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THE COMPETITIVENESS OF ENTREPRENEURSHIP IN INDUSTRY:  
THE UKRAINIAN EXPERIENCE

Summary. The article highlights scientific approaches in the field of the analysis of the competitiveness of enterprises. In 
particular, the method for assessing the competitiveness of types of entrepreneurship based on the principles of a dynamic ap-
proach that allows ranking the competitiveness of economic entities according to the type of economic activity, the size of the 
enterprise, operational efficiency, and strategic positioning is proposed. Low labour intensity of the dynamic method of assess-
ing the competitiveness of types of entrepreneurship makes it indispensable for identifying leaders of economic development. 
The method allows you to assess the competitiveness of groups of enterprises, which ensures its usage on different levels.
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Introduction. The effectiveness of the entire economy de-
pends on the success of small and medium-sized businesses. In 
the EU, the policy of small business supporting is implemented, 
the main purpose of which is to balance the state and business 
interests, to ensure optimal conditions for entrepreneurship, and 
to increase the competitiveness of small businesses.

In Ukraine, the entrepreneurship is considered as a direct in-
dependent, systematic, at its own risk, activity in the goods pro-
duction, works performance, services provision for profit, which 
is carried out by individuals and legal entities registered as the 
subjects of entrepreneurial activity in accordance with the proce-
dure established by Law of Ukraine “On Entrepreneurship” [10].

In accordance with the Commercial Code of Ukraine [11], 
the subjects of microenterprises are the following:

The persons registered in the manner prescribed by law as 
individual persons – entrepreneurs whose average number of 
employees for the reporting period (calendar year) does not ex-
ceed 10 persons and the annual income from any activity does 
not exceed the equivalent of 2 million euros, as determined by 
the average annual rate of the National Bank of Ukraine;

The legal entities, which are economic entities of any organiza-
tional and legal form and ownership, in which the average number 
of employees for the reporting period (calendar year) does not ex-
ceed 10 persons and the annual income from any activity does not 
exceed the amount equivalent to 2 million euros, as determined by 
the average annual rate of the National Bank of Ukraine.

The subjects of small business are the following:
Individuals registered in the manner prescribed by law as 

individual persons – entrepreneurs whose average number of 

employees for the reporting period (calendar year) does not ex-
ceed 50 persons and the annual income from any activity does 
not exceed the equivalent of 10 million euros, as determined by 
the average annual rate of the National Bank of Ukraine;

Legal entities of any organizational form and kind of own-
ership, in which the average number of employees for the 
reporting period (calendar year) does not exceed 50 persons 
and the annual income from any activity does not exceed the 
amount equivalent to 10 million euros, as determined by the 
average annual rate of the National Bank of Ukraine.

Subjects of large business are legal entities of any organiza-
tional and legal form and ownership, in which the average num-
ber of employees for the reporting period (calendar year) exceeds 
250 persons and the annual income from any activity exceeds the 
amount of equivalent to 50 million euros, as determined by the 
average annual rate of the National Bank of Ukraine.

Subjects of medium entrepreneurship are all the other eco-
nomic entities.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The complex-
ity of the competitiveness of entrepreneurship studying is its em-
pirical measurement. The modern concept of enterprise competi-
tiveness (Sieradzka K., Luft R., 2015) [7], (Siudek T., Zawojska 
A., 2014) [8], (Zairi M., 1997) [13] is based on many definitions 
formulated within the classical Competitiveness Theory of Adam 
Smith, David Ricardo, Eli Heckscher, Bertil Ohlin; Neoclassical, 
Austrian, and Institutional Concepts and Competitiveness Theories 
of John M. Clark, Ludwig von Mises, Joseph A. Schumpeter, Frie-
drich List, Max Weber, James Buchanan; Contemporary Concept 
and Competitiveness Theory of Paul R. Krugman, Michael Porter.
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Each of the researchers proposed an own approach to 
assessing the company’s competitiveness: one-dimensional, 
two-dimensional, and multidimensional valuation models 
were used, which, in turn, were divided into static (assessing 
the level of competitiveness at any given time), and dynam-
ic (estimates of changes in the ability to compete within the 
time). Due to a large number of available methods used to 
assess the competitiveness of entrepreneurship, an emphasis 
is needed in choosing the most appropriate and effective ones.

