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Basic advantages and lacks of modern methods of estimation of enterprises competitiveness,
that are based on different methodical principles, carry specific or universal character, are
analyzed in the article; inherit or complement other; it is, in opinion of authors, by the
complete instrument of estimation or require further development and working. The review
of the most widespread modern basic methods of estimation of enterprise competitiveness
is given, algorithms over of their estimation (in particular, method of determination of
grades, method of effective competition theory, matrix method of estimation, method of
construction of polygon of competitiveness, model market «Attractiveness and advantages
in a competition», indicatory method on the basis of taking into account of economic and
social standards, method of expert’s estimation) are brought. Vision of their classification
(on four basic descriptions) is given and the lines of certain ideal model is outlined. In the
article it is suggested to use fundamental positions are certain: understanding of enterprise
as systems of linked elements; research of all complex of factors that determine development
of process; in such system must be present the indexes related to the different administrative
functions; planning, organization, account and control, reason and stimulation, co-
ordination and adjusting; the specific of production must be taken into account; the
separate indexes of the system are called to complement a general picture due to taking
into account of influence on the investigated process of specific features of enterprise
activity; the created system must contain such indexes the calculation of that can be
provided with present in the operating forms of account and statistical accounting
information, must take into account possible adjustment of those or other indexes as far as
appearance of new data about the object of research or competition environment, that
surrounds him. The offered classification removes all modern going near the estimation of
competitiveness of enterprise and gives an opportunity to understand their construction
and basic differences, exposes advantages and defects and that is why assists scalene deep
perception of practical side of enterprises competitiveness.
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One of the most pressing issues of modern
economic science remains competitiveness and its
assessment at the enterprise level. Economic science
is enriched with various methods of assessing the
competitiveness of enterprises, based on various
methodological principles; have a specific or universal
character; imitate or complement others; is,
according to the authors, completed by the evaluation
tool or need further development and elaboration.
Therefore, the question naturally arises of
systematizing accumulated scientific experience.

Analysis and investigation of publications

Attention of many scholars is concerned with
assessing the competitiveness of different levels.
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Mokronosov A.G. and Mavrin I.N. Having analysed
the existing methods of evaluation, distinguish the
factors of influence on the level of competitiveness
of the enterprise and formulate the basic
methodological provisions that should be taken into
account when constructing the method of assessing
competitiveness [9, 122-142]. Goncharov O.Yu. and
Simonova Ye.V. lead methods of assessing
competitiveness, but leave the reader the right to
independently identify their advantages and
disadvantages [2]. Russian authors Akhmatova M.V.
and Popov E.V. [1], sufficiently thoroughly analysed
methods for assessing the competitiveness of the
enterprise, but with time it becomes necessary to
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review the already made, taking into account more
relevant information [3-8].

Purpose of the article

Therefore, the purpose of the article is to analyse
and systematize the existing methods of assessing
the competitiveness of the enterprise.

Presenting main material

Existing methods for assessing the
competitiveness of an enterprise can be grouped into
several groups:

1. According to the degree of complexity:

1) economic;

2) mathematical.

2. By the nature of the resulting indicators:

1) differential;

2) integral.

3. By way of presentation of the final results:

1) analytical;

2) graphic.

4. By valuation method:

1) indicator;

2) expert.

Economic methods of estimation make it
possible to assess the level of competitiveness of an
enterprise without even using complex mathematical
calculations, using only an economic apparatus or
using already prepared formulas. The advantages of
such methods in the relative ease of use and the
speed of obtaining results, and the disadvantages —
in a large error and low accuracy of the results of
the evaluation.

