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  An article provides an analysis of major tendencies in the agrarian economy of Ukraine within the year 2011 and points out 
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). 
     -

  (Y)   -
:  

Y = N . S . [ t1 . (C1 - k1 .  1) + 
+ t2 . (C2 – k2 . 2)] ,  

  Y –     -
 , 3/ .   ; 

 N – ,    -
  , ; 

 S –  , 3; 
 t1 , t2 – ,     

    ; 
 C1, C2 –    ; 
k1, k2 –   ; 

1 –     ,   ; 
2 -     ,  
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  „  « » -
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   1 2   -

    -
     

( . 2).      -
   : 
  „ ”   
Y = N . S . [12 . (66,56 - 1,14 .  1) + 

+ 12 . (69,25 – 2,60 . 2)]; 
    -

 
Y = N . S . [12 . (81,90 - 2,46 . 1) +  

+ 12 . (103,14 - 3,9 . 2) ]; 

2.                                 
    

 , .  /     / Y / 
  ( ) *   ( )   -

,   
/  /    

Y = 66,56 - 1,14  * 
   

Y = 69,25 – 2,60  * 
   

Y = 81,90 - 2,46 * 
   

Y = 103,14 - 3,90 * 
-20 89,36 121,25 131,1 181,14 
-15 83,66 108,25 118,8 161,64 
-10 77,96 95,25 106,5 142,14 
-5 72,26 82,25 94,2 122,64 
0 66,56 69,25 81,90 103,14 
5 60,86 56,25 69,6 83,64 
10 55,16 43,25 57,3 64,14 
15 49,46 30,25 45 44,64 
20 43,76 17,25 32,7 25,14 

*           (  > 0,95). 
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1 - 6 880,8 -19 1423,8 2304,6 
2 -7 894,48 -20 1455,0 2349,48 
3 -6 880,8 -9 1111,8 1992,6 
4 0 798,72 -6 1018,2 1816,92 
5 -5 876,12 -13 1236,6 2112,72 
6 -4 853,44 -10 1143,0 1996,44 
7 +2 771,36 -1 799,8 1571,16 
8 +2 771,36 -1 799,8 1571,16 
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11 +2 771,36 -5 987,0 1758,36 
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14 +3 757,56 -1 799,8 1557,36 
15 +1 785,04 0 831,0 1616,04 
16 +1 785,04 -1 799,8 1584,84 
17 0 798,72 -2 893,4 1692,12 
18 -2 826,08 -5 987,0 1813,08 
19 +1 785,04 -4 955,8 1740,84 
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26 +2 771,36 -2 893,4 1664,76 
27 +3 757,56 -3 924,6 1682,16 
28 0 798,72 -3 924,6 1723,32 
29 +4 744,0 -2 893,4 1637,4 
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  An article analyses the main indicators of economic efficiency of production of vegetables in greenhouses and energy costs 

in the application of alternative technologies. A method for planning costs of natural gas for heating greenhouses of different designs 
is suggested. 
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  An article analyses the current state of leguminous plants market in Ukraine. The potential demand including the consump-

tion scale is calculated, with consideration of the national demand for proteins, the rate of forage fund, the calculation is based on a 
balanced diet for animals. The scale of supply that can supply the potential demand. 
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  (10) ,   -

      
   (  )  -

     -
 – Rut = 0,686 (  ). 
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  The model of prognostication of accordance of volume of proposition and demand is examined, in the context of the instan-
taneous state of pricing at the market of agricultural produce. 
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____________________________________________________________________________________ 

             
 .        . 

            -
  .        . 
  An article outlines the most topical problems of the financial supply of agrarian production within the framework of perspec-

tive economic development. Scientific pre-conditions and structural guidelines for solving these problems are suggested. 

* 

       2002              2007               2008              2009              2010               2011      



 , 2012, 4 79

. . ,   ,    
          

. . ,   ,   
     

     
     

    
 

   
,    , 

      
      

    -
   .  

     -
    

  , -
,       
   ,  -

      -
 CPR ( edula de Produto Rural). -

     -
’    -

    -
     ( -

  )   -
 .    -

 CPR     
,  ,    1. 

    -
-    
,     -

 .   CPR 
  ,   

 '   
       -

. 
   

