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In the economic conditions prevailing at that 
time, the main efforts of the authorities should be 
focused on the rapid development of the knowledge 
economy (KE) through Public-Private Partnerships 
(PPPs). PPPs can be accelerated development in-
stitution in the direction of a knowledge economy 
through the division of the state (public sector) and 
the multiplier effect of business (private sector).

The aim is the development an algorithm for re-
search impact of Public-Private Partnerships` poten-
tial on the level of the knowledge economy. 

Each stage of state development the policy must 
balance the promotion of the most promising ar-
eas and the introduction of effective mechanisms 
to overcome economic and social inequalities. For 
this, it is nessecity to form an information base, se-
lect targets on which to make management decisions 
on choosing of areas of KE development using PPPs` 
potential. To accomplish the task suggest further re-
search to take place in two stages: 

Step 1. Positioning Ukrainian regions on the 
capabilities plane depending on the level of KE and 
PPPs` potential. 

Step 2. Identification of targets, their governance 
can lead to higher levels through the use of KE and 
PPPs` potential. 

The result of the first step of the research is the 
distribution of Ukrainian regions for matrix quad-
rants “DLke-Pppp” depending on the value of inte-
grated indicators characterizing the level of KE and 

PPPs. Interpretation of the results makes it possible 
to identify the leading regions in levels of these com-
ponents. 

Conducted researches will not have finality in 
the absence of specific recommendations to regions 
that have different levels of KE and characterized by 
a certain PPPs` potential. For this reason, it is impor-
tant among the set of possible relationships between 
components and integrated partial indicators find 
those who have a close relationship and the greatest 
power of influence on KE development. Influencing 
on these indicators by management decisions, can be 
made adjust the direction of KE growth using PPPs` 
potential. To identify such relationships and selecting 
targets was applied method of canonical correlations.

Thus, it was proposed sequence determine the ef-
fect PPPs` potential on the level of KE will: to form 
an adequate system of modern realities of perfor-
mance indicators; to identify promising regions lead-
ers based on their strategic interests; to distinguish 
targets that are the basis for informed decisions on 
the choice of strategic directions of KE considering 
PPPs` potential.

Justification of the impact PPPs` potential on EZ 
will allow to provide not only effective diagnosis and 
study of these processes in the economy, but also an 
objective analytical framework to identify the causes 
of negative condition and management decisions to 
eliminate it.

Summary. The article presents the author’s view 
on evaluating the impact of potential public-private 
partnership for the level of knowledge economy. 
The proposed methodological support is based on 
the positioning of regions in the plane opportunities 
«RRke-Pppp» and identifying the targets, which 
allow to management decisions in the knowledge 
economic development with potential of PPP. The 

implementation of the proposed research allow 
to detect the territorial zones, which combining 
production, investment and financial potential of 
possible projects implemented on the basis of public-
private partnership with a particular specialization 
in activities, and allow to isolate the group of regions 
that require more attention from the governments to 
raise the level of knowledge economy.

Key words: knowledge economy, public-private partnerships, integral index, canonical correlation, positioning.



282

ФІНАНСОВИЙ ПРОСТІР     № 1 (17) 2015

References

1. Akitoby B., Hemming R., Schwartz G. Hosu-
darstvennye investitsii i hosudarstvenno-chastnye 
partnerstva [Public Investment and Public-Private 
Partnerships]. Retrieved from http://www.imf.org 
(referred on 2014-11-03).

2. Amunz D (2005). Hosudarstvenno-chastnoe 
partnerstvo. Kontsessionnaja model’ sovmestnoho 
uchastija hosudarstva i chastnoho sektora v real-
izatsiji finansovoemkikh proektov [Public-private 
partnership. Concessionary model of joint participa-
tion of the state and the private sector in the imple-
mentation of financial projects]. Directory cultural 
institution, 12, pp. 16-24.

3. Bell D. (2004). Tretja tekhnolohicheskaja 
revoljutsija i ee vozmozhnye sotsial’no-ehkonomi-
cheskie posledstvija [The third technological revolu-
tion and its possible socio-eсonomy consequences]. 
Moskow: Academy.

4. Voronkov A. (2012). Rozvytok potentsialu pid-
pryiemstva v umovakh ekonomiky znan [Capacity 
building enterprise in a knowledge economy]. Lu-
gansk : Kind of Knowlidge.

5. Geets B. (2004). Kharakter perekhidnykh 
protsesiv do ekonomiky znan [Nature of the transi-
tion process to a knowledge economy]. Economy of 
Ukraine, 4, pp. 4-14.

6. Zapatrina I. (2012). Perspektyvy ispol’zovanija 
mekhanizmov publichno-chastnoho partnerstva dlja 
razvitija infrastruktury v Ukraine [Prospects Us-
ing publychno mechanisms, partial-partnerships for 
infrastructure development in Ukraine]. Scientific 
journal “Demography and social economy”, 1 (17), 
pp. 94–102.

7. Zeldner A. (2010). Kontseptual’nye osnovy 
stanovlenija i funktsionirovanija hosudarstvenno-
chastnoho partnerstva (nauchnyjj doklad) [Concep-
tual bases of formation and functioning of public-pri-
vate partnerships]. Moskow: Institute of Economics.

8. Castells M. (2000). Informatsionnaja ehpokha: 
ehkonomika, obshchestvo i kultura [The Informa-
tion Age: Economy, Society and Culture]. Moskow: 
Knowledge.

9. Tishchenko V. (2013). Diahnostika vektoru 
rozvytku ekonomiky znan: rehionalnyi aspekt [Diag-
nosis vector of development of the knowledge econo-
my: a regional perspective]. Economic Journal – XXI, 
9-10 (1), pp. 31-34.

10. Tishchenko V. (2014). Formuvannia bazovoi 
systemy pokaznykiv dlia otsinky potentsialu publich-
no-pryvatnoho partnerstva [Forming the base sys-
tem of indicators to assess the potential of]. Journal 
of Social and Economic Research. Scientific prats, 1 
(52), pp. 277–283.

11. Fedulova L, Korneev T. (2010). Osoblyvosti 
ekonomiky znan na suchasnii fazi rozvytku suspilst-
va: teoriia i praktyka rozbudovy v Ukraini [Features 
of the knowledge economy in the modern phase of 
social development: theory and practice develop-
ment in Ukraine ]. Actual Problems of Economics, 
4, pp. 73-86.

12. Schumpeter J. (1982). Teorija ehkonomiches-
koho razvitija: Issledovanie predprinimatelskojj pry-
byly, kapitala, kredita, protsenta i tsykla konjunktury 
[Theory of Economic Development: A Study of busi-
ness profits, capital, credit, interest and cycle con-
juncture]. Moskow: Progress


