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SUMMARY 

Kozub N.N. Management features of resource potential on the agricultural 

enterprises. 

It is proved that the resource potential of agricultural enterprises is an 

important component of ensuring a high level of competitiveness of domestic 

production. The quality of the enterprise implementation ensures its efficient 

operation. The approaches to quantify the sizes of the potential of agricultural 

enterprises and concrete results of the profits efficiency were studied. Specific 

indicators of economic efficiency from economic activities of a particular company 

was analysed. The main directions of the effective management system and its 

formation, using and renewal the resource potential of the agricultural sector, were 

defined in the article. 

Key words: resource potential, economic potential, material resources, 

intangible resources, human resources, financial resources, management methods 

and the efficient use of enterprise resources. 

 


