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Annotation 

Laptev  V.V.  Development of classification of factors of competiveness of 

industrial enterprises. – Article. 

This article suggests methodological approaches to identify  the factors of 

production enterprise competiveness estimation. The research shows the wide range of 

methods, such as questionnaire filling, methods of  information gaining and processing 

formalization, statistics method  and ranking making method. The factors of production 

enterprise competiveness are suggested to be represented in groups. 
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