PR    1994   -
   -

                                                 
1 Eduardo L. Leão de Sousa (World Bank), Fernando L. Pimentel 
(Consultant, Agro security). “Study on Cedula de Produto Rural (CPR) 
– Farm Product Bond in Brazil”.  RURAL FINANCE INNOVATIONS 
(RFI) ESW, The World Bank. February 2005. http://www.agrometrika. 
com.br/CPR_Estudo_Banco_Mundial.pdf; Report No. 32726-GLB, 
Rural Finance Innovations,Topics and Case Studies. April 2005, The 
World Bank, Agriculture And Rural Development Department. 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTARD/Resources/RFI_final.pdf;  
Sandro Marzo, Michael Walton, Jay Rosengard. “The Brazilian Cedula 
de Produto Rural: Performance, Lessons, and Replicability. Potential 
Outside Brazil.  Second Year Policy Analysis”. Harvard Kennedy 
School (John F. Kennedy School of Government), IFC.  March, 2010. 

;     -
 ;  -

  '  ;  -
      
;    -

   .  
   -

  1994   “    
 ”  -

  PR,    -
,    

(    )  -
   '   

      -
,    .  

 PR : 
     

  , ,  -
      ; 

    ; 
   -

    ; 
   -

,    -
,  ; 

 ; 
 PR      

     
  ; 

     -
    ; 

     -
    ' ; 
      

     -
   . 

  PR  1990-  
   ,  -

  ,  ,  -
  ,  

,      



 , 2012, 4 80 

    ,   -
    -

    -
.      -

     -
   2001   

 PR,    
     

     ,    
 .    
  :   -

 PR     
 ,     
     

 .    
PR   : 

   PR  
30-70%     

   
    ( , 

 , , , -
, ); 

:  ,   -
 PR ( '  ),  

,   ; 
 :  60 ,  – 

 . 
     -

  ( )   -
:  ;  -

;    ; 
       -

 . 
    -

  :  
;  ; -

  . 
     -

,     ’ , -
      -

   .  
   -

     
    -
 .   
,     -

    -
       -

,        
.      

     -
,       -

 . 

    -
  ,    -

.     -
,      

     -
   .   

     -
      

,    –    
(   )   

    . 
    2011   

 5     
    

    -
  .  

    
:     – 

  ,  -
  50%   -

; 20% –      
 30% –     -

,      
50%    . 

   -
     -
,   30  2011  -
      

 860 .  ,   :  – 
836 . ,  – 22,3,  – 1,7 . . 

   -
 748,8   (50%  -

 ).    -
  ,  -

      1050 
.  ,   15%   

 .  
  ,    -

     -
   ,  

     -
   .  

 ,  
  ,   

    50%  
     .  1 

     2815  
      3200-3500 
  1 .    -
     -

 .  
   

    10 .  , 
      -



 , 2012, 4 81

___________________________________ 
1  . .,  . .  .       .    

 CPR.      // -   “   “  
    ,     ,   . . . ’  -

. – .:  “ “/ “  “, 2011;    . . , . . :     “
 “.    9610,  19 . 2011.       :

http://portal.rada.gov.ua/rada/control/ukindex. 

  3 .  .  -
    -

   ,    -
   350     

.  , '  -
 10 .     

    1000  -
    .  -
    . 

  ,  
 ,    , -

       -
,     -

 50%.  
   ,  

   , –  '  
.       , 

     
     

    .   
      -
,    -

     .  
    -
,   ,    -

  ,   
   -

,      
,      -

    .   -
    -
   , -
     

,     
  . 
    -

'     ' -
     

( ) –    
CPR,      

,     
     -

 „  ”.   -
    '  

   ( . 7),   -
 ’     -
  ,   -
     , 

 ,  . 
  A ,    

  1,   -
    -
  .  , 

 '   -
     '-

    -
       -

  , ,   , 
    . 

    
 ,    

    , 
  ’  -

,     -
  . 

    -
 CPR     

    ,  
   -

.  ,   
     

 ,    -
        

 ,   -
     -

   . 
  

________________________________________________________________________________ 

        (      )  
             -

-  CPR ( edula de Produto Rural). 
        (      -

)            -
   -  CPR( edula de Produto Rural). 

  An article analyses the existing financial instruments in Ukraine (on the example of the forward purchases and insurance), 
as pre-conditions for introduction in Ukraine of Brazil’s experience of functioning of financial instrument in the form of Agrarian 
Receipts-agreements of CPR (Sedula de Produto Rural). 

