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Objective. The purpose of the article is agribusiness processing enterprises economic potential
use study and the peculiarities of its analysis and evaluation in modern conditions.

Methods. In the process of studying the agribusiness processing enterprises and methods for its
evaluation economic potential, in the modern conditions, the dialectical method of scientific knowl-
edge, as well as general scientific methods of epistemology: theoretical generalization, comparison,
grouping and analysis were used.

Results. In the article, due to the conducted research, the necessity of improving the methods
of evaluation and analysis of the efficiency of using the economic potential of processing enterprises
of agribusiness of Ukraine in the modern conditions has been identified. The principles, criteria and
methods for evaluating the economic potential of the agribusiness processing enterprise have been
formed. Depending on the nature of the indicators, the methodical approaches to assessing the eco-
nomic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises based on quantitative, qualitative or mixed as-
sessments are proposed. The basis of the methods of quantitative evaluation is the calculation of indi-
vidual valuation indicators according to accounting and management reporting.

It is proved that such indicators are of value or relative nature and are determined at a certain
point in time. It is proposed to attribute volumetric indices, coefficients and indices to such indices. The
Sformed quantitative methods fully meet the task of assessing the economic potential, the degree and
effectiveness of its implementation, since its main requirement is the measurability and comparability
of the actual and target results. On the basis of comparison of various methodological approaches to
the estimation of the economic potential of processing enterprises of agribusiness, the actual vision of
the method of estimating the economic potential of processing enterprises of agribusiness was proposed,
which will enable to significantly increase the efficiency of sales of the enterprise and increase the
competitiveness of its economic potential in comparison with competitors of the domestic market and
external competitors in the open markets of the EU.

Key words: economic potential of enterprises, processing enterprisesagrobusiness, resources,
capacity building, capacity assessment.

Formulation of the problem. The agrarian sector of Ukraine, the basic component of which
is agriculture, forms food and within certain limits, economic, ecological and energy security,
ensures the development of technologically related branches of national economy and creates
socio-economic conditions for rural development.

The achievement of the competitiveness of the national economy, where the competitive-
ness of domestic enterprises’ products and services in the domestic and foreign markets plays a
special role, is one of the main tasks of economic science. An important element of competitive-
ness is the innovative development of the economic potential of agribusiness processing enter-
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prises, which in recent years have become crucial for the development of agrarian production in
a social system based on the knowledge gained and information resources.

The urgency of the chosen topic is due to the need to assess and analyze the effectiveness of
using the economic potential of Ukraine in modern conditions, which may be useful for describ-
ing the dynamics of the development of processing enterprises, as well as the ability to form an
optimal structure of processing enterprises in a regional context. In addition, it is a way to im-
prove the strategic management system for the formation and development of economic potential
of agroindustrial enterprises in modern conditions.

Analysis of recent research studies. The question of studying the effectiveness of using eco-
nomic potential of processing enterprises of agribusiness of Ukraine in modern conditions is
considered in the works of domestic scientists such as V. G. Andriychuk, N. S. Krasnokutskaya,
I. V. Zablodskaya, Ye. V. Lapin, O. 1. Oleksyuk, 1. P. Otenko, O. O. Reshetnyak, I. M. Repin,
V. V. Rossokha, O. S. Fedonin. However, despite a significant range of practical, methodologi-
cal, and theoretical studies on this issue, the analysis of literature on this topic revealed the lack
of a unified approach to assessing the economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises,
leaving the discussion points for further research. Therefore, there is a need for deep scientific
research to find new approaches to assessing the effectiveness of using the economic potential of
processing enterprises business.

The objective of the article. The purpose of the article is to assess and analyze the effective-
ness of using the economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises in modern conditions.

Presentation of the main research material. The economic problems of processing enterprises
agroindustrial industry and food security were investigated in works of: R. H. Green [1], K. Eicher
and J. Staats [2], V. B. Eide [3]. However, despite a significant range of practical, methodological,
theoretical studies on this issue, the analysis of literature on this topic, revealed the lack of a unified
approach to the assessment of the economic potential of processing enterprises, leaving the discus-
sion points for further research. Therefore, there is a need for deep scientific research to find new
approaches and methods for assessing the economic potential of processing enterprises of agroin-
dustrial complex taking into account the established market in the region [4—S8].

Agribusiness includes three components: production of agricultural resources, manufac-
turing industries that produce production facilities and carry out production and technical main-
tenance (food, tractor and agricultural machinery, mineral fertilizers and chemical plant protec-
tion products, etc.), as well as branches of processing of agricultural raw materials into the final
consumer products (meat, dairy, flour and cereal, fish, compound feed, food grade, and partly
light industry, which is based on the processing of agricultural raw materials.