The main aim of the article is to substantiate the compet-
itiveness of entrepreneurship in the industry on the principles 
of a dynamic approach.

Presenting the main material. To reflect the complexity of 
business competitiveness by types of economic activity, the most 
relevant approach at present is the use of composite indicators that 
characterize an enterprise and actions that determine its profitability.

Based on literature review (Bosma N., Stam E., Schutjens 
V., 2011) [1], (Brunet F., 2012) [2], (Gulati A. B. S., Knif J., 
Kolari J., 2013) [5], the micro- and macroeconomic sources 
of entrepreneurship competitiveness were revealed (Table 1).

Microeconomic factors that directly affect the competitive-
ness of an enterprise include the riskiness of firm operations and 
strategy perfection, quantitative and qualitative factors of produc-
tion, technologies and innovations, as well as factors of catalysts 
of related industries and clusters. The macroeconomic environ-
ment (monetary and fiscal policy, the rule of law, and the quality 
of social and political institutions) sets the general conditions for 
creating opportunities for a higher competitiveness of enterprises 
by types of economic activity (Brunet F., 2012) [2].

Other authors (Gulati A. B. S., Knif J., Kolari J., 2013) also 
show that increasing productivity and innovation of the enter-
prise are central factors in its international competitiveness when 
it comes to advanced economies [5]. The stable positive reputa-
tion is an important condition for the company to achieve busi-
ness success, provides an organization with additional market 
value, promotes attraction of consumers and partners, protects 
the company’s position from substitute products, accelerates 
sales, and extends the company’s ability to lend. On the contrary, 
unsustainable reputation causes not only a negative attitude on 
the emotional level but also helps to reduce orders and sales, up 
to the complete cessation of the operation of the enterprise.

Thus, it is correct to assume that the competitiveness of entre-
preneurship consists of operational efficiency and strategic posi-
tioning (Porter M. E., 1998) [6]. Operational efficiency includes 
assessing the effectiveness of using existing factors of production 
(resources) and productivity of the enterprise, while strategic po-
sitioning is aimed at creating a unique, profitable position based 

on strategic management of supporting related industries and 
clusters, using the benefits of institutional and state policy.

It can be argued that the operational efficiency provides profit 
in the process of implementing added value, and strategic posi-
tioning ensures this process through the creation, maintenance, 
and expansion of sales markets. Thus, sustainable competi-
tiveness of business can be achieved only if it is based on both 
sources of competitiveness, which, by combining and interact-
ing, complementing and reinforcing each other, create powerful 
competitive advantages of the types of entrepreneurship within 
the competitive fight. It should also be assumed that operational 
efficiency is a value achieved, and strategic positioning is a po-
tential opportunity for future achievements. In this context, the 
concept of the sources of competitiveness allows differentiating 
the current (achieved) and potential competitiveness of the types 
of entrepreneurship (Grinova V. M., Salun M. M., 2015) [4]. Con-
sequently, the competitiveness of the types of entrepreneurship 
can be characterized and ultimately reduced to the assessment of 
operational efficiency and strategic positioning of the type of en-
trepreneurship. It is obvious that the proposed assessment should 
be based on a comparison of the relevant indicators of the type of 
business and competitors.

By highlighting indicators that are key indicators of the 
competitiveness of business, the economists definitely agree 
that these are the profits and proceeds of an enterprise. These 
indicators achieve two types of goals:

a) internal goals of management and maximization of 
profit in the short run;

b) satisfaction of external consumers and long-term 
growth of proceeds (Voronov D. S., 2015) [12].

Since the competitiveness of business is a complex con-
cept, which is determined by many factors (Table 1), it is, 
therefore, advisable to evaluate its level by means of multidi-
mensional or composite indexes of competitiveness.