* 



 , 2012, 4 82 

. . ,   ,   
-    

    "   " 
   

                      
    

 
    

     -
    -

  .  -
     -
    -
      

    -
,     

.    ,  
  ' ,  

   -
 ,     -
    -

 , ,   , 
    -

   .  
    

     
      

      -
  .  

    -
   ,  -
    .  -

    -
  ,    

, ,   
   -

      
.  

    -
    
 .     

. .  , . , . ,              

. , . .     
      -

    , 
     -

 . 
   -

       

  ,   -
  . . , . . , 

. . , . . , . . -
' , . . , . . , 
. . , . . , . . , 
. . , . .   .  

    
      

     -
  -

.     , 
 ,      

   -
    -

  .  ’    
      

    . 
   – -

    -
 -   -

     
.   
    

    -
  .  

 . . ,  -
  : , -

, , -
, , .   

    -
  ,       -

,  :  –  – -
    ’  

 ,    -
 ,   

  ,    -
;  –  – 

’     -
,     -

     
  , -

    -



 , 2012, 4 83

     -
;  –  –   

    -
    

  .  ,  
    -

    -
    ; 

 –  –   -
 ’    -

     
-   -

-  ; '  – 
 –    -
     

,    -
  .  -

    
      -

,   -  -
     -
     -

,    
 ;  –  

  –   -
 ’     -

     
   , ’   

    -
  1.   

,  ,   
    

     -
.       

    
   . 

     -
  ,  ’   

      -
 . 

  ,   -
    -
   ,  

 ,   
  ,  -

                                                 
1  . .     : 

  / . . . . .   
  ;  . .  -

 / . . . – ., 2001. – 528 .;  . .  
   / . .  //  . – 

2002. –  9. – . 56-64;  . .    
    / . .  – -

     , 2008. – . 
539-545.  

     
. 

     
    -

 ,     
:     

 –  .   
    

  ,  -
     -

,    -
 ,    

;  ,   
   ,  -

 ,     
   -
    -

 .    
   -

 ,  , 
      -

 ,   
,      . 
  –   ,  

     
,     . 

   -
     

  ,   
.     

     -
,      -

  ,  -
 ,    -

 .     
 ,    
     

  ,  
    -

,   , -
,      

. 
   "  -

"   '   
    

.     -
    -

.     
"  ", "   

",   -
    . 

,  "  "               
. . '     -



 , 2012, 4 84 

 1. . .  . .                   
. .  ,   

 –    -
     

  ,  -
    

   2.  ,  
. . , . . , . .  

,     
     
   ( ) -

    -
    -

    3. 
     

   -
. ,   . .   . . 
,   –   

  ,  
      

    -
   ,   

 ( )  -
  4.    -

      
  . 

    
  ,  , 

     -
  . . .    

    -
 : 1)  ; 2)  -

; 3)     ; 4) -
   (  -

); 5)   . 
  „  ”   

    . 
     -

    -
  ,    

     
   ,   

,     .  -
    

’     . 

                                                 
1 '  . .    / . . ’ . – .: , 
2002. – . 323. 
2  . .   / . . , . . . 
– .: 2003. – . 132.  
3  . .   / . . , . . , 

. . . – ., 2003. – . 336. 
4   . .   / . . , . . -

. – ., 2004. – .175. 

  „  ”   -
 ,    -

       -
,    .    -

   ,  -
,     -
. , ,   

,     . 
  ”     ” 

   ,  
    

      
.    ,  

    
,     

,       -
 .    -
    , 

    ,  -
    -

.     -
,     

  . 
  „   ” 

   -
 ,    

      
.     

     
 ,    -
  . 

  „   ” 
  .   

     
 ,   . -

      , 
      -

    -
. 

  ,   -
  ’   

    , 
     -

 ,    -
,   . -

       -
     -
,    .  

      
    . 

    
,   ,     

     , 



 , 2012, 4 85

 ’    -
 ,     

   , -
   -

     , 
,     -

 .  ,  
    -

    ,  
 ,    ’  

 ,    -
,       -

  . 
     

 ,    
    

     -
,   ’   , 

    
   '   -

   , -
     -
.    

    
    
,      

    -
   ( -

      -
 ),    

    
   . 

 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 

          .  -
           , 
     -         
       . 

