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The main methods of assessment of investment attractiveness are investigated at the enterprise level. The

contemporary approaches to the estimation of the enterprise investment attractiveness have been suggested. They are
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based on the maximization of the enterprise individual calculations of analytical indices and the use of the extreme
integral indices of investment attractiveness.
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The article analyzes the intellectual capital in Ukraine, the problems of its development in our country. A

comparison of the costs of research in developed countries and in our country, and costs of intellectual ineffective
policy is conducted. It is underlined that in contemporary conditions as a priority for Ukraine's economic development
should be a stimulation of research and inventive activities of scientists, and prevention of ‘brain drain’ abroad.
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