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2009 91,64 0,00 - 100,0 - 0,0 - - 
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SUMMARY  
Lopotan L.V. Labour productivity and payment for work at the agricultural 

enterprises of Odessa region: status, trends and relationship 
Labour productivity and payment for work are interdependent economic 

categories, whose relationship characterizes opportunities for expanded 
reproduction, efficient agricultural production with lower costs but high material 
incentives. The article analyzes the current level of labour productivity and payment 
for work in the aggregate of agricultural enterprises of administrative region in 
dynamics. The basic trends in these indicator’s change and the impact of the factors 
that form them have been found. The ratio of the rate of labour productivity growth 
and payment for work has been studied. 

Keywords: labour productivity, salary, coefficient of correlation. 
 