          . -
           -

 ,      -   ,  -
          . 

  An article studies the theoretical foundations of the system of financing of agriculture enterprises. The necessity to ensure ef-
fective financing management within the main security features of the financial mechanism is substantiated. A system of financial 
management at the macro and micro levels is studied, and financial management is suggested as an effective lever to control the 
distribution and redistribution of financial resources. 
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          . 

  An article studies the theoretical foundations of the system of financing of agriculture enterprises. The necessity to ensure ef-
fective financing management within the main security features of the financial mechanism is substantiated. A system of financial 
management at the macro and micro levels is studied, and financial management is suggested as an effective lever to control the 
distribution and redistribution of financial resources. 
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  ( ).        
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        . 
  An article deals with the classification of transaction costs in terms of scarce resources (economic classification) and per-

sonal interests (opportunist classification). Scientific approaches to the classification of transaction costs from the perspective of 
management accounting were grounded that will allow interested users to explore their economic essence and legal nature in the 
process of increasing of economic globalization. 
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  The theoretical base of increase of competitiveness of production of pork is considered on condition of cooperation in areas. 
The analysis of the modern state of economic efficiency and competitiveness of production of pork is carried out. 
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tion for accounting and control of agrarian enterprise is described. 
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  An article exposes the approaches to the estimation of public requirements in child's making healthy at the level of region 
and state. The method of estimation of demand and supply level of the child's making healthy in the areas of Carpathians region are 
developed. The measures for increase of demand for the child's rest and making healthy services in the Transcarpathian region are 
suggested. 

* * * 
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  An article highlights the results of research of the methodical approaches towards formation and successful realisation of 
business-system of innovative resources management in the agroindustrial production of Ukraine. 

* * * 
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  The prerequisites of Global network usage as a canal of organic products sales are examined. An author provides the list of 
countries that deliver the organic production to Ukraine and also groups of organic commodities that are proposed in On-line shops. 
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  The prerequisites of Global network usage as a canal of organic products sales are examined. An author provides the list of 
countries that deliver the organic production to Ukraine and also groups of organic commodities that are proposed in On-line shops. 
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  An article studies basic lines of estimation of consulting services, that can provide opportunity to define perspectives for the 

development of the whole agro consulting system. 
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    . .             
. . ,     

     -
   1.    -
,   ,    

 ,  .  
 ,   -

  2    -
 ,    

    -
  ,   

,   ,  -
 ,    –  

  ,    
    

 2000–2010   3,1  ,   
11,9%,   –   3,3 

 ,   21,2%. 
   

   3   -
 ,    -

    30   -
 ,    8   – 

. 

                                                 
1  .      -

  -   / . , .  //   . 
– 2011. –  1. – . 6–8;  . -  

      ,   
   2 .   / . , .            

//   . – 2011. –  3. – . 20–21;  .  
  / . , .  // , , 

. – . 2011. – . 68–71;  .   
    / . , . . 

// , , . – . 2011. – . 66–69; 
 .     -    
-     / . , .  //  

 . – 2012. –  1. – . 24–25. 
2 fao.org.resourse; fao.org.production; fao.org.trade. 

 ,    
     

,     -
   10    

370 . ,   11%. 
     

    712 .  (2000-2009 .), 
  8,1%.     

     ( . 1). 
,    10   -

    380 . ,  -
    ,  

      
86,2%.  ,     

    -
  (    -

   1 . ).    -
      

  (+10,1 . ,   51,8%)  
 (+22,1 . ,   55,4%). 

 ,     -
  ,     

5,8  ,   3,9 .   -
  ,   -

     12,11 / ,  
 –   (+23,27 / )   

(+12,34 / ).    
 (-0,58 / )   (-1,09 / ),  

,      -
      . 

     
   (+3495,4 . ,  

60%)   (+2099,7 . ,  36%). 
   , -

       -
    

 – 1386 .   2009   
1291 .   2005- ,   -

     
    -

   ,     -
 ( . 2). 
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1.  ,       
2000 . 2005 . 2010 . 2010 .  2000 . 

 , 
.  

-
,  

/  

 
, 

.  

,
. 

-
,  

/  
, 

.  

,
. 

-
,  

/  

 
, 

.  

, 
.  