The method consists of the following steps: 1)
study of the market, competitors, needs of potential
consumers; 2) determining the target segments by
directions; 3) definition of the strategic and marketing
concept of the firm; 4) the allocation of meaningful
blocks, properties and weight coefficients; 5)
calculation of the norm of consumer value for the
economic unit of properties; 6) calculation of the
norm of consumer value for the technical unit of
properties; 7) calculation of the norm of consumer
value for an ecological unit of properties; 8)
calculation of the norm of consumer value for the
socio-psychological unit of properties; 9) calculation
of the norm of consumer value by the legal unit of
properties; 10) definition of the general norm of
consumer value of the firm; 11) analysis of the results
and decision making on increasing the
competitiveness of the enterprise. Positive aspects
of this method: the assessment of the competitiveness
of the enterprise is based on the assessment of the
totality of marketing, managerial and organizational
decisions of the firm. This makes it possible to more
accurately assess the real needs of potential customers
and the level of the company. Disadvantages of this
method: to collect all the information necessary for
analysis (study of the environment, assessment of
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factors), only expert methods are used. This does
not allow to obtain as objective as possible the
indicators of competitiveness, and therefore to
objectively determine its level.

Mathematical methods are based on factor
models of estimation, which consist in the calculation
of one (integral) indicator or several numerical values
of indicators on which the final assessment is formed.
These methods are considered to be the most
accurate, although they sometimes require
burdensome mathematical calculations, that is, the
special training of employees.

The method of ranking ranks is an example of
mathematical methods for assessing the
competitiveness of an enterprise. This is a synthetic
method for determining the competitiveness of an
enterprise, built on the assumption that the
competitiveness of the company’s products is its main
component (in particular, a significant number of
other methods for assessing the competitiveness of
the enterprise are built on this parcel).

The algorithm of the method is as follows: 1)
a list of indicators, which take for the basis of
evaluation of the competitiveness of a particular type
of products being evaluated, is formed; 2) the expert
way for each indicator determines its weight in the
overall assessment; 3) the marketing company of the
enterprise is offered a choice of enterprises with
similar products, which are the closest competitors;
4) on the basis of the received information, the matrix
of determination of the competitiveness of the unit
of production of the enterprise being the object of
evaluation is built; 5) the absolute values of the
selected indicators determine the ranks of the product
unit; 6) calculate the weighted weight of the indicator
of the total rank of the product unit of each enterprise
involved in the assessment array; 7) after the
establishment of general rank, the enterprise leader
and outsider enterprise are found. The range of
outsider distance from the leader gives an idea of
the demarcation of enterprises in a competitive
environment; 8) determine the competitiveness of
the product unit further; 9) to determine the
competitive status of the enterprise in the entire range
of products that it produces, it is necessary to conduct
similar calculations for all types of products, and
then summarize the results in the summary table.
This method has the basic disadvantages: 1) takes
into account only one of many components of the
competitiveness of the enterprise — production; 2)
requires a large number of calculations; 3) at different
enterprises (through the use of their own experts)
the same data will receive different results.
Advantages: 1) does not require the involvement of
external experts; 2) in the conditions of limited
information about competitors and the availability
of only their products, it is possible to determine
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their own place on the market.

Differential methods of constructing
competitiveness indicators suggest a comparison of
the original features of the objects of comparison
with the following summary of the results of
comparisons in some general indicator of
competitiveness. The result obtained in this way, as
a rule, accumulates only certain competitive
advantages, namely, the difference in the state of
individual factors. Usually in their city, such
indicators are not indicators that characterize the
results of the competition. This role should be
performed by comparative, relative indicators (for
example, indices of the results of competing objects).
But such an indicator as the market share occupied
by the enterprise concerned is comparative in itself
and therefore can directly act as an integral indicator
of competitiveness [1, p.31]. Disadvantages of this
technique: 1) the market share is usually determined
by only one (main) product, therefore, the ability to
compete for other. products — not taken into account;
2) market share characterizes the place of the
company in the market, and therefore — not
competitive ability, and competitive status.