Modern agribusiness in the country has more than 9050 enterprises for the production of
food and other sub-sectors of the industry for the processing of agricultural raw materials. Sugar
industry has about 120 sugar factories. The meat processing industry is represented by meat pro-
cessing plants, which are located mainly in large cities and district centers. There are more than
500 dairy enterprises operating in Ukraine. The liquor industry includes the processing of sun-
flower seeds, rape, soybeans, linen for the production of oils, margarine, soaps, drying oils.

The agro-industrial complex provides about 25 percent of the gross value added of the
country, is one of the main budget-generating sectors of the national economy. In the period from
2008 to 2018, agricultural production grew by almost 55 %, including 90 % in agricultural enter-
prises. The situation in the agrarian sector creates a number of challenges. Further development
of the agrarian sector, which is one of the most important in the Ukrainian economy, requires
qualitative transformations capable of ensuring the competitiveness of agricultural production in
the domestic and foreign markets and food security of the state.

When gradually assessing the economic potential of processing enterprisesbusiness, atten-
tion is focused on the main criteria that determine the ability of the company to solve its main
tasks. In this case, the problem is to detail the main criteria that provide a comprehensive assess-
ment of the economic potential of the processing enterprise.

The task of assessing the economic potential of processing enterprises in agribusiness seems
particularly relevant in the current unstable environment. The presence of agribusiness enter-
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prises with large scale production facilities, equipment and workers, coupled with weak market
knowledge and the fierce competition, suggests that processors are weakly using their economic
potential. This is reflected in the reduction of sales volumes, the scale of activity and the reduc-
tion of workers at processing enterprises in agribusiness.

As a result, agribusiness processing enterprises worsen market positions and intensify dif-
ficulties with the continuation of their core business, some of the processing enterprises are bank-
rupt. This is especially true for the sugar and meat industry.

Obviously, a new concept and, accordingly, a new approach to the assessment and man-
agement of the economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises are needed. The eco-
nomic potential of the processing enterprise of agribusiness is most often disclosed through a set
of characteristics: real opportunities, the amount of resources and reserves, the ability to use the
potential, the level and the results of its implementation.

Opportunities and abilities to use the economic potential of the agribusiness processing
enterprise can be estimated in absolute terms, while others can be reduced to the evaluation of ef-
fectiveness and efficiency. The development of the concept of the formation and development of
economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises should be carried out within the frame-
work of classical approaches to the methodology of knowledge and evaluation. The aspect of
structural economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises is of paramount importance.
First of all, this relates to the functional structure of the investigated object.

The use of this approach provides an opportunity to strengthen the target aspect of the
activity of the agribusiness processing enterprise and introduce the notion of economic potential
of the enterprise for innovative development. The economic potential of agribusiness processing
enterprises for innovative development is grouped according to the functions of source manage-
ment, capabilities, means that can be brought into action and used to achieve the main goals of
the processing enterprise — to ensure competitiveness and break-even by type of activity.

Investigation of the economic potential of the agribusiness processing enterprise can be of-
fered in the form of complex, step-by-step and elemental analysis and evaluation. In the complex
form of evaluation of the economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises, all compo-
nents of the economic potential, integrated into a single indicator, are investigated. The main
methods of integration of indicators are expert (rating).

Investigating the methodology for evaluating any phenomena, processes, objects, scientists
tend to allocate its structural elements, the consistent definition of which allows you to streamline
the process of evaluation itself. First of all, justifies the target orientation of the assessment of the
economic potential of the processing enterprise agribusiness, which, in accordance with certain
management functions, is used for solving various problems.

So, making decisions on the creation or development of an agribusiness processing en-
terprise is always linked to the study of the availability of economic potential. In this case, there
is an objective need for evaluation, which will aim at determining the magnitude of the current
economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises, its sufficiency to achieve development
goals, as well as the nature of its development. The existing gap in the magnitude of the estab-
lished economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises and the target strategic potential
of the enterprise allows obtaining information on promising directions of formation or reforma-
tion of economic potential.

In assessing the economic potential of processing enterprises of agribusiness is conducted
with the aim of:

— development of a plan for the development of the processing enterprise of agribusiness;

— improving the management of the processing business of agribusiness;

— determination of the value of securities in the case of buying and selling shares of the
processing enterprise of agribusiness in the stock market;

— determination of the value of the processing enterprise in case of its sale;

— restructuring of the processing enterprise;

— determining the creditworthiness of the agribusiness processing enterprise — the conclu-
sion of the insurance contract, in the course of which there is a need to determine the value of assets.
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An integral part of the methodology is the principles in respect of which, in the field of
evaluating the economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises, a sufficiently clear sci-
entific position is not formed. Numerous works devoted to assessing the effectiveness of the use of
the potential of different levels, contain only methodological methods of evaluation, criteria and
system of evaluation indicators and leave behind the study methodological principles.

