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In the article the theoretical and methodological aspects of efficiency of management charges are examined in an
agricultural enterprise. Conducted analysis of structure and dynamics of productive charges of industry of plant-grower of the
investigated enterprise, realizable estimation of factors of influence on a production of goods cost. Directions of increase of efficiency
of control system and methods of her analysis by charges are offered.
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432,0 16,8 534,0 15,3 614,0 15,6 142,1
 ,

  
 1763,0 68,3 2656,0 75,8 2753,0 69,8 156,2

 . .  
 274,0 10,6 540,0 15,4 534,0 13,5 194,9

 

38,0 1,5 46,0 1,3 49,0 1,2 128,9
  448,0 17,3 303,0 8,6 581,0 14,7 129,7

732,0 28,3 954,0 27,2 1045,0 26,5 142,8
 ,

 
 

 257,0 9,9 579,0 16,5 316,0 8,0 123,0
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20,0 0,8 234,0 6,7 228,0 5,8
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22,0 0,9 53,0 1,5 129,0 3,3
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 360,0 13,9 262,0 7,5 446,0 11,3 123,9

 . .  
313,0 12,1 205,0 5,8 187,0 4,7 59,7

 5,0 0,2 5,0 0,1 5,0 0,1 100,0
 2583,0 100,0 3505,0 100,0 3942,0 100,0 152,6
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z1 - z0 = 93,70 – 79,54 = 14,16 .
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z  – z0  = 58,38 – 79,54 = - 21,16 .
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