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The article is dedicated to rethinking Kondratyev’s research of economic environment in 
countries having the developed market economy. The methodology and the results of his research 
allowed us to conclude that there is no national economy, but there are national economic 
models. The initial parameters in these models are the needs of people ensuring their life activity. 
These conclusions have been made by analyzing prior indicators of different countries and the 
improvement rate of technological and manufacturing assets. Kondratyev’s waves are the results 
of human activity in an objective economic environment directed at fulfilling people’s needs. 
Shumpeter also suggested improving economic models based on continuous human needs in 
innovative products, technologies and efficient manufacturing structures. To respond to these 
challenges, we offer to use the first and second laws of thermodynamics. Based on these laws we 
have developed a mathematical model for converting manufacturing capital into monetary capital 
in the form of produced and sold products and services. The studies of a conversion operating 
cycle in real engineering business have shown that the market cost of business on the stock 
market and its result in the form of sold products are determined by a criterial equation including 
five similarity criteria. The mathematical model of operations management has been created 
based on an operating cycle converting the manufacturing capital into monetary capital in the 
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financial responsibility, organization of management accounting. 

Keywords: conversion operating cycle in engineering business; operations management; 
criterial equation of conversion operating cycle; similarity criteria of operating cycle. 

Citation: A.N. Shichkov, Operations management: converting manufacturing capital in manufacturing-
technological systems of engineering business, St. Petersburg State Polytechnical University Journal. Economics, 10 
(2) (2017) 54—63. DOI: 10.18721/JE.10205 

ОПЕРАЦИОННЫЙ МЕНЕДЖМЕНТ:  

КОНВЕРСИЯ ПРОИЗВОДСТВЕННОГО КАПИТАЛА  

В ПРОИЗВОДСТВЕННО-ТЕХНОЛОГИЧЕСКИХ СИСТЕМАХ 

ИНЖЕНЕРНОГО БИЗНЕСА 

А.Н. Шичков 

Вологодский государственный университет, г. Вологда, Российская Федерация 

Статья посвящена переосмыслению исследований Н.Д. Кондратьева экономиче-
ской среды стран, имеющих развитую рыночную экономику. Методология и результа-
ты исследований Н.Д. Кондратьева позволили сделать вывод, что нет национальной 
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экономики, а есть национальные экономические модели, где исходными параметрами 
являются потребности людей, обеспечивающие их жизнедеятельность. Вывод сделан 
на основе анализа приоритетных индикаторов каждой страны и темпов совершенство-
вания технологических и производственных активов. Волны Н.Д. Конратьева — это 
результат деятельности людей в объективной экономической среде, направленной на 
реализацию потребностей людей. В этой связи вполне объяснимо предложение 
Й. Шумпетера совершенствовать экономические модели на основе потребностей лю-
дей в новых продуктах, технологиях и организации производственных процессов. Для 
реализаций этих задач, как правило, используют объективные природные законы. 
В основе планетарной теории атома и химических элементов и технологий использо-
ван закон всемирного тяготения. Нами предложено использовать объективные законы 
термодинамики и теорию потенциального поля. На основе этих законов создан мате-
матический аппарат конверсии производственного капитала в денежный капитал в 
форме реализованной продукции. Исследования реального инженерного бизнеса по-
казали, что стоимость бизнеса на фондовом рынке и его результат в форме реализо-
ванной продукции определяются критериальным уравнением, состоящим из пяти кри-
териев. Разработана математическая модель операционного менеджмента на основе 
операционного цикла конверсии производственного капитала производственно-
технологической системы в денежный капитал в форме произведенной и реализован-
ной продукции. Дальнейшие исследования будут направлены на расширение исполь-
зования этого подхода в оценочной инновационной деятельности. 

Ключевые слова: конверсия операционного цикла инженерного бизнеса; опера-
ционный менеджмент; критериальное уравнение операционного цикла конверсии; 

критерии подобия операционного цикла 
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Introduction 

Kondratyev’s research of an economic 

environment of countries with developed market 

economy. N.D. Kondratyev studied the dynamics 

of cyclic economic processes of the indicators of 

infrastructure subjects which generate the 

people’s needs ensuring their life activity. 

