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Summary. The article discusses the economic sustainability and progressive development of the food industry. The future of
the national economy depends on the ability to sustainable functioning of manufacturing enterprises in today’s economic envi-
ronment, the key challenges for which are fierce competition and global trends in the market. In this context, there is a need for
scientific research on the latest approaches to the formation and assessment of a business entity’s potential resilience, its analysis
and forecasting of its progressive development in order to achieve international competitiveness. In research, the systemic object
is the resource resilience of the enterprise in the components that form it and ensure the progressive development of the enter-
prise. Generalization of scientific searches of resource direction of management of formation of potential of effective function-
ing and upward development of enterprises allows to allocate the following composition of resources for the characterization of
complex system object «stability of enterprise»: financial, logistical, labor, organizational, innovative, information, intellectual.
The intellectual support of the enterprise has a great influence on the successful solution of problems of the modern enterprise.
The stability of a modern manufacturing enterprise and its upward development in achieving international competitiveness is
predominantly based on the resource potential, both in the starting state of the enterprise and the dynamics of intermediate per-
spective states. Effective management of economic stability and upward development of an enterprise on the basis of a resource

complex is accompanied by its evaluation, analysis and forecasting using a large variety of absolute and relative indicators.
Key words: enterprise sustainability, economic sustainability, financial sustainability, progressive development, accounting

and analytical support, systems theory, systems analysis.

Introduction and formulation of the problem. The nature
and orientation of the development of the national economy is a
subject of great attention of scientists. The future of the national
economy depends on the ability to sustainable functioning of
manufacturing enterprises in today’s economic environment,
the key challenges for which are fierce competition and global
trends in the market. In this context, there is a need for sci-
entific research on the latest approaches to the formation and
assessment of a business entity’s potential resilience, its analy-
sis and the forecasting of its progressive development in order
to achieve international competitiveness. Therefore, the axiom
is the assumption that the long-term development of a mod-
ern enterprise is a regular and continuous process of quantita-
tive and qualitative changes in the states of functioning of the
enterprise in the direction of reaching a higher level. The higher
level is formed under the influence of factors of internal and
external environment and the starting state in its achievement
is the existing potential of the enterprise, and the result is the
optimum level of competitiveness of the business entity.

Scientific research in the economic sustainability and
progressive development of the food industry is particularly
relevant today.

A survey based on statistical yearbooks has shown that
the most positive developments in the food industry in recent
years have been observed in Poltava, Cherkasy, Kyiv, Kiro-
vohrad regions, as evidenced by the increase in their share in
national food production.

According to the prevailing scientific opinion, the pro-
gressive development of modern food industry enterprises

178

requires the formation of a powerful resource potential, the
analysis of the environment, the analysis of internal reserves
and the possibilities of their practical realization. Among the
list of economic resources of industrial enterprises (techni-
cal, material, financial, labor, intangible, informational),
many scientists emphasize on the increasing of the role and
place of information and intellectual resources in information
and analytical technologies for supporting managerial deci-
sions. In order for leading food companies to become full-
fledged players in the European and international markets,
it is necessary to consider more deeply the economic cate-
gory of «enterprise sustainability» as a basis for progressive
development in modern scientific research. In this regard, in
our view, both general subject and applied industry research
should be based on a well-defined fundamentalization. In our
study, the element of fundamentalization lies in the starting
effort, which is based on systems theory, systemic approach,
and views the enterprise as an open socio-economic system
with certain subsystems of complex objects requiring mana-
gerial influence. Hypothetically, such complex entity can be
the enterprise sustainability.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Signifi-
cant contribution to the theoretical foundations of the study of
the economic sustainability of the enterprise, its evaluation,
especially in the aspect of financial sustainability management
and its accounting and analytical support, was made by well-
known domestic and foreign scientists: 1. Blank, Y. Brigham,
D. Van Horn, G. Savitskaya, K. Bezverkhy [2], M. Kizim [8],
V. Savchuk [17], G. Kireytsev, L. Kostyrko [10], A. Shaykan,
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E. Kostyukova, M. Resler, M. Ishchenko, I. Manko, OTridid
[19], L. Lakhtionova [12], etc.

Intensive development in the last decade has gained scien-
tific research on the use of systems theory, systems analysis,
systems approach and modern information systems and tech-
nologies in solving problems of enterprise management and
their subsystems.

