree of its impact on socio-
economic phenomena is deeply represented in the works of scientists of institutional and neo-
institutional direction: T. Veblen, W. Hamilton, D. Clark, J. Commons, D. Lala, G. Maint, J. March,
W. Mitchell, D. North, J. Hodgson, etc. [1-2, 4-6]. Despite the widespread coverage of this phenomenon
by scientists, the place and role of the institutional environment of entrepreneurship in the context of
determining state priorities for business development has not been studied actively enough.

The purpose of the article is to investigate the managerial bases of modeling the state priorities
of entrepreneurship development: motivational-cognitive, socio-economic, stereotypical-behavioral factors.

Results and discussion. Domestic and foreign scientists are constantly looking for new
methodologies aimed at a more realistic study of motivational-cognitive, socio-economic, stereotyped-
behavioral factors that shape the adaptive strategy of entrepreneurship in accordance with exogenously
formed mental, natural and institutional conditions peculiar to certain economic system. At the same
time, the functional significance of institutions in the formation of such a strategy is quite clearly
established and generally recognized. In many scientific studies, scientists have proved quite deeply
empirically and theoretically that the peculiarities of building an institutional matrix in an innovative
economy significantly affects the strategy of entrepreneurial behavior. At the same time, there are
significant differences in the scientific interpretation of the definition of appropriate ways, means and
mechanisms to improve the institutional environment of entrepreneurship through the formation of state
priorities, which are due to the use of alternative methodologies of individualism and holism (Table 1).

Table 1
Attributive Properties of Individualism and Holism*

Attributive

oroperties Individualism Holism

The formation of the institutional
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The evolution of theories of entrepreneurship, public administration, innovation and institutional
development of systems testified to the economic "mainstream” methodologies of individualism in
scientific thought by some representatives of economic schools. In particular, the conclusions related to
this approach occupy a leading place in the views of representatives of neoclassical, Austrian scientific
schools, neo-institutional, behavioral and evolutionary theories.

The methodological approach to the formation of priorities for entrepreneurship from the
standpoint of individualism is based on the subject - as the primary link of institutional development,
under the influence of which the institutional matrix is formed, based on the fact that the subject serves
as the main starting point of scientific and practical analysis being endowed by cognitive-rational
thinking and individualistic-intellectual properties.

In this case, public employees, businesses and representatives of infrastructure elements on the
basis of individualistic preferences or personal preferences carry out the objective formation of
institutions and initiate changes in the rules of their operation in unstable conditions of innovation
economy. At the same time, such entities at their own or collective risk compare the possible benefits
and costs of such formation, taking into account the national mentality, existing institutions, macro-,
meso- and micro-environmental factors (individual, not institutions determine the prospects for further
institutional development of entrepreneurship).

The effectiveness and final effect of this collective synergy in the formation of state priorities for
entrepreneurship determines the level of final transaction and transformation costs at the macro-, meso-
and microlevels, minimizes the uncertainty of the environment and allows to plan the entrepreneur's
actions to form its own adaptation strategy.

From the standpoint of individualism, public, collective and private institutions do not appear as
endogenous objects of formation of business development priorities due to the lack of subject-motivating
behavior, but rather are exogenous constraints of such formation.

It is believed that the progressiveness, ramifications and prevalence in the scientific world of the
methodology of individualism in the formation of state policy of entrepreneurship is due to its high
congruence and competitiveness among other methodologies, which is due to the wide choice of
alternative under different socio-economic and political conditions of economic system development. In
addition, individualism became the basis for the formation of a significant number of derived
fragmentary models of the subject description of the business environment and innovative economy,
which are often combined in various scientific disciplines: psychology, law, philosophy, management,
sociology, political science, etc. [8].

In our opinion, in the institutional modification of this methodology, the individualistic action of
the subject, which determines the state priorities of business development, should be associated with his
personal mental consciousness, synthesized through the prism of personal ideas about the necessary rules
and functions of business institutions. Within the framework of individualism, there is an understanding
that institutions are only a part of the endogenous environment of entrepreneurship, which can and
should be influenced by the regulator with its existing powers. At the same time, the current institutional
matrix forms a certain framework of society, ensuring the stability or vice versa of entrepreneurship and
determines the sampling of tools for forming the adaptation strategy of the enterprise taking into account
the action of exogenous factors influenced by man. However, the institutional matrix is in constant
transformation. As an example, T. Veblen rightly recognized the problem of the existence of constant
discrepancies between the institutions already functioning in the institutional matrix and the latent
factors of the external environment, which fundamentally change the institutional environment in a new
way [2]. D. Nort determined that the initiator of changes in the institutional matrix should be
entrepreneurs engaged in innovation. At the same time, entrepreneurs should exclusively legally
influence business institutions in order to reduce imbalances in the market environment and minimize
their own transformation and transaction costs [1].