-
,  

/  
, 

.  
 2901,6 4,76 1380,7 2965,8 10,26 3043,1 2852,4 17,10 4876,1 -49,2 +12,34 +3495,4

 2250,9 2,07 466,8 2179,8 5,06 1102,1 1919,5 13,37 2566,5 -331,4 +11,30 +2099,7
 237,5 4,00 95,0 246,2 2,04 50,1 230,1 12,13 279,2 -7,4 +8,13 +184,2 

 6,1 13,09 8,0 6,1 18,19 11,1 - - - - - - 
 19,5 2,98 5,8 26,3 6,13 16,1 29,6 12,46 36,9 +10,1 +9,48 +31,1 

 5,6 45,00 25,2 6,3 68,00 42,8 7,4 68,27 50,5 +1,8 +23,27 +25,3 
 2,2 7,5 1,6 3,0 7,69 2,3 3,5 8,57 2,7 +1,3 +1,07 +1,1 
 16,1 7,21 11,6 20,4 5,45 11,1 8,7 6,63 5,8 -7,4 -0,58 -5,8 

  5444,1 3,67 1995,9 5460,9 7,84 4283,3 5059,7 15,48 7834,4 -384,4 +12,11 +5838,5
 1,0 1,00 1,0 1,0 10,00 1,0 1,0 10,01 1,0 0 +0,01 0 

 1,0 12,00 1,2 1,0 10,00 1,0 1,1 10,91 1,2 +0,1 -1,09 0 
 39,9 4,76 19,0 52,0 3,50 18,2 62,0 9,57 59,3 +22,1 +4,81 +40,3 

 

 ,    
    : ’ , 

    , -
,  .  – -

      .  
 ,   -
    (    -

)       
   –    

993       –  15,5 . , 

  10    -
     

48  5,6 ,    –  374  20,1 . 
,   -

     
       

     -
 ,     

 ( . 3  4). 

2.     
2000 . 2005 . 2010 . 2010 .-  2000 . 

  
, . . 

   2674,6 2721,7 2895,8 +221,2 
   . .  1308,0 1400,0 1485,0 +177,0 

 17299,7 16872,0 18023,2 +723,5 
 4930,7 5331,6 5685,7 +755,0 
 8,0 8,0 8,5 +0,5 
,  . 138,1 140,3 179,0 +40,9 

   . . ,  . 135,0 137,0 170,0 +35,0 
 : ,  ,   

   175,0 186,9 195,1 +20,1 
C   905 1000 1279 +373,9 

 17,4 16,2 14,3 -3,1 
 14,2 11,2 11,2 -3,0 
 50,0 51,2 61,7 +11,7 

 0,806 1,156 1,181 +0,375 
  ’   , .   

   140,0 157,0 192,0 +52,0 
 ’  1184,5 1400,0 1900,0 +715,5 

 125,0 115,0 139,0 +14,0 
 22,0 22,0 23,0 +1,0 
 0,6 0,61 0,74 +0,14 
 283,6 388,0 617,7 +334,1 

   . .  250,0 370,0 560,0 +310,0 
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3.       ,  
2009 .  2000 .  2000 . 2005 . 2009 . 

 % 
 3441160 2631730 2390340 -1050820 69,5 

 866535 767017 271910 -594625 31,4 
 902285 1620310 1703700 +801415 188,8 

 863 1632 1445 +582 167,4 
 80 274 31590 +31510  395  

 1287 718 155 -1132 12,0 
 40 933 989 +949  24,7  

  5215042 5028620 4415087 -79955 84,7 
 195402 549823 308244 +112842 157,7 

 93779 32354 71782 -21997 76,5 
 31047 17126 5360 -25687 17,3 

 77 235 349 +272 453,2 
 817 2120 3709 +2892 454,0 

  1482 2419 4683 +3399 316,0 
  1284 3176 2590 +1306 201,7 

  318 776 3633 +3315 1142,5 
 5066 7871 7558 +2492 149,2 

 2338 8336 9279 +6941 396,9 
 559609 615252 976008 +416399 174,4 

  20795 19852 20421 -374 98,2 
 

,      
     

  ,   
  4  ,   -

    –  
2,4    2009 .   

    
 ,     

2000–2009   800 .     
2009  1,7  ,   –  -

  119 .    -
  550 .   2005 . 

,   2009   -
  37,5%   -

 ,  –  8,3  
,  –  100%    
 42,3%.    -

  . 