Rational decisions in this direction have been pre-
sented in the works of both foreign and domestic scientists:
A. Lyapunov [13], V. Basilevich, V. Leontva, L. Melnik [14],
V. Andriychuk, A. Marshall, J. Galbraith, V. Radionova [16],
S. Knyazev [9], Y. Lysenko [15], etc.

It is worth noting, that thorough scientific research in the
key subject areas that produce information, such as account-
ing and auditing, statistics, economic and financial analysis,
economic and mathematical modeling, significant informa-
tion potential for improving enterprise management, its sub-
systems and potential for progressive development is created.
However, problems regarding the development of tools for
qualitative multiplication and productive use of the intellec-
tual and information potential of modern enterprises remain.
In this sense, world practice proves that powerful capabilities
are embedded in modern information systems and technolo-
gies. They are not fully implemented in domestic practice.

The purpose of the research is to reveal the newest theo-
retical aspects of managing the formation of sustainability of a
manufacturing enterprise on a resource paradigm in combina-
tion with the possibilities of their practical implementation by
means of tools of modern information technologies.

Results of the research. The notion of sustainability was
borrowed by economic science from systems theory, when
economic objects were regarded as complex and diverse eco-
nomic systems [13].

In the works of systems theory and systems analysis dif-
ferent definitions of the term system are provided. Thus, in
encyclopedic literature, the system is understood as a set of
interrelated elements that form integrity and unity. The con-
cept of «integrity» means completeness and accuracy, and the
integrity of information is the assurance of the accuracy and
completeness of information [18].

In the common view of the authors of extensive research
on the theory of socio—economic systems [3; 14], the concept
of «systemy is interpreted as a holistic complex of interdepen-
dent components, which has a special unity with the external
environment and is a subsystem of a higher order. Characte-
ristic features of socio—economic systems are the following:

— complexity of problems and necessity of their defini-
tion in unity of technical, economic, social, psychological,
managerial and other aspects;

— increase in the number of connections between objects;

— dynamics of changing situations;

— scarcity of all types of resources (material, labor, finan-
cial, etc.);

— strengthening the role of the human factor in gover-
nance and others.

These features make it inevitable to apply a systematic
approach, because only on the basis of it the quality of man-
agement decisions can be ensured. The systematic approach is
based on certain principles, among which, in our opinion, the
integrity and structuring are fundamental are present. Integrity
allows to consider the system as a whole and at the same time
as a subsystem for higher levels. Structuring allows to analyze
the elements of the system in their relationship. The system
element has all the features of the system and is considered a
system object.

In the generalized view of scientists, the system control
must have the following basic properties [3]:

— the object is created for a specific purpose and in the
process of achieving these goal functions and changes;

— system object is a managed system, the system object
uses information about its own state, the state of the environ-
ment, and simulates the behavior of the object in the external
environment. An object consists of interdependent compo-
nents that perform certain functions in its system. All the com-
ponents of a system object, when they co—operate, provide a
new property that is not owned separately by each component.

In our research, the systemic object is the resource resi-
lience of the enterprise in the components that form it and
ensure the progressive development of the enterprise.

Extensive analysis of professional publications devoted to
the problems of enterprise sustainability has shown that sci-
entists pay the most attention to the content, evaluation and
management analysis of financial sustainability.

The scientist O. Tridid in his scientific work considers the
financial sustainability of the enterprise as a process continu-
ous and adapted to the space and time changes of transforma-
tion of capital (sources of financing of economic activity) into
capital goods (material resources, finished goods, cash) [19].

In the research of O. Kizim and L. Kostyrko the sus-
tainability of the enterprise is defined as a financial concept.
They interpret sustainability as the ability of an enterprise to
change the condition and volume of finance with a minimum
of risk and loss, with economic rewards [8, 10].

0. Kuzmin, in defining the concept of «enterprise sustain-
ability», argues that the financial sustainability of the enterprise
characterizes the efficiency of operational, investment and
financial development, contains the necessary information for
investors, suppliers, owners, as well as it is the basis for the
functioning of the economic system in the conditions of insta-
bility of economic processes, uncertainty, dynamic economic
environment. That is, its analysis makes it possible to determine
the perspective financial capabilities of the enterprise [11].