A logical analysis of the existing and possible principles for assessing the economic po-
tential of processing enterprises in agribusiness allows us to form their system, which is given
in Table. 1. The main objective of estimating the economic potential of agribusiness processing
enterprises is to increase the reliability and objectivity of the assessment.

The general principles of estimation of economic potential are offered: systematic, coher-
ence, variability, optimality, complexity, adequacy, efficiency.

Table 1 — Principles of evaluation of the formation and realization of economic potential
of estimation of economic potential of processing enterprises of agribusiness
(developed by the author on the basis of [2—8])

Ne The name of the The content of the principle of evaluation of the economic potential of
) principle agribusiness processing enterprises
I | Continuity and Indicates the frequency of evaluation and the ability to make adjustments to
flexibility the system of evaluation indicators
2 | Systematic Requires assessment of the formed and realized potential as a complex sys-

tem of resources, capabilities and competencies that are associated with dif-
ferent forms of communication

3 | Comparison It is in the construction of such an assessment system that will ensure the
comparison of time and space of the magnitude of the existing potential, the
result achieved with the available economic potential at the entrance to the
system of its transformation

4 [Matching It is to ensure the adequacy of the assessment of the economic potential —
the theory of potential, criteria — the goals of evaluation, indicators — the
selected criteria, the results obtained — objective reality

5 | Rationality Rationality means that mutually exclusive or opposite criteria and indicators
can not be applied within a single assessment system

6 |Determinism Provides feedback on the results of the evaluation and the reasons for them

7 | Complexity It means taking into account all the elements of the potential, the formation
and implementation of which ensures the creation of the enterprise value

8 | Additionality Provides heterogeneity of the elements of the potential and establishes their

mutual influence

The system principle is based on the following main approaches:

1. Dynamism is that the system approach requires consideration of the objects under study
in their development at all stages of the life cycle.

2. The multiplicity of properties consists in the fact that the hierarchy of the structure of the
system and its properties generates patterns of different order. Some patterns are inherent in all
levels of the hierarchy, namely the whole system. Others belong only to a certain group of levels,
the third is inherent only to elements of the same level, and the fourth is only for individual ele-
ments of the same level.

3. Multidimensionality, which consists in the fact that any complex object is characterized
by a large set of properties, which are grouped into groups (clusters), each of which describes one
or another of its features.

4. Multiplicity, which consists in the fact that any object is considered in several aspects,
aspects.

5. Hierarchy consists in the fact that the study of complex objects should be based on the
idea of the hierarchy of their structure, namely the representation of the placement of parts or
elements of the whole in order from the highest to the lowest. The hierarchical structure has not
only models of the system’s composition, but also the quality properties of these systems and the
criteria used to evaluate them.
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Recognizing the appropriateness of taking into account the general scientific principles:
systematic, consistent, and comprehensive in assessing the potential of the agribusiness process-
ing enterprise, the principles of variability, optimality and efficiency are sufficiently controversial.

The feasibility of developing several variants of the structural elements of the economic
potential of agribusiness processing enterprises arises when substantiating the directions of the
enterprise development, for which the maximum capacity level is considered as the criterion for
choosing an implementation variant in accordance with the principle of optimality. The rejec-
tion of the principle of variability automatically violates the logic of application when assessing
the economic potential of processing enterprises agribusiness principle of optimality, according
to which the priority is considered the variant of the solution that maximizes the combined pos-
sibilities of the processing.

In the absence of significant scientific developments on a given problem of particular in-
terest is the study of the principles of scientific knowledge, among which the principles of ad-
ditionality, rationality, determinism, and conformity are needed. Considering the principle of
determinism it is expedient to put forward the following assumptions:

1. The conditions for ensuring certain size, degree and efficiency of realization of eco-
nomic potential are available structural elements of economic potential, synergistic effects from
their interaction in the process of realization of economic potential of estimating the economic
potential of processing enterprises of agribusiness, as well as the influence of the environment on
the course of this process;

2. The result of the evaluation process is a certain amount, degree or effectiveness of reali-
zation of the economic potential of estimating the economic potential of processing enterprises
of agribusiness, which was provided in certain circumstances and conditions.

Since the assumptions made do not violate the logic of the capacity assessment process de-
scribed above, this principle can be considered a methodological basis for evaluation. Moreover,
its application will allow for feedback between the evaluation results and the reasons for it, and
will also help to establish consistency between them.