Integral methods, in contrast to differential,
provide for the construction of general indicators of
competitiveness on the basis of meaningful from the
production and economic point of view of the models
of performance indicators as functions of factors of
competitiveness. Unlike differential, such methods
allow to compare large arrays of signs of objects of
direct comparison (without the comparison between
the same names of initial signs of these objects)
because of the result indicators integrating in their
values the combined effect of these factors.

Analytical methods of evaluation — it should
be noted that there are different options for such
assessments, depending on the purpose of the
competitive analysis and the amount of available
information. It does not provide, as a rule, means of
increasing the visibility of the resulting information
evaluation and the complexity of calculations can
approach mathematical, so among the shortcomings
— the complexity of calculation and perception.
Advantages — such methods often enable not only
the assessment of the state of competitiveness for a
specific date, but also give the opportunity to develop
strategic measures to improve this state. An example
of an analytical method is to assess the
competitiveness of an enterprise on the basis of
effective competition [1,6,9]. According to this
theory, the most competitive are those enterprises
where the best work of all units and services is
organized. The efficiency of each of the services is
influenced by many factors — the resources of the
firm. Evaluating the effectiveness of each department
involves assessing the effectiveness of the use of these
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resources. The basis of the method is the assessment
of four group indicators or criteria of competitiveness.

The first group includes indicators that
characterize the efficiency of management of the
production process: the cost of production costs,
the rationality of the exploitation of fixed assets, the
perfection of the technology of manufacturing goods,
organization of work in production. The second group
combines indicators that reflect the efficiency of
managing working capital: the independence of the
enterprise from external sources of funding, the ability
of the company to pay off its debts, the ability to
stable development of the enterprise in the future.
The third group includes an indicator

Advantages

The given rating of competitiveness of the
enterprise covers all the most important estimations
of economic activity of the industrial enterprise;
availability of formalized calculation algorithm.
Disadvantages The method does not take into
account the specifics of enterprises of different
directions of activity, where the weight of these factors
is different.

Graphic evaluation methods are often used
along with analytical ones, then they, in addition to
one unit, illustrate the picture of the competitiveness
of the enterprise. The disadvantages of graphic
methods are that they often show not the
competitiveness of the enterprise, but its state among
competitors, and the advantages in the presence of
formalized evaluation algorithm and the highest level
of perception of the final results of the evaluation,
interpreted in graphic objects (drawings, charts,
diagrams, etc.) The most common and widely used
method is the construction of a polygon of
competitiveness. Construction of polygons of
competitiveness, representing graphic combinations
of estimates of the position of the company and
competitors in the most significant areas of activity,
presented in the form of vector axes. By imposing
the polygons of the competitiveness of different
enterprises on one another, it is possible to identify
the strengths and weaknesses of one enterprise in
relation to another. For the quantitative expression
of characteristics, an expert method or method of
applying scales is used. Most often use a seven- or
fifteen-point scale. The main drawbacks of this
method are: application of the expert method, that
is, the introduction of subjective assessment;
difficulties in quantifying such qualitative
characteristics as after-sales service, etc.; this method
does not give an accurate quantitative assessment of
the characteristics of enterprises according to the
given criteria. Positive aspects of this method: clearly
shows the weak and strong sides of enterprises; allows
it to quickly and easily determine the position of the
investigated enterprise with respect to its competitors.
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Another approach to illustrating the results of
the evaluation is the model «Market Attractiveness
— Benefits of Competition». Defining the model is
the attractiveness of the market and the benefits of
competition. The attractiveness of the market consists
of the characteristics of the market space, the quality
of the market, the basis of supply and other
conditions. The advantages in competition are
determined by the relative position in the market,
the potential of the product, research potential, as
well as the qualifications of managers and employees.
This matrix allows you to determine the position of
the enterprise in the market relative to other
competitors, and also allows you to develop strategic
recommendations for improving the competitiveness
of the firm. Disadvantages of the model: determining
the factors of the model requires a large amount of
information, which often is simply not available; it
is difficult to quantify the qualitative characteristics;
The model is static and reflects only the given time
interval.