Kondratyev considered the indicators from the 

late 18th century up to the early 20th century 

(about 150 years) in the following countries: 

a) in the United Kingdom: prices; interest 

on capital; wages of agricultural and textile 

workers; production coal, iron and lead; 

b) in France: prices; interest on capital; 

foreign trade; coal consumption; the planting 

area of oats; the portfolio of the French Bank; 

deposits in saving banks; consumption of cotton, 

coffee, sugar;  

c) in Germany: the production of coal and 

steel;  

d) in the United States of America: prices; the 

production of coal, iron and steel; the number of 

spindles in the cotton industry; cotton acreage;  

e) indicators of production and consumption 

are not overall, but per capita.  

The analysis of the research results allows to 

formulate the main properties of every infrastructure 

subject in an economic environment.  

1. Cyclic changes of the indicators are 

continuous; based on the property of self-

organization, their oscillation amplitude takes an 

average value. Non-stationary oscillatory 

processes become stationary. 

2. The synergic effect (2 + 2 = 5) in an 

integrated set of infrastructure subjects in an 

economic environment is achieved by the 

property of self-organization.  

3. Economic environment as a result of 

manufacturing capital conversion is a vector field 

of monetary flows. A thermodynamic system has 

similar properties. In this system, the heat flow 

vectors arise based on a temperature gradient. 

Therefore, the economic environment is a field 

whose infrastructure subjects have cyclic, self-

organization and synergetic properties.  

Based on the mathematical analogy of 

thermodynamic and economic systems, we 

conclude that operation management considers 

economy as an objective law. According to the 

first and second thermodynamic laws, the 

infrastructure subjects in an economic 

environment convert manufacturing capital into 

monetary capital in the form of produced and 

sold products and services necessary and 

sufficient for ensuring the life activities of 

people.  
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The Carnot thermodynamic cycle converts 

heat energy into mechanical work. An ideal 

closed cycle consists of two isotherms and 

two adiabats. In this case a real conversion 

cycle is placed inside an ideal closed conversion 

cycle.  

The mathematical analogy of converting the 

operating cycle in thermodynamic and 

manufacturing-technological systems (based on 

the first and second laws of thermodynamics) 

allowed to formulate and substantiate the 

theoretical and practical tools to design, plan 

and control the innovative development of 

manufacturing-technological systems of engineering 

business. 

Research objectives. Our aim is to develop a 

mathematical model of operation management 

based on converting manufacturing capital into 

monetary capital in the form of produced and 

sold products. The mathematical models of the 

first and second thermodynamics laws have been 

used as paradigms for developing an operations 

management model. One of our main objectives 

is to study the operating cycle of real 

metallurgical enterprises on the basis of these 

models using the information from the stock 

market as initial data. 

Research methods 

The ideal operational cycle of converting 

manufacturing capital into monetary capital 

consists of five unit vectors: 

Q is the manufacturing capital of the 

conversion operating cycle which is equal to 

the sum of technological costs G0W0 =  

= Cmc + Clp + Coc, where Cmc are the material 

costs; Clp are the labor payment costs; Coc are 

the other costs (without amortization of 

intangible assets) and Umf = Uta + Uia are the 

main funds of a manufacturing-technological 

system, including the tangible assets Uta and the 

intangible assets Uia.  

Vsv is the sales value of the manufactured 

products (services) which is equal to the sum of 

net income D0, including P0 which is the net 

profit (property of business owners); Cdta which 

is the depreciation of tangible assets, Caia which 

is the amortization of intangible assets. The 

monetary equivalent of products manufactured 

in a conversion operating cycle (G0W0)sv is 

numerically equal to technological costs (G0W0). 

In turn, the sum of amortization of intangible 

assets and depreciation of tangible assets  

Cdta + Caia = Cma is the necessary and sufficient 

capital for simple and extended reproduction of 

the main funds in a manufacturing-technological 

system. 

The balance equation for converting the 

manufacturing capital into monetary capital in 

the form of produced and sold products has the 

form: 

 
0 0 0 0 0( )

sv

mf sv

VQ

U G W D G W


 
  (1) 

by analogy with the adiabatic process 

0 0 0 0 .( )svG W G W  

The level of conversion is equal to the 

relation of the sales value to the manufacturing 

capital. The parametric equation has the form: 

 0 0 0

0 0

( )
1.sv sv

mf

V G W D

Q G W U


  


  (2) 

Our research shows that the conversion level 

for the ideal operating cycle is equal to one 

while for the real converting operating cycle 

(according to second thermodynamic law) it is 

less than one. The conversion level is more than 

one for the excise business. 