The principle of conformity with regard to the assessment of the economic potential of
agribusiness processing enterprises is to ensure the adequacy of the assessment — the theory of
economic potential, criteria — the objectives of evaluation, indicators — the selected criteria, the
results obtained — objective reality, etc.

The principle of additionality means that the reproduction of the integrity of the phenom-
enon requires application in the field of knowledge of additional concepts. The complexity of the
assessment should ensure that all the necessary elements of the potential are taken into account,
and additionality — to ensure their heterogeneity, to establish their mutual influence.

The degree of realization of the economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises is
conditioned by the availability and implementation of financial, industrial, labor and innovative
potential, each of which creates additional value through direct or indirect contribution to the
realization of economic potential. Consequently, the application of the additionality principle in
the course of this study will significantly increase the reliability of the results of evaluation, on the
one hand, and on the other hand, make it impossible to use the principle of cumulativeity in the
assessment of heterogeneous elements.

The principle of rationality means that the opposite criteria can not be applied within the
same model. Since this provision directly concerns the justification of any evaluation system, the
choice of criteria and indicators for assessing economic potential should be based on the principle
of rationality.

Referring to the above-stated goals of assessing the realization of the economic potential
of assessing the economic potential of processing enterprises in agribusiness, the key aspect of
the measurement process is to determine the correspondence between the results obtained and
the desired results, which requires the obligatory consideration of the principle of comparison.
The dynamism of the external environment significantly influences the quality assurance of the
management functions of the economic potential of the processing enterprise, which, in turn,
requires the continuity and flexibility of the evaluation process.
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The absence of a unified methodology and the ambiguity of some scientific positions re-
garding the definition of criteria for assessing the capacity, which makes it expedient to take into
account the following recommendations, should be:

— neutral in relation to the investigated process, that is, to provide equal conditions for
evaluation;

— to ensure sufficient coverage of the essential features of the phenomenon under study.

— objective and contribute to the evaluation of the studied feature unambiguously;

— adequate, active.

Proceeding from the above-mentioned understanding of the content of the processes of
formation and implementation of the potential of the processing enterprise of agribusiness during
the evaluation, the following tasks should be solved:

1) how consistent the process of implementing the potential with the dynamics of external
conditions and processes;

2) how effective was the process of creating value through the implementation of the po-
tential of the enterprise;

3) what is the value of the current potential of the enterprise and whether it is sufficient for
the achievement of the specified goals;

4) how balanced the formation of potential elements occurred;

5) to what extent the existing potential is realized and whether the value created by the
enterprise corresponds to the required (planned, expected, target) level;

According to the defined tasks one can admit that the choice of one criterion will not en-
sure their solution, because:

1) they relate to different processes of managing the potential of processing enterprisesand
agribusiness,

2) some tasks need to be evaluated at the static level and the other part in the time space.

This position requires the simultaneous application of static and dynamic criteria for dif-
ferent purposes of evaluation. The criterion for analysis and evaluation of the formed potential
at the static level is traditionally considered its presence, which is integrated in the value of the
individual resource elements. Given that the concept of valuation by origin refers to the field of
business valuation, it is important to correctly define terminology that should be consistent with
the content of different evaluation processes in line with existing approaches in international
theory and practice.

So, when it comes to estimating the costs associated with the creation of any object or the
definition of its price, then the use of the term «cost» is correct. Based on such positions, the
assessment of the formation of economic potential by the criterion of its value should occur in
the cost of its creation in the past context or in the future, taking into account the discounting or
replacement at a specific date in a state of operation.

The unevenness of the formation of various elements of economic potential in the time
space necessitates the study of the nature and interconnection of changes in their magnitude.
Therefore, as a criterion for evaluating the existing economic potential of agribusiness processing
enterprises from the standpoint of its dynamics, it is proposed to consider the balance of develop-
ment of structural elements of the potential on the basis of dynamic chains of value estimates.

In this context, the balance allows to determine how justified the formation and develop-
ment of one or another element of the economic potential of processing enterprises of agribusi-
ness from the point of view of the systemic approach, and therefore its definition is a prerequisite
for sustainable growth and development of the processing enterprise of agribusiness above the
goals and objectives of the research to realize the potential of the processing enterpriseallows offer
the following criteria:

— statics — completeness, efficiency and degree of realization of the formed potential;

— dynamics — correspondence of realization of potential of dynamics of market processes.

