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Analyze the performance of high-speed train in Ukraine on the basis of accounting 
data Ukrzaliznytsi to improve its efficiency. The article uses the existing method of 
analysis passenger transport activity and form 10 zal with the adjustment costs on 
infrastructure with the definition of the share, which should be attributed to the high-speed 
movement. In this article we analyzed the dependence of the cost of travel on various 
factors and propose measures to improve the efficiency of plying high-speed trains. The 
methodical approach to the determination of the proportion of costs that should be 
allocated for the maintenance of high-speed infrastructure. Accounting for real spending 
on infrastructure, which includes the activities UZSHK, trains and introduction of 
domestic production, increases the validity of administrative decisions to ensure the 
effective functioning of high-speed traffic. 

Keywords: high-speed trains, the railway infrastructure, the population of the rolling 
stock, the speed and range of movement of trains, revenues from transport costs, profit. 
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