L. Lakhtionova gives wide and deep understanding of the
category of «sustainability» and «financial sustainability» in
her monograph. In her scientific work, the financial sustain-
ability of an entity is a state of financial resources, in which a
market and mixed economy entity, which is freely maneuver
cash, is able to ensure the continuous processes of its operat-
ing, financial and investment activities, and expenses for their
expansion and updating and appearance of their new direc-
tions and components through their effective use [12, p. 71].

In justifying her point of view, L. Lakhtionova relies on
the resource base of financial sustainability and outlines the
following key arguments:

— it is a state of financial resources, because it is a matter
of resource financial sustainability;

— the entity must freely maneuver the funds over the par-
ticular condition of the financial resources;

— a market economy entity must use cash to ensure con-
tinuous operations, which, in accordance with international
accounting and financial reporting standards and national
accounting standards, consist of processes of operational,
financial and investment activities as its main types, there-
fore, in the modern interpretation of the concept of financial
sustainability is necessary to focus on all types of economic
activities of the entity.

It is worth noting that in her monograph L. Lakhtionova
explored more than three dozen group opinions reflected in
a wide range of educational literature and scientific publica-
tions, regarding the definition of «financial sustainability» and
its argumentation. Using the resource approach, the author
proposes to allocate: financial — resource or simple financial
sustainability and non—financial — resource (intangible — mate-
rial —labor) stability, which represents the optimal composition,
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structure and ratio of labor, tangible and intangible resources
of the economic entity contributing to economy costs [12].

Our research has shown that in a number of scientific
works, financial sustainability is equated with financial sta-
bility. However, if making assumptions and analogies with
biological systems that a modern production enterprise is not
only an open system, but also a living organism, the prere-
quisite of life of which is stability and sustainability, on the
basis of systems theory and systemic approach, then the con-
cept of «stability» and «sustainability» should not be identi-
fied. In our view, the notion of «stability» is quite indicative in
medical science and practice. Thus, in the diagnosis of human
health the following concepts are distinguished:

a) the condition is stably severe;

b) the condition is stable without symptoms of complica-
tion of gravity.

In this connection, it is reasonable to conclude that sta-
bility with respect to biological systems is «survivability» or
«endurance». The fundamental difference between the func-
tions of endurance (stability) and resilience is that endurance
allows the system to survive, and resilience creates the con-
ditions for development. If you modify these characteristics
to an enterprise that operates in a dynamic environment with
risks, then the economic condition of the enterprise is «stable
severe» requiring diagnostics regarding the probability of
bankruptcy, and a stable state without symptoms of complica-
tion has a sufficient probability of remedial formation of the
necessary stability and ability for upward development.

In our view, the resource interaction of stability, sustain-
ability and progressive development (economic growth) is
the only continuous vector chain: stability — sustainability —
growth — stability —...

In general research, financial sustainability is the domi-
nant of enterprise sustainability, as is the dominant in pro-
ductive management accounting and analytical support,
based on reporting by national and international standards.
Based on the current reporting and information capacity of
the reports (balance sheet, income statement, cash flow state-
ment, equity report), such top—level analysis of the dynamics
and sustainability can be provided as: horizontal and verti-
cal balance analysis; property analysis; analysis of relative
liquidity indicators; analysis of relative indicators of financial
independence; analysis of the structure and dynamics of finan-
cial results; profitability analysis; business activity analysis;
market value analysis.

However, in our view, the dominance of financial sustain-
ability is a prerequisite, but not sufficient to manage the resi-
lience of an enterprise as a complex systematic entity. There-
fore, a complete information resource characteristic (single
information field) of the object «enterprise sustainability», as
the starting potential of dynamism and progressive develop-
ment of the enterprise, is ensured by the inclusion of all basic
resources in the management complex to ensure their syner-
gistic interaction and efficiency. Generalization of scientific
searches of resource direction of management of potential
formation of effective functioning and upward development
of enterprises allows to allocate the following composition of
resources for the characterization of complex system object
«stability of enterprise»: financial, logistical, labor, organi-
zational, innovative, information, intellectual. The new ele-
ments in this list are information and intellectual resources.

The level of information support, its completeness and
reliability, the level of development of information and com-
munication technologies, characterize information resources.
In the encyclopedic interpretation, the information resources
are the set of knowledge, ideas, information, etc., which are
gradually accumulated in the process of development of sci-
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ence and practical activity of people and are used in all spheres
of public life [6].