In particular, this comment concerns the synergistic nature of the results obtained as a re-
sult of the implementation of the economic potential of agribusiness processing enterprises as a
system of interconnected elements.
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Thus, the approach to the selection of criteria for researching the economic potential of ag-
ribusiness processing enterprises (Table 2) ensures completeness of its description during its for-
mation and implementation, corresponds to the requirements of objectivity, adequacy, neutrality

with regard to the investigated object and the non-contradictory requirements stated above.

Table 2 — Criteria for assessing the potential of a processing enterprise
(developed by the author on the basis of [2—8])

Direction of

research Criterion Appointment
Capacity Cost Provides identification of the existing potential for the costs
building of its formation
Structure balance Allows you to determine the proportionality of the cost distri-
bution between the elements of the formed potential
Balance of formation | Allows you to study the uniformity of the formation (develop-
and development ment) of the potential elements in the time space
Capacity Completeness Provides a description of the real participation of the resourc-
development es of the processing enterprise
Efficiency Provides a comparison of the achieved result of the imple-

mentation of the potential with the cost of its formation

Degree of implementa-
tion

Provides a comparison of the achieved and target result of the
implementation of the potential

Degree of compliance
with market conditions

It provides an idea of the consistency of the results of the
implementation of the potential of the processing enterprise

with the conditions of functioning and development of fac-
tors of the market environment

Definition of such target benchmarks does not have a standard commonly recognized tool,
in connection with which the following requirements for their establishment are proposed:

— target benchmarks can reflect both the actual state of the potential at the time of de-
veloping the strategy of the trading company, and have a leading character for a long period of
implementation;

— target targets should be determined by the resource and specific elements of the poten-
tial;

They must rely on modern approaches to assessing the company’s performance and de-
velop Balanced Scorecard’s «customers», «internal processes», «training and development of
personnel», «finance» or accountability scorecard) in terms of the ratio of contributions and in-
centives of key stakeholders.

When calculating the requirements for the indicators that can be included in the system for
assessing the formation and implementation of a company’s potential, from the author’s point of
view, the following terms and conditions should be taken into account:

1. The nature of the indicators may be cost or relative, which is related to the content of the
selected criteria that need to be guided by the principle of comparison to describe the processes of
formation and implementation of the potential.

2. Direct connection of indicators with elements of the structure of the potential of the
processing enterpriseand agribusiness for the purposes of evaluation.

3. Significance of indicators in terms of the ability to make managerial decisions for as-
sessing the processes of formation and implementation of economic potential of the processing
enterpriseand agribusiness.

4. Information transparency, which requires clarity of sources of information provision,
content indicators and economically feasible directions of their changes in time.

The current state of development of the methodological provision of potential assessment
is characterized by the absence of a wide range of scientific positions, which is primarily due to
the complexity of the potential as a research object and the heterogeneity of its elements. Quali-
tative assessments require an expert survey or questionnaire for staff and consumers, which, of

72



EKOHOMIYHI MEXAHI3MH YITPABJIITHHA HTIJIIPHEMCTBOM

course, is characterized by a certain subjectivity and depends on the experience and knowledge of
experts or the openness of workers and consumers.

When it comes to assessing the formation of the economic potential of the processing en-
terprise of agribusiness, expert methods will be useful for characterizing the potential elements
due to the manifestation of various abilities and competencies. In assessing the degree of imple-
mentation of the potential for such a necessity, one can consider the impossibility of establishing
a direct link between the object of evaluation and the measurable result of the implementation of
the potential.

Depending on the universality of the application methodological approaches to capacity
assessment can be divided into general and specific. Common methods are used to assess the for-
mation and implementation of most of the potential elements. Systematized general methods for
assessing the economic potential of processing enterprises are presented in Table. 3

The heterogeneity of the structural elements of the economic potential of agribusiness en-
terprises necessitates the allocation of a specific methodical toolkit, which requires careful con-
sideration of the peculiarities of assessing the formation and implementation of resource and
species potential elements.

The cost estimation of resource potential requires the use of cost-based methods, which in
this area require significant development.

Table 3 — General methods of estimating the economic potential of agribusiness processing
enterprise (developed by the author on the basis of [4—8])

The name of the

Neo Brief description of the method of economic potential
method
1 Expert scores and | The content refers to the methods of qualitative assessment and provide
score method for the formation of expert judgments on the state of the formation and

implementation of economic potential processing business agribusiness
with the help of linguistic variables or ball scales. The feasibility of using
expert assessments is often associated with the determination of the im-
portance of an element of economic potential during the formation of a
generalized indicator.

2 Method of Allows to «show the dependence of the economic potential of
decomposition the enterprise on its individual components in the form of elementary
functional. Moreover, the complexity of the structure of economic po-
tential leads to the expediency of decomposition not only within its basic
elements, but also the description of each of them by a set of indicators
that ensure completeness of the assessment.