Let us write Eq. (2) in a dimensionless form: 
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 (3) 

Let us introduce the notion of dimensionless 

complexes and write Eq. (3) in a dimensionless 

form: 

 0 0

0 0 0

.
1 1 1

mts bus

k M k M

k k k


  




     
  

(4) 

The dimensionless complexes in Eq. (4) are 

similarity criteria and therefore Eq. (4) is a 

similarity equation, where: 

svV

Q
   is the conversion criterion of the 

operating cycle equal to the sum of conversion 

criteria: mts  is the manufacturing-technological 

system criterion and bus  is the criterion of the 

enterprise. This criterion has a very impotent 

property for engineering business. Namely, 
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the operations cycles are similar if the 

numerical values of their conversion criteria 

are equal. Theory of similarity is widely used for 

research in thermodynamic systems. Eq. (4) 

allows applying the methods of similarity theory 

for research of manufacturing-technological 

systems.  

Similar processes take place in the Carnot 

cycle where the first part of conversion is a 

thermodynamic cycle and the second part is 

converting the thermodynamic cycle into 

mechanical work. Each conversion cycle is 

improved by self-innovations. Each part of the 

conversion cycle is improved by self- 

innovations.  

Our research of the factors determining the 

level of conversion in a real engineering 

business has shown that it primarily depends on 

the physical fundamentals of the technological 

process. For example, if turning with a low 

material utilization coefficient is substituted by 

plastic deformation (forging, stamping, rolling, 

i.e., breakthrough technological innovations) 

with a much higher utilization coefficient, then 

the conversion level of the operating cycle will 

increase. Therefore, «incremental» improving 

technological innovations cannot increase the 

level of conversion. 

0 0
0

mf

G W
k

U
  is the criterion (characteristic) of 

an operational cycle. The value of this criterion 

for an ideal operating cycle is equal to k0 = 1, 

while for a real operating cycle this is a constant 

k0 < 1. Therefore, the variation range of the 

conversion criteria of the engineering business 

can be written in the form:  

 0,5 0,5 1.mts bus        (5) 

Our research has shown that the inequality 

0,5mts bus    takes place. In this case, the 

design and subsequent adjustments should ensure 

equality mts bus   of the conversion criteria of 

the manufacturing-technological system (mts) 

and of the business (bus). 

0

mf

D
M

U
  is the criterion of self-financing 

of simple and expanded reproduction of the 

main funds at the expense of the depreciation 

and amortization funds of the enterprise 

and financing dividends at the expense of the 

net operation profit. This criterion must 

be equal to or less than the conversion criterion 

of the manufacturing-technological system 

.mts M   

0 0( )

sv

sv

V

G W
   is the conversion criterion of a 

marketing enterprise. 

0 0

Q

G W
   is the conversion criterion of 

technological processing,  

where .





  

Fig. 1 presents a block diagram of operations 

management based on the conversion operating 

cycle in a manufacturing-technological system 

(MTS).  
 

 
 

Fig. 1. Block-diagram of an operations management infrastructure based  
on the conversion operating cycle in a manufacturing-technological system (MTS) 

Q = G0W0 + Umf G0W0 = (G0W0)sv 
(G0W0)sv + D0 = Vsv 
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Operations management is an economic 

system whose infrastructure is implemented by 

self-managed engineering business in an 

economic environment. To continuously 

manufacture products with competitive 

advantages in the domestic and foreign markets, 

the work cycle should be supplemented by 

creating the strategy based on marketing 

information about the demand and supply of 

innovative products and technologies. The 

algorithm for developing the strategy is as 

follows. After the function of operations has 

understood its role in business and after it has 

formulated its efficiency goals, it needs to 

formulate a set of general principles that will 

determine its decision-making. 

The first stage: enterprises should 

understand their main role (mission) in a 

municipal territory. Labor market ensures the 

workplaces of a municipal territory, and that is 

the main need of humans for their life activity. 

The second stage: enterprises should articulate 

the performance objectives. They increase the 

conversion level of the manufacturing capital by 

continuous implementation of innovation-

investment projects, and on this basis they 

increase their sales value. 

The third stage: enterprises should formulate 

a set of general principles which will guide their 

decision-making. The organization of 

production should ensure the competitive 

advantages of consumer properties of each 

technological stage being the zone of financial 

responsibility. It means the manufacturing 

technological system of an enterprise should 

ensure the transfer of technological costs and 

consumer properties within technological stages. 

