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COMPREHENSIVE INTEGRAL ASSESSMENT OF COMPETITIVENESS OF
RESOURCE POTENTIAL OF AN ENTERPRISE

ABSTRACT

The current conditions of operation of Ukrainian enterprises are burdened by a number of negative trends that
negatively affect the level of efficiency of their management and competitiveness, and therefore require appropriate
research and development. The main purpose and main task of the article is to study the existing and develop an
improved approach to a comprehensive integrated assessment of the competitiveness of the resource potential of an
enterprise, taking into account today's features of its economic activity.

The article, based on the previously developed structure, proposes a multiplicative integrated indicator for assessing
the competitiveness of the resource potential of the enterprise for individual components, which comprehensively
takes into account all the aspects. For each component the number of the most significant partial indicators is
determined with the corresponding calculation of normalized partial indicators of the respective component and
coefficients of taking into account the impact (weight) of individual partial indicators on the effective integral value of
the respective components of resource potential of an enterprise. Keeping this in mind, the quantitative values of
indicators are estimated by comparing them with regulatory (recommended) values, or with the average ones in the
industry, calculated on the basis of the data from leading companies in the field. Detailed formulas of calculations of
the indicators characterizing each component of structure of resource potential of an enterprise according to the
offered structure are resulted.

Using the data of financial statements, the calculation of quantitative values of the multiplicative integrated indicator
of competitiveness of the resource potential of the enterprise is made.

Calculations of quantitative values of the complex integrated indicator of competitiveness of resource potential of an
enterprise in the context of dynamics of intensity of markets of commodity products (pellets) of PJSC "Poltava GZK"
are made according to the proposed formulas in the context of the criterion "marginal revenue — marginal costs" in
retrospective of 2014-2020.

Based on the results of calculations there were built graphical interpretations of the dynamics of functional
components in the integrated assessment of the adjusted level of competitiveness of resource potential of an
enterprise, the dynamics of trends in the competitiveness of the resource potential of an enterprise on its effective
integrated assessment and the dynamics of the complex integrated indicator of the level of competitiveness of the
resource potential of an enterprise within the threshold limits for the data of PJSC "Poltava GZK".

Keywords: competition; resource potential; enterprise; innovation; innovation needs; marginal revenue; marginal
cost.
economic activity emphasize the need and

Formulation of the problem
P importance of studying and researching the

Peculiarities of the functioning of large single- assessment of the competitiveness of the
product industrial enterprises are intense resource potential of an enterprise. Due to the
competition in world commodity markets. complexity and comprehensive nature of this
Modern geopolitical circumstances of their concept, it is necessary to assess the individual
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components, which will allow to conduct a factor
analysis to identify growth reserves and problem
areas in the organization of enterprises.

The wuse in the activities of industrial
enterprises of a comprehensive assessment of
the level of competitiveness of the resource
potential of an enterprise for individual
components will increase the efficiency and
profitability of its activities.

Analysis of recent research and publications

The analysis of literature sources has shown
that today the theoretical principles of assessing
the competitiveness of the resource potential of
an enterprise for individual components are still
insufficiently studied. Although there are some
scientific developments on this issue, namely of
V. Gorbokon [2], O. Dobykina [7], S. Kapitula [1,
3], O. Korenkov [4], N. Mitsenko [5], A. Predein
[8], O. Sushchenko [9] and others. However,
despite such a wide range of scientists who have
studied this issue, most aspects of assessing the
competitiveness of the resource potential of the
enterprise still remain undisclosed, and therefore
need further development.

The purpose and objectives of the article

Given the current situation in the economy, as
well as based on the study of relevant scientific
sources, it can be argued that the main purpose
and main objective of the article is to study
existing and develop an improved approach to
complex integrated assessment of
competitiveness of the resource potential of an
enterprise taking into account today's features of
its economic activity.

Presentation of the main material of the study

Assessing the level of competitiveness of the
resource potential of an enterprise for individual
components requires a study of the relevant
components. Unfortunately, today there are no
generally accepted approaches to this, so the
author of this work conducted relevant studies
[6; 10; 11], which proposed a classification of
components of the resource potential of an
enterprise in the form of an appropriate structure
(Table 1).