The intellectual potential (intellectual support) of the
enterprise has a great influence on the successful solution of
problems of the modern enterprise.

Scientist A. Antonov interprets intelligence as the ability
to generate new information, i.e., information that was not on
the object of the system, but has been able to become a com-
modity [1].

The formation of an intellectual resource in a manufac-
turing enterprise is accomplished by transforming the intel-
ligence of the management personnel of the enterprise into
intellectual capital, which is transformed into intellectual
assets and ultimately creates intellectual property. Therefore,
it can be considered that the intellectual resources of the enter-
prise include intellectual property, accumulated or acquired
abilities, competencies of staff, formed business network,
investments in human capital development.

Effective management of economic stability and upward
development of an enterprise on the basis of a resource com-
plex is accompanied by its evaluation, analysis and forecast-
ing using a large variety of absolute and relative indicators,
which require their certain systematization in order to facili-
tate the use and comprehension of the obtained results, to
formulate correct analyzes scientifically substantiated propos-
als. This requires the use of modern information systems and
information technologies in economic practice.

At the present stage, that is, the stage of informatization of
society in scientific research, attention of scientists is empha-
sized on the expediency of introducing management decision
support systems into economic practice.

The content of the decision support system in encyclope-
dic and dictionary publications is defined as: a system that
provides the ability to study the status, predict development
and evaluate possible behaviors based on the analysis of sta-
tistics that reflect the results of the organization (enterprise)
over time. Such systems use modern database technologies,
OLAP (interactive, analytical data processing), data ware-
houses, advanced analysis and data visualization [18].

In research to improve decision support systems, there has
been an increasing tendency to introduce into their structure an
intellectual component — a knowledge base that is constructed
using certain methods of presenting and seeking knowledge.

To develop the structure of intelligent decision support sys-
tems (IDSS) it is necessary to distinguish such components [7].

1. Database, which is designed to store, manage, display
and analyze data. The system uses two types of sources:

- external sources (official data of domestic and interna-
tional institutions, data of commodity, stock, currency markets);

- internal sources (financial and non—financial reporting,
management accounting data) that form the key performance
indicators for a particular entity.

2. Knowledge base, which is an array of information in a
form suitable for logical and semantic processing by appro-
priate software. It is believed that knowledge bases allow to
present any knowledge that a specialist may encounter in their
work in their natural form.

3. Model database is a system that includes a set of mod-
els to provide user requests and solve the necessary list of
practical tasks.

4. User interface is intended for dialogue with the person
making management decision both at the stage of information
input and at the stage of output of results.

IDSS is a multifunctional and dynamic system that is
potentially capable and aimed at solving important practical
problems of control, analysis, budgeting, forecasting, plan-
ning, economic and statistical modeling, etc.
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In our opinion, in the structure of IDSS it is necessary to
have a module for managing the object «enterprise sustain-
ability» based on our researched and scientifically grounded
resource approach (R). Using the tools of modern information
technology, the process of managing the object «enterprise
sustainability» can be formally characterized by a sequence

<8,,S,.0, R, R,... R,..R, >.

Such a sequence is regarded as the process of reaching the
goal directly with the use of the operator O — the transition
from the initial state S, to the final state S .

It should be noted that operator O requires the management
of all components, which are a systematic resource for the
sustainability of the enterprise. In our study, such a sequence
includes financial, logistical, labor, innovation, information,
organizational, and intellectual resources.

The transition of the control object from state S, to state S|
is not instantaneous, it is designed for a certain period of time.
Therefore, quantitative and qualitative characteristics of each
type of resources obtained by information technology, in the
intervals of observation will allow to:

— identify the formed disparities between the components
of a complex resource management object;

— find out to what extent the industrial enterprise resource
complex in the industry dimension is adequate to the goals
and objectives of formation of sustainability and opportunities
of progressive development;

— identify priorities and opportunities to achieve synergis-
tic interaction between all types of resources;

— integrate differentiated quantitative and qualitative
indicators of all resource components into a summarized
indicator (integrated) for monitoring, analysis, forecasting
and planning;

— calculate the forecast (potential stability) for different
scenarios of dynamics of quantitative and qualitative indica-
tors, differentiated by resource components, and summarizing
integral indicators.

