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Pridniprovska state academy of civil engineering and architecture, Dnipro 
The article analyzes the features of modern innovation policy in leading EU countries - 
the United Kingdom and Germany. Identified are their basic tools, the testing of which 
in the Ukrainian environment, given the substantiation of the relevant implementation 
mechanism, will in the long run allow to achieve high results in the field of Ukraine’s 
innovative development. It is determined that innovation policy in the UK can be 
described as hybrid, combining government support for priority technologies and 
sectors of the industry with innovative research in a broad spectrum of fields. The 
tools used by the German innovation policy are analyzed. They can be characterized 
by   persistence    and    a    universal    nature extending over long periods of time. The  
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experience of innovation policy in the leading EU countries has been differentiated 
into two main areas that should be implemented in the Ukrainian realities: support for 
business, it being the initiator and systematic integrator of scientific, technical and 
investment decisions, and prioritizing the development of state policy institutions that 
ensure the society's interest in innovation. 
 
Keywords: innovative development, innovation policy, government support, industry 
characteristics, academic resources, funding. 
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