 ,    -
    -
,       -

.       -
,  11  –  , 
  4  ,  4,5  –  

  . 
     

    
( . 4). ,  2009    

  10,6 . ,   
  2000   17,7 ,  – 
 10,3 . ,   3,6 ,  

 – 11,6 . ,   2 .   
   ,  

  – 26,6 .   2009 ,  
’   –   . 

4.    ,  
2009 .  2000 .  2000 . 2005 . 2009 . 
 % 

 597 1019 10597 +10000  17,7  
’   1286 1802 557 -729 43,3 

  . .  395 220 160 -235 40,5 
   205 373 718 +513 350,2 

 17 5 30 +13 176,5 
 109 46 39 -70 35,8 

  94 70 120 +26 127,7 
  58 65 58 0 100,0 

 95 70 39 -56 41,1 
   3 11 21 +18 700,0 

  27357 35929 26612 -745 97,3 
  5617 13924 11624 +6007 206,9 
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  ’   2867 6332 10333 +7466 360,4 
 ’   26 183 184 +158 707,7 
  279 428 989 +710 354,5 

 
    

 ,    : -
     100 . , 

     -
  (  13,8 ),  (  7,8 
)   (  7,9 ) ( . 5). 

5.       ,  
2009 .  2000 .  2000 . 2005 . 2009 . 

 % 
 4 62 220 +216  55  

  8 873   
   3377   

  70900 67230 67885 -3670 95,7 
  98486 93452 99595 +1109 101,1 

 12 18 36 +24 300,0 
 1 2 12 +11  12  

  28 67 387 +359 1382,1 
 23 41 183 +160 795,7 

 173 851 1348 +1175 779,2 
 22  154 +132 700,0 

 

    
 ,    2000  

  17,7 . ,   1,9  ( . 6). 
 ,    -

    -
 ( , ,  ),  -

      

’        
 . ,  2000   3,4 

    2 ,  58,4%, 
       

  – 1,7  ,   87% 
   . 

6.   ,  
2009 .  2000 .  2000 . 2005 . 2009 . 

 % 
  115 2 25 -90 21,1 
   14  25 +11 178,6 

’    29  832 +803 28,7  
  19 5 2 -17 10,5 
 27  32 +5 118,5 
     396   

  24 113   
  3 45 10 +7 33,3 

  21 20 22 +1 104,7 
 9434 22859 17698 +8264 187,6 

 
 2009   2,4     

      1 
,  42,3%,       – 1,3 
 ,  46%.  ,   

,   ,   
   779,5  673 . ,  

    -
     -
    22,6  28,1 %.  -

,   2000     
   –   

 –  10 .  ,   
2009    (    

 )   136,5 . 
,   13,6 .   

       – 
  ,   2000  -

    873 . ,  2005-  – 
 1,6     2009  –  1  

,  –  96,7; 96,9  63,2% -
     . 

,   2009   -
       

   427,8  
108,8 .   . 
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    -
   : 2000  – 759,7 . ,  

87,7%  ; 2005-  – 667,3  
87%.   2009    -

   271,9 .   866,5  
767 .    2000  2005 . 

    ,  
   165,9 .   

 74 .   . 
  ’    
,   .  

 ,     
,  539,2   2002   -
   23,9   2010 .  

    . 
     -

  ,   -
      

– 437,5   2007     12   
2010 . 

     
 7 .   2000   12 .   2010- , 

  1,7 . 
     -

     -
      2009  

  :  – 2,39  , 
 – 1,7  ,  – 973 . , 

  – 394 . ,   -
 – 371,8 . ,  – 308,2 . ,  

– 271,9 . . 
 , ,   

   ,  -
    , 

 ,   ,  
     ,  

   2009    – -
 434  170 ./ . 

 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

             - . 
            - . 
   The problems of augmentation of the level of agrarian production of Morocco and the issues of enhancement if its export-

import capacity are considered. 

* * * 
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     . .          -
,        . 

     . .          -
,        . 
   Kondratiev’s contribution to creation of the conception of the village development on the basis of farm cooperation is ana-

lysed, the problems of rights’ integrity and equality of all patterns of ownership are substantiated 

* * * 
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. . ,   ,   
   . . .   

(  ) 

 :                     
     

 
   -  

    « - » 
    

–     -
.    (  . 

marginal revenue)    -
: 

  – , 
    

 ; 
,     

( )    -
.  

