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Virtual communications and their influence on  
efficiency of an activity of agricultural entities  

 
© Scientific problem. Resource provision is 
determined to be a basic factor of any enter-
prise functioning, including agricultural one. 
Alongside with other resources, the workforce 
determines strategic success of an enterprise 
and becomes the ground of its competiveness 
provision. The insufficient attention to this fac-
tor during the process of business decisions 
preparation and realization may result in the 
economic effect decrease.  

Regardless the technical potential, organiza-
tional and other benefits, an enterprise won’t 
start working efficiently without the rationally 
organized workforce.  

Social and economic conditions of Ukrain-
ian economic environment have resulted in 
catastrophic reduction of the workforce accom-
panied with the violation of optimal proportions 
of its elements. This problem motivates to 
prompt derive of the agricultural field out of a 
crisis state, the competiveness and the sustain 
development of agricultural territories. It will 
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be possible only if experienced, talented and 
communicative leaders manage agricultural en-
tities. In terms of the informational resource 
availability, the communication between man-
agers of all levels enables to connect people as 
well as to increase the business activity effi-
ciency.  

Analysis of recent researches and publica-
tions. In the process of solution of a problem of 
the agricultural entity activity increase, the 
main attention is paid to the workforce. The 
problem of workforce influence on activity ef-
ficiency has become a subject of research for 
many domestic authors, among them are: 
Adamchuk V.V.[1], Amosha O. I.[2],  
Afonin A.S.[3], Bandur S.I.[4],  
Bilopolskyi M.H.[5], Bohynia D.P.[6], Hrin-
iova V. .[7], Daniuk V. .[8],  
Dolishnii . .[9], Yehorshchyn .P.[10], Li-
banova . .[11], Kachan E.P.[12],  
Kibanov .Y.[13], Krushelnytska .V.[14], 
Nyzhnyk V. .[15], Soroka .V.[16], Shchokin 
H.V.[17], Petiukh V. .[18], Yakokka L. .[19] 
etc. Regardless a significant number of scien-
tific papers and publications, the actual meas-
urement of the influence of the communication 