Table 1. Indicators of the components of assessing the competitiveness of the resource potential of an

enterprise
I. FINANCIAL COMPONENT
Normative
Ne Index Calculation method (recommended)
value
1 2 3 4
1.1 Return on assets,% Net profit (loss) / Balance sheet > AV
1.2 Return on equity,% Net profit (loss) / Total by section I (Equity) > AlV
Total liquidity ratio Total by Section Il (Current Assets) / Total by
1.3 (coverage), share of Section Il (Current Liabilities and Provisions) >1,(1+2)
units
Rapid (current) liquidity |(Total by Section Il (Current Assets — Inventories)
1.4 ratio, share of units / Total by Section IlI (Current Liabilities and 0,6+2,3

Provisions)

1.5 share of units

Absolute liquidity ratio, |[Current financial investments + Cash and cash
equivalents] / Total by section lll (Current 0,1+0,7
liabilities and collateral)

Coefficient of financial |Total by Section | (Equity) / [Total by Section Il
1.6 stability, share of units | (Long-term liabilities and collateral) + Total by >1
Section Il (Current liabilities and collateral]

(financial
independence), share of
units

1.7

Coefficient of autonomy | Total by section | (Equity) / Balance sheet
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Continuation of Table 1

1 2 3 4
18 Capitalization rate, Financial result from operating activities: Profit / > AV
' share of units Initial cost -
19 Ratio of inventory funds | Total by section Il (Current assets) / Inventories > AV
' relative to units -
Coefficient of financial |Balance Sheet / Total by Section | (Equity)
1.10 |dependence, share of <2
units
Financial leverage (loan- | [Total by Section Il (Long-term liabilities and
1.11 |to-equity ratio), share of | collateral) + Total by Section Il (Current liabilities 0,25+1
units and collateral)] / Total by Section | (Equity)
Il. PRODUCTION COMPONENT
2.1. Fixed assets
Return on investment, |Net income from sales of products (goods, works,
2.1.1 . . : > AlV
share of units services) / Average annual cost of fixed assets
Renewal rate of fixed Net income from sales of products (goods, works,
2.1.2 . . . > AlV
assets, share of units services) / initial cost
213 Wear. coefficient, share |Depreciation / Initial cost <05
of units
Coefficient of suitability |1 — (Depreciation / Initial cost)
2.1.4 |of fixed assets, share of >0,5
units
Yield ratio of non- Net income from sales of products (goods, works,
2.1.5 |current assets, share of |services)/ Non-current assets > AlV
units
Profitability of means of |Net profit (loss) / [Initial cost (beginning of year)
production,% / 2 + Initial cost (end of year) / 2 + Inventories
2.1.6. (beginning of year) / 2 + Inventories (end of year) > AlV
/ 2+ Work in progress (pr ) / 2 + Incomplete
production (cr) /2] * 100
Level of utilization of Method of expert assessments
2.1.7. |production capacity, 1
share of units.
Level of utilization of Commodity concentrate, thousand tons /
2171 the value of production |Production capacity (Concentrate), thousand 1
""" | capacity (Concentrate), |[tons
share of units
Level of utilization of Rolls, thousand tons / Production capacity
the value of production |(pellets), thousand tons
2.1.7.2 . 1
capacity (pellets)
(Concentrate)
2.2. Working capital
Coefficient of inventory |Cost of goods (goods, works, services) sold /
2.2.1 |turnover, share of units |[(Inventories (pr) /2 + Inventories (cr) / 2 + Work > AlV
in progress (pr) / 2 + Work in progress (cr / 2)]
299 Material efficiency, Finished products / Elements of operating costs > AV
share of units
223 Return on current Net financial result: profit / Total by section Il > AV
- assets,% (Current assets)) * 100
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Continuation of Table

1 2 |

lll. PERSONNEL COMPONENT

Capital armament, share | Average annual cost of fixed assets / Average

3.1 ) > AlV
of units number of employees

3.2 Staff turnover rate,% 5% Reduction
Salary, relative units. [Net income from sales of products (goods,

33 . > AlV

works, services) — Labour costs] / Labour costs

Labour productivity, Net income from sales of products (goods, works,

3.4 . . > AlV
million UAH / person services) / Average number of employees
Rate of change in Rate of change in productivity

3.5 productivity, share of > AlV
units

IV. MANAGEMENT COMPONENT

Turnover ratio of Net income from sales of products (goods, works,

41 current assets (number |services) / Total by section Il (Current assets) > AV

of turnovers), share of
units.