It is also important to note that experts in modern informa-
tion technology emphasize the need to replenish traditional
tools of analytical and forecasting calculations with the latest
tools, an example of which is: the use of nonlinear dynamic
statistics, discrete logic, fractal analysis, fuzzy set theory;
hybrid neuro — fuzzy systems, cloud technologies, etc.

To improve the management of resource resilience forma-
tion and the progressive development of an industrial enter-
prise on its basis, it is advisable, in our view, to use the lat-
est elements of information intellectualization by processing
knowledge and reasoning on knowledge, processing fuzzy
information based on fuzzy set theory and using appropriate
software (Statistica Neural Networks, Neuroshell and others).

ERP systems (Enterprise Resource Planning System) are
also widely used in corporate information systems.

Thus, the use of modern innovative information technol-
ogy allows to obtain a new level of management of the forma-
tion of the sustainability potential of a manufacturing enter-
prise as a starting base for its progressive development.

Conclusions. The stability of a modern manufacturing
enterprise and its upward development in achieving interna-
tional competitiveness is predominantly based on the resource
potential, both in the starting state of the enterprise and the
dynamics of intermediate perspective states. A system — object
stability is practically important to consider. This will allow us
to achieve synergistic interaction of the constituent elements
of the object through time and space by applying the latest
information technologies.

Dozens of absolute indicators and coefficients, which are
important in managing the sustainability of the enterprise,
according to the arguments of many scientists, are impossible
to organize in logic and simple analytical methods in such a way
as to avoid errors of the final analytical and prognostic evalu-
ation, which is why modern management information systems
with information and technology are the newest resource that
should be formed both at the large corporate enterprises and
small enterprises with a certain number of employees.

For large and medium-sized enterprises modern informa-
tion system should be formed and its intelligent information
technologies should be based on the knowledge base. Simpli-
fied information system, which includes subsystems: informa-
tion, legal, mathematical, software, organizational-technical,
which are necessary and sufficient for autonomous manage-
ment of a small enterprise or cluster of small enterprises.

Further studies will be related to the formation of a com-
prehensive accounting, analytical and intellectual information
support for the systematic management of the sustainability
of food industry in the conditions of turbulence of the market
environment.
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N =

CUCTEMHO-TH® OPMAIIMHA MOJIEPHI3AIISA YITPABJITHHS CTIHKICTIO
TA PO3BUTKOM HIIHPUEMCTB XAPYOBOI MPOMUCIOBOCTI

AHoTamis. Y cTaTTi po3nIsAa€ThCS €eKOHOMIYHA CTIHKICTh Ta MPOTPECHBHUI PO3BUTOK MiANPUEMCTB Xap4OBOi IIPOMHCIIO-
BoCTi. MaiiOyTHe HaIliOHAIBHOI EKOHOMIKH 3aJIKHUTh BiJl 3/IaTHOCTI /10 CTAJIOr0 (PyHKIIIOHYBaHHS BUPOOHHYHX IMiIPHEMCTB
y Cy4acHUX eKOHOMIYHHX YMOBAX, ISl IKUX KJIFOYOBHMH BUKITKAMH € )KOPCTKA KOHKYPEHIIs Ta I00abHI TEHISHIIIT Ha PHHKY.
VY 1IbOMY KOHTEKCTI BUHHMKAE MOTpeda y HAyKOBUX TOCIIKCHHSIX HOBITHIX MIAXOMIB 10 (GOpMYBaHHS Ta OI[IHKH MOTCHIIHHOT
CTIiKOCTI Cy0’€KTa TOCIIOAAPIOBAHHS, OO aHaNi3y Ta IMPOTHO3YBAaHHS HOTO MPOIPECHBHOTO PO3BUTKY 3 METOO JIOCSTHEHHS
MIXXHAPOIHOT KOHKYPEHTOCITPOMOXKHOCTI. Y JOCHIHKEHHI CHCTEMHHUM 00’ €KTOM € peCypCHa CTIHKICTh MiAMPUEMCTBA. Y3arajib-
HEHHsI HAyKOBHX MOLIYKiB J03BOJISIE BUAIIMTH HACTYTHUN CKJIAJ PECYPCiB IS XapaKTePUCTUKH CKIIaJHOTO CHCTEMHOT0 00’ €KTa
«CTaOUTBHICTD MIAPUEMCTBaY: (HIHAHCOBHI, MaTepialbHO-TEXHIYHHH, TPYIOBUH, OpraHi3aliiiHui, iHHOBaIIHHWIA, iH)OpMa-
HIHHWM, IHTENIEKTYaIbHUH. [HTeNeKTyanbHa MiATPUMKA MiANPHEMCTBA Ma€ BEJIMKHI BIUIMB HA YCIIIIHE BUPIIICHHS Mpo0ieM
cydacHOro mifnpueMmcTsa. CTabiabHICTh Cy4acHOrO MiANPUEMCTBA-BUPOOHMKA Ta HOro 3pOCTaHHS B IOCATHEHHI MIXKHAPOIHOT
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Cepis: MixHapOoaHiI €EKOHOMIiYHi BiTHOCHHH Ta CBiTOBE I'OCIIOZAPCTBO

KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHOCTI TEPEBaXHO IPYHTYETCS HA PECYpCHOMY MOTEHIIIANI, K Y BUXiJHOMY CTaHi MiJIPHEMCTBA, TaK
1 B AMHAMII IPOMDKHHUX NEPCIIEKTUBHUX CTaHiB. EdexTuBHE yrpaBiiiHHA €KOHOMIUHOIO CTa01IBbHICTIO Ta 3pOCTaHHAM Oi3Hecy
Ha OCHOBI PECypCHOTO KOMIIIEKCY CYIPOBOIKYETHCS HOTO OLIHKOIO, aHATI30M Ta MPOTHO3YBAHHIM 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM BEIUKOT
PI3HOMaHITHOCTI aOCOJIFOTHHX Ta BIAHOCHHUX MOKa3HUKIB. JIJ1s1 BIOCKOHAJICHHS YIPaBIiHHS ()OPMYBaHHSM CTIHKOCTI Ta mporpe-
CHBHOI'O PO3BHUTKY IIPOMUCIIOBOIO IiIIIPHEMCTBA JAOLLILHO BUKOPUCTOBYBAaTH HOBITHI €1€MEHTH iHTeNeKTyaizauii indgopma-
1ii Ta BAKOPUCTAHHS BIAMOBIIHOTO MPOTPaMHOro 3a0e3MeueHHs. Y3aralbHeHO METOUUHMIA Miaxia 1o GopmyBaHHs iHGOpMa-
LilfHO-3HaHHEBOTO 3a0€3MeUeHHs 1HTeIeKTyalli3alii ynpasIiHHI NPOrpecUBHUMH 3MiHAMU Ha MiANPUEMCTBI. 3aIpOIIOHOBAHO
AKTHBI3yBaTH BUKOPUCTAHHS 1HPOPMAIIMHUX CHCTEM Ta TEXHOJIOTIH YIPABIiHHS CTIHKICTIO Ta PO3BUTKOM ITPOMHKCIIOBOTO TIiJI-
IPUEMCTBA B yMOBaX Cy4acHO] iH(popMaTH3allil eKOHOMIKH. AKLIEHTOBAHO Ha HEOOXiTHOCTI MPUCKOPEHHS TaKUX TpaHchopmMa-
11 B epepoOHiil MPOMUCIOBOCTI IPOAOBOIBIOTO CETMEHTY JUTS 3a0€3IECUCHHS Pe3yIbTaTHBHOL SIKOCTI HOTO PO3BUTKY.

Kuro4oBi ciioBa: CTiiiKicTh MiANPUEMCTBA, CKOHOMIYHA CTIHKICTh, (DiHAHCOBA CTIMKICTh, MPOrPECUBHUNA PO3BUTOK, 00II-
KOBO-aHaJIITUYHE 3a0€e3MeYeHHs, TEOPisi CUCTEM, CUCTEMHUI aHai3.