Statistics of Entrepreneurship in Ukraine shows that in 
the field of industrial production, there are 42564 large, medi-
um-sized, small business entities operating at present, 68.2% of 
which are micro-enterprises (Statistical Collection “Activities 
of subjects of large, medium, small, and micro enterprises”, 
2017) [9]. The number of large enterprises in the last five years 
has decreased from 347 to 233 units, that is, 7.65% of large 
industrial enterprises disappear every year in the industry. Sim-
ilar processes are observed with medium and small enterprises, 
where the annual decrease in the number of enterprises is 5.13% 
and 1.87% respectively. Only the quantity of microenterprises 
in the industry shows a positive steady growth rate of +1.17% 
annually. Such a process means that some of the industrial en-

Table 1
Determinants used in European empirical studies of the enterprise competitiveness

Determinants Factors for the evaluation of the enterprise competitiveness
Assets (resources) Enterprise size, human resources, technology, trust and reliability, social responsibility.
Processes Strategic Management Processes: Competence and Quality, Corporate Competitive Strategy, 

Flexibility and Adaptability, Internalisation Strategies.
The process of human resources management: designing and identifying talent, the outflow of 
minds / enhancing the intellectual potential of the enterprise, mobilizing the workforce.
Technological processes: innovations, information and communication technologies.
Operational processes: production, quality, design.
Marketing processes: market research, advertising, management of relationships.

Productivity of the enterprise Profitability, market share, product differentiation, efficiency and profitability, prices and costs, 
value-added, customer satisfaction (volume of claims), development of new products and 
preparation of production.

Support for related industries 
and clusters

Share participation, the number and quality of counterparties, the state of the cluster development, 
management experience, and organizational relationships.

Institutional and state policy The volume of industrial subsidies, quality of regulation, limitation of capital flows, government 
tenders and taxation, exchange rate, interest rates.
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terprises narrow down their activities and move to the adjacent 
group but the decline in the number of industrial enterprises for 
the period of 2010–2016 also means the dying out of individual 
enterprises and industries (Figure 1) due to the decrease of their 
competitiveness in the market as both external and external.

Based on the statistical data (Statistical Collection “Activities 
of subjects of large, medium, small, and micro enterprises”, 2017) 
[9] on the activities of large, medium and small enterprises in the 
industry, it is possible to identify the types of economic activity 
with low competitiveness and narrowing of production, works, and 
industrial services for the period of 2012–2017 (Table 2).

Table 2
Average annual growth rates (decrease) 

in the number of enterprises by their size  
by type of economic activity “Industry”, %

Type of economic 
activity

Large 
enterprises

Medium 
enterprises

Small 
businesses

Mining and 
quarrying -12,29 -5,12 -0,74

Manufacturing 
industry -6,63 -5,36 -2,31

Supply of electricity, 
gas, steam and air 
conditioning

-8,07 -1,55 8,33

Water supply; 
sewage, waste 
management

-5,59 -5,66 -0,83

The decline in entrepreneurial activity is observed in all 
types of economic activity but extractive industry and the de-
velopment of quarries and the processing industry suffered the 
greatest decline in production. Electricity, gas, steam and air 
conditioning supply is characterized by a decrease in large and 
medium-sized enterprises with the growth of small enterprises 
in this type of economic activity. Processing industry – a set of 
industries engaged in processing or processing of raw materi-
als and semi-finished products, the release of finished goods.

The processing industry in Ukraine includes high-tech and 
“medium-tech” sectors of the industry: chemical production; 
manufacture of machinery and equipment; office equipment 
production; manufacture of electric machines and equipment; 
production of telecommunication equipment and communica-
tion equipment; manufacture of medical equipment, measuring 
instruments, optical instruments, and equipment of clocks; car 
production; production of space vehicles and other vehicles.

The assessment of the competitiveness of entre-
preneurship in the industry was carried out on the basis 
of solving the problem of analysis of statistical indi-
cators of activity of large, medium, small, and micro 
enterprises in three stages: Formation, evaluation, ver-
ification of indicators; Construction of the typology of 
objects; Construction of a scale of dynamics, studying 
the movement of objects on these scales and designing 
a typology of dynamic schemes for changing the com-
petitiveness of entrepreneurship by types of economic 
activity in the processing industry.