In this case management accounting or 

controlling are applied.  

This information is initial for designing an 

organization production by transferring 

technological costs and consumer properties 

(market cost) of products or technological 

stages within the zones of financial 

responsibility. In this case management 

accounting will allow implementing the main 

condition of an innovative organization 

production ensuring the market cost in each 

technological stage. By using innovative 

management tools, enterprises continuously 

improve the parameters of conversion operating 

cycles and conversion marketing tools.  

The manufacturing capital Q is converted 

into monetary capital in the form of sales value 

Vsv in an operating cycle of conversion 

consisting of two stages. The first stage is a 

manufacturing-technological stage with the 

following condition: technological costs are 

equal to the market value of the manufactured 

products: 

 G0W0 = (G0W0)sv.  (6) 

The second stage of conversion is the 

marketing conversion where net income D0 is 

added to the market value of products (G0W0)sv, 

which is necessary and sufficient for paying 

taxes of all levels, dividends in the form of net 

profit P0 and capital maintenance adjustments 

Cmac = Cdtc + Caic. 

Designing management accounting in a 

conversion operating cycle 

Competitive advantages of products and 

technologies of engineering business are 

implemented on the basis of «incremental» and 

«breakthrough» innovative projects. In this case 

managers of engineering enterprises obtain the 

required consumer properties of products by 

management accounting using the transfer of 

technological costs and market cost within 

technological stages being zones of financial 

responsibility. The organization of a conversion 

operating cycle based on management accounting 

is the necessary condition for implementing any 

innovative projects. In this case, the competitive 

advantages of end products are formed by the 

transfer of technological costs and the cost of 

consumer properties in each technological stage, 

considering the parameters of an innovation 

project. 

The mathematical model for management 

accounting ensures the competitive advantages 

based on the transfer of the set of cumulative 

properties of a conversion operating cycle. 

Balance equation of the sales value Vsv for 

four technological stages: 
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Fig. 2. Block diagram of trasferring parameters of a conversion operating cycle  

 
Balance equation of manufacturing costs: 
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Balance equation of net income: 
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Balance equation of manufacturing capital: 
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Graphical interpretation of the conversion 

operating cycle in manufacturing-technological 

systems of engineering business. The sum of 

collinear vectors is a single vector, while the 

sum of two orthogonal vectors is a right-angled 

triangle. 

Therefore, the ideal converting operating 

cycle of manufacturing-technological system is 

an equilateral triangle consisting of five unit 

vectors of monetary flows. In this case, the 

graphical interpretation of the criterial Eq. (4) 

for a conversion operating cycle in vector form is 

the following: 
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     (7) 

An ideal conversion operating cycle is 

presented in Fig. 3. 

The operating cycle of converting 

manufacturing capital into monetary capital in the 

form of the sales value of products and services 

consists of two closed cycles. The first closed 

operating cycle of converting manufacturing 

capital into products 1-3-4 consists of three 

vectors of monetary flows 0 0
.mfQ G W U 

  
 This 

contour is a manufacturing cycle, where the end 

product (or technological stage) with the market 

cost that is equal to the technological costs 

 0 00 0mf
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 is manufactured as a result of 

converting the manufacturing capital. The second 

cycle 1-2-3 consists of three unit vectors 

  00 0sv
sv

V G W D 
  

 of monetary flows. This is a 

marketing cycle. A real operating cycle of 

converting the manufacturing capital is placed 

inside an ideal operating cycle. The criteria k0-M 

are a coordinate system for the real operating 

cycle of conversion. For example, the criterion of 

conversion in a real operating cycle 11-21-4 at 

k0 = 0.40 and М = 0,35, 
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Fig. 3. Graphical interpretation of the conversion operating cycle  
in a manufacturing-technological system 

 

T a b l e  1   

Conversion criteria for the operating cycles of similar metallurgical enterprises:  

«Magnitogorsk Metallurgical Company» (MMC), «Novolipetsk Metallurgical Company» (NLMC)  

and «Cherepovets Steel Mill» (ChMC) 

Similar enterprises on stock market 
JSC

«ММC» 
JSC 

«NLMC» 
JSC 

«CHMC»
Stock market parameters, mln USD 
Sales value, Vsv 

Sales value without taxes and payment 
5380.00 
4983.37 

4468.73 
3996.36 

5055.17
4617.31 

Profitability of sales, r = P/Vsv 24.6% 41.6% 35.2%
Net profit, P0 947.00 1385.34 1312.00
Operation profit, P 1323.48 1859.00 1779.42