CUCTEMHO-UH®OPMAIIMOHHAA MOJEPHU3ALIUA YITPABJTEHUSA
YCTOMYHABOCTHIO U PASBUTHUEM HNPEJINPUATHNA MUIEBOW IMPOMBIINIJIEHHOCTH

AHHoTanus. B crarbe paccMaTpuBarOTCs BOIIPOCHI SKOHOMUUECKONH YCTOHUYUBOCTH U IPOIPECCUBHOIO Pa3BUTUSI IPEIIIPU-
SITUH MHIIEBOM MPOMBIIUICHHOCTH. By/ylliee HallMOHAIBHOW YKOHOMHMKH 3aBUCHT OT CIIOCOOHOCTH K YCTOHUMBOMY (DYHKITH-
OHHUPOBAHUIO NIPOU3BOJCTBEHHBIX NPENPUATHH B COBPEMEHHBIX SKOHOMUYECKUX YCIOBUSX, AJISI KOTOPBIX KIIIOUEBBIMHU IIPO-
OeMaMu SIBISTFOTCSI JKeCTKass KOHKYPEHIHUS ¥ I00abHbIe TeHICHIIMM Ha PhIHKE. B 3TOM KOHTEKcTe HEOOXOAMMBI HaydHBIE
HCCIIEA0BAaHMS HOBEHIINX MOAX0N0B K (JOPMUPOBAHHIO U OLIEHKE NOTEHIIMAIBHON YCTOHYNBOCTH XO3SIMCTBYIOLIETO CyOBEKTa,
€r0 aHaIN3y U IIPOTHO3HPOBAHMUIO €T0 IIPOTPECCHBHOTO Pa3BHUTHS C IIENBIO JOCTIDKEHHS MEKTYHAPOJHON KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCO0-
HOCTH. B HccienoBaHusax cHCTEMHBIM OOBEKTOM SIBISIETCS peCypCcHasi yCTOWYMBOCTD MPEANPUATHS B T€X KOMIIOHEHTaX, KOTO-
pble ero (OPMUPYIOT U 00ECIIEUUBAIOT IIOCTYNATEIbHOE pa3BUTUE NpeanpuaTis. O000IEHnEe HayYHbIX IOUCKOB PECYPCHOIO
HarpaBJIeHHs yIIpaBieHus] GopMHUpOBaHUEM IOTeHIHana YQGEeKTHBHOTO (yHKIIMOHUPOBAHHS U BOCXOIIETO Pa3BUTHS MTPEJI-
IPUSATUI [03BOJISIET BBIIEIUTh CIECAYIOLIMN COCTAB PECYpCOB UL XapaKTEPUCTHKH CIOXKHOTO CHCTEMHOIO O0OBEKTa «YCTOMN-
YHUBOCTB TPENPHATHS: (UHAHCOBBIH, TOTUCTUYECKH, TPYOBOH, OpraHM3alOHHBINA, HHHOBALMOHHBIN, HH(POPMAaMOHHBIH,
MHTEJIEKTYalbHbIN. IHTeIIeKTyanbHas MoAIep Kka IPeANpHATHS OKa3bIBaeT OOJIbILIOE BIUSHUE HA YCIEIIHOE PEIIEeHUE TPO0-
JIEM COBpeMeHHOro npennpusrus. CTabuabHOCTh COBPEMEHHOIO IIPOM3BOJCTBEHHOIO MPEAPUSITUS U €r0 BOCXOMSILEE pas-
BUTHE B JOCTH)KCHUH MEKTYHAPOJHOH KOHKYPEHTOCIOCOOHOCTH OCHOBAHBI MPEHMYIIECTBEHHO HA PECYpPCHOM IMOTEHIHATIE.
OddexTuBHOE yNpaBIeHUE SKOHOMUYECKON CTAOMIBHOCTBIO U BOCXOSIUM PA3BUTHEM NPEANPUATHS HA OCHOBE PECYPCHOIO
KOMITJIEKCa COTPOBOKIAETCS €r0 OIEHKOH, aHaJIM30M U MPOTHO3UPOBAHUEM C HCIIOIB30BAHUEM IIMPOKOTO CIIEKTPa aOCOIIOT-
HBIX ¥ OTHOCHUTEJIbHBIX ITOKa3aTeJICH.

KaioueBrble cj10Ba: yCTOHYMBOCTE MPEANPHUSITHS, SKOHOMUYECKAst yCTOHYUBOCTD, (DUHAHCOBAsS yCTOHYMBOCTD, IIPOTPECCHUB-
HOE pa3BUTHE, YUCTHO-aHAIUTHIECKOEe 00eCcIIeueHne, TEOPHsl CUCTEM, CUCTEMHBIH aHaIN3.
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