Indicator methods are based on the use of a
system of indicators, which help to assess the
competitiveness of the enterprise. Under the indicator
are understood a set of characteristics that enable to
formally describe the state of the parameters of an
object under study, and on this basis formulate
recommendations for improving the effectiveness of
the operation of the object. Each indicator can break
up into a number of indicators that reflect the state
of individual elements of the object being studied,
therefore, it is often the task of selecting the most
important indicators to evaluate each of these factors.

Fedonin OS, Repin .M., Oleksyuk OI, offer
an indicator method for assessing the competitiveness
of enterprises by economic and social standards.

Different ratios of income and earnings (capital,
labour, time) compared with similar standards, which
are determined by the criterion-expert way, give an
opportunity to assess the competitiveness of the
enterprise. Such an assessment is formed on the basis
of the use of a number of indicators and standards
(norms, standards), for which the enterprise becomes
competitive. The competitiveness standards of the
enterprise are divided into two groups: economic
and social.

The assessment of the company’s
competitiveness according to economic standards is
carried out by at least 5 economic standards, namely:
the efficiency of the use of real and informational
resources, economic space, time, technology, income
level. Based on these indicators, you can choose the
proper methodology for estimating

These indicators are compared with similar
normative or actual indicators of competitors, which
enables to assess the individual level of
competitiveness of the enterprise according to
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economic standards.

In relation to the established level of
competitiveness of the enterprise, depending on the
globalization of research objectives, the matrix of
competitiveness of the enterprise is constructed,
which shows the relative values fof the selected
standards (indicators) and their percentage-ballroom
expression.

The results of the calculations are summarized
in the table for choosing a strategy for improving
the competitiveness of the enterprise.

The advantages of this method are that it gives
an opportunity to integrate assessment of the
competitiveness of the enterprise, taking into account
economic and social blocks, and the disadvantages
is that expert (ball) assessment methods are
predominantly used to develop standards; the authors
are proposed to use for comparison the normative
or actual figures of competitors without the
corresponding proposal of normative industry
indicators in the conditions of strict confidentiality
of commercial information.

Expert evaluation methods are often used,
moreover, as we see, not only as an independent
method, but also as an auxiliary in other methods.
The essence of these is the involvement of
professional experts to assess the competitiveness of
the enterprise.

Advantages — in the simplicity of using and
saving time in collecting information about
competitors, because they are based on the opinion
of experienced professionals. However, the advantage
of the methods is at the same time a disadvantage
for them, because sometimes expert subjectivity may
distort the evaluation results depending on the
qualifications of experts [3, p.55].

The assessment of competitiveness consists in
the compilation of relevant tables, the evaluation of
indicators and their comparison with enterprises-
competitors. In this case, as a rule, the assessment is
conducted on the following groups of factors: 1)
product (product range and nomenclature as a whole,
marketing opportunities of new products, basic
technology of production, technical and economic
indicators of products, product quality, trademark
image, industrial design, packaging, certificate of
conformity, after-sales service, warranty period, legal
product protection); 2) price (selling and
consumption price, percentage of price discount,
mechanism and terms of payment, conditions for
granting a loan); 3) distribution of goods (distribution
forms, work of wholesale intermediaries, work of
sales representatives, direct delivery, work of retailers,
exhibition and fair activity, other factors: degree of
coverage of the market, warehousing, transportation,
stock control); 4) commodity goods (advertising, PP,
sales promotion, direct sales, quality of work of the
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trading apparatus, etc.). Disadvantages of the model:
the comparative nature of the estimates, therefore
the result is not competitive ability, but competitive
status; the selection of evaluation factors is more
towards the assessment of the goods, and not the
enterprise. Advantages: does not require the use of
confidential information, sufficiently qualified
experts.

