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The content of the concept of “diversification”, the necessity to enhance the implementation of diversity in the
engineering industry, the reasons of low rates of diversification machinery in Ukraine.
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In the article the action of environment on the innovation development of enterprises is examined. The economic
factors of environment and their influence on the innovation activity of enterprises are analyzed. Is investigated the
most important property of environment – need for change under the action of internal system factors. The process of
the negative influence of the separate economic factors of environment on the innovation development of enterprises is
revealed. They are given to recommendation regarding the formation of innovation approach to the external economic
impulsees, the influencing the development of innovation activity enterprises.
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