Parameters of a conversion operating cycle
Operation costs Coc = Vsv-P 4056.52 2609.74 3275.75
Sum of tax fixed assets and tax of operating profit ΔP = P — P0 = Nfa + Np 376.48 473.66 467.42

Tax on operating profit Np = P0ψp/(1 — ψp),
where ψp = 0.2 is the tax rate on operating profit 

236.75 348.34 328.00

Tax on fixed assets (tax on equity of entity) Nfa = ΔP — Np 139.73 125.32 139.42

Main funds Umf for these enterprises are fixed assets (tangible assets) 
Umf /ψfa, where ψfa = 0.02 is the tax rate for fixed assets 

6986.50 6266.00 6971.00

Depreciation (amortization) of tangible assets
Cdc = αdt Ufa = 0.03Ufa, 

where αdt is the rate of depreciation (amortization) 

209.60 188.00 209.13

Technological costs G0W0 = Coc-Cdc 3846.92 2421.74 3066.62

Net income D0 = P0 + Cdc 1156.60 1573.34 1521.12

Manufacturing capital Q = G0W0 + Ufa 10833.42 8687.74 10037.62

Criteria of a conversion operating cycle 
Capitalization criteria λ = Vsv/G0W0 1.30 1.65 1.51

Investment criteria M = D0/Umf 0.17 0.25 0.22
Resources criteria ρ = Q/G0W0 2.82 3.59 3.27

Characteristic of the manufacturing capital k0 = G0W0/Umf 0.55 0.39 0.44

Conversion criterion 0

0 1
svV k M

Q k
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Research results and discussions. Based on the 

information taken from Table 1, we can come to 

the conclusion that the enterprises are similar in 

terms of the similarity criterion of the conversion 

level. Our research has shown that the similarity 

criterion of the conversion operating cycle is its 

property that depends only on physical 

fundamentals of technological processes. In this 

case all three enterprises manufacture sheet 

metal based on a similar technology. 

Having considered the results of criterial 

assessment of conversion operating cycles in 

three enterprises, we may suggest the following 

research issues for a discussion: 
1. The physical basis of the enterprises’ 

technology is absolutely similar. Despite different 

equipment, the conversion criterion is equal and 

it does not depend on the production volume. 

Novolipetsk Metallurgical Company is relatively 

new and its products are in much demand, 

therefore the value of its stock capital is higher 

than the same value in other enterprises. Its 

criteria ρ and λ are higher. The first criterion 

demonstrates that the company has more 

modern technological equipment; the second 

one shows that marketing performs much more 

effectively. The higher value of the criterion M 

indicates that the enterprise has more revenue 

and the lower value of business characteristic 

indicates that it has lower technological costs. 

2. The criterial analysis allows to formulate 

the aims and objectives of innovative projects 

ensuring the increase of business value on a 

stock market. As a rule, the strategic business 

objective is to increase the value of stock capital. 

In this case an enterprise receives investment 

resources from stock capital sales. 

3. Magnitogorsk Metallurgical Company and 

Cherepovets Steel Mill should reduce the operation 

costs (reduce the criterion k0) and improve the 

consumer properties of metal sheets (increase the 

criterion ). In this case, the conversion criterion 

and the criterion M will increase. 

Conclusions. The mathematical model of 

operations management has been created based 

on an operating cycle converting manufacturing 

capital into monetary capital in the form of 

produced and sold products and services. The 

main principle of market economy is realized by 

this approach. Namely, successful business is 

determined by the sales value of products and the 

cost of stock capital on a stock market. These 

parameters define the area of a mathematical 

model in an economic environment. 
The criterial Eq. (4) and its vector form (5) 

including five unit vectors of monetary flows are 

the integrated set of similarity criteria ensuring the 

possibility to analyze, design and create conversion 

operating cycles in manufacturing technological 

systems with competitive advantages. 

The graphical interpretation of a conversion 

operating cycle has been created in the form of two 

contours of closed right-angled triangles consisting 

of five unit vectors of monetary flows. The research 

of conversion operating cycles allows to conclude 

that the change of one of five criteria alters all the 

parameters. This fact is clearly illustrated by the 

graphical model of the conversion operating cycle. 