Expert methods are used to assess the
competitiveness of enterprises and as an independent
method, and as an additional. Therefore, we consider
it necessary to pay attention to the following:

1) the quality of the evaluation will directly
depend on the qualifications of the experts and the
terms of the interview (individual or group);

2) the result of the evaluation can be different
(even significant) in different time slices

3) expert opinions may turn out to be
diametrically opposed.

In addition, the selection of experts is
determined by the possibilities of the enterprise
(financial, temporal, spatial, etc.) and significantly
influences the outcome of the assessment. Therefore,
without deleting this (often quite effective) method
of evaluation, we warn against its ill-considered use.

It is advisable to take into account a number of
principal methodological provisions when developing
the methods for evaluating competitiveness [9, p.123]:

— the principle of system. This principle is based
on the notion of a system, when the behaviour of
each of its elements affects the behaviour of the
whole. Such a whole supports the system of factors
of competitiveness of the enterprise, which manifests
itself as a result of the interaction of a complex of
external and internal conditions of competition;

— the principle of integrated assessment of
factors. Since each indicator of a system is a
quantitative estimate of the influence on this process
of any factor or group of factors, then the whole
system of logically interconnected and
complementary indicators must be built in
accordance with a set of factors that determine the
growth of competitiveness of the enterprise. This
means that the development of these indicators
should precede the study of the whole complex of
factors that determine the development of the process
being studied;

— the principle of functional management
orientation. Due to the fact that the purpose of
developing a system of indicators is to manage the
process of increasing the competitiveness of the
enterprise, in such a system must be present indicators
associated with different management functions:
planning, organization, accounting and control,
motivation and stimulation, coordination and
regulation ;

— the principle of taking into account the
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specifics of production. The developed system should
include indicators that reflect the specific industry
features of production and take into account their
impact on the competitiveness of the enterprise;

— the principle of hierarchy of indicators.
Indicators that organically fill this system must be
ranked in importance. The separation of the leading
components of the process under study should be
facilitated by a combination of generalization
indicators that provide the most complete, optionally
integrated characteristic of the main areas of
increasing competition;

— the principle of information security. The
system to be created should contain such indicators,
the calculation of which can be provided by the
available forms of accounting and statistical reporting
with information that has the completeness,
authenticity, accuracy and timeliness of the accession,;

— the principle of ensuring comparability.
Construction of the system should be made taking
into account compliance with the conditions of
comparability of indicators by their characteristics,
timing, methods of obtaining information, units of
measurement and methods of calculation;

— the principle of continuity. Takes into
account the possible correction of these or other
indicators as new data about the object of research
or the surrounding environment surrounds it. In this
case, such an adjustment should be discrete, and its
need can only be established by the results of the
practical use of the system of indicators being
developed.

Conclusions

The proposed classification reflects all modern
approaches to assessing the competitiveness of the
enterprise and allows them to understand their
construction and main differences, reveals the
advantages and disadvantages and, therefore,
contributes to the versatile profound perception of
the practical side of the competitiveness of
enterprises.

An overview of modern methods according to
the given classification allows to draw the following
conclusions:

1) none of the above techniques is flawless and
has both advantages and disadvantages (in particular,
based on the assumption that information about
competitors is completely accessible, not taking into
account the factor of commercial secrecy);

2) the two most common mistakes in assessing
the competitiveness of an enterprise are its
identification with the competitive status of the
enterprise or the competitiveness of the product
(goods) of the enterprise, while the product is only
one of the components of the competitiveness of
the enterprise;

3) the vast majority of methods use more or
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less expert methods of evaluation, which worsens
the quality of the results through a certain proportion
of subjectivity;

4) the vast majority of techniques are aimed at
determining the competitive status, not the potential
of the enterprise;

5) the most perfect and qualitative method can
be considered that:

— is analytical in nature and reflects the change
of competitiveness over a long period of time;

— is an assessment of the ability to compete,
that is, the assessment of the competitive potential;

— Provides strategic guidelines for improving
this situation;

— has a formalized evaluation algorithm based
on economic and mathematical modelling and at
the same time is not too complicated in application;

— constructed on the basis of economic
indicators and has an integral character;

— provides a graphical interpretation of the
results obtained.
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AHAJII3 METOJIB OLIIHIOBAHHA
KOHKYPEHTOCITPOMOZKHOCTI HIAIIPUEMCTBA

Hecpedosa O.I.

