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1.                                                      
     * 

    
2008 2009 2010 

  
(+,-) 

  – , .  61573 62488 65328 3755 
   

 1  .- . ,  3,83 3,12 3,23 -0,6 
 , % 50,1 48,4 41,1 -9 

    219 218 210 -9 
   

 1  .- . ,  3,03 3,33 4,63 1,6 
 , % 49,9 51,6 58,9 9 

    218 233 302 84 
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2008 2009 2010 

  
(+,-) 

     ,            
.  27 682 25 837 36 164 8 482 

 . .:  
   -19 056 -19 753 -7 039 12 017 

   46 778 45 590 43 203 -3 575 
 : 

   27 981 25 823 31 160 3 179 

   9 268 7 860 77 -9 179 
   580 394 268 -312 
   8 949 11 513 11 698 2 749 

 , .  18 237 14 868 12 039 -6 198 
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 ,           . 
   The economic essence of working capital, the specifics of their operation in agricultural enterprises, the analysis of security of farm working 

capital and sources of their formation, the main ways to optimize the formation of working capital and sources of funding are considered. 
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