All five similarity criteria participate in the 

operating cycle simultaneously. It is not possible to 

improve the conversion operating cycle based on 

one or two parameters. 

The analysis of the criterial equation 

demonstrates that the conversion criterion is the 

sum of conversion of manufacturing technological 

system and business marketing. The conversion 

criteria of business cannot be more than the 

conversion criteria of marketing business; they 

should be equal. The conversion criterion of a 

real operating cycle depends only on physical 

fundamentals of a technological process. For 

example, the conversion criterial of turning 

technological processing with the material 

utilization coefficient equal to 0.5 might be 

increased only by a breakthrough innovation 

based on replacing it by a technological process 

with a higher material utilization coefficient. 

The manufacturing-technological system of 

each technological stage should be adjusted to 

the conversion criterion of the whole system, 

and in each stage k0 ≥ M. In this case, intangible 

assets appear in the main funds of the enterprise. 

The balance cost of intangible assets is 

determined on the basis of the criterial equation. 

The directions of further research 
Further research will be directed at 

expanding the areas of this approach in the 

assessment of innovative activity, such as: 

a) using the theory of similarity criteria in 

the assessment of business activity; 

b) the ways of improving the design methods 

in management accounting; 

c) formulating the performance tasks for 

innovative projects in operations management. 



 

62 

St. Petersburg State Polytechnical University Journal. Economics, Vol. 10, No. 2, 2017 

REFERENCES 

[1] I.L. Tukkel, Innovation process management, 

St. Petersburg State Polytechnical University Journal. 

Economics, 4—2(183) (2013) 13—20. 

[2] I.L. Tukkel, N.A. Tsvetkova, O fizicheskikh 

modelyakh protsessov rasprostraneniya innovatsiy v 

sotsialno-ekonomicheskoy srede [About physical 

models of the processes of diffusion of innovation in 

the socio-economic environment], Innovatsii, (11) 

(2015) 30—34. 

[3] J. Tidd, Open Innovation Research, Management 

and Practice. Imperial College Press, 2014. 445 p. 

[4] C.W. Wessner, National Research Council 

(U.S.). Committee on Capitalizing on Science, 

Technology, and Innovation: An Assessment of the 

Small Business Innovation Research Program-2004. 

URL: http://www.6cp.net/downloads/03vancouver_we 

ssner.ppt (accessed February 20, 2017). 

[5] B. Mercan, D. Goktas, Components of 

Innovation Ecosystems: a Cross-Country, Study. 

International Research Journal of Finance and 

Economics, (76) (2011). 

[6] B. Meyer, Agile!: The Good, the Hype and 

the Ugly. Springer Science & Business Media (2014) 

1—170. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-05155-0 

[7] B.-Ye. Lundvall, National Systems of 

Innovation. Towards a Theory of Innovation and 

Interactive Learning, Anthem Press, London, 2010. 

[8] E.L. Wohldmann, A.F. Healy, Jr.L.E. Bourne, 
A mental practice superiority effect: Less retroactive 

interference and more transfer than physical practice, 

Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, 

Memory, and Cognition, (34) (2008). 

[9] M. Peltoniemi, Cluster, Value Network and 

Business Ecosystem: Knowledge and Innovation Approach. 

Paper Presented at «Organisations, Innovation and 

Complexity: New Perspectives on the Knowledge Economy» 

conference, September 9—10, in Manchester, UK. 

[10] A.A. Akayev, Matematicheskiye osnovy 

innovatsionno-tsiklicheskoy teorii ekonomicheskogo 

razvitiya Shumpetera-Kondratyeva [Mathematical 

foundations of innovative-cyclical theory of economic 

development Schumpeter-Kondratieff], Almanakh 

«Kondratyevskiye volny. Aspekty i perspektivy», 

Uchitel, Volgograd, 2012. 

[11] V.A. Sadovnichiy, A.A. Akayev, A.V. Korotayev, 
S.Yu. Malkov, Modelirovaniye i prognozirovaniye 

mirovoy dinamiki [Modelling and forecasting world 

dynamics], Nauchnyy sovet po Programme fund. 

issled. Prezidiuma Rossiyskoy akademii nauk «Ekonomika 

i sotsiologiya znaniya», ISPI RAN, Moscow, 2012. 