The main indicators that shape the competitive-
ness of entrepreneurship in the industry are the coeffi-
cients of operational efficiency and strategic position-
ing, which are consolidated into a single indicator of 
the competitiveness of the type of entrepreneurship:

K1 = K2 × K3,                           (1)
where K1 – the competitiveness of the type of 

entrepreneurship;
K2 – the coefficient of operational efficiency;
K3 – the coefficient of strategic positioning.

The coefficient of operational efficiency of the type of en-
trepreneurship (Voronov D.S., 2015) [12] is determined by the 
formula:

Ê
Â
ÎÂ

2 = ,                                   (2)

where B – proceeds from the sale of products, works, ser-
vices by type of business;

OB – operating expenses for the production of products, 
works, services by type of business.

When assessing the competitiveness of the type of entrepre-
neurship, it is obvious that there is a restriction on the territorial 
basis (when comparing the same types of entrepreneurship by 
regions) and the scope of activities (allocation of large, medium, 
small, and micro enterprises). Operating expenses are understood 
as all expenses for the production and sale of products, works, 
services, which include both direct cost, and commercial, man-
agerial, and other costs, as well as the whole set of mandatory 
payments to budgets of all levels not included in specified cost 
categories. This is explained by the fact that costs that do not re-
late to the cost of production, works, services in some cases have 
a significant impact on the amount of profit, thus ignoring the as-
sessment of the competitiveness of the type of entrepreneurship 
of these costs will lead to the inadequacy of the results.

Obviously, the operational efficiency index cannot be less 
than zero. If the operational efficiency index is less than 1, 
then this means the loss-making nature of entrepreneurship 
(exceeding operating costs over revenue), otherwise – the 
profitability of the type of entrepreneurial activity (operational 
efficiency is more than 1).

The coefficient of strategic positioning (Voronov D.S., 
2015) [12] is determined by the formula:

Ê
І
І

3
1
2

= ,                                   (3)

where I1 – index of changes in the volume of proceeds 
from sales of products, works, services by type of business;

I2 – index of changes in the volume of the territorial market.
The higher the coefficient of strategic positioning, the more 

competitive is the type of entrepreneurship for the territory. Ob-
viously that 0 ≤ K1 ≤ ∞. At the same time, the closer it is K1 to 
0, the lower is the competitiveness of the type of entrepreneur-
ship. If K1=1 then the competitiveness of the analysed type of 
business is identical to the competitiveness of the sample.

If K1≥1, the competitiveness of the type of business is 
higher than the sample.
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Figure 1. The dynamics of the number of enterprises  
by their size by type of economic activity “Industry”
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Obviously, the information on the dynamics of the present-
ed indicators will allow forming a more complete picture of the 
competitiveness of the business. From a methodological point of 
view, a dynamic approach to obtaining a dynamic range of com-
petitive indicators presented will ensure the representativeness of 
the data array and will significantly increase the reliability of as-
sessing the competitiveness of types of entrepreneurship.

The developed methodological approach to assessing the 
competitiveness of entrepreneurship in the processing indus-
try allows:

to evaluate the conditional dependence of the competitive-
ness of the type of entrepreneurship by the factors of such 
assessment is conducted and conclusions on the competitive-
ness of individual enterprises are formed (Table 2). It provides 
the possibility of a broad mathematical processing of indica-
tors of competitiveness of the types of entrepreneurship and 
allows developing an analysis of the category under study;

to change the volume and composition of the sample of busi-
nesses depending on the purpose of the analysis and the availabil-
ity of input data. Such universality becomes especially important 
in cases where it is difficult to determine the geographical and 
commodity boundaries of the market, to establish a circle of com-
petitors, as well as in situations with unavailable information;

to refuse collecting and processing dozens of parameters and, 
at the same time, significantly increasing the reliability of the 
evaluation of the competitiveness of types of entrepreneurship;

to conduct a comparison of types of entrepreneurship at 
the inter-branch level;

to make unambiguous conclusions about the level of com-
petitiveness of types of entrepreneurship, as well as to carry 
out extrapolation and to forecast their competitiveness;

to realize the mechanism of approaching the behaviour of 
the enterprise competitiveness management system by types 
of economic activity to the rational and reliable determination 
of current threats and to predict their consequences.

