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2008-2016 ., % 

 

 2008 2014 2015 2016 
 

2016 .  
2008 . (+,-) 

  
  

-  
16,4 25,8 43,1 37,8 21,4 

  17,6 28 36,5 31,9 14,3 

  5,8 52 30,7 26,2 20,4 

   10,6 26,2 50,3 45,7 35,1 

 18,4 36,5 80,5 63 44,6 

  12,8 29,2 46 47,3 34,5 

  7,1 17,9 28,2 24,3 17,2 

  '  -24,1 -35,9 -17,9 -24,3 -0,2 

  '  0,3 5,6 12,7 -4,5 -4,8 

  '  -11,3 -15,4 -6,1 5 16,3 

 4,1 11 12,6 18,2 14,1 

  13 58,8 60,9 0,5 -12,5 

:        Д5] 
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  є      

.      ,   
   .   є  2015-2016 ., 

      . ,  2015   
  80,5%,   2016  – 63 %,   44,6%   

  2008 .      є 
      .  2016    45,7% 

 47,3% ,   35,1%  34,5%     2008 .  
    -    .   

       . ,  
2008    16,4%,  2014  – 25,8%, 2015 – 43,1%, 2016- 37,8%.   

 є    .   
  .         

  . ,  2015    28,2%,   2016 – 24,3%. 
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 є      200 .  

  є   2015   147 є ,  2016  – 
143 є ,  2017  – 134 є . 

      є    25 
    ,  ,  
, .   
      .     

     є   є   
.     0,673  2015   0,324  2017 .  

є     ’     
,      є  ,   є  

 є . ,      
’  ’     є    

.     є      
.    є      

.       .   
 є   :       

. ,       . 
 2. 

       
є       2015-2017 . 

 

 2015 . 2016  2017  
(+,-) 

2015 
 

2016  

є   0,364 0,413 0,459 0,095 0,046 

є   
   

  
0,458 0,437 0,442 -0,017 0,005 

є   '  0,615 0,689 0,725 0,110 0,036 

є   
 

0,673 0,442 0,324 -0,349 -0,118 

є   
    

 
0,762 0,682 0,647 -0,115 -0,035 

  
    

1,076 0,980 0,855 -0,221 -0,125 

є    
 

0,739 0,582 0,478 -0,260 -0,103 

є    
 

1,722 1,834 1,767 0,046 -0,067 

   
  

2,608 2,551 2,370 -0,238 -0,181 

     
 

0,318 0,387 0,400 0,082 0,013 
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є   
 

0,115 0,065 0,099 -0,016 0,034 

є    1,127 0,959 0,970 -0,157 0,010 

є    1,846 1,775 1,791 -0,055 0,017 

є   0,315 0,239 0,179 -0,136 -0,060 

є    
  

0,194 0,205 0,216 0,022 0,010 

 , 
 

0,691 0,536 0,555 -0,137 0,018 

  
  

167 235 177 10 -59 

   
 

209 246 225 16 -21 

   131 198 201 69 3 

   341 444 426 85 -19 

   173 209 249 76 40 

   
    

1,766 1,325 1,413 -0,353 0,088 

  
 

0,481 0,273 0,147 -0,334 -0,126 

  0,274 0,220 0,132 -0,142 -0,088 

  0,175 0,113 0,068 -0,108 -0,045 

:   
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 . ,     2017    
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  3        
  2015-2017 .    

є   .        є    
        . 

   є     .  
 3. 

   є      
 є     2015-2017 . .  

 

 2015 . 2016 . 2017 . (+,-) 
2015 . 2016 . 

  5898,1 8366,2 9892,0 3993,9 1525,8 

  4493,4 5704,5 6395,2 1901,7 690,7 

   1404,6 2661,7 3496,8 2092,2 835,1 

 
’ ,  

    
3968,5 3695,3 3203,6 -764,9 -491,7 

  
  5373,1 6356,9 6700,4 1327,3 343,452 

   
,  

  
 , 

  

2150,5 2388,4 4428,1 2277,6 2039,7 

   
   7523,6 8745,3 11128,5 3604,9 2383,2 

 3728,3 5631,1 6060,7 2332,5 429,6 

 (+)   
(-)     -2323,6 -2969,5 -2563,9 -240,3 405,5 

 (+)   
(-)    1644,8 725,8 639,6 -1005,2 -86,1 

 (+)   
(-)   

   
3795,3 3114,2 5067,8 1272,5 1953,6 

   2 2 2   

 
:       
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CURRENT STATE OF ECONOMIC AND FINANCIAL SAFETY OF AGRICULTURAL 

ENTERPRISES 

 

The article deals with the concept of financial safety of agricultural enterprises. In modern conditions, 
a successful business activity is possible only with a stable financial situation and positive financial results 
of the activity, as indicated by the author. 

 The problem of increasing the profitability of production in the activity of agrarian enterprises was 
revealed. 

The article defines the main criteria of economic safety of enterprises. The analysis of dynamics of 
change of profitability of production of main types of agricultural products is carried out. This analysis 
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showed more profitable crops and less cost-effective crops grown for the study period. Detected cultures, 
in the cultivation of which there is a greater interest of agricultural producers. The author shows the facts 
of the decline of the livestock sector in the investigated period. 

Mandatory elements must also be assessing the level of balance sheet liquidity, efficiency and capital 
assets, profitability activity and other factors, as noted by the author. 

In order to study the level of financial security of agricultural enterprises, the author decided to hold it 
at the level of individual enterprises. For this purpose, based on the financial statements of agricultural 
enterprises of the Kharkiv region for 2015-2017 years, the following indicators were calculated: the 
coefficient of autonomy, the coefficients of the provision of current assets with their current assets, the 
ratio of current liabilities, the ratio of financial leverage, the ratio of non-current assets and equity, the ratio 
of current liabilities and equity, the coefficient of dependence of working capital, the coefficient of liquidity 
of working capital, the ratio of reversal their and non-current assets, the share of inventories in working 
assets, the ratio of absolute liquidity, the ratio of intermediate liquidity, the ratio of total coverage, the ratio 
of Beaver, the ratio of the real value of fixed assets, the turnover of assets, resource return, the duration 
of turnover payable, receivables, stocks, duration of the operational cycle, financial cycle, ratio of 
proceeds from sales and current liabilities, return on equity, profitability, profitability capital.  

An analysis of financial sustainability of agricultural enterprises has been carried out. The author 
identified the types of financial sustainability of agricultural enterprises, depending on the sources of stock 
formation. These included: a completely stable financial situation, a normal financial situation, an unstable 
financial situation, and a crisis financial position. In the investigated author of the enterprises found the 
second type of financial stability. It shows a normal financial position, which guarantees the solvency of 
the enterprise.  

During the research years, the working capital of enterprises was enough to cover stocks. Along with 
this, the author found insufficient level of non-current assets. 

As a result, the author of the article revealed the current state of economic and financial security of 
agricultural enterprises on the basis of the received calculations and their comparison with normative 
values. 

Key words: economic security, financial security, agricultural enterprises, financial condition, financial 
sustainability. 

 
 

  


