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Summary 
The algorithm of optimizing the size of small enterprises by economic activity 

in rural areas was considered. Determined that it involves the definition of rational 
specialization through maximum use of industrial and social infrastructure; 
permissible levels to support vital minimum production, development of farming 
systems to adapt agricultural subsistence economy to the changing scope of activities 
and opportunities of providing adequate resources, a as possible in the farm products 
deep processing, reduction or elimination of unpromising and unprofitable industries, 
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the expansion of profitable types of non-agricultural activities, the creation, 
diversification and development of new activities, elements which are capable of 
providing subsistence economy financial stability at all, even rather unfavorable 
market conditions. 

Substantiated that the optimal size of the company - it is not always average. 
Optimization criteria exist for large and for small or medium-sized enterprises. In 
this regard, optimizing the size of domestic firms does not imply their downsizing. 
Optimization occurs as a result of interaction of different sizes and must be based on 
objective harmonious combination of equity and equity-ownership function. 

Keywords: optimization, optimal size, criteria optimization of business, small 
business, entrepreneurship, personal farm. 

 – ., . 
 