Profitability of
4.2 management costs,%

Net profit (loss) / [Administrative expenses +
Sales expenses + Other operating expenses + > AlV
Labour expenses] * 100

Profitability of
4.3 operational
management,%

Net profit (loss) / [Elements of operating
expenses] * 100

> AIlV

Note: AlV — average industry value.

According to the proposed structure, an
integrated  indicator  for  assessing  the
competitiveness of the resource potential of an
enterprise (KPMNN) for individual components is:

1n(x) , i IR _—([)
IHCIZEZ(1+aE))ﬁ]()/ |—1, N ; J_l, nv,;
j=1

gﬂj(i) -1 (1)

where IHC_ — normalized quantitative value
1

of the integrated indicator KPMM, share of units;
N —the number of components in the
integrated indicator KPI; n("> — the number of
partial indicators in the relevant component of
KPMN (for each component is determined by the
number of the most significant partial indicators:
oc, N = 11; BC (fixed assets), N') = 7; BC
(working capital), n® = 3; KC, n® = 5; YC,
n® = 3; ..., where ®C is financial component; BC
— production component; KC — personnel

component; YC — management component); agi)

— normalized partial indicators of the relevant
component of KPIMM; :Bj(l) — coefficients of taking

into account the impact (weight) of individual
partial indicators on the effective integrated
value of the relevant components KPIM.

In the calculations there is a relative
normalization of both partial and generalizing
indicators, where the desired (reference) value is
taken as "1". Quantitative values of indicators are
estimated by comparing them with regulatory
(recommended) values, or with the average ones
in the industry, calculated on the basis of the
data from leading companies in the field.

Thus, the multiplicative integrated indicator
KPMNN has the following look by the set of
components:

l N

MIHCKPHH :f(®C’ BC! KC) yC! ---):Z_NH(].JFIHCi)
i=1

, (2)

where MII1 ., — normalized quantitative

value of the integrated indicator KPMM, share of
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1 resource potential of an enterprise is carried out
— a multiplier used to normalize the taking into account expert judgments on the level
of infrastructure, information, innovation and
other components, depending on the company's
affiliation to a particular industry.

The results of calculating the quantitative
values of the complex integrated indicator KPMNN
in the context of the dynamics of market intensity

units; 2_N
results of calculations with respect to «1».

Given the above components, we have the
following expression of a complex integrated
indicator PKPINM:

Koy = A M ey + (= 2)-[@=U) Ko Ripscxonn ] = of commodity products (pellets) of PJSC "Poltava
1 1 GZK" by formulas 1-3 in the context of the
=AMy + (L= A) | Q=T )k - 4 -t by tormt . .
Nesrscerm, Mospsexen, ) | CFiterion "marginal revenue — marginal costs” in
(3) retrospective period 2014-2020 are given in the
table 12.

The results of the calculation of quantitative
values normalized to "1" of the complex
integrated indicator KPMM in the context of the
dynamics of markets for commodity products
(pellets) of PJSC "Poltava GZK" by the criterion

where KII1,,,,,, — is hormalized quantitative
value of the complex integrated indicator KPMM,

share of units; A — coefficient of pessimism
regarding the impact of the dynamics of market
intensity of specific products in the context of the

o . ) "marginal revenue — marginal costs" in the
limits of anqual income and expgndlturgs. retrospective period 2014-2020 are given in the
The  final comprehensive integrated table 2 — 11

assessment of the competitiveness of the

Table 2. Dynamics of partial indicators of the financial component of the integrated indicator KPMNM of
PJSC "Poltava GZK”