    -
 ( ):   -
.   –   -

 ,    
.      -
. 

   ( ) –  
      

    
     -

 (N)    (VC),  
 -   (FC)  

   ( )1:  
  = N – VC, ,                 (1)  

   = FC + , .             (2) 
   « -

»,      
     . 

 ,   -
     -

    -
  ,    -

                                                 
1  . .  -   

: .    / . . , . . -
, . . . – .: - , 2000. – . 366-367. 

     
,    MD > FC. 

   (md) – 
      

    (Q)  
     

 (p)    
 (avc),    -

-   (afc)    
   ( )2: 

 md = 
Q

MD , / ;                    (3) 

 md =  – avc, / ;                 (4) 
  md =afc + , / .             (5) 

  (mdo ) –  
    

     -
:  

 mdo  =
N

, /  (  -

 ),                                                     (6) 
  mdo  =

N
 100, % (  -

 ).  
    

  , 
    

     -
 :  

 mdo  =
p

md  .                         (7)  

  .   « -
 »   -

   2010   
   : 

   Q = 6965 , -

                                                 
2  . .  : . – .: -

, 2007. – . 177-178. 
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  N = 3290 . , -
-  (FC)   (VC) -

  FC = 799 .  
 VC= 376 . ,   

S = 421 .  
   , 

 : 
     = 2115 

.  (5023,8 / ,  303,7 / );  
-     

 1  FC = 1898 ,     -
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         .      -
            .  -

         . 
         .      

            . -
          . 
   An article demonstrates the economic essence and different types of marginal revenue. It describes the specifics of calculat-

ing net profit per realized unit of production and the breakeven level of production (sales) of agricultural products. An author pre-
sents the methodology of determining the financial safety margin and the production leverage in the plant crop sector. 
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   This article is concerned with characteristics of lending agricultural sector on the example of developed countries, namely 

USA, France, Germany, Great Britain. Created a classification scheme creditors of the agricultural sector in the U.S.. The structure 
of debt for agrarian loans in the U.S. depending on the classification of creditors is studied. The amount of loans to agrarian sector 
in the European Union in 2010 is analysed. 

* 



 , 2012, 4 162 

. . , * 
   «   » 

                      
   

 
   -

     , 
    -

    .   -
 ,   , 

    -
 , ’    , 

,   -
 ,   -

      
    ,  

    
( ),      -

  ,  -
1. 

      -
     
     

 ,     
,    -

  , -
   -

    -
,    

 -  . 
     -

    -
   -

      -
 , : . . , . . -
, . . , . . , 

. . , . .   . 
    -

 -    -
     -

     -
,      -

      
  .  

     -
,   ,  ,  

                                                 
*   – . . ,   . 
1  . .    / . . , . . 

. – .: , 2006. – . 8.  

  -    -
  .  

  –   -
    -

    -
  . 

  ,    
 ,    -

   -
     

,    -
    -

 ( )   -
     -

 .    -
     

        
2:  

 (  -
     

    -
    -

       -
,   ;  -
      -

     -
     -
 ); 

  -
 ( ,   -
,     

      
    

« - -  ( -
)»,     

      
     

 -  ( -
) , -

-   - -
).  

                                                 
2       
[  ] /   : http:// posibnyky. 
vntu.edu.ua/ ekonomika/133.htm. 



 , 2012, 4 163

  1  -
 –  ,   -

,  .  
     -

,   ,  ,   -
   ,  -

    . 
    

  -
     

   -
      

    -
,     

  ,  -
   ,  

  ,  -
. 

 ,   . . , 
 –    -

,  ,    
     

   ,  
     -

»2. 
. . 3,    

«      -
,    -
  »4, , 

: - ,  –   -
  , -

,     
      -

    -
,  - ,  –   

     
,    -

 . 
 ,  -

      
     -

                                                 
1  .  :  ;  . . . -

. – 6-  ., .  . – . : - , 2007. – . 
128-133. 
2  . .     -

 / . .  //  . – 2009. – 8. – . 
18-24. 
3  . .     
[  ]. –   : http://intkonf.org/efimenko-gv-
den-bryuhovetska-nyu-ekonomichna-sutnist-kapitalizatsiyi-pidpriemstv. 
4  . .      

,    -
  / . .  //   -

 . – 2001. –  3. – . 25-29. 

