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Abstract:This article analyzes international, foreign, and national methodological approaches 

to evaluating the efficiency of the national innovation system. The study reviews tools developed by 

organizations such as the Global Innovation Index, European Innovation Scoreboard, ASTRA, and 

The Economist, as well as models like IRIS, Karmazin's framework, and the author’s proposed 

model – the Innovation Infrastructure Activity Index (IIAI). The paper introduces a modern method 

based on relative indicators covering potential, expenditures, and effectiveness, enabling fair 

assessment even under data scarcity. 
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Innovative progress is today global in the economy strategic priority is considered Countries 

and regions economic of growth new drivers in determining and competitiveness in providing 

innovations important factor as they see National innovative system (NIS) – this state, business, 

scientific organizations and education institutions between institutional and economic relationships 

complex is, and its efficiency assessment innovative of politics adjective in determining solution doer 

importance profession will. 

NIS efficiency impartial and wide comprehensive assessment for various at the level 

international, foreign and national methodological approaches is being used. In this article present of 

methodologies content, preference and disadvantages as well author by offer done innovative 

infrastructure efficiency evaluation model analysis will be done. 

NIS on a macro level in evaluation international organizations by row global and regional 

standards current made. World on a scale Global Innovation Index, Regional Innovation 

Scoreboard, Europe innovative scoreboard, OECD applications the most many applicable 

international tools to the point enters. Innovative competence in determining Oslo, Frascati and 

Canberra applications methodological basis as service does. 

In 2001 Latin America for Bogota Guide work developed1 in 2008 and Europe Commission 

initiative with PRO INNO EUROPE project to work lowered, innovative activity assessment for 

EIS, Innobarometer, INNO database and INNO- assessment like tools current was done2. 

EIS four from the group consists of indicators system through innovative activity evaluates: 

human resources (5) indicator), knowledge create (6), distribute (5) and finance - market mechanisms 

(7) 3. Regional to the extent and RNSII, REUSII and RRSII like quantitative indexes through 

innovative activity is evaluated4. 

                                                           
1 Дегтерёв Д.А. Международные стандарты и индексы оценки инновационной деятельности. Вестник РУДН, 
серия Экономика, 2011, № 2, Стр 91 
2 Дегтерёв Д.А. Международные стандарты и индексы оценки инновационной деятельности. Вестник РУДН, 
серия Экономика, 2011, № 2, Стр 92 
3 Innovation and Small Business - Volume 1. Brychan Thomas; Christopher Miller; Lyndon Murphy  ,Page 117 
4 Innovation and Small Business - Volume 1. Brychan Thomas; Christopher Miller; Lyndon Murphy  ,Page 117 
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In the USA innovative the system assessment in 2000 years by ASTRA (Alliance for Science 

and Technology Research in America). before drawn Innovative elements periodic through the 

table model It includes firm activity, R&D spending, capital, personnel, networks, products and 

services, management, macroeconomic environment, state policy and like national mentality factors 

systemic in a way is evaluated. 

This model is from 2006 Europe Innovation Trend Chart in the context of again work 

climbed regional to the information relies on Innovative activity results of “ Work” release 

innovation Commitment: USA his/her own attractiveness how restore " possible " named in the 

report publication done5. 

With this together with Global Competitiveness In the " Innovations " section of the Index 

R&D spending of companies, university- industry cooperation, state purchases and intellectual 

property protection like indicators to your attention is taken6. 

Analytical center The Economist annually calculates indices such as The Innovation 

Activity and Aggregated Innovation Stimulators, which include 82 countries7. The New 

Economy Index also assesses the innovative potential of countries based on 21 indicators8. 

National to the extent innovative the environment assessment for integral index models work 

developed. Of them one is IRIS (innovative the environment integral index of development) based 

on functional components (scientific - 0.33, personnel - 0.24, financial - 0.28, organizational - 0.15) 

sub-indexes is formed9. 

Other authors, including S.A. Karmazin, innovative infrastructure based on five components 

to evaluate offer reached: financial, legal, technological, information -expert and staff10. 

Some in models innovative of infrastructure risks with connected aspects both to account is 

taken. Financial risk-taking level based on the following formula is evaluated: 

EN= Rf +b *(Rm - Rf) + S1+S2 [1] 

Author by innovative infrastructure efficiency assessment for following relative to indicators 

based Innovative infrastructure activity index (IIAI) offer was done: 

IIAI =  √𝑝𝑜𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑖𝑎𝑙 ∗ √𝑒𝑥𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑠 ∗ √𝑒𝑓𝑓𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑠 [ 2 ] 

This model every one at the level (macro, meso, micro) in 3 areas (potential, expenses, effects) 

out of 6 relative indicator based on infrastructure impartial and deep analysis to do service does. 

Formula relativity him/her every what area and at the time to account adaptation possible creates. 

MYTH efficiency assessment according to international and national experiments world on a 

scale innovative politics efficiency analysis to do possibility gives. However, information lack, 

                                                           
5 Innovation and Small Business - Volume 1. Brychan Thomas; Christopher Miller; Lyndon Murphy  ,Page 117 
6 Дегтерёв Д.А. Международные стандарты и индексы оценки инновационной деятельности. Вестник РУДН, 
серия Экономика, 2011, № 2, Стр 97 
7 Дегтерёв Д.А. Международные стандарты и индексы оценки инновационной деятельности. Вестник РУДН, 
серия Экономика, 2011, № 2, Стр 97 
8 Erqyan Chju. Essays on Factors of Innovation, Regional Economic Impacts from Rangeland Fires, and Estimation of 
Health Impacts from Wildfires. A dissertation submitted in partial fulfillment of the Requirements for the degree of 
Degree of Philosophy in Resource Economics by Erqian Zhu, December, 2010 page 7 
9 Дьяков И. И., Третьяк Н. А., Грищенко К. С. Оценка инновационной среды вузов. Современное образование, 
2018 – 1., стр. 28 
10 КАРМАЗИН СЕРГЕЙ АЛЕКСАНДРОВИЧ. ОСОБЕННОСТИ  ФУНКЦИОНИРОВАНИЯ РЕГИОНАЛЬНЫХ 
ИННОВАЦИОННЫХ ПОДСИСТЕМ В УСЛОВИЯХ КРИЗИСА И В ПОСТКРИЗИСНЫЙ ПЕРИОД. АВТОРЕФЕРАТ 
диссертации на соискание учёной степени кандидата экономических наук. Санкт-Петербург – 2021. СТР.19 
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disproportionate indicators and calculation in the methods differences effective to evaluate obstacle 

does. 

Author by work climbed IIFI model this problems solution to do service capacity, spending 

and of the results mutual dependence to account received in case infrastructure in evaluation effective 

instrument as recommendation will be allowed. 
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