At the same time, the entrepreneur is not always able to change the elements of the institutional
matrix, which are also exposed to the external environment that is formed in the innovation economy.
Some external changes are explicit, sometimes difficult to predict exogenous (wars, natural disasters,
man-made disasters, etc.), but mostly institutional changes are endogenous, reflecting the activities of
individuals who maximize their own usefulness. Radical structural changes in prices for goods,
technologies and factors of production, lower social standards of the population, ultimately lead to the
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transformation of models and adaptation of the behavior of contractors. In contrast to individualism in
determining the state priorities for entrepreneurship in an innovative economy is methodological holism.
Within it, institutions are considered as the primary link in the formation of the social system, while
institutional rules determine the motivation of people, the manifestation of opportunistic behavior or
institutional friction between the actors of the innovative economy is practically not taken into account.
The pioneers in the use of the term "holism™ were K. Smets (1926) and A. Grochi (1947), who actively
used it in their scientific work and initiated the development of derivative ideas and theories of
innovative development [3].

At this time in economic thought, the disputes between the supporters of individualism and holism,
in the process of forming state priorities for business development do not stop. Researchers are trying to
answer the question of which of the methodological approaches is more congruent for the
implementation of the process of transforming the institutional matrix of entrepreneurship, and,
accordingly, to determine the priorities of business development.

The embryos of the ideas of holism in economic thought can be traced in the works of K. Marx
and T. Veblen (at the same time in the works of scientists sometimes there is a duality in the views on
the use of holism and individualism) [6]. Methodological individualism together with holism was one
of the approaches of thorough research, to which K. Marx referred when analyzing the causal relations,
dynamics and factors of development of the socio-economic system. Holistic views in economic thought
were partly held by representatives of traditional institutionalism and various areas of unorthodox
economic theory: T. Veblen, J. Galbraith, W. Mitchell, J. Clark, J. Commons, K. Myrdal, K. Palani, J.
Hodgson and others. The ontology of holism is based on the recognition of the leading role of institutions
in the transformation of the business environment, and entrepreneurs are already acting on the basis of
learned norms and values that have been established in business institutions. The key problem of holism
is the over-absolute role of the market or institutional environment, which determined the motives of the
entrepreneur as part of such an environment and underestimating the role of the stakeholder or regulator
in transforming the institutional matrix. The principles of methodological holism were partly based on
objective philosophical theory of life, socio-economic constructivism and minimizing the need for
rational choice of interaction in the economic system in the sense that the creation of business institutions
should be seen as the best communication between economic agents. However, objective philosophical
theory, constructivism or rationalism are not able to fully reveal meaningful explanations of the
institutional behavior of the actors in the system. At the same time, there are other extremes where
individualism over-absolutizes man as a stakeholder of the innovative economy, endowed with
boundless knowledge, professional experience, intellectual abilities and managerial skills, without
regard to his selfish intentions and opportunistic behavior. To solve the goal of the dissertation, it is
advisable to develop another methodology, which involves expanding and supplementing existing
methodologies for the object of our study.

Our proposed methodology - neo-innovative formation of state priorities for business development
(unlike traditional ones, which we studied), provides a modern methodological paradigm for the
formation of such priorities in an innovative economy, based on equal dominance, unification and
synergy, within the proposed methodology, system, process, evolutionary and stakeholder-oriented
approaches. These approaches in the context of the proposed methodology - are the result of a holistic
vision of the problems of identifying priorities of state regulation and support for entrepreneurship
through the controlled influence of actors on the institutional matrix.

Conclusions. The methodology of neo-innovative formation of state priorities of business
development in innovative economy is offered. This methodology, in contrast to the existing ones in the
scientific world, provides an author's view of the methodological architecture of state priorities based on
equal dominance, unification and synergy, within the proposed methodology, systemic, process,
evolutionary and stakeholder-oriented approaches. These approaches in the context of the proposed
methodology - are the result of a holistic vision of identifying priorities for government regulation and
support for entrepreneurship through the controlled influence of actors on the institutional matrix.

