
115   , . 30, 2017 

  625.76:658.15  
 

 . ., . . ,  
  -   

 

   
Є    

 
і .         -

     є      
  є       , 

         -

 є   .   є  є  -
     є ,    

          -
 . ’є   є     -

 ,  є        -
є      є .    

    ґ     -
 є   ,     -

    є ,    -
 ,  є      ,   

     є   .  
       ,  -

 , , , , , , 
, , ,  ,   ,   

   .      -
    ,    

    ,     . 
 

і : , , , , є , є 
, . 

 

 . ., . . ,  
  -   

 

   
   

 
.        -

         -
        

  ,         
    .   -

       -
,         -

     .     



116   , . 30, 2017 

   ,      -
        -

.        

       -
,         

,     ,  
     ,      

    .    -
     : -  

, , , , , , , 
, ,  ,   ,   -

   .      -
    ,    -
     ,     . 

 

 : , , , , , -
 , . 

 

Ya. DOGADAYLO, Cand. Sc. (Econ.),  

Kharkiv National Automobile and Highway University 
 

EVALUATION  

OF ROAD SECTORS ENTERPRISES POTENTIAL 
 

Abstract. In the article as a result of the analysis of the existing approaches the methodi-

cal approach to the evaluation of the enterprise’s potential by providing a quantitative evaluation 

of components of the road enterprise potential with taking into account their significance, impact 

on the potential of environmental factors and specific operating conditions of the road sector en-

terprises has been improved. The potential of the enterprise has been considered as a generaliz-

ing dynamic characteristic of the enterprise internal resources that form its capabilities and pro-

vide development in a targeted direction taking into account environmental factors. The 

objectivity of assessment has been achieved by application of the sector method which allows to 

take into account the nature of the company’s development strategy during curtailing the system 

of indicators of the enterprise’s potential analysis.  

For the practical implementation of the proposed methodical approach, subsystems of in-

dicators to analyze each component of the potential of the road sector enterprises have been sub-

stantiated, a method has been chosen to determine the significance of each component of the en-

terprise's potential, a matrix of perspective potential assessment taking into account the influence 

of environmental factors on it has been developed, and the sequence of actions for assessing the 

potential of road sector enterprises has been determined. To receive the described results the fol-

lowing research methods have been used: logical-theoretical generalization, abstraction, com-

parison, modelling, formalization, analysis, synthesis, deduction, induction, system approach, 

Delphi method, pairwise comparison method and sector method. The proposed results of the re-

search can be used by workers of road enterprises who are interested in sustainable development 

of the organization both in the short and long term perspectives.   
 

Key words: potential, resources, efficiency, assessment, enterprise, road sector economy, 

weightiness. 
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  10 15 0,90 122,62 23,68 

  10 9 0,85 68,57 15,51 

  10 13 0,88 105,80 21,03 

  10 11 0,90 90,93 18,31 

  10 6 0,72 36,03 11,07 

  10 11 0,81 106,15 21,03 
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