Y cmammi npoananizoeano ocrosHi nepegaeu i Hedoaiku cy-
YACHUX Memo0ié OUIHIWEAHHSI KOHKYPEeHMOCHPOMOICHOCMI
nionpuemcme, wo IpyHmMyIOmMscsa Ha pPizHUX MemoOduvHuX 3acadax,
HOoCcAmMb cneyugiyHull abo yHieepcaavHUll xapakmep,; HAcAiOyHOmMb
4y QONOBHHIOMb [HWII; €, HA OYMKY A8MOpI8, 3aKiHUeHUM IHCMpY-
MEHMOM OUiHI08aHHS a00 nompebyIoms NOOANBUIOO PO3BUMKY U
onpayroeanus. Tlooano 0ens0 Haubinew po3noscrooiceHux cyvac-
HUX OCHOBHUX Memo0ié OUIHIOBAHHS KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONCHOCHI
nionpuemcmea, HageoeHo anopuUMMU ix OUiHBaHHs (30Kpema, me-
Mmoo 8U3HA4eHHs paHeie, Memod meopii eghekmueHoi KOHKYpeHuil,
Mampu4HULl Memoo OUiHIO8AHHs, Memod nobydosu bazamokymuu-
Ka KOHKYPeHmMOCHpomodcHocmi, modeasv “Ilpusabausicme punky —
nepeeaeu 6 KOHKYpeHyii”, iHoukamopHui memoo Ha OCHO8I 8paxy-
BAHHSI eKOHOMIYHUX | COYIANbHUX CIMAHOapmMie, Memod eKnepmHo2o
ouinreants). Hadano 6auenns ix kaacughixayii (3a wvomupma oc-
HOGHUMU XAPAKMEPUCMUKAMU) | OKPeCAeHO pucl neeHoi idearbHoi
modeni. Y cmammi 3anponoHO08aHO GUKOPUCMO8YBAMU NeGHI NPUH-
YUNOBI NONOICEHHA: PO3YMIHHA NIONpUEMCMea K cucmemu 63a-
EMON0B AZAHUX eNeMeHmiB; D0CAIONCEHHS YCb02O0 KOMNACKCY HUH-
HUKIB, W0 U3HAYAIOMb PO3BUMOK NPOUECy, 8 Makitl cucmemi ma-
oms 6ymu npucymHimu NOKA3HUKU, MO8 I3aHI 3 DI3HUMU YNpaei-
HCObKUMU (DYHKUIAMU,; NAGHYBAHHAM, OpeaHizayiero, 00AiKom i KOH-
mponem, MOMUBYBAHHAM i CMUMYAIOBAHHAM, KOOPOUHAUIEIO i peey-
JNHOBAHHAM; NOGUHHA 8PAXOBYBAMUCH CReyUiKa eupoOHULMEA; OK-
pemi NOKA3HUKU cucmeMmu NOKAUKAHI 00N0GHIOBAMU 3A2aNbHY Kap-
MUKy 3a paxyHox 6paxy8anHs 6nAUGY HA 00CAIONCY8AHULl npoyec
cheyugiunux ocobaugocmeil JisAbHOCMi NIONPUEMCMBA; CMBOPH-
6aHa cucmema NOBUHHA MiCMUMU MAKi NOKA3HUKU, PO3PAXYHOK
AKUX Modce Oymu 3abe3neyeHull HaseHow 6 dirouux gopmax obaiky
i cmamucmuuHoi 36imHocmi iHghopmayiero, Mae 8paxo8yeamu Moxic-
Au6e Kopucy8auHs mux abo iHwux NOKA3HUKIG 3a MIpOI0 NOSGU HO-
8UX 0aHUX Npo 00’ekm docaidxceHHs abo KOHKYPeHmHe cepedosu-
we, wo tioeo omoyye. 3anponoHosana Kaacugikayis eiobusae yci
cyuacHi nioxoou 00 OYIHIOBAHHS KOHKYDPEHMOCHPOMONCHOCMI
nionpuemcemea i dae 3moey 3po3ymimu ix no6yoosy i 0CHOBHI
8iOMIHHOCMI, PO3KpUBac nepesacu i HeOOAIKU | MOMY CAPUSIE DI3HO-
OiYHOMY 2AUOOKOMY CAPULIHAMMIO NPAKMUYHO20 OOKY KOHKYDEeH-
MOCHPOMONCHOCII NIONPUEMCNE.

KimouoBi cjioBa: MeTol, OIliHIOBaHHSI, KOHKYPEHTOCIIPO-
MOXHiCTb, MiAMPUEMCTBO, MPUHLIUII.

AHAJ/IN3 METOJ0OB OLIEHKN
KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOBHOCTU ITPEAIIPUATUA

Hegpedosa A.T.

B cmamuve npoananusuposanvl 0cHo6HbIE NpeumMylecmea u
HeAdoCmamKu cO8PeMEHHbIX Memod08 OUeHKU KOHKYPEHMOCHOC00-
HOCMU npeonpusmuii, KOmopbie OCHOBbIBAIOMCS HA PA3HBIX MENO-
Ou1ecKux NnpUHYUNAGx, HOCSIM CheyuuueckKull Uil YHUBEPCANbHbIL
Xxapakmep; HacAe0yom uau OONOAHAOM Opye Opyea; A6AHmcs, no
MHEHUI0 a8mopo8, 3aKOHUEHHbIM UHCIMPYMEHMOM OUeHKU AU mpe-
6yrom danvretiueeo pazeumus u dopabomxu. Ilodan 0630p naubo-
Jee pacnpoCcmpaHeHHbIX COBPEMEHHBIX OCHOBHBIX Men0008 OUeHKU
KOHKYPEHMOCHOCOGHOCMU NPeOnPUsIMUSL, NPUBEOEHbL ANCOPUMMBbL UX
oueHKku (6 wacmuHocmu, mMemoo onpedeeHusi paHeos, memood meo-
puu 3¢eKkmuHoOU KOHKYPEHUUU, MAMPUYHBLL Memo0 OUeHKU, Me-
mMo0 NOCMPOEHUs MHO20Y20NbHUKA KOHKYDPEHMOCNOCOGHOCIU, MO-
denw «lIpusnexamensHocmy poiHKa — NPEUMYU4ECMEA 6 KOHKYPEH-
Yuu», UHOUKAMOPHBII MEMOO0 HA OCHO8e Y4EéMa SKOHOMUYECKUX U
COUUANbHBIX cmanoapmosg, memoo exknepmuol oyenku). Ilpedoc-
maeneHo eudeHue ux Kaaccugpurxayuu (no 4emoipem OCHOBHbIM Xa-
PaKmepucmukam) u nooaHsl 4epmol Hekoll udearvHol modeau. B
cmamoe npednodCeHo UCNOAb3068AMb ONPeOeIéHHble NPUHUUNUANb-
Hble NOA0NCEHUS: NOHUMAHUE NPEONPUAMUS KaK CUCTEMbl 83aUMO-
V6A3AHHbIX INEMEHMO08; UCCAed08aHlUe 6cec0 KOoMNieKca ¢akmo-
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D08, Komopble onpedeasom pazeumue npoyecca; 8 maKoi cucmeme
004JICHbL NPUCYMCMB08AMb NOKA3AMeNU, CEA3AHHblE C DA3HbIMU
YAPaGAeHUeCKUMU @QYHKUUSMU, NAGHUPOBAHUEM, OpeaHu3ayuel,
YHemoM U KOHMpPOAeM, MOMUSAyUell U CIUMYAUPOBAHUEM, KOOD-
Junayuel u pecyauposanuem; 00ANCHA YHUMbIEAMbCs CheyupuKa
npou3eoocmea; omoenvHbie NOKA3amenu CUCmeMbl NPU3EaHsl 00-
NOAHAMYb 00WYH KAPMUHY 3a cHem y4éma 6AUsHUS Ha uccaedye-
Mblll npoyecc cheyughuueckux ocobenHocmetl dessmeabHOCmu nped-
npusmus; co3daeaemas cucmema 00ANUCHA CO0EPHCAmMsd MaKue no-
Kasamenu, pacuem KOmopvix Mojcem 0binb 06ecneuer UMeruelics
6 delicmayrouux Gopmax yuema u cmamucmu4ecKoi Om4emHocmu
ungopmayuet, 00ANCeH YHUMbI6amy 603MONCHYI0 KOPPEKMUPOBKY
mex uau opyeux nokazameneu no mepe NOs6AeHUs HO8bIX OGHHbIX
00 06seKme uccaedo8anus U KOHKYPeHmHoll cpede, KOMopas e2o
oxpycaem. [Ipednodcennas Kaaccugpuxayus ompasicaem éce co-
8peMeHHble N00X00bl K OUeHKe KOHKYPeHmOoCnocooHocmu npeonpu-
AMuUs U daem 603MOICHOCMb NOHSAMb UX NOCMPOEHUe U OCHOBHbLE
OMAUMUSL, PACKDbIEACM NPEUMYUeCea U HeOOCMAamKy U NHOMOMY
cnocobcmeyem pasHOCHOPOHHEMY 2nyOOKOMY GOCHPUSIMUIO NPAK-
MU4eCKol CMopoHbl KOHKYPEHMOCROCOOHOCHU NPeOnPUSMULL.

KnouyeBbie cioBa: MeToq, OIliHKA, KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOO-
HOCTb, MPEANPUITHE, TPUHLIMII.
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Basic advantages and lacks of modern methods of estimation
of enterprises competitiveness, that are based on different methodical
principles, carry specific or universal character, are analyzed in the
article; inherit or complement other; it is, in opinion of authors, by
the complete instrument of estimation or require further development
and working. The review of the most widespread modern basic methods
of estimation of enterprise competitiveness is given, algorithms over
of their estimation (in particular, method of determination of grades,
method of effective competition theory, matrix method of estimation,
method of construction of polygon of competitiveness, model market
«Attractiveness and advantages in a competition», indicatory method
on the basis of taking into account of economic and social standards,
method of expert’s estimation) are brought. Vision of their classification
(on four basic descriptions) is given and the lines of certain ideal
model is outlined. In the article it is suggested to use fundamental
positions are certain: understanding of enterprise as systems of linked
elements; research of all complex of factors that determine development
of process; in such system must be present the indexes related to the
different administrative functions, planning, organization, account
and control, reason and stimulation, co-ordination and adjusting;
the specific of production must be taken into account; the separate
indexes of the system are called to complement a general picture due
to taking into account of influence on the investigated process of
specific features of enterprise activity; the created system must contain
such indexes the calculation of that can be provided with present in
the operating forms of account and statistical accounting information,
must take into account possible adjustment of those or other indexes
as far as appearance of new data about the object of research or
competition environment, that surrounds him. The offered
classification removes all modern going near the estimation of
competitiveness of enterprise and gives an opportunity to understand
their construction and basic differences, exposes advantages and
defects and that is why assists scalene deep perception of practical
side of enterprises competitiveness.

Keywords: method, appraisal, competitiveness, enterprise,
principal.
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