The ontology of the proposed methodology is focused on deepening the problem field of research
of causal relationships that determine the development of events in the institutional environment of
entrepreneurship (market "failures™, opportunistic behavior, inert business development, violation of
complementarity between formal and informal institutions) and also involves the elimination of
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fragments that have been developed in science in describing the development of entrepreneurship in the
innovative economy as a complex multidimensional and dynamic phenomenon.
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I'HATEHKO Ipuna AnatoJiiBHa IMPOKOIIEHKO Ouaekciii BoronumupoBu4
TOKTOP €KOHOMIYHUX HayK, JOIEHT, kaHauAatT ¢pinocopchKUX HAyK, AOIEHT,

KuiBchkuil HalliOHAILHUE YHIBEPCUTET TEXHOJIOTIH Ta JlyraHChKHii HAIllOHABHUI arpapHUN YHIBEPCUTET,
nu3aiiny, M. Kuis, Ykpaina M. CloB 'IHCBK, YKpaiHa

KYKCA Irop MuxoJaaiioBn4 HAT'OJITOK OuJiena €BreniBHa

JOKTOp €KOHOMIYHUX HayK, mpogecop, KaHIUAAT IOPUINYHUX HAYK, TOIEHT,

XapKiBCbKHI HalliOHATILHUN arpapHuil yHiBepcuteT JlyraHchKuil HalliOHANBHUI arpapHUid YHIBEPCUTET,
im. B.B. Jlokyuaena, M. CIoB 'THCBK, YKpaiHa

M. XapkiB, YKpaina

YIPABJIIHCBKI OCHOBU MOJE/TFOBAHHA JEP’KABHUX ITPIOPUTETIB PO3BUTKY
HIANPUEMHULTBA: MOTUBALHINMHO-KOI'HITUBHI, COIJAJIBHO-EKOHOMIYHI,
CTEPEOTHUITHO-ITOBEJAIHKOBI YUHHUKHN

Ilpoonema. Ilpoyec popmysanns npiopumemis 0epiucagHoi NiOMpUMKU A 0EPHCABHO20 PeyNI0BANHS PO3GUMKY
RIONPUEMHUYMBA 3YMOBTIOE HEOOXIOHICIMb NOULYKY NPUHYUNOBO HOB020 MEMOOONI02IUHO20 NIOX00Y, AKUL Y HAUIINUULL
cnocib 0ozeonumsv supiwumu npodaemy. Heobxiono 30ilicniosamu auaniz ma cuHmes ICHYIOUUX MEMOOOI0IUHUX
NONI0JHCEHb 8 KOHMEKCMIE PO36UMK) KEUHCIAHCNGA, MOHEMAapusmy, IHCIMUmMyYioHAIbHOI, HeIHCMUMYYIOHANbHOL Ma IHWUX
meopill I Ha Yill OCHOBI IOMEOPIOGAMU GIACHY MEMOOO0N02H0 (POPMYBAHHA OePIHCABHUX NPIOPUMEIE PO3GUMKY
RIONPUEMHUYMBA, KA O0360UMb GUIHAUUMU OCHOBHI OpICHMUPYU NotinuieHHs OisHec-cepedosuwya nionpueMHUYmMea
uepe3 YOOCKOHANEHHS THCMUMYmie, NOOONAHHS ONOPMYHICIUYHUX A8UW MA CIUMYTIO8AHHS THHOBAYINIHO20 ULIAXY
PO36UMKY NIONPUEMHUYMBAL.

Memoto cmammi € HayKoge OOIPYHMYBAHHS YNPAGIIHCLKUX OCHO8 MOOENIOBAHHS O0epIICAGHUX Npiopumemie
PO36UMKY  NIONPUEMHUYMBA, — 30KpeMd — MOMUBAYIIHO-KOSHIMUGHUX, — COYIANTbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX, — CIePeomunHo-
N0BEOTHKOBUX YUHHUKIG.