3 Index method The content of which consists in determining the relative indicators
of the dynamics of changes in the formation and state of realization of
economic potential, as well as in quantitative assessment of the factors
that influence these changes. Particular importance of this method is ob-
tained when assessing the balance of the formation of economic potential
and the relevance of its implementation.

4 Coefficient Actively involved in carrying out an assessment of the implementation of
method economic potential and involves the use of relative coefficients obtained
by comparing absolute indicators that characterize various aspects of the
implementation of economic potential of the enterprise. An important
role in the application of this method is played by the performance in-
dicators of the processing enterprise. The financial ratios are defined,
achievement of a certain level is provided in the process of realization of
financial potential.

The content of the potential of the processing enterprise is the systematic activity of creat-
ing value through business processes on the basis of available resources, capabilities and compe-
tencies. Moreover, the iterative nature of value creation and its duration in time allows to focus
attention on the systematic nature, which provides for the continuous restoration of the cycle of
such activities.
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These considerations allow formulating the goals of evaluating the implementation of the
economic potential of the processing enterprise in terms of the size of the realized potential, the
level of conformity of the realized and formed potential, the realized potential to the target priori-
ties of the functioning and development of the processing enterprise, as well as in determining the
efficiency of the process of implementation of the potential.

Proceeding from the stated goals, the object of evaluation should either be formed the po-
tential of the processing enterprise in its value, or the realized potential, reflected both in cost
indicators and in concrete and measurable results on the created value (Table 4)

Table 4 — Aims of the assessment of the potential of the processing enterprise of the agribusiness
enterprise (developed by the author on the basis of [5—8])

Stages of potential The purpose of the assessment of the potential
assessment
Capacity building 1) determination of the value of the formed economic potential;

2) studying the nature of the processes of development of economic potential
of the enterprise.

Capacity development 1) determining the level of conformity of the formed and realized potential of
the enterprise;

2) the establishment of the level of compliance

the realized potential of the determined target priorities of functioning and
development of the enterprise;

3) determination of the effectiveness of the implementation of the potential in
terms of obtaining the company the necessary results

An important feature of the classification of methods for assessing the potential is a method
of generalizing the results, according to which it is proposed to distinguish three principal meth-
odological approaches:

1) on the basis of one estimating indicator;

2) simulation of the generalized indicator;

3) graph-analytical modeling.

In the first case, for a generalizing conclusion regarding the magnitude of the potential, the
degree or effectiveness of its implementation, a separate indicator must be substantiated, which
comprehensively reflects the entire spectrum of interconnections between the elements of the
potential and the value created by them. Such an indicator exists only hypothetically, since even
the market value, which is usually used as a generalized result of the formed or realized potential,
is the estimated value and depends on the chosen method and the information provision of the
estimate.

The profit indicator is rather a short-term benchmark for activities and does not allow to
objectively determine, for example, the degree of implementation of investment potential, the
result of which may be distant in time.

Summary. Depending on the nature of the indicators, methodological approaches to as-
sessing economic potential are based on quantitative, qualitative or mixed assessments. The basis
of the methods of quantitative evaluation is the calculation of individual valuation indicators
according to accounting and management reporting. As a rule, such indicators are of value or
relative nature and are determined at a certain point in time, these are volumetric indicators,
coefficients or indices. Quantitative methods are fully consistent with the task of assessing the
value of resource potential, the degree and effectiveness of its implementation, since its main re-
quirement is the measurability and comparability of the actual and target results. On the basis of
comparison of various methodological approaches to the estimation of the economic potential of
processing enterprises of agribusiness, the actual vision of the method of estimating the economic
potential of processing enterprises of agribusiness was proposed, which will enable to significantly
increase the efficiency of sales of the enterprise and increase the competitiveness of its economic
potential in comparison with competitors of the domestic market and external competitors in the
open markets of the EU.
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Mema. Memoro cmammi € 0ocai0xceHHs BUKOPUCIMAHHS eKOHOMIYHO20 NOMeEeHUiaLy nepepoo-
HUX nionpuemcme azpobizHecy ma ocobAu80Cmi 11020 AHANIZY Ul OUIHIOBAHHS 8 CYHACHUX YMOBAX.

Memoou. Y npoueci docaidxcenns exoHoOMIMHO20 NOMeEHUIany nepepoorUX NiONPUEMCME de-
pobizHecy ma memoois l020 OYIHKU 6 CYHACHUX YMOBAX BUKOPUCMAHO OiareKMUYHUI Memoo Ha-
VK08020 NI3HAHHA, A MAKO0MIC 3A2AAbHOHAYKO08I Memoou eHOCe0A02ii: meopemu4Ho20 Y3a2aibHeHHs,
NOPIBHAHHSA, 2PYNYBAHHS MA AHANI3Y.