In order to systematize the process of assessing the com-
petitiveness of types of entrepreneurship in the processing in-
dustry, a sequence of actions is proposed:

1. Collection and processing of sufficient, reliable, relevant 
statistical information, calculation of coefficients of operational 
efficiency and strategic positioning of the type of business;

2. Calculation of the integral indicator of the competitive-
ness of the type of entrepreneurship in the processing industry 
for each type of economic activity.

The determined integral index allows measuring the differen-
tiation of business competitiveness according to the types of eco-
nomic activity of the processing industry and characterizing the 
competitiveness of entrepreneurship through the achieved level of 
development and the dynamics of development (as the implemen-
tation of competitive advantages of the type of economic activity).

3. Presentation of the evaluation results is realized through 
the methods of the positioning of types of economic activity 
of the processing industry in the space of parameters; map-
ping results on the map (building cartograms); a textual ana-
lytical conclusion based on the interpretation model.

The results of calculations of competitiveness of types of 
entrepreneurship for the period of 2014–2017 according to the 
presented methodological approach are presented in Table 3.

The results of calculations (Table 3) according to the 
above methodical approach allow asserting:

The most competitive business in 2017 with the use of 
large business structures is the production of furniture, other 
products, repair and installation of machinery and equipment. 
It should be noted that the development of this type of busi-
ness during 2014–2017 is decreasing with a nearly twofold 
decrease in the competitiveness indicator. The average indica-
tors of competitiveness with a positive dynamics show large 

enterprises manufacturing food, beverages, and tobacco prod-
ucts and machine building. Separately, the production of basic 
pharmaceuticals and pharmaceuticals should be highlighted, 
which, according to the indicator of the competitiveness of 
the type of activity, is approaching a high-competitiveness 
group but negative (negative) dynamics of the indicator for 
2014–2017 are observed. Low indicators of competitiveness 
with positive dynamics (increasing competitiveness) noted 
the production of chemicals and chemical products, as well 
as metallurgy, production of finished metal products, except 
machinery and equipment. The manufacture of wood prod-
ucts, paper and printing activities, as well as the production 
of rubber and plastic products, and other non-metallic mineral 
products is characterized by low indicators of competitiveness 
that are non-interchangeable during the period under inves-
tigation. It should also be noted that textile manufacturing, 
clothing, leather, leather goods, and other materials are not 
represented in Ukraine by large entrepreneurial structures;

Medium-sized entrepreneurial structures are characterized by 
mostly average competitiveness indicators with positive dynamics 
of development. Separately, high-competitive types of entrepre-
neurship with consistently growing indicators should be highlight-
ed: textile production, clothing, leather, leather goods, and other 
materials; Manufacture of basic pharmaceuticals and pharmaceuti-
cals. The competitiveness of medium-sized enterprises in mechan-
ical engineering far exceeds the indicators of large business struc-
tures during 2014–2016, although in 2017 they almost coincide;

Small business structures show high competitiveness and 
positive dynamics in machine building and production of fur-
niture, other products, repair and installation of machinery and 
equipment. The negative dynamics with a loss of competitiveness 
are characteristic for the production of chemicals and chemical 
products and the production of basic pharmaceutical products and 
pharmaceuticals. Other investigated types of entrepreneurship in 
the processing industry balance on average and below average.

The estimation of competitiveness of business activities is 
advisable to supplement the statistical characteristics for un-
derstanding the differences between enterprises by economic 
activity by a number of employees and their average wages, 
profitability, profitability and so on. To make a sound manage-
ment decision on the direction of increasing competitiveness: 
due to operational efficiency or strategic positioning.

Higher competitiveness indicators of economic activity 
with the release of the enterprise value describe the most attrac-
tive areas of investment, for example, in 2017, the highest rate 
inherent in the competitiveness of large enterprises producing 
furniture solutions, repair and installation of machinery and 
equipment (1.8233). Indeed, in 2017, the value of the operating 
profitability of enterprises (0.7%) is not high but only 26.7% 
of enterprises have been damaged. The competitiveness index 
is estimated engineering at 1.5494 while operating profitability 
for this type of economic activity is 6.2%, and unprofitable en-
terprises are more than 40%. The production of food products, 
beverages and tobacco products in the indicator of the compet-
itiveness of entrepreneurship took the third place (1.6247). The 
operating profitability of this type is 3.1%, while unprofitable 
enterprises account for about 28%. At the same time, it should 
be noted significant differences between large enterprises of 
these types of economic activity by the average number of em-
ployees in one enterprise and the average monthly wage.