[12] I.M. Bortnik, A.V. Sorokina, Rekomendatsii 

regionam AIRR po rezultatam reytingovaniya 

innovatsionnykh regionov [Recommendations to the 

regions on the results of the rating of innovative 

regions], Innovatsii, (7) (2014) 59—68. 

[13] Globalnaya transformatsiya innovatsionnykh 

sistem [Global transformation of innovation systems]. 

Pod red. N. I. Ivanovoy, IMEMO RAN, Moscow, 

2010. 

[14] V.V. Glukhov, G.F. Detter, I.L. Tukkel, 
Sozdaniye regionalnoy innovatsionnoy sistemy v 

usloviyakh Arkticheskoy zony Rossiyskoy Federatsii: 

proyektirovaniye i opyt realizatsii [The creation of a 

regional innovation system in the Arctic zone of the 

Russian Federation: design and implementation 

experience], Innovatsii, (5) (2015) 86—98. 

[15] G.F. Detter, O printsipakh proyektirovaniya 

regionalnykh innovatsionnykh ekosistem [On the 

principles for the design of regional innovation 

ecosystems], Innovatsii, (1) (2016) 70—79. 

[16] K.L. Zhikharev, Soderzhaniye i sushchnost 

kontseptsii regionalnoy innovatsionnoy sistemy [The 

contents and essence of the concept of regional 

innovation system]. URL: http://www.e-rej.ru/Articles 

/2011/Zhiharev210.pdf (accessed February 20, 2017). 

[17] A.V. Zarkovich, Teorii innovatsionnogo 

razvitiya: kontseptsiya regionalnykh innovatsionnykh 

system [Theories of innovation development: concept 

of regional innovation systems], Gumanitarnyye nauchnyye 

issledovaniya, (6) (2013) 35. URL: http://human.snauka.ru/ 

2013/06/3404 (accessed February 20, 2017). 

[18] V.V. Ivanov, Innovatsionnaya paradigma XXI 

[Innovative paradigm XXI], Nauka, Moscow, 2011. 

[19] V.A. Kosteyev, A.V. Akinshina, Spetsialist po 

upravleniyu innovatsiyami v kompanii: spetsifika 

professii [Specialist in innovation management in the 

company: specifics of the profession], Innovatsii, (11) 

(2015) 79—85. 

[20] A.K. Kochiyeva, Transfer tekhnologiy i malyye 

innovatsionnyye predpriyatiya kak sostavlyayushchiye 

innovatsionnogo razvitiya Krasnodarskogo kraya 

[Technology transfer and small innovative businesses as 

components of innovative development of Krasnodar 

region], Innovatsii, (11) (2015) 50—55. 

[21] V.M. Avramchikov, Instrumenty upravleniya 

rasprostraneniyem i vzaimodeystviyem voln innovatsiy 

[Management tools the dissemination and interaction 

of waves of innovation], Innovatsionnyy vestnik 

regiona, (1) (2014) 12—17. 

[22] A.N. Shichkov, Teoriya i praktika inzhenernogo 

biznesa i menedzhmenta [Theory and practice of 

engineering business and management], VoGU, Vologda,  

2016. 131 p. 

[23] A.N. Shichkov, Designing manufacturing-

technological systems, Scientific Israel-Technological 

Advantages, 18(1) (2016) 89—106. 

[24] A.N. Shichkov, Innovative Enhancement of 

an Engineering Business: Operating cycle Method, 

Scientific Israel-Technological Advantages, 18 (4) 

(2016) 100—111. 
 

Shichkov A.N. E-mail: shichkov-an@yandex.ru  



 

63 

A.N. Shichkov, DOI: 10.18721/JE.10205

СПИСОК ЛИТЕРАТУРЫ 

[1] Туккель И.Л. О проблемах управления ин-

новационными процессами // Научно-

технические ведомости СПбГПУ. Экономические 

науки. 2013. № 4-2 (183). С. 13—20. 

[2] Туккель И.Л., Цветкова Н.А. О физических 

моделях процессов распространения инноваций в 

социально-экономической среде // Инновации. 

2015. № 11. С. 30—34. 

[3] Tidd J. Open Innovation Research, Manage-

ment and Practice. Imperial College Press, 2014. 445 p. 

[4] Wessner C.W. National Research Council 

(U.S.). Committee on Capitalizing on Science, Tech-

nology, and Innovation: An Assessment of the Small 

Business Innovation Research Program-2004. URL: 

http://www.6cp.net/downloads/03vancouver_wessner.

ppt (accessed February 20, 2017). 