Pesyavmamu. Y cmammi eénacaidox npoeedenoeo 0ocaiddiceHHs 8UA61eHO HeoOXIOHicMb
YOOCKOHANeHHS Memo0dié OYiHIBAHHA Ma AHAAI3Y e(heKMUBHOCMI GUKOPUCIMAHHS eKOHOMIYHO20
nomenuyiansy nepepobHux nionpuemcme azpobiznecy Ykpainu 6 cyuacnux ymosax. Cghopmosaro
npuUHYUnU, Kpumepii ma mMemoou OUiHIOBAHHS eKOHOMIUH020 NOMeHYianry nepepooHo2o nionpu-
emcmea azpobizHecy.

3anedcHo 8i0 xapakmepy NOKA3HUKIE 3aNPONOHOBAHO Memodu4Hi nioxoou 00 OUiHGAHHS
eKOHOMIYHO20 NOMEeHYiany nepepooHUX NIONPUEMCME azpobi3Hecy, w0 TPYHMYIOMbCA HA KilbKic-
HUX, AKICHUX ab0 3MiuaHux oyiHkax. B ocnosi memodié KinbKicHOI oyiHKU NOKAAOeHO pO3PAXYHOK
OKpemux OUIHOHMHUX NOKA3HUKIB 3a OaHUMU OyXeaamepcbkoi ma ynpaeaincovkoi 36imnocmi. Jlogede-
HO, W0 MAakKi NOKA3HUKU MAaoms 6apmicHuil abo i0HOCHULI XapaKmep i 6U3HAYAOMbCA HA NeGHULL
Momenm uacy. Jlo makux noKa3HUKié 3anponoHo8aHo 8ioHocumu 00 €MHI NOKA3HUKU, Koegiuienmu
ma indekcu. CchopmosaHi KinbKicHi Memoou nesHor Miporo 8i0nosidaroms 3a60aHHI0 OUIHKU eKOHO-
MiYHO20 nOMeHUiany, cmyneHro ma egpeKmueHoCmi 1io02o peanrizayii, OCKiNbKU OCHOBHOO ii UMO02010
€ BUMIPIOBAHICMb | NOPIBHAHHICMb PAKMUUHO20 MA UiNb0BO2O PE3YAbIany.
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Y ecmammi cgpopmosano onmumizayiiinuii nioxio 0o oyiHIO8AHHS GUKOPUCMAHHS eKOHOMIY -
HO020 nomenuyiany nionpuemcme. 3anponoHo8ani memoouuHi nioxoou 0o oUiHHBAHHA eKOHOMIYHO20
nomeHuyiany, wo TPYHMyHmMecsa HA KiAbKICHUX, AKICHUX a00 3miwanux oyinkax. Ha ocnoei nopis-
HAHHA PI3HUX MemOoOU4HUX Ni0X00ié 00 OUIHIBAHHA BUKOPUCMAHHS eKOHOMIYH020 NOMEHUIany ne-
pepobHux nionpuemcme azpobizHecy 0yn0 3anponoHo8ane 81A4cHe OA4eHHst MemoOUKU OUIHIOBAHHS
eKOHOMIUHO20 NOMeHYiany nepepooHUX NIONPUEMCME azpobi3Hecy, wo 0acms 3M02y 3HAYHO Ni08U-
wumu eghekmueHicms peanizauyii npooykuyii nionpuemcmea ma 3p0CmMaHts KOHKYPEeHMOCHPOMOIC-
HoCmi 1020 eKOHOMIYHO20 NOMEHUIaNy NOPIBHAHO 3 KOHKYPEHMAMU 8HYMPIUHb020 PUHKY MA 30-
BHIWHIMU KOHKYDeHmMamu 8 ymosax giokpumocmi purkis 3 €C.
Karouoei caosa: exonomivunuii nomenuyian nionpuemcma, nepepoori nionpuemcmaa azpooizme-
cy, pecypcu, (hopmMy8aHHs NOMeHUiaLy, OyiHKa NoOmeHyiany.

Iean. Ileavio cmamvu seasemcs uccaedoganue UCNOAb308AHUS IKOHOMUHECKO20 NOMEHUU -
ana nepepadamuvléarOuux nPeonpusmMuil azpoousHeca U 0COOEHHOCMU e20 AHAAU3A U OUEHKU 6 CO-
BPEMEHHBIX YCAOBUSIX.

