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, % 173,3 140 43,3 0 

 1 , % 92,6 88,7 34,8 0 
1,87 1,58 1,24 — 

 
, % 122,2 103,7 48,1 0 
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, % 15,96 10,63 12,45 14,07 
, % 4,69 6,31 7,88 8,05 

, % 1,16 1,01 0,96 0,75 
 

, % 2,65 2,67 3,82 4,94 

, % 5,55 6,05 5,71 5,11 
, % 3,83 4,08 3,99 3,92 

, % 3,55 3,77 3,71 3,66 
 

. 2  
 – ,  

, , ,  
 

.  
,  

 



.                 16  1 (58)  1,  2014 

 23

. 
.  

,  
 

.  
,  

, ,  
 

,  
,  
. 

 
1. . .  

 / . , .  //  
. –  11. – 2009. – .38-43. 

2. :  
 : [ ] / . . , . . . — . : 

, 2005. — 540 . 
3 .  

 
/ . .   // . — 2005. —  8. — . 45–52. 

4. . .  : [ ] /  
. . . , .  / . . , . . ,  

. . , . . , . . , . . , 
. . . — . : , 2007. — 385 . 

5.  
/ [ . ] ; . : . .  ( . ) . — . :  

, 2004. — 844 . 
6. . .  

 / . , .  //  
. —  11. – 2009. – .38-43. 

7. .  
 / . . , .  // . — 2009. 

—  1. — . 3-15. 
8. .  

 / . .  // . – 2010. – 
 2 (52). – . 153-156. 

 
 

   
 

.  
   

.  



.                 16  1 (58)  1,  2014 

 24

   
,  

 
.  

,  
 
 
 

. 
: , , 
, , , , , 

, ,  
. 

 
Summary 

In the article the considered questions of influence of level of 
 are on efficiency of innovative technologies of growing of 

agricultural cultures. The low level of concentration of capital in industry can be 
mediated also  through the resource providing of agricultural production.Calculation 
production cost figures are certain by an informative base, both for planning of 
current activity of enterprises and for prognostication of dynamics of production 
charges in a plant-grower in the context of changes in the resource providing of 
agriculral production. To all appearances yet high specific gravity of commodity 
producers which belong to the low level of the resource providing, in their general 
amount, and also in the context of necessity of acquisition by reproductive processes 
in agrovirobnictvi extended  

ey words: resource providing, cost, production costs, profits, marketing, 
management, innovation, technical and technological support, investment, economic 
effect. 
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