Thus, the group represented by large enterprises process-
ing industry has a stable business competitiveness dependence 
on operating profitability, increase which is based on efficien-
cy and innovation (automation) processes, training employ-
ees, with a gradual increase in their wages.

Average enterprises producing food products, beverages and 
tobacco products gained value of the integral index of compet-
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Table 3
Competitiveness by the scale of entrepreneurship in the processing industry by types of economic activity

Type of economic activity
Competitiveness of the type  

of entrepreneurship
2014 2015 2016 2017

Large enterprises
Production of food products, beverages, and tobacco products 1,2685 1,4519 1,7035 1,6247
Manufacture of wood products, paper and printing activities 1,2576 1,3053 1,4425 1,1266
Production of coke and refined products 1,1355 1,2972 1,3910 1,4969
Manufacture of chemicals and chemical products 0,9044 1,0897 1,2968 1,3286
Manufacture of basic pharmaceuticals and pharmaceuticals 1,8375 1,8912 1,5674 1,6658
Production of rubber and plastic products, other non-metallic mineral products 1,3217 1,3559 1,2580 1,3250
Metallurgy, manufacture of finished metal products, except machinery and equipment 1,0668 1,0778 1,2371 1,1700
Machine building 1,4420 1,4119 1,3698 1,5494
Manufacture of furniture, other products, repair and installation of machines and equipment 1,4575 3,0569 2,0017 1,8233

Medium enterprises
Production of food products, beverages, and tobacco products 1,6556 1,3288 1,5180 1,4478
Textile production, clothing, leather, leather goods and other materials 1,6320 1,7743 2,0149 1,7159
Manufacture of wood products, paper and printing activities 1,4727 1,3892 1,4733 1,5827
Production of coke and refined products 1,1764 1,1518 1,1310 1,7685
Manufacture of chemicals and chemical products 1,7072 1,4568 1,6822 1,4161
Manufacture of basic pharmaceuticals and pharmaceuticals 1,7728 1,7541 2,0317 1,8943
Production of rubber and plastic products, other non-metallic mineral products 1,3357 1,3886 1,4680 1,3985
Metallurgy, manufacture of finished metal products, except machinery and equipment 1,5425 1,7693 1,4385 1,4724
Machine building 1,6764 1,6879 1,8554 1,5541
Manufacture of furniture, other products, repair and installation of machines and equipment 1,5518 1,6246 1,7636 1,6656
Small businesses
Production of food products, beverages, and tobacco products 1,2715 1,3303 1,2652 1,4757
Textile production, clothing, leather, leather goods and other materials 1,6332 1,6149 1,5004 1,5936
Manufacture of wood products, paper and printing activities 1,4136 1,3851 1,3338 1,4473
Production of coke and refined products 1,6399 1,1312 2,4225 1,4350
Manufacture of chemicals and chemical products 1,8245 1,5510 1,6045 1,4643
Manufacture of basic pharmaceuticals and pharmaceuticals 1,8665 1,4961 1,2457 1,5254
Production of rubber and plastic products, other non-metallic mineral products 1,4682 1,4057 1,2707 1,4790
Metallurgy, manufacture of finished metal products, except machinery and equipment 1,6610 1,5624 1,2639 1,5604
Machine building 1,5211 1,6894 1,4995 1,7529
Manufacture of furniture, other products, repair and installation of machines and equipment 1,6943 1,6426 1,4752 1,8331

Notes:
- high degree of competitiveness
- average competitiveness
- competitiveness indicators below average

itiveness at 1.4478, as the average profitability of operating ac-
tivities of enterprises is 3.4%; however, the share of loss-making 
enterprises is approaching 31.7%. Average machine-building 
enterprises do not rank as leaders in the competitiveness of entre-
preneurship – 1.5541. The average profitability of the operating 
activities of enterprises in this group is 2.0%, and the share of 
loss-making enterprises exceeds 34%. It should also be noted that 
the number of personnel of enterprises producing food, beverag-
es and tobacco products is 30% lower than in machine building, 
and the average monthly salary of an employee is 7.2% higher.