[5] Mercan B., Goktas D. Components of Inno-

vation Ecosystems: a Cross-Country Study. Interna-

tional Research Journal of Finance and Economics, 

2011. no. 76. 

[6] Meyer B. Agile!: The Good, the Hype and the 

Ugly. Springer Science & Business Media, 2014. Pp. 

1—170. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-05155-0 

[7] Lundvall B.-Е. National Systems of Innova-

tion. Towards a Theory of Innovation and Interactive 

Learning. London: Anthem Press, 2010. 

[8] Wohldmann E.L., Healy A.F., Bourne Jr.L.E. 

A mental practice superiority effect: Less retroactive 

interference and more transfer than physical practice 

// Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, 

Memory, and Cognition. 2008. No. 34. 

[9] Peltoniemi M. Cluster, Value Network and 

Business Ecosystem: Knowledge and Innovation Ap-

proach. Paper Presented at «Organisations, Innovation and 

Complexity: New Perspectives on the Knowledge Econo-

my» conference, September 9—10, in Manchester, UK. 

[10] Акаев А.А. Математические основы инно-

вационно-циклической теории экономического 

развития Шумпетера-Кондратьева // Альманах 

«Кондратьевские волны. Аспекты и перспективы». 

Волгоград: Учитель, 2012. 

[11] Садовничий В.А., Акаев А.А., Коротаев А.В., 

Малков С.Ю. Моделирование и прогнозирование 
мировой динамики // Научный совет по Про-

грамме фунд. исслед. Президиума Российской 

академии наук «Экономика и социология зна-

ния». М.: ИСПИ РАН, 2012. 

[12] Бортник И.М., Сорокина А.В. Рекоменда-

ции регионам АИРР по результатам рейтингова-

ния инновационных регионов // Инновации. 

2014. № 7. С. 59—68. 

[13] Глобальная трансформация инновацион-

ных систем / под ред. Н.И. Ивановой. М.: ИМЭ-

МО РАН, 2010. 

[14] Глухов В.В., Деттер Г.Ф., Туккель И.Л. 

Создание региональной инновационной системы 

в условиях Арктической зоны Российской Феде-

рации: проектирование и опыт реализации // Ин-

новации. 2015. № 5. С. 86—98. 

[15] Деттер Г.Ф. О принципах проектирования 

региональных инновационных экосистем // Ин-

новации. 2016. № 1. С. 70—79. 

[16] Жихарев К.Л. Содержание и сущность 

концепции региональной инновационной систе-

мы. URL: http://www.e-rej.ru/Articles/2011/Zhihare 

v210.pdf (режим доступа: 20.02.2017). 

[17] Заркович А.В. Теории инновационного 
развития: концепция региональных инновацион-

ных систем // Гуманитарные научные исследова-

ния. 2013. № 6. С. 35. URL: http://human.snauka.ru/ 

2013/06/3404 (режим доступа: 20.02.2017). 

[18] Иванов В.В. Инновационная парадигма 

XXI. М.: Наука, 2011. 

[19] Костеев В.А., Акиншина А.В. Специалист 

по управлению инновациями в компании: специ-

фика профессии // Инновации. 2015. № 11. С. 79—85. 

[20] Кочиева А.К. Трансфер технологий и ма-

лые инновационные предприятия как составляю-

щие инновационного развития Краснодарского 

края // Инновации. 2015. № 11. С. 50—55. 

[21] Аврамчиков В.М. Инструменты управле-

ния распространением и взаимодействием волн 

инноваций // Инновационный вестник региона. 

2014. № 1. С. 12—17. 

[22] Шичков А.Н. Теория и практика инже-
нерного бизнеса и менеджмента. Вологда: ВоГУ, 

2016. 131 c. 

[23] Shichkov A.N. Designing manufacturing-

technological systems // Scientific Israel-Technological 

Advantages. 2016. No. 18(1). Pp. 89—106. 

[24] Shichkov A.N. Innovative Enhancement of an 

Engineering Business: Operating cycle Method // Sci-

entific Israel-Technological Advantages. 2016. No. 18(4). 

Pp. 100—111. 

 

Шичков А.Н. E-mail: shichkov-an@yandex.ru 

 
Статья поступила в редакцию 07.02.17  

© Peter the Great Saint-Petersburg Polytechnic University, 2017