Pezynomamu. 3anpononosano memooonoeito QopmyeanHs 0epIiICaeHUX NPIOpUMemis po3sUmKy nionpUEMHUYmMea
6 IHHOBAYIHILL eKOHOMIYI. 3a3HaueHa MemoOon02isa, HA GIOMIHY 6I0 ICHVIOUUX V HAYKOBOMY C8imi, nepedbayae
A8MOPCHKULL NO2NAO0 HA MEMOOONOIUHY aPXiMeKMOHIKY QOPMYBAHHS OePIUCABHUX NPIOPUMEMIE, 3ACHOBAHY HA PIBHOMY
OOMIHYBAHHI, 00 €OHANHI | CUHEP2I3MI, 8 PAMKAX 3ANPONOHOBAHOI MEMODOIO2IE, CUCIEMHO20, NPOYECHOZO0, €8OIHOYILIHO20
ma CmeuKxon0epopicHmosan020 nioxoois. Jaui nioxoou 6 KOHmMeKcmi 3anponoHO8aHOl Memooono2li € pe3yibmamom
YinicHO20 baueHHsr NPOOIEMAMUKY BUSBTICHHS NPIOPUMENIE 0ePAHCABHO20 Pecyt08ANHS I NIOMPUMKU NIONPUEMHUYMBA
3a 00NOMO20I0 KOHMPONLOBAHO2O 6NAUGY AKMOPI6 HA IHCMumyyionaneHoy mampuyio. OHMON0Ris NPonoHo8aHol
MemoO0N02ii CKOHYEHMPOBAHA HA NO2TUOLEHHSA NPOOAEMHO20 NOJSL OOCTIONCEHHA NPUUUHHO-HACTIOKOBUX 36 SI3Ki8, WO
BUBHAYAIOMb  PO3BUMOK NOOIU 8 THCIMUMYYIOHATILHOMY Cepedosulyi NiONPUEMHUYMBA (DUHKOBUX «NPOBATIBY,
ONOPMYHICIUYHOT  NOBEOIHKU, NOPYWEHHI KOMUIAIMEHMAPHOCMI  MidC — (OpMaATbHUMU MA  HehopMAaTbHUMU
IHCmumymamuy), a maxooic nepeobayae yCyHenHs pazmeHmaprHocmel, wo CKIAMUCA 8 HAYYI NpU ONUCI PO3GUMKY
NIONPUEMHUYMBA 8 THHOBAYIUHIN eKOHOMIYI SIK CKIAOH020 6a2amosuMIpHO20 | OUHAMIYHO20 (DEeHOMEHA.

Haykosa noeusna. Haykosa HOBU3HA 00epicanux pe3ynbmamis OO0CHiONCeHHs NONA2A€ 8 YOOCKOHANEHHI
MeopemuyHUX NONOAHCEHb, MEMOOUYHUX MA HAYKOBO-NPAKMUUHUX PEKOMEHOAYI Wo00 3aCmOCY8aNHS YNPABTIHCOKUX
OCHO8 MOOENIOBAHHs 0epIHCAGHUX NpIiopUmemie po3euUmKy NiONPUEMHUYMEA, 30KpeMa MOMUBAYIIHO-KOSHIMUBHUX,
CoYianbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX, CMEPEOMUNHO-NOBEOTHKOBUX YUHHUKIB.

Bucnoeku. B incmumyyionanbhitl MoOughixayii nponorosanoi memooonoeii inousioyanicmuury oiio cyo exkmy, wo
BUBHAYAE 0ePIHCABHT npiopumemu po36umKy RiONPUEMHUYMEA, CI0 NO8 3Y8amu 3 11020 NEPCOHANLHOI MEHMATbHOIO
ceidoMiCmI0, WO CUHME3YEMbC KPi3b NPUsMy OCOOUCMICHUX VAGTIEeHb CMOCOBHO HEOOXIOHUX npaeun i GyHKyil
iHcmumymie nionpuemruymea. Y mescax 0ii iHousioyanizmy, 8i00y8acmvcs pO3yMiHHA MO20, WO THCIUMYMU — ye auuie
YACMUHA eHOO02EHHO20 Cepedosuwa NIONPUEMHUYMEBA, HA SKY Pe2YIAmop Modice ma NOGUHEH GNIUBAMU HASAGHUMU )
Hb02O GNAOHUMU NOBHOBAdNCEHHAMU. [Ipu YbOMYy NOMOUHA THCMUMYYIOHANLHA Mampuys opmye nesHull Kaprac
cycninbemaa, 3abe3neuyiouu CmilKicms abo HA8NAKU pespec NIONPUEMHUYMBA MA 3yMOBIIOE 8UOIPKU IHCIMPYMEHMAPIIo
Gopmysanns adanmayiiinoi cmpamezii NIONPUEMCMEA 3 YPAXy8aHHAM Oil YUHHUKIG-eK302eHI8, HA SKI GNIUHYILA TOOUHA.
Axyenmosano yeazcy Ha BUKOPUCMAHHI MOMUBAYILIHO-KOZHIMUBHUX, COYIANbHO-EKOHOMIYHUX, CMEPeomunto-
NOBEOTHKOBUX YUHHUKIB.

Kniouosi cnosa: ynpagninns, ocHo8u MOOEn08aAHMHS, OepItCaHI npiopumemu, pO36UMOK NIONPUEMHUYMEA,
MOMUBAYIUHO-KOCHIMUBHT YUHHUKU, COYIATbHO-eKOHOMIYHI YUHHUKU, CINEePeomuUnHO-no8e0iHKO8l YUHHUKLL.

Odeparcano pedakyiero. 24.05.2021
Tputinamo 0o nyonixayii: 03.08.2021
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