No. Indexes Years of the retrospective period
2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
1 |Return on assets,% 2,84 10,0304 | 0,19 | 18,7 | 188 | 21,1 | 23,1
2 |Return on equity,% 58 | 36,1 |{310,2| 2,1 |131,0| 61,9 | 34,0 | 34,7
3 Total liquidity ratio (coverage), share of
units 2,65|7,00|046 |053]|066]|08]| 135|181
4 |Rapid (current) liquidity ratio, share of units | 1,97 | 4,89 | 0,26 | 0,30 | 0,30 | 0,36 | 0,61 | 1,29
5 |Absolute liquidity ratio, share of units 0,38 1,64 |0,02|005]| 001|001 0,05 ] 0,05
6 Coefficient of financial stability, share of
units 0,97 | 0,38 | 0,09 | 0,09 | 0,17 | 0,44 | 1,65 | 2,00
7 Coefficient of autonomy (financial
independence), share of units 0,49 | 0,28 | 0,10 | 0,09 | 0,14 | 0,30 | 0,62 | 0,67
8 |Capitalization rate, share of units 0,14 | 0,30 | 0,00 | 0,37 | 0,65 | 0,53 | 0,45 | 0,80
9 |Ratio of inventory funds, share of units 3,89 13,31 |232(2,28|181|1,78| 1,82 | 3,45
10 Coefficient of financial dependence, share of
units 2,04 | 3,62 {10,20(11,19| 7,01 | 3,29 | 1,61 | 1,50
11 Financial leverage (loan-to-equity ratio),
share of units 1,04 | 2,62 |10,62|11,63| 6,01 | 2,29 | 0,61 | 0,50

The results of the calculation of the dynamics
of the integrated indicator of the financial
component KPMMN of PJSC "Poltava GZK" using
normalized quantitative values of key partial
indicators are given in the table 3.

II. PRODUCTION COMPONENT

Capital assests

The table 4 shows the dynamics of the
calculated partial indicators of the production
component (fixed assets) of the integrated
indicator KPMM of PJSC "Poltava GZK" in the
retrospective period of 2013-2020.
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Table 3. Results of the calculation of the dynamics of the integrated indicator of the financial component
KPNN of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

No. Indexes Years of the retrospective period
2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
1 |Return on assets,% 0,18 10,63 | 1,00| 0,01 100 1,00| 1,00 | 1,00
2 |Return on equity,% 0,17 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 0,06 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 0,99 | 1,00
3 Total liquidity ratio (coverage), share of
units 0,76 | 0,30 | 0,46 | 0,53 | 0,66 | 0,82 | 1,00 | 1,00
4 |Rapid (current) liquidity ratio, share of units | 1,00 | 0,47 | 0,44 | 0,50 | 0,49 | 0,60 | 1,00 | 1,00
5 |Absolute liquidity ratio, share of units 1,00 | 0,50 | 0,17 | 0,51 | 0,12 | 0,12 | 0,48 | 0,46
6 Coefficient of financial stability, share of
units 0,97 | 0,38 | 0,09 | 0,09 | 0,17 | 0,44 | 1,00 | 1,00
7 Coefficient of autonomy (financial
independence), share of units 0,98 | 0,55 | 0,20 | 0,18 | 0,29 | 0,61 | 1,00 | 1,00
8 |Capitalization rate, share of units 0,26 | 0,56 | 0,00 | 0,69 | 1,00 | 0,98 | 0,84 | 1,00
9 |Ratio of inventory funds, share of units 0,210,18 | 0,12 | 0,12 | 0,10 | 0,10 | 0,10 | 0,19
10 Coefficient of financial dependence, share of
units 0,98 | 0,55 | 0,20 | 0,18 | 0,29 | 0,61 | 1,00 | 1,00
11 Financial leverage (loan-to-equity ratio),
share of units 0,97 | 0,38 | 0,09 | 0,09 | 0,17 | 0,44 | 1,00 | 1,00
Integral indicator of the financial
component KPII 0,84 |0,75| 0,67 | 0,63 | 0,74 | 0,80 | 0,93 | 0,94