Memoodvi. B npouecce uccredoganus 3KOHOMUHECK020 NOMEHUUANA Nepepadambléaoujux
npeonpusmuii azpobusreca u Memooos e2o OUEHKU 8 COBPEMEHHBIX YCA0BUAX UCNOAb308AHBL OUANECK -
muyeckuil Memoo HAyHHO20 NOHAHUSL, A MAKICe 00UeHaYYHble MemOo0bl 2HOCe0A02UL: Meopemuye-
CK020 0000UleHUs, CPABHEHUS, ePDYNNUPOBKU U AHAAU3A.

Pesyabmamur. B cmamoe 6 pe3yavmame npoeedeHH020 UCCAe008aAHUS 8bIA6AeHA HEe0DX00uU -
MOCMb COBEPUICHCMBOBAHUS MEMO008 OUCHKU U AHAAU3A dPHEKMUBHOCMU UCNOAb308AHUS IKOHO-
MU"eCcK020 NOMEHYUANA Nepepadambl8aruux npeonpusmuil aepodusieca YKpaunol 6 COBPEMeHHbIX
yenosusix. Cehopmuposansvt NPUHYUNDBL, KPUMEPUU U MeI00bl OUEHKU IKOHOMUHECK020 NOMEHUUAA
nepepabamoiearoujeco npeonpusmus azpoousreca.

B 3asucumocmu om xapakmepa nokazameneii npeosoyceHvl memooduueckue no0xoobl K oyeH-
Ke 9KOHOMUUeCK020 NOMEHYUALa nepepabamvléarouux npeonpusmuili azpoousteca, 0CHOBAHHbIE
HA KOAUHeCMBEeHHbIX, KAYeCMBEHHbIX UAU CMEUAHHbIX OUeHKaX. B ocHoee memodoe KoauuecmeeH-
HOUL OUeHKU NOA0JCEH pacyem OmOeabHbIX OUEeHOUHbIX noKa3zamenell o 0aHHbIM 0yXearmepcKoi u
Yynpaeaenueckoil omyemuocmu. /lokaszano, umo maxue noKazamenu uUmMeom cMoUMOCMHbLI UAU
OMHOCUMENbHBLI XAPaKmep U Onpedesstomes Ha onpedeneHHblil MOMeHm epemeru. K makum noka-
3amensim npeonodceHo OMHOCUMb 00B6eMHble NoKazamenu, Koagguuyuenmot u unoexcol. Chopmupo-
BAHBI KOAUYECMBEHHBIE MeMOdblL 8 NOAHOL Mepe COOMBeMCcmayom 3adaue OUeHKU IKOHOMUHECK020
nomeHyuana, cmenenu U SQHeKxmugHocmu e2o peaiu3ayuu, NOCKOAbKY OCHOBHbIM ee mpebo8aHuem
A6AAEMCSL UBMEPUMOCIIb U CONOCIABUMOCHb (DAKMUHECK020 U Ueaes020 pe3yabmama.

B cmamve cghopmuposan onmumuzauuonHbLi H00X00 K OUeHKe UCNOAb308AHUS IKOHOMUHECKO20
nomenyuana npeonpusmuil. Ilpednoxcennvie memoouueckue no0xoo0bl K OUeHKe SIKOHOMUUECKO020 NO-
MEeHYUANa, OCHOBAHHbBIE HA KOAUMECMBEHHbIX, KAYeCMBEHHbIX UAU CMeUaHHbIX ouerkax. Ha ocroee
CPABHEHUsL PA3AUYHBIX MEeMOOUYECKUX N00X0008 K OUEHKe UCHOAb308AHUS IKOHOMUHECK020 NOMEeH-
yuana nepepadbamvléaOWUX Npeonpusmuil azpoousneca Obl10 NPedsoNceH0 coOCMmeEeHHoe GuleHle
MemoOUKU OUEHKU IKOHOMUUECK020 NOMEHYUAAA nepepadbamoléaouux npeonpusmuil azpodusteca,
YUMo NO3604UM 3HAYUMEALHO NOBLICUMb FPPEeKMUBHOCHb pearu3ayul NPOOYKYUU NPeoOnpusmus u
POCM KOHKYPEHMOCHOCOOHOCIU €20 IKOHOMUYECK020 NOMEHYUAAA N0 CPABHEHUIO C KOHKYPeHmamu
BHYMPEHHE20 PHIHKA U BHeUWHUMU KOHKYDEHMAMU 8 YCA08USIX OMKpbimocmu poinkog ¢ EC.

Karoueeswle caosa: sxoHoMUMeCKULI NOMEHUUAA NpeOnpusmMUil, nepepabamoiéaroujue npeo-
npusmus aepodusHeca, pecypcul, (popmMuposanie NOMeHYUaIa, OYeHKa NOMeHYUANdA.
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