 ,  
 5: 

  ' .   -
    -
,     -

   ,    
    .  -

    ,  -
 '  ,   -

 ,  .     -
  ; 

 .   -
     , 

     -
   , ,  
,   ,   

    .  
    

 ,     
  ’ ; 

 ,    
    

   .  
    

  ,   -
,    -
 .   -

    
    -

,     -
 ,  , –  -

 . 
 6 ,   -

    , 
   ,    
    

  ,  -
 .  

    
  –   

 .     
     
,     -

,    
    -

      
                                                 
5  . .      

  (  ) / . .  // -
   . – 2007. –  5. – . 48-53. 

6  . .     
  / . . , . .  //  

 . . - .  “   ”. – 2010. –      
 1. – . 237-238. 



 , 2012, 4 164 

___________________________________ 
1         :     3  1999  // 

. ’ . – 1999. – 8 . 

 .  -
  ( )  
  ,   -

   -
,    -

      -
 ( ). 

  -
       -

     .  
   ’  (  -

    
 , -

         
   ),   

’  ,  , -
,   -

,   ,  
,   -  
  „  ”   -

.  ,     
 ,  -

        
     

 .  
 ,    -

  -
      

  «   -
    -

  »1  3  1999 
.     -

 ,    -
 ,   -

    -
     

  -
     
      -

    -
    -

      -
 ( )     -
     ( -

) ,  ( -
) ,  -

,  , 
 '  ,  

  . 
   -

    -
    , 

   -
. ,     

  2000   -
     -

  ,  -
      -

  ,    
1990-1999  ( . 1). 

12
6,

6

11
6,

1

11
7,

8

98
,4

94
,8

85
,8

84
,3

76
,2

71
,0 77

,9 85
,8

86
,8

77
,3

92
,5

92
,6

94
,9

88
,8

10
4,

0

10
4,

0

66
,6

55
,2

55
,9 62

,3

47
,7

49
,4

45
,0 48
,2

39
,5

35
,4 43

,6 49
,1

48
,1

41
,1

55
,6

54
,0

54
,9

49
,7

64
,9

61
,5

79
,3

71
,4

60
,2

55
,5

50
,7

45
,4

40
,8

36
,1

36
,7

35
,6

34
,3

36
,7

38
,7

36
,2

36
,9

38
,6

40
,0

39
,1

39
,1

40
,5

14
5,

9

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160

19
90

19
91

19
92

19
93

19
94

19
95

19
96

19
97

19
98

19
99

20
00

20
01

20
02

20
03

20
04

20
05

20
06

20
07

20
08

20
09

 
. 1.                                                           

  2005 ,   



 , 2012, 4 165

 2000     -
    -

 .   
    -

   2001  -
   -

 .  2000   -

  -
     10% 

(   2005 ,     
 7,9%).  

  2004 ,  -
   ( . 2). 

69,8

30,2

31,5

68,5

12,8

87,2

8,1

91,9

15,8

84,2

65,5

34,5

56,1

43,9

46,2

53,8

49,5

50,5

66,2

33,8

64,7

35,3

67,6

32,4

72

28

71,1

28,9

69,2

30,8

69,3

30,7

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

   ,  %   
   ,  %   

 
. 2.                                            

(  %   )  
:       . 

 

,    
     -

 ,   -
    -
   , 
     -
 .   -

,    -
   ,  

     -
.   
      -

     -

,   , -
-    -
      

     
   -
.  ,  

     -
,     

 (  ), 
   -

  ,   -
,    

 ( ). 
 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

            -
. ,          -
      . 

           -
 . ,         -

       . 
   The influence of organizational innovations on economic efficiency of manufacture of agricultural production is studied. It 

is defined that introduction of organizational innovations has considerably affected economic activities of the agricultural enter-
prises and agriculture production. 
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   An article studies the problem of food crisis that emerged in the country. The need for intensive vegetable production meth-
ods to ensure sustainable development of enterprises of this industry is pointed out. The technology based on the use of drip irriga-
tion that is optimal for intensive vegetable production is suggested. 
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   An article considers evolution of methods of business effectiveness estimation and defines optimal method of estimation ac-
cording to current viewpoints on business development and estimation. The advantages and disadvantages of estimation methods 
that predominate in financial management of Ukraine and Western countries are pointed out. 
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