Table 4. Dynamics of partial indicators of the production component (fixed assets) of the integrated
indicator KPMN of PJSC "Poltava GZK”

No. Indexes Years of the retrospective period
2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
1 |Return on investment, share of units 1,88 | 2,19 | 2,45 | 2,93 | 3,08 | 3,14 | 3,47
2 |Renewal rate of fixed assets, share of units | 0,08 | 0,01 | 0,13 | 0,06 | 0,09 | 0,13 | 0,00 | 0,00
3 |Wear coefficient, share of units 0,2810,31(0,34|0,39|0,41| 0,43 | 0,44 | 0,45
4 Coefficient of suitability of fixed assets,
share of units 0,72 10,69 | 0,66 | 0,61 | 0,59 | 0,57 | 0,56 | 0,55
5 |Turnover ratio of fixed assets, share of units | 1,07 | 1,30 | 1,43 | 1,70 | 1,95 | 1,81 | 1,46 | 1,69
6 |Profitability of means of production,% 27,7 1 86,2 | 0,6 | 61,3 |71,7 | 594|634
7 Level of utilization of production capacity,
share of units 0,87 | 0,90 | 0,92 | 0,94 | 0,87 | 0,89 | 0,88 | 0,94
Level of utilization of the value of
7.1 |production capacity (Concentrate —
Enrichment), share of units 0,87 1090|092 |094| 087|089 | 0,88 | 0,94
79 Level of utilization of the value of
" |production capacity (pellets), share of units | 0,86 | 0,90 | 0,92 | 0,94 | 0,87 | 0,88 | 0,88 | 0,93
The results of the calculation of the dynamics GZK" using normalized quantitative values of key
of the integrated indicator of the production partial indicators are given in the table 5.

component (fixed assets) KPMMN of PJSC "Poltava
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Table 5. Results of the calculation of the dynamics of the integrated indicator of the production
component (fixed assets) KPMMN of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

No.

Indexes

Years of the retrospective period

2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
1 |Return on investment, share of units 0,86 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00
2 |Renewal rate of fixed assets, share of units | 0,71 | 0,05 | 1,00 | 0,57 | 0,86 | 1,00 | 0,00 | 0,00
3 |Wear coefficient, share of units 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00
4 Coefficient .Of suitability of fixed assets, 100 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00
share of units
5 |Turnover ratio of fixed assets, share of units | 0,38 | 0,46 | 0,50 | 0,60 | 0,68 | 0,64 | 0,51 | 0,59
6 |Profitability of means of production,% 0,50 | 1,00 | 0,01 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00
7 Level of utll.lzatlon of production capacity, 0,87 | 0,90 | 092 | 0,94 | 0,87 | 0,89 | 0,88 | 0,94
share of units
Level of utilization of the value of
7.1 |production capacity (Concentrate — 0,87 {09 (092|094 | 087|089 | 0,88 |0,94
Enrichment), share of units
7. |Levelof utilization of the value of 1086|090 | 092|094 ]|087]|088]|088|093
production capacity (pellets), share of units
Integral indicator of the financial 0,89 | 0,84 | 0,96 | 0,87 | 0,96 | 0,07 | 0,89 | 0,89

component (capital assets) KPIIN

Working capital
The table 6 shows the dynamics of the
calculated partial indicators of the production

component (working capital) of the integrated
indicator KPMM of PJSC "Poltava GZK"
retrospective period of 2013-2020.

in the

Table 6. Dynamics of the calculated partial indicators of the production component (working capital) of
the integrated indicator KPMNMN of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

Years of the retrospective period

No. Indexes 2013 [ 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020

1 Co'effluent of inventory turnover, share of 381 | 2,10
units

2 |Material efficiency, share of units 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,07 | 0,02

3 |Return on current assets,% 0,07 0,21 | 0,66 | 0,00 | 0,34 | 0,34 | 0,45 | 0,40

The results of the calculation of the dynamics "Poltava GZK" using normalized quantitative

of the integrated indicator of the production
component (current assets) KPMM of PJSC

values of key partial indicators are given in the

table 7.

Table 7. Results of the calculation of the dynamics of the integrated indicator of the production
component (current assets) KPMM of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

Years of the retrospective period

No. Indexes 2013 [ 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
1 Coefficient of inventory turnover, share of
units 0,24 | 0,13
2 |Material efficiency, share of units 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | O,00 | 0,00 | 0,01 | 0,00
3 |Return on current assets,% 0,01 002|006 )|000]|003]|0,03]|0,04]0,04
Integral indicator of the financial
component (working capital) KPI1 0,50 | 050 (052)|050]|0,51]0,51]|055]|0,53
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[Il. PERSONNEL COMPONENT component of the integrated indicator KPMMN of
The table 8 shows the dynamics of the PJSC "Poltava GZK" in the retrospective period of
calculated partial indicators of the personnel 2013-2020.

Table 8. Dynamics of the calculated partial indicators of the personnel component of the integrated
indicator KPMMN of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

No. Indexes Years of the retrospective period
2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
1 |Capital armament, share of units 0,76 | 0,84 | 0,88 | 0,89 | 0,93 | 1,07 | 1,33
2 |Salary, share of units 19,9 | 22,5 | 37,0 | 31,2 | 25,3 | 18,2 | 15,2 | 19,1
3 |Labour productivity, million UAH / person 1,04 | 1,43 | 1,84 | 2,16 | 2,62 | 2,87 | 3,37 | 4,62
4 Rate of change in productivity, share of
units 1,38 11,29 | 1,17 | 1,21 | 1,10 | 1,18 | 1,37
The results of the calculation of the dynamics normalized quantitative values of key partial
of the integrated indicator of the personnel indicators are given in the table 9.

component KPMMN of PJSC "Poltava GZK" using

Table 9. Results of the calculation of the dynamics of the integrated indicator of the personnel
component KPMNN of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

No. Indexes Years of the retrospective period
2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
1 |Capital armament, share of units 0,61/|068|0,71|072| 0,75 | 0,86 | 1,00
2 |Salary, share of units 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 0,84 | 1,00
3 |Labour productivity, million UAH / person 0,47 | 0,65 0,83 | 097 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00
4 Rate of change in productivity, share of
units 1,00 | 1,00 | 0,97 | 1,00 | 0,91 | 0,98 | 1,00
Integral indicator of the personnel
component KPII 0,87 1091|094 | 0,96 | 0,96 | 0,96 | 0,96 | 1,00
IV. MANAGEMENT COMPONENT component of the integrated indicator KPMM of
The table 10 shows the dynamics of the PJSC "Poltava GZK" in the retrospective period of
calculated partial indicators of the management 2013-2020.

Table 10. Dynamics of the calculated partial indicators of the management component of the integrated
indicator KPNN of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

Years of the retrospective period

No. Indexes 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020

Turnover ratio of current assets (number of
turnovers), share of units 1,53 /1,42 168 | 1,50 | 1,65 | 1,45 | 1,63 | 1,27

2 |Profitability of management costs,% 2,93 |12,3|31,1(0,25| 29,1 | 35,3 | 43,0 | 64,2

3 |Profitability of operational management 4,74 | 19,3 | 26,3 | 0,31 | 33,9 | 31,5 | 37,5 | 55,0

The results of the calculation of the dynamics normalized quantitative values of key partial
of the integrated indicator of the management indicators are given in the table 11.
component KPMMN of PJSC "Poltava GZK" using
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Table 11. Results of the calculation of the dynamics of the integrated indicator of the management

component KPMM of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

No. Indexes

Years of the retrospective period

2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 |2020
1 Turnover ratio of current assets (number of
turnovers), share of units 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 1,00 | 0,96
2 |Profitability of management costs, % 0,04 | 0,18 | 0,45 | 0,00 | 0,42 | 0,51 | 0,62 |0,93
3 |Profitability of operational management 0,14 {055 0,75| 001|097 | 0,90 | 1,00 |1,00
Integral indicator of the management
component KPI 0,70 | 0,79 | 0,87 | 0,67 | 0,90 | 0,90 | 0,94 | 0,98
The results of the calculation of quantitative intensity of sales markets are given in the

values of the complex integrated indicator KPMNN
in the context of the dynamics of competition

table 12.

