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Relevant innovation potential of the enterprise represents the potential, the
capabilities of which meet the conditions for achieving the desired goals, the content
of the functions performed in the process of innovation, the current strategy of
company development, as well as the requirements of innovative projects in each
case. Therefore, determining the degree of IP relevance is an important area of
evaluation [1-2]. The essence of calculating the degree of relevance of IP is to
determine the level of provision of all components of IP with a certain amount of
resources needed to implement the current strategy of innovative development (or to
implement a specific innovation project). In the process of calculating the relevance
of IP, the most methodological difficulty is to determine the number and composition
of qualitative, and in some cases, quantitative indicators characterizing the resources
(labor, financial material, information and technological) that ensure the functioning
of components of enterprise IP. The solution to this problem is closely linked to the
plans of the management of each individual enterprise strategy for the development
and use of existing IP [3-5]. It is impossible to consider in the framework of this study
all possible strategies and projects as well as to take into account the specifics of the
activities of thousands of innovative enterprises without violating the universality of
the proposed integrated approach to IP evaluation. Therefore, we propose for each
component of the enterprise's IP a general list of possible quantitative indicators,
which may vary on a case-by-case basis to supplement or reduce, depending on the
particular features of innovation activity of a particular enterprise.
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The volume and composition of qualitative indicators for the calculation of the
aggregate indicator of IP relevance depends directly on the specificity of the
innovation activity of the enterprise (innovation project). Therefore, the list of these
indicators can be infinitely long, so it is pointless to give all the qualitative indicators
characterizing IP. We consider it advisable to carry out the evaluation of qualitative
indicators with the help of expert methods, in the framework of which the issues of
choosing the number of experts, their composition, scale of evaluations and methods
of processing the results are solved.
The final step in a comprehensive approach to IP evaluation is to calculate an
aggregate indicator of IP relevance. This indicator is of considerable interest when
comparing the IP of several enterprises among themselves to decide on the choice
of one of them for the implementation of a specific innovation project. The calculation
of the aggregate indicator of relevance is associated with great methodological
difficulties, which are to compare and evaluate relative to each other different
quantitative and qualitative quantities. To solve this problem, we consider it advisable
to use the method of geometric assembly. To use this method, the number of IP
relevance indicators must be equal to four. Each indicator has its own measuring
scale with its dimension (percentages, coefficients, integers, etc.), scale and limits of
indicators. For four indicators, a corresponding graph is constructed in the form of a
square, each side of which is a measuring scale for fixing the value of a particular
indicator at a certain point in time. The corresponding measurement scales (sides of
the square) capture the values of indicators at a certain point in time. The fixed values
on opposite sides of the square are joined by straight lines whose intersection point
(A) characterizes the aggregate relevance of IP. If at any point in time the values of
all indicators reach the threshold positive values, then the intersection point will move
to the upper right corner. This will mean the maximum value of aggregate relevance
of IP. By plotting another scale (diagonal) with gradations from 0 to 100 and lowering
the perpendicular from the point of intersection to this scale, we can get the degree
of relevance of IP at this point in time.
It should be emphasized separately that the application of the method of
geometric addition is possible with any number of indicators [6-8]. So, if the number
of indicators is less than 4, for example 3, then one of them is duplicated on the
perpendicular side of the square graph. With more of them, separate graphs are built
for each group of indicators. After that, the resulting graph is constructed, on the axes
of which the relevance of each group of 4 indicators is marked, but not the individual
indicators.
The interpretation of the results of the aggregate indicator calculation of
enterprise IP relevance can be demonstrated as follows:
0-20% - critically low degree of relevance of IP, (all components of IP have a
negative tendency, innovative capabilities of the enterprise are extremely low);
20-40% - low degree of relevance of IP, (several components of IP have a
negative tendency, all other components are stable, innovative capabilities of the
enterprise are low);
40-60% - average degree of relevance of IP, (all components of IP are stable,
there is no positive or negative dynamics, innovation capabilities of the enterprise are
average);
60-80% - sufficient degree of relevance of IP, (several components of IP have
a positive tendency, all other components are stable, the enterprise has sufficient
opportunities to carry out effective innovation activity (successful implementation of
the innovation project));
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80-100% - high degree of relevance of IP, (all components of IP have a positive
tendency, the company has high opportunities for effective innovation (successful
implementation of the innovation project)) [9-10].
Thus, an aggregate indicator of relevance, calculated as part of a
comprehensive approach to the enterprise IP evaluation, provides an opportunity to
make informed conclusions about the adequacy of the level of providing all
components of the enterprise with the resources necessary for the implementation of
a specific strategy of innovative development of the enterprise, implementation of a
specific innovation project, conducting innovative activity as a whole.
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