In the group of medium-sized enterprises of the process-
ing industry, the convergence of the main indicators of com-
petitiveness of entrepreneurship is observed. The organization 
of a medium-sized enterprise is a more acceptable, more effi-
cient and more competitive type of business structure for all 
types of economic activity in the processing industry.

Small business is characterized by the following most com-
petitive types of economic activity: furniture production, other 
products, repair and installation of machinery and equipment 
(1.8331); Machine building (1.7529); textile production, cloth-
ing, leather, leather goods and other materials (1.5936). Small 
enterprises of these types of economic activity reach the profita-
bility of operating activities from 3.5% to 7.1% with an average 
number of employees from 6 to 8 people. The listed types of eco-
nomic activity do not reach high indicators of competitiveness in 
the use of larger organizational structures, thus it is reasonable to 
conclude that the competitiveness of entrepreneurship by types 
of economic activity of the processing industry depends on the 
type of organized business entity (large, medium, small, microen-
terprise), as well as on determinants used in empirical studies.

Conclusions. The proposed method of assessing the com-
petitiveness of entrepreneurship types:
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Based on the principles of a dynamic approach to the assess-
ment of competitiveness, it allows us to rank the competitiveness 
of economic entities by type of economic activity, the size of the 
enterprise, operational efficiency, and strategic positioning;

The low complexity of the dynamic method of assess-
ing the competitiveness of entrepreneurship makes it in-

dispensable for the identification of economic development 
leaders;

The method allows quickly evaluating the competitive-
ness of groups of enterprises, which makes it possible to 
conduct research on the state, region, separate area or ter-
ritory levels.
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КОНКУРЕНТОСПРОМОЖНІСТЬ ПІДПРИЄМНИЦТВА В ПРОМИСЛОВОСТІ:  
УКРАЇНСЬКИЙ ДОСВІД

Анотація. В статті висвітлюються наукові доробки щодо теорії та аналізу стану конкурентоспроможності підпри-
ємств. Зокрема, запропоновано метод оцінки конкурентоспроможності видів підприємництва на принципах динаміч-
ного підходу, що дозволяє ранжувати конкурентоспроможність господарюючих суб’єктів за видом економічної діяль-
ності, величиною підприємства, операційною ефективністю та стратегічним позиціонуванням. Низька трудомісткість 
динамічного методу оцінки конкурентоспроможності видів підприємництва робить його незамінним для виявлення 
лідерів економічного розвитку. Метод дозволяє оперативно оцінювати конкурентоспроможність груп підприємств, що 
робить можливим проводити дослідження в масштабах держави, області, окремого району чи території.

Ключові слова: конкуренція, теорія конкурентоспроможності, конкурентоспроможність підприємства, оцінка кон-
курентоспроможності, підприємництво.

КОНКУРЕНТОСПОСОБНОСТЬ ПРЕДПРИНИМАТЕЛЬСТВА В ПРОМЫШЛЕННОСТИ: 
УКРАИНСКИЙ ОПЫТ

Аннотация. В статье освещаются научные разработки в области теории и анализа состояния конкурентоспособности 
предприятий. В частности, предложен метод оценки конкурентоспособности видов предпринимательства на принципах ди-
намического подхода, позволяющего ранжировать конкурентоспособность хозяйствующих субъектов по виду экономической 
деятельности, величине предприятия, операционной эффективности и стратегическому позиционированию. Низкая трудоем-
кость динамического метода оценки конкурентоспособности видов предпринимательства делает его незаменимым для выяв-
ления лидеров экономического развития. Метод позволяет оперативно оценивать конкурентоспособность групп предприятий, 
что делает возможным проводить исследования в масштабах государства, области, отдельного района или территории.

Ключевые слова: конкуренция, теория конкурентоспособности, конкурентоспособность предприятия, оценка кон-
курентоспособности, предпринимательство.