Table 12. Results of the calculation of quantitative values of the complex integrated indicator KPMMM in
the context of the dynamics of competition intensity of sales markets of PJSC "Poltava GZK"

Years of the retrospective period

No. Indexes 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
1 Multiplicative integrated indicator KPI1I1

(1M cxpnn) 0,52 056|047 | 060|062 | 067 |0,70
2 |Comprehensive integrated indicator PCKPIII 0,73 /0,72 | 0,66 | 1,08 | 0,54 | 0,77 | 0,78

Based on the results of the calculation, we
construct graphical interpretations of the
dynamics of functional components in the
integrated assessment of CKPMM (Fig.1), the
dynamics of trends in the competitiveness of
resource potential of the enterprise on its
effective integrated assessment (Fig. 2) and the
dynamics of complex integrated indicator
PCKPMM within the threshold limits (Fig. 3) for the
data of PJSC "Poltava GZK".

So, based on the results of the analytical work,
we see the dynamics of changes in the
competitiveness of the resource potential of PJSC
"Poltava GZK", on which basis it is possible to
make some improvements in its management in
the future.

Conclusions and prospects for further research

Summarizing the research, we can say that the
resource potential of an enterprise is a set of
tangible, intangible, labour, financial resources

that are available and hypothetically possible for
real involvement, which are used and will be used
to achieve current and strategic goals of the
enterprise, increasing its competitiveness and
efficiency. Resource potential is a unifying
economic category; it includes the following
types of potential: production potential, human

resources, infrastructure capacity, financial
capacity, management capacity and innovation
and information capacity. The proposed

approach to the structure of resource potential of
the enterprise will allow a better and more
reasonable understanding of its nature and
significance, which in turn provides an
opportunity to assess the level of resource
potential and its competitiveness, which is the
main goal of our research. Implementation of the
proposed methodological approaches in practice
will allow efficient and profitable management of
business entities.
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®deprac Hapkub, acnipaHT, Kadespa meHegKMEHTY Ta agMiHICTpyBaHHA, [JepKaBHUIN yHiBepcuTeT «KpUBOPI3bKMIA HaLLiOHaNbHUI
yHiBepcuteT», YKpaiHa

KOMMNNEKCHA IHTEFPA/IbHA OLLIHKA KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOXHOCTI PECYPCHOI'O NOTEHUIANY NIANPUEMCTBA

AHoOTaUin
CyyacHi ymoBM OYHKLiOHYBaHHA YKPAIHCbKUX MiANPUEMCTB OBTAMKEHi HU3KOK HeraTMBHUX TEHAEHLiW, AKi HeraTMBHO BMN/IMBAOTb HA piBEeHb
epeKTUBHOCTI X YNpaBAiHHA Ta KOHKYPEHTOCNPOMOXHOCTI, @ TOMy NOTPebyloTb BiANOBIAHWX AOCAiAKeHb i po3poboK. OCHOBHOKW MeTOl Ta
OCHOBHMM 3aBAAQHHAM CTaTTi € AOCNIAMEHHA iCHylOYOro Ta Po3pob/ieHHA BAOCKOHA/NEHOro nigxody A0 KOMMIEKCHOT KOMMAEKCHOT OLHKM
KOHKYPEHTOCNPOMOXHOCTI PeCYypCHOro noTeHLiany NignpUeEMCTBA 3 ypaxyBaHHAM Cy4acHUX 0COBIMBOCTEN MOro rocnofapcbKoi AiabHOCTI.
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Y cTaTTi Ha OCHOBI paHilwe Po3pobaeHOi CTPYKTYPU MPONOHYETHCA MYbTUNAIKAaTUBHUIA iHTErPaNbHUIM NOKA3HUK OLIHKM KOHKYPEHTOCNPOMOXKHOCTI
pecypcHoro noteHuiany NignpPUEMCTBA 32 OKPEMUMM CKAAJO0BUMM, AKUIA KOMMIEKCHO BPaxOBYE BCi acneKTW. [NA KOXHOI CKNafoBoi BU3HAYAETLCA
KiIbKICTb HaMBiNbL 3HAYYLLMX YACTKOBUX MOKA3HUKIB 3 BiAMNOBIAHMM PO3paxyHKOM HOPMOBAHMX YAaCTKOBMX MOKA3HWKIB BiAMOBIAHOI CKNafoBOI Ta
KoedilieHTIB 3 ypaxyBaHHAM BMAMBY (BarM) OKPEMMX YAaCTKOBUX MOKA3HUKIB Ha edEeKTUBHE iHTErpanbHe 3HAYeHHA BIANOBIAHWUX KOMMOHEHTIB.
pecypcHuWii noTeHujan nignpuUeEMCTBA. 3 Ornsdy Ha Ue, KiJbKiCHi 3HaYeHHA MOKA3HMKIB OLHIOITLCA LWAAXOM MOPIBHAHHA X i3 HOPMATUBHUMM
(pekomeHaOBaHMMM) 3HAUYEHHAMM abo i3 cepeaHiMM NO ranysi, PO3PaxoBaHMMM Ha OCHOBI AAHWX NPOBIAHMX KOMNaHiK ranysi. HaBeaeHo AeTanbHi
dopMynIM po3paxyHKIiB MOKA3HMKIB, WO XapaKTepU3yloTb KOMHY CKNAZOBY CTPYKTYPU PECYPCHOro MOTeHUiany nianpuvemcTsa BignosigHO A0
3aMpPONOHOBAHOI CTPYKTYPU.

BukopucToBytounm aaHi ¢piHaHCOBOI 3BiTHOCTI, MPOBEAEHO PO3PAXYHOK KiZIbKICHUX 3HA4YeHb MyNbTUMIIKaTUBHOTO iHTErpasibHOrO MNOKa3HMKA
KOHKYPEHTOCNPOMOXKHOCTI PECYPCHOro NoTeHLjiany nianpuemcTsa.

Po3paxyHKM KinbKiCHUX 3HauYeHb KOMMIEKCHOro iHTerpasibHOro MOKasHWKa KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOXHOCTI PecypCHOro MmoTeHujiany nignpuemMcTsa B
KOHTEKCTi AMHAMIKM IHTEHCMBHOCTI PMHKIB ToBapHOI Npoaykuii (nennet) MAT «MontaBcbkuit F3K» npoBeaeHo 3a 3anponoHoBaHUMK dopmMynamu B
KOHTEKCTi KpUTEPIl «KrpaHUYHUIA [OXi4 — rpaHWYHI BUTPaTM» B peTpocnekTusi 2014-2020 pp.

3a pesynbTaTamu po3paxyHkKis nobyaosaHo rpadiyHi iHTepnpeTauii AMHAMIKM GYHKLIOHANbHUX KOMMNOHEHTIB Y KOMMJIEKCHIM OLjiHLi CKOPUroBaHoro
PiBHA KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOKHOCTI PECYpPCHOro NoTeHujiany NiANPUEMCTBA, AUHAMIKW TEHAEHLN KOHKYPEHTOCNPOMOXHOCTI PeCypCHOro noTeHuiany
nignpuemcTea 3a 1oro edpeKTMBHA iHTerpanbHa OUiHKA Ta AMHAaMiKa KOMMIEKCHOro iHTerpanbHOro MOKa3HWKa PiBHA KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOMKHOCTI
pecypcHoro noTeHujiany NiANPUEMCTBA Y NOPOroBUX MeXKax 3a AaHumu MAT «MonTascbkuit [3K».

KntouoBi cnoBa: KOHKYpeHL,iA; pecypcHWiA noTeHLian; NignpuMeEMCTBO; iIHHOBaL,i; NoTpebu B iHHOBALLAX; rPAHUYHUI AOXi4,; rPaHNYHA BapTIiCTb.

Ak umtyBatn:  deprtac Hamkunb. KomnnekcHa iHTerpasbHa OUiHKA KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOMKHOCTI PEeCcypCcHOro mnoTeHuiany nignpueMCTBa.
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