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AHHoOTauus

BosBpalleHne Ha TpaeKkTopuio YCTOMYMBOIO POCTa C YYETOM TeKyllel 3KOHOMUYECKON
NMOBECTKN — MPUHUMNUANbLHO akTyarnbHbIi Bornpoc. O4HUM M3 KIMHOYEBLIX ApaiBEPOB MOXET
cTaTb MOBbllWeHWe npoussBoauTensHocTn Tpyda. OpgHako, pervoHanbHble pasnuuus B
AVHaMVKe Hay4YHO-TEXHOMOrMYeckoro noTeHuMana MoryT npensiTCTBoBaTh AOCTKEHUIO 3TOW
uenn. MiccnegoBaHve HanpaBneHO Ha BbISBMEHWE XapaKTepHbIX 0COBEHHOCTEN M3MEeHeHWs
rnokasatenen TEXHONMOrMYECKOro pasBUTMS Y POCCUMCKUX PEFMOHOB CO CXOXEW OUHAMWKOWN
npoussoautensHoctn 3a nepuog 2011-2021 rr. YuteHa gudpcbepeHumaums pernoHoB Mo
YPOBHIO Hay4HO-TexHonornyeckoro passutus (HTP). OCHOBHbIM METOAUYECKMM MOAXOA0M
BbICTynuna KoMOuHauua perpeccMoHHOro aHanuM3a W MeToda naTTepH-knacrtepusauuu.
BbisiBNeHO 5 TWNUYHBIX NaTTEPHOB, KOTOPbIM CrEeLoBanu POCCUMCKUE PErMOHbI C pa3HoMn
AVHaMWKOW Npon3BOANTENBHOCTM. MokasaHo, yTO BbICOKUE TeMnbl pocTa
Npou3BOANTENBHOCTM Yy PErMOHOB C BbLICOKMM YypoBHeM HTP nopgpgepxvBanmcb pocTom
BHYTPEHHWX 3aTpaT Ha WccrnefoBaHus W pa3paboTku, 3atpaT Ha  MHHOBALIMOHHYIO
0eATenbHOCTb OpraHM3aumi 1 Ha BHegpeHne LMdpoBbIX TeXHONOrMn. PernoHbl-nugepsl HTP,
AEMOHCTpUPYIOLLME  HU3KME Temnbl pocTa NPOM3BOAUTENBHOCTM,  XapaKTepusylTcs
npakTuyeckn HynesbiM npupoctoMm obbemoB B3WP 3a wnccnegyembin nepuog. B rpynne
PErMOHOB CO CPEOHUMU W HU3KMMU YypoBHSMKM HTP Hambonee BbICOKME TeMnbl pocTa
NPOu3BOANTENBHOCTU  XapakTepHbl Afs  PErMoHOB C  BbLICOKMMW  Temnamu  pocTa
KanuTanoBOOPYXEHHOCTM W 3aTpaT Ha BHeApeHne UMdPOBbIX TEXHOMNOrWW. [lonyyeHHble
BblIBOAbI MOryT OblTb y4yTeHbl npu pa3paboTke pernoHarnbHbIX WMHCTPYMEHTOB MOMUTUKU
MOBbILLIEHNS MPON3BOAMTENBLHOCTY TPyAa.

Abstract
(summary)

Taking into account the current economic agenda, returning to a path of sustainable growth is
a fundamentally relevant issue. One of the key drivers may be increased labor productivity.
However, regional differences in the dynamics of scientific and technological potential may
hinder the achievement of this goal. The article provides a comparative analysis of the
dynamics of labor productivity and the models of technological development demonstrated by
Russian regions for the period 2010-2020. To take into account regional heterogeneity, the
country’s regions were grouped into four groups according to two dimensions — the level of
labor productivity and the level of scientific and technological development. It was found that
the growth of labor productivity in different groups of regions was accompanied by different
combinations of capital-labor dynamics, changes in innovative and absorptive abilities, and
production efficiency. The results of the study also indicate the priorities of regional scientific,
technical and industrial policy: 1) support for the growth of capital-labor ratio in developed and
developing regions; 2) for developing regions with high scientific and technical potential —
priority areas of support should be related to increasing innovative capabilities, and for low
ones — with